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..Feport, "Bicycle Transportation Plan and Program for the
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MR. GARDNER: Thie hearing will come to oxder.

T am Robert Gavdnexr, Assistant to the Deputy
Director

for Social Services, District of Columbia Department
of Human Resources. I have been designated by the Mayor of the
District of Columbia to conduct the public hearing on the
propused Bicycle Transportation Plan and Program for the
District of Columbia.

The purpose of this hearing ig to give the public

an opportunity to comment on the proposals described in the

District of Columbia™.

| This report, which was made public in August, is also
being made part of the hearing record. The plan and program
get forth in this report, as well as an modifications thereto,
are appropriate for comment at this hearing. I hope all of
voeu have had access to this report. In anﬁ event; copies

of the reporit are presently available in this roem. T

understand that all public libraries in the District of Columbii

also havé copies for public inspection.

Mr. Douglas N. Schneider, tﬁe Acting Director of
the District of Columbia Department of Transportation, who
will be our firet witness, will describe the proposed bikeway

plan and program,
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Notification of this hearing was published in local
and regional newspapers, the Washington Post, the Washington
Star, the Washington Afro-American, and alsc the D. C.
Register. A copy of the notice, and specific publication
dates will be entered into the record at this point.

(NOTICES FOLLOW)
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Notification of this hearing was also accomplished
through direct mailings to other local news media; to pro-
fessional and civic asgociations, to govermment agencies, and to
individuals thought to have an interest in the project. Copies
of the report were zutomatically seﬁt to organizational
entries on the D, C. Department of Transportation mailing list,
and to others uron regquest.

After I complete my statement setting forth the

| manner in which I expect this hearing to proceed, a repre-

| sentative of the District of Columbia Department of Transporta-

| tion will elaborate on the plan. After that presentation, the

-ﬁ%ﬁﬁividuals regponding to the notice of this hearing will be

- given an oppprtunity to presént their views, followed by

| others who wish to be heard.

In the interest of providing maximum opportunity to

¢ those who came tonight to be heard, T am limiting each

individual witness to ten minutes.

As provided for in the hearing notice, a witness
list has been prépared from names submitted to the Executive
Secretary, Office of the Mayor of the District of Columbia.
The names of people and organizations were place on the list
in the order that they were received, and I will call for
witnesses in that order. A?ter the people on the list have
completed giving their testimony, I will recognize othexrs

who are present today and would like to be heard. Feel free

us
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to either present oral remarks or to read or to summarize
from a written statement.

Written statements may be submitted until Monday.
October 1%, 1975, until 5:00 p.m., for inclusion in the
record. Such statements will be received by the Executive
Secretary, District of Columbia in Room 528 of the District
Building, Washington, D. C. 20004.

A stenographic record is being made of this
proceeding. Copies of the transcript may be purchased from
the reporter, whose name and address will be furnished to
you upon raguest.

The hearing will close at or before 9:30 p.m.
tonight. If the hearing iz not completed tonight, we will
continue it tomorrow in this same room beginning at 9:00 a.m.

Your views are earnestly solicitedin this public
hearing and they will be carefully evalvated prior to reaching
any final detérmination in this matter.

The first witness is Mr. Douglas N. Schneider,
Acting Director, District of Columbia Department of
Transportaticon.

STATEMENT OF DCUGLAS N. SCHNEIDER, ACTING

DIRECTOR, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA DEPARTMENT

OF TRANSPORTATION.

MR. SCHNEIDER: Thank you, Mr. Gardner. I have
with ne three or four staff people who actually worked on and

developed this plan and who will be available for any gquestions
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and will ke here throughbut the hearing to answer those
guestions.
I would like to welcome you and the citizens to

this hearing and I look forxward to hearing their testimony

.and I plan to listen to it as well.

We consider citizen participation to be an essential
ingredient in our planning process both as a wmeans to make
cur plans responeive, and to maintain an openness in our
public business.

Although always susceptible to improvement, citizen

and intergovernmental participation were provided for in this

fﬁianning'study'by our establishing and working with Titizens

and Technical Advisory Committees. Moreover, we attempted
to achieve wide dissemination of the final report beginning
with a presss conferénce that I held on Angust]; 1975.

I sincerely hope that you found the report both
accessible and comprehensive. I shall gquickly summarize the
suggested plan and program.

One major proposal is the addition of 75 miles of
bikeway to exiéting bike routes to form a citywide arterial
system of about 170 miles. The system was conceived to serve
the major portion of relatively long bédycle trips. Most
trips will begin and end off the arterial system but about
50 percent of the activity centers identified in the study are

within three blocks of a bikeway.
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ﬁiﬁ the future.
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Route subkstitutions, additions or deletions can an&
will be made over time ag we monitor bikeways and other streets
for bicycle use and probleums.

The plan includes a wide variety cof bikeway types
ranging from the simplest where bicycles are mixed with other
traffic in oversized lanes to the highest order where bicycles
can be operatedin a separate exclusive right of way. The plan
also includes a proposal for-making a local street in Georgetow:d
a bicycle priority thoroughfare. This range of treatments
will also permit the city to compare operating performance

and thereby guide us in making better bikeway type selections

This plan also points up the importance of smooth
surfacing for bicycling and the need for maintaining smoothness
and debris-free bikeways. Various intersection turning patterns
have been identified including those controclled by a special
signal phase for bicyclists. Final selection of particular
intersection treatménts "will be made during the design stage
of bikeway development.

Currently, it is estimated that 60 percent of all
bicycle trips are made to arrive at a specific destination --
others are for recreational riding. With the high inciaence
of bhicycle theft in the city, it is realized that inadequate
or non-existent parking facilities can serious impede bicycle

use., A nine-point parking program is laid out in the report




with particular emphasis on the locker type facility as the

preferred parking device for long-term storage.

In addition, the plan includes a suggested safety
campaign invelving safety sducation in schools and in drivexr
training courses, the revision of the driver licensing
examinations to reflect bicycles as bona fide wvehicles, and
the promotion of bicycle saﬁgty through the community programs
of the Traffic Safety Coordinator.

The estimated cost of the p}an, excluding right of
way acguisition and costs that can be incorporated into bridge

and street improvement projects, is $1,141,000 at today's

.ﬁkicea. As of now, the Departwent has committed all previously

approériated-funds for bikewaysz, has reguested $330,000 in
the FY 1976 budget, and will request addiiional funds in the
future fiscal years.

In this regard, I shou}d appreciate hearing all of
the views of the people on this project on priorities and
staging. This will be most helpful in developing a final
fipnancial and implementation schedule.

In closing, I thought a brief enumeration of several
Departmental activities would be of interest.

1. Ouxr designers are incorporating bizycle and
pedestrian acconmodations in all bridge construction and
reconstruction projects. That is important. In the past

when we have bullt bridges we have not been concerned about
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pedestrians or others getting across and we are trying to
pay some attention to this in this new development approach.

2. Ve welcome complaints on street conditions
at telephone number €29-5325 and attempt to respond with
rapid repailrs.

3. Our designers have developed a sewer grate

that is fydraulically effective and safe for bicyclists. This

design will be used on all future street projects.
4. We will shortly install experimental coin-
operated bicycle lockers for public use and demonstration.

The plan there, I believe, is to install ten bike lockers in

“the F Street Mall.

5. We hope to develop a bicycle tour that will
interconnect major points of interest for use during the
Bicentennial Celebration.

I am eager to hear your views on the potential of
this plan to induce greater use of this very efficient trans-
portation mode and to provide a safer environment for those
who choocose to use it.

With that,I think I have used up my ten minutes.

MR, GARDNERQ Thank you very much, Mr. Schneider.
Now we will begin calling the public witnesses, the citizens.

The first name on the list is Mr. W. W. Jourdin.
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STATEMENT OF W. W. JOURDIN, WASHINGTION AREA
BICYCLE ASSOCIATION

MR. GARDNER: I understand, Mr. Jourdin, that vou
represent the Washington Areé Bicycle Association?

MR, JOURDIN: Yes, Mr. Chairman. I am Vice
President and Genexal Counsel of the Washington Area Bicycle
Association.

We appreciate the District Gavgrnment's invitation
to comuent on the D. C. Department of Transportation's
Bicycle Plan and Program for the Distict of Columbia. We,
+he Washington Area Bicycle Association, or WABA, are an
association of almost 1000 aduit citizen~taxpayer bicyclists
who seeck to make bicycling a safer and more.cnnvenient
meana of transportation in the Washington Metropolitan area.

We have been unable to develop a final position on
the DOT proposal because oif the vagueness of the materials
available to our membership. Our commente tonighi, therefore,
have to be tentative. We will be able to offer more definitive
conments after the DOT proposal is spelied out in sufficient
detail so that our membership can be fully informed on what
is proposed.

At the end of this statement, at least our written
gtatement -~ I Jon't know if I will bother with it in the
nearing tonight -- we will spell out what must be done for

the public to have sufficient informzation to take a position.
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. standavrds which should govern the selection and execution of

i bikeways and everything having to do with bicycles. Up to

We assume the DOT will not attempt to present
this propogsal in its present form to the City Council, It
is just too vague, and it really offers no opportuniiy for
informed public comment.

That is the introductory negative side of it; The
positive, however, far outwéighs the negative. This study
provides a good tentative framework for carrying out the
execution of a safe and convenient network of commuter bikewayJ
in the Distxict.

Heretofore, to our knowledge, no such framework
existed., As a result, bikers and government officials have

ofien been at cross purposes in their assumptions as to the

such a network.
The conflict has been not only between hjkers and
officials but also among bikexrs and émnng officials. When
an agreed-upon framework such as that here.ﬁroposed is
finally adopted, we can exert our major efforts to working
together rather than having to dissipaﬁe them in controversy.
The study failed to address the lack of coordination

in the District Govermment in its approach to bicycles and

now there has besen no coordination whatsoever. FRach
responsible offieial who may have had the best of intentions,

who may have had the best intentions when his act conflicted
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- tion is the present bicycling parking situation in the Distrxict)

_bicycles in the building,

13
with his fellow officials, bicyclists only «ame a cropper.
We are gratified that the formation of a unified Department
of Transportation makes a consistent approach more feasible.
We urge the Director to give one officer in his Department
full authority over bicycling matters and to reguire full
accountability from that officér for GOﬂﬁdinatiop of bicycle
matters throughovt the DOT and throughout all other branches
of the District Government.

A prime example of the lack of and need for coordina-

At the present, the District Government has several uncoordinatgd
bureau which affect bicycle parking. The GSA leases buildings
for D. C. Government offices without doing anythinglwhatsoever
to get the landlords to provide safe and convénient bike-parking¢
The DOT's offices in the Presidential Building are
a case in point ~~ the bicyélists who work in the DOT or who
have business with éﬁe Dof have ro adequate place Eo park

their bicycles -~ in fact, the landlord refuses to allow

The DOT should take the lead in changing this
situation and it should not wait until tomorrow before doing
something about it. |

We have considerable expertise in this area and
will be delighted to assist the DOT and other District

Government offices in charging the situation.
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The Zoning Commission is another arm of the District
Covernment whose policies sghould be coordinated with those of
the DOT. Legislation should be drafted and presented ﬁo the
City Council requiring that residential and commercial
landlords throughoﬁt the District make reasconably adequate
provision for the parking and related needs of the cycling
public. Again, we will be happy to work with the DOT, the Zonin
Commission, and other agencies in this effort.

Another instance of unfair treatment of bicyclists
is that displayed by the managefs of L'Enfant Plaza and other
ostensibly public areas of the District which are, in fact,
in private hands unknéwn to the majoritycof the public. L'Enfani
Plaza has no signs prohibiting bicycle parking, yet the
people there, the guards, persis in cutting the locking deviceé
of innocent bicyclists who park there. lThey continue to do
this despife the fact that at least one bicyclist has obtained
a court judgment againgt them for their actions, for this
action on their part.

We think this is disgraceful behavior. If the
private owners won't see such behavior, we hope to_see the
City Council enact such legislation making it very unprofitable
for them to contin#e its

We are delighted to see the study endorse the
principle that bikeway use should not be compulsory. If

bikeways are good and if they offer safe and convenient means
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of transportation, cyclists will use them. No compulsion is
necessary. If they are bad it would be criminal to reguire
their use.

We are also delighted to see the study's recommendd-
tion of more freguent resurfacing, maintenance and cleaning of
bikeways. This is vital and it is usually something that is
ignored in other bikeway studies I have seen. It is a very
forward step.

The study is completely silent on the problem
'creaied by parallel bar drain grates We afe pleased the
Director has said shehDistrict now has a design foi a trap-
pzoof drain grate, and such drain grates will be placed on
bikeﬁays. But that is not enough. Bicyclists are not
only going to be using bikeways, bicyclists use all of the
shreéts in the District and a drain grate on a street which
i3 not designated as a bikeway can kill a bicyclist Jjust as
dead as a drain grate on.a bikeway.

Al% of the parallel bar draim grates in the District
must be replaced.

Another area in which the study is dlent is that
of diesel exhausts from trucks and buses. These are a
tremendous impediment to bicycling. The'Epvironmental
Protection Agency is negligent in féiling to do anything about
thié, failing to put forth any standards.

We would like to see the DOT of the District take

e g === va =y

i
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the lead in stopping noxious exhaust fumes, whether or not
they are visible. Visibility does not relate to naxiousness.
We hope they can work with the Police Department to ticket
those offending vehicles.

fhe bicycle safety program set forth in the study
is admirable. We will cocoperate fully with the DOT to help
make it a reality. We.wﬁuld like to see the bikes have.
equal rights signs appear on posts throughout the city. They
appeafed for a short time a couple qf years ago bﬁt I do not
think they have appeared since. We think it should be
a permanent feature rotating throughout the city.

The study®sdesign on page 29 0£ the blue booklet
for preferential bicycle streets would completely prohibit all
cross traffic. We think this is crazy. You don't need it to
make biking safer‘and more convenient on & street; there is
no such need. We think it is a bad design principle and'a'
complete failure.

We also take issue with the study's fostering of
symbolic separation. The.study seems to think either painted
lane markérs or perhaps signs up there will make biking safer
on certain streets. We take issue with that. Unless there
is physical separation by barrier, bicycling is not going to be
any safer. Hotqr vehicles will encxoach and by encroach I mean
ran over bicyclisté and run tﬁem off the road if there is

no physical separation.
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Now as to specific comments which have to be
tentative because of the vagueness of the situdy o specific
routes. The study does not seem to follow what I thought was
going to be one of the most important principles governing it,
an attempted linkage with bikeways in other jurisdictions;
For example, no route is shown from the Abandoned Trolley Line

to and over Chain Bridge or out MacArthur Boulevard and/or the

Abandoned Trolley Line to link with apparently existing routes |

in Virginia and Maryland.
Alsc, the Bolling Air Force Base route just ends at

the Naval Research Laboratory. It should link up witl: routes

din Oxon Hill.

Massachusetts Avenue, Northwest, Northeast, and
Southeast, should be included in the proposed system
throughout its length so as to include Union Statioh, B, €,
General Hospital and DuPont Circle. 'ﬁhe intersecting squares,
Mt. Vernoa, Stanton, and Lincoln, should have curb cuts on
their diagenally opposiﬁe COrners.

Connecticut Avenue for some reason is not shown on
the map as a so-called existing route even though & was
approved by the City Council last year to run from Western
Avenue to Rock Creek Parkway.

How the contractors decided for the study what were
existing routes and what were not is a mystery. I think the

principles should be laid out. The treatment & Pennsylvania
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’ Avenue is inexplicable. It certainly should be shown as a

proposed route since it is part of the Environmental Protection
Agency's Transportation Contrel Plan for the District. It is
not even shown as a proposed route.

There is no adejuate treatment of it. We see no
reason why Pennsylvania Avenue, Southeast, £rom 2nd to 17th
Street, should not be a first priority route. The median is
wide and ideally suited for a bikeway. We understand the
National Capitol Paxrks is in favor of it. It could be handled
very easily by banning traffic on Pennsylvania Avenue from
making left turns.

The other parts of Pennsylvania Avenue should be
congidered for inciusion in the system becavse it would link
far Anacostia with CGeorgetown, a major artery.

MR. GARDNER: Mr. Jourdin, if there are.a few more
points that you would like to summarize, we have -gone a little
bit over now.

MR. JOURDIN: All right, Mr. Hearing Officer.

All of these things are covered in the written
presentation. The Metro Station should be shown on the map
so we can decide whether there is adequate linkage. Maryiand
Avenue, Northeast, should be included. There should be a
bike crossing of the Potomac in conjunction with the Metro
Crossing at 14th Street.

, I discuss a lot of other routes. There are rultiple,
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minor discrepancies in the study detailed in our statement
and I think our written statement which we will submit for
the record details these in sufficient detail.

Again, we appreciate the opportunity to present our
statement. We are encouraged by the efforts the DOT is making
to create a safe and convepient bikeway system which will be
responsive to the needs of the commuting public and we offer
our assistance. ‘

MR. GARDNER: We appreciate your taking the time
to come and ghare your thoughts with us.

Before continuing with the next public witnesses,
at this time I would like to asgk Ms. Nina Dougherty of the
Uﬁited States Envirommental Protection Agency to come forward,
she would like to make a statement.

STATEMENT OF MS.NINA DOUGHERTY, U. S.
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

MS. DOUGHERTY: Thank you very much. On behalf of
the Environmental Protection Agency I would like to thank
the D, C. Department of Transportation for their formal
invitation that EPA received to attend this hearing.

Unfortunately because of the short notice, our
Deputy Administrator or our Assistant Administrator for Air
and Waste Management regretfully could not come tonight. So
they have asked me to say a few words on behalf of the
Agency.

The Environmental Protection Agency is very pleased

k

]
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with the D. C. Department of Transportation Bicyvcle Plan and
Program for the District of Coiumbia. It is a good beginning
in establihsing a comprehensive bicycle transportation system.
It is the first step towards a transportation system in the
Distxict of Columbia where poor people who choose not to
drive automobiles but to use a non-polluting mode such as
a blcycle can safely ride to and from major activity centers
in the city.

As you know, the Environmental Protection Agency
highly endorses the use of the bicycle for transportation and
considers it a viable mode. The bicycle is truly a Quality of
life vehicle with its non—pollutihg energy efficient and space
efficient gualities.

It algo provides exercise for the individual. EPA
has shown its endorsement of the bicycle as a viable mode of
transportation in several ways. Recently EPA installed 30
completely enclosed bicycele lockers for its bike commuters to

EPA at the Headquarters facility. Thirty more lockers are on

order, and Russell Train, the Administrator of the Environmental

Protection Agency, resent endorsed a non-profit emplovee
organization called Bike Commuters of EPA, better known as
BEPA. He said in a letter to all employees "I endorse this

organization's aims and objectives as a commendable example of

voluntary pollution control efforts by EPA employees. Not only

does bicycle commuting reduce air pollution, but it can also
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7if these bicycle routes and storage facilities were provided.

" transportation systems. But we are hopeful the D. C.

21
help improve the health and well~-being of an employee, reduce
traffic congestion, advance energy conservation and promote
environmental quality.”

The Agency definitely believes bicycling can reduce
a significant amount of auto pollution, especially on short
trips of four miles or less. Because of this we are convinced

that more people would bicycle to work or to subway stations

Therefore,the developmenit of bikeways have been
pollution

continued as a means of/abatement in the transportation control
plans. The transportation control plan for the Dist-ict of
Columbia provides for a bike transportation system of 60
miles althowyh we will not.bé able to formally evaluate all
of the details of the D. C. Department of Transportation's
bike plan at this time until it is formally submitted to EPA.

We feel the D. C. Department of Transportation has
taken_a giant step forward in complying with the National
Capitol Transportation Control Plan. We are confident that
your planned bikeway transportation system should divert a
significant amount of auto trips to bicycle trips thus
contributing to a reduction of poor air quality.

Unfortunately, the Environmental Protection Agency

is not authorized to give funds for developing bicycle

Department of Transportation will take advantage of applying

| i — N ——— _— e == e —



Ty
+

L]

10 ¢

i3

iz |

12

4

15

16

17

i8

19

20

21

23

25

22 -
for some of the funds available under the Federal Department
of Transportation's Federal Aid to Highway Act and its Urban
Mass Transportation Act.

Specifically under the Urban Mass Transportation
Act, Sections three and five, bicycle sgystems, fundé are
made available for bicycle systems through its transportation
improvement programs.

Recently I noticed in the September 17, 1975,
Federal Register, a notice called the Flnal Transportation
Improvement Program Regulations, they said that appropriate
provigions for pedestrians and bicycles, such as bicyule
paths and exclusive lanes; secure and convenient storage areas
for bicycles and other bicycle faqilitation measures are
considered one of the major categories of action for
transportation improvement.

We can sée the District of Columbia Departmént of
Transportation is committed to placing more emphasis on
providing for bicycle travel than it ever has before. This
is a commendable step forward and as the HWation's Capital,
D. C. can take the opportunity to set the example for other .
cities throughout the United States.

MR. GARDNER: Thank you very much.

Are there any other Federal or public agencies

.

representatives that would desire to make statements?

MR. TAYLOR: I represent the 4-H and Youth Programs
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of the Cooperative Extension Service, Federal City College
with Washington 'Pechnical Institute.

STATEMENT OF REGINALD W. TAYLOR, ACYING ASSISTANT
DIRECTOR, D. C. COOPERATIVE EXTENSICN SERVICE

MR. TAYLOR: My name is Reginald W. Taylor. I am
Aeting Director of the 4-H and Youth Development Proéram,
Cooperative Extension Service, at Federal City College.

Federal City College is theland CGrant Institution
for the City of Washington. 1In each state there iz a Land
Grant institution, so therefore, the 4-H and Youth Development
Program at Federal City College is one of 50 Departments
throughout the United States, with, thus, a representation of
over seven million youths. Eighty-five per cent of these
youths are bicycle r;de:s.

Our interest in the bikeway Plan and Program that
is preéented byfthe Department of Transportation is the safety
factor. I would like to read from a few paragraphs of a letter
that I wrote to the Executive Secretary for the Mayor.

"As you are aware, bicycling is an imporitant and
attractive form of urban recreation and transportation. Over
180,000 residents of the District of Columbia rode bicycles in
Fiscal Year 1975.

"Bicycle safety has been less than satisfactory; in

fact, this problem has been critical at times. According to

~ a recent survey prepared for the D. C. Department of Highways
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and Traffic "there were 14,000 bicycle accidsnts and 40 per
cent (5,300) of these accidents involved motor vehicles®.

Realizing that acci@enﬁs involving motor vehicles
are the most serious“problems‘facing bicyelists, because the
bicycle cofferg little or no protection to the rider; the
prevention of accidents are thus obviously important to the
encouragement of safe bicycle use.

The Highway and Traffic Department's survey
demonstrated the need for reme&ial action, and a safety
BEducation Program that will increase public awareness of
bicycle safety concerns and increase cyeclists and non-cyclists®
caution in hazardous situations.

I am suggesting that another effective method to
improve bicycle safety in an expanded program would be to
include the D. C. 4-H Program (Bike Safetf) in school safety
programs, Police Department traffic safety programs, and
community programs that are currently administered by the
Office of Traffic safety. During the spring of 1974, the
D. C. 4-H and Youth Program at Federal City College, developed
& viable Bike Safety Pilot Program. A target audience of
twelve elementary schools, fourth, fifth, and sixth grades
participated. Cooperating agencies included: Metropolitan
Police Department (Youth Division and Officer Friendly Program),
office of Traffic Safety, Department of Physical Education,

Health and Safety--D. C. Public Schools, and Potomac Peddlers
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Association. This program proved to be very effective in
use with the target area. The D. C. Public Schools are
interested in establishing this program as an education tool

of its curriculum in the physical education, health and

safety program.

Please consider this program offered by the D. C.
Ceoperative Extension Service at Fedaral City Collecrn as an
effective'and needed resourcé ?han'developing plans for the
Bikeway Plan and Program for Washington, D. C.

MR. GARDNER: Thank you very much for your teétimony.
Now, we will resume with Mr. Perry Davison.

STATEMENT OF PERRY DAVISON

MR. DAVISON: I was pleacged to see in the notice
for this hearing that the bus routes to this particulawr
hearing site were included in the notice. I think it is a
very good idea. )

This élan, I think it is a start. First of all, I
agree with the Bike Association that it is vague. But I
kind of look at it from another point of wiew, %“hatthe real
issue is how much of a limited number of right-of-ways and
to some extent parking space is available. Spaces.in D. C.
should be allocated to each mode, bicycles, pedestrians,
buses, trolleys == we don't have any trolleys now, but we
were talking about using some trolley righits-of-way that

were formerly treolley richts-of-way -- taxis,; autos,
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motocycles, etc. I would note also that ndne of the

committees, was anyone from Metrxoc as far as I can see aven

on. I don't see how this real issue can be addressed without

really looking at the particular alternatives.
I would like to place in the record a memorandum
from Mr. Jackson Graham, the subject is Proposed Bus Priority

Treatment for the District of Columbia.

There seems 0 be some conflicts with that particular

plan, with this bus pian, and I think this should be
resolved.

I think.presentlyanywﬁy~huses are carrying a lot
more people than bikes are. I agree that_there is potential
for bikes .but who knows what the real potential is, whéreas
you have people existing in buses that you know are there.

Now on & rainy day like today, I wonder hus# many
pacple really get ou£ and ride a bikef We know some of the
worst traffic jams here in Washington happen on rainy days.
2 bike is not the only low pollution, fuel efficient m§d§ of
transportation. Pedéstrians are, buses are. ‘Maybe not quite
as much a bicycles but they are guite low pollution, even-
withstanding the problems with the diesel exhausts, although
éverall they do hot create that nuch poliutioh pPer passenger
on a bus.

Presently the bus lanes now in use are very poor

in degign. Part of it is there are tdo many types of
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vehicles allowed on the bus laneg. Originally they were bus
lanes and right turn only. Then taxicabs came in. I don't

think too many people know that there is a restriction on

~taxicabs and that it reguires two passengers in a taxicab. I

don't think the taxicab drivers know that, and I don't think
many of the police know that who are supposed to be enforcing

that. That would be required. One thing to look into right

: away is how much violation of that existing ordnance is there?

Also, bikes are on there. Now, from my observation
there are nottoo many bicycles using it. ﬁhe bicycles seem
to turn off on public lanes. When you see a bhike lane
yvou don't see too many bikes on it. But I don't worry too
much about them interfering with the buses to a great extent,

I did notice anothexr little thing that happened and
2 regulation that was published in a newspaper. There are a
lot of mtorcycles in thése bus lanes now. Iif they really
put up a sigﬁ describing all of the regulations in these bus
lanes, no one would have enough time to read it. 8o that is
one partléular part of it.

Another problem is not fhe Department of Transporta=
tion‘s fault but there seems to be 2 good, and I will give him
credit, a good bicycle user's lobby but there is no transit
users' lobby, and they seem to kind of get whatever Metyro has
initiative for. Metro doesn't have much initiative ac all.

Thig plan, I will give Metro some credit. This plan is guite
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1Ji a good plan. I don't know whether they are really pushing

it. It looks like more of a publicity stunt than trying to
get anything done.

Cne thing I would like to suggest. More bike lanes
on the local streets versus the arterials. It seems to me
there are a lct of logal streets avound that bicyclists would
rather be on anyway, if they could travel at a reasonable
speed. Some way of allowing them not to have to stop for
every stop sign or some treatment. I am not sxactly sure how
you can do that.

Particularly this conflict between the Metro plan
of bus priority lanes and this bikeplan, one particular one
is on H and Eye Streets; and I think H and Eye Streets iz
an important series of buz streets in Washington. There are
just a heck of a lot of buses on them. I was talking to one
of the members of the staff and they also mentioned K Street.
K Street also has a lot of buses on it.

I really dog't have any solutions. But I would héte
to see the number of people on the buses go down jus: so we
could have some priority for bikes., Observation shows that
bus pasgengers are there and the bike passengers aren't.
Whether anybody likes it or not. That is what really is
out there.

Another thing is pedestrians, and I live at 103 G

Street, Southwest, and there is a parking lot underneath the
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Freeway. Right behind 103 ¢ Street, Southwest. There is a
gate people have been using since I have been there, for four
years, and it had originally & lock on there. They put the
chintziest lock on in the world and the lock kept breaking.

I would imagine the Highway Department put that lock on.

I guess in the last three or four months now, the
gate was locked. I investigated why the gate became locked.
Bicycles go through there; pedestrians go through theire. It
was a right-of-way as far as I am concerned.

If you look at this plan on page 15, it happens to
be one of, in fact the lorgest stretch where there is no way
to breach this barrier from or to the Southwest Freeway. This
was a breach of this barrier that many people used.

Why was this gate locked? This gate was not locked
by the District Government, or at least that is what Mr.
Brophy claims, who is the Director of Parking.

He claims the gate was locked by the House Subcom-
mittee on Parking. Why were they able to lock this gate which
belongs to the District of Columbia? The parking lot belongs

o the District of Columbia. Because Mr. Brophy leased this

lot to the House of Representatives.

I think -~ for;, no less, free parking -— so the
House employeeg could park in this thing for free. This seems
against all of the principles that everything has been trying

to do to get people to use bus transit,to use bicycles.
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They leased this lot to the House of Representatives

g0 it can be used for free parking. Even D. C. employees,
I understand, don't get fres parking. But they leased this
lot to the House. It is a private lot now. It originally
was a public lot. Anvbody could park there; they had to pay
a charge but anybody could park there. They could park there.
Now they lock this gate and don’t allow people to walk
through it. I c¢an't understand this whole policy.

It secems to be completely backwards against Home
Bule, turning over land to the House of Representatives. We
were trying to control our own destiny and we just let out
leases to the House of Representatives.

That is my little complaint. I don't know whethexr
anybody can solve it.

Thank you.

MR. GARDNER: Thank you very much, Mr. Davison.

The next witness on the list is Mr. Louis Joughin.

STATEMENT OF LOUIS JOUGHIN

ﬁR. JOUGHIN: Mr. Chairman, this statement was
degigned to sway the passions of about a thousand people so
I will try to calm it down a bit as we approach our actuality.

My name is Louils Joughin. I am a resident and
taxpayer of the District, and I ride a bicyecle in the District.
My statement will be brief.

¥From November of 1973 through June of 1974, I
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lived in Palo Alto, California, which was one of the first
cities in the United S8tates to attempt a full-scale bike lane
and bike ramp system. The Palo Alto project has been
successful and is to be further enlarged.

Many of the good things I saw and experienced in the
California city are described and projected for washington
in the admirable study now before us, a really fine study.
for which all D. C. citizens should be most grateful.

For instance:

1. Awareness of the importance of having a compre-
hensive plan go into effect at one time. Hit and niss,
grudging efforts can only discourage both p;anners“and nsers.

2. Understanding that there should be bike lanes on
all the major highways entering the city. We must make sure
that all wvital arteriesAasg properly supplemented by bike
lanes; Northeast, Northwest, Southeast, and Southwest,
presumably on a scale roughly commensurate with automobile
traffic.

3. Bmphasis on the fact that bicyclists will be
strictly required to obey traffic regulations; enlarged
cpportunity must be accompanied by enlarged responsibility.

Thers are, however, two elements in the situation
which seem to me toc need greater emphasis than they have thus
far received: (1} It is important that the ramps which

permit bicycles to pass from sidewalk to street, or wice

e
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versa, without &ismounting, shall be genuinely engineered.
In Palo Alto, where good ramps were found all went well;
where mere blobs of concrete had been put down there was

potential contributory cause to an accident. Good ranps

unfortunately cost more than makeshift efforts, but in.ﬁhe i
long rﬁn they will be less expensive than the Districi’s share
of the bills for surgery and hospitalization.

{2) But the really big problem lies in the Fact
that many motorists in Washington drive lawlessly, brutally
and dangerously. When you drive in this city you take your
life in your hands. Thus, eQery day that I drive down Massa~
chusgetts Avenue into ﬁhe downtown area I hrgak the fundamental
rule of the road -~ I drive 20 as to endanger the lives of
others and my own. I do this by observing the posted speed
limits, while angry dfivers honk #nd scream at me as thev
pass at speeds up to 50 mileé an hour. And police control
of speeding in the rush hour appears to be almogt non-existent.

I am obliged to say that I will not’ride a bicvecle
in mixed traffic on major streets until there i some assurance
that the motor wvehicle speed laws are really enforced. And
there are related matters, such aS'the_failure cf the
District regulations to clarify the absolute right of a
pedestrian to prioriﬁy of movement on a light in hig favor.

I return teo the California scene. There the

regulation is simple: any pedestrian -- young, old, frightened/
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confused, drunk, or ahsent-minded, has absolute right-of-~
way, and any motor vehicle operator must yield or stop if it
lies within his power. Of course; a fool on two feet can be
arrested for his wrong bebavior but the dviver is still
responsible. Thé inmplications of 2ll this for bicycle plans
in clear.

I therefore urge that the establishing of any
system of bike lanes be preceded by a massive educational
effort te instruct all persons, motorists, cyclists and
padestrians, in the rules of the game. &And this educational
effort should be supported by strict and permanent enforcement
by the Police of sound regulations relating to moving vehicles.
Education and enforcement are necessary conditions for the
successful operation of ths giand bicycle plan we all desire.

MR. GARDNER: Thank you wvery much for coming out
here tonight and sharing your thoughts with us.

Now, the Metropolitan Washington Company for Cliean
Ajr. I do not have their name. Is that a Coalition perhapﬁ
instead of Company?

{No response.)

MR. GARDNER: Apparently no one is here.

Mr. Peter Glickart?

(No response.)

Mr. Robexrt XKenney?
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STATEMENT OF ROBERT HENNEY

MR. KENNEY: Good evening. My name is Robert Kenney.
I live in the CGlover Park area of the District. Although
I was a representative on the Technical Advisory Committee
to the Barton-Aschman Bikeway Study which produced this
proposed Bicycle Plan, I am appearing here as a private citizen
and not as a representative of anﬁ organization or group.

I am pleased to be here tonight to support the
proposed Bicycle Plan for the District. The combined efforts
of the Barton-Aschman consultants and the D. C. DOT office
of Planning and Programming, along with the Citizen and
Technical Advisory Committees, have produced a eomprehensive
¢ity-wide plan which I would characterige as a "substantial
beginning” to solving the safety problems of the District's
bicycligte. This does not mean thét I accept uncritically
all of the Plan's recommendations, but I do feel that this
plan represents a clear indication of the District's shift
in philosophy from building freeways designed to placate
the almighty automobile to the balanced transportation cutlook.

It is a refreshing experience to attend a public
wearing on bicycles in the District which does not center on a
bike route network map that looks .1ike a "diagram d acupuncture
needles for downtown", as one speaker at the March 25, 1974,
public hearing described the D. C. Highway Deparitment Bureau

of Traffic Engineering proposal.
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That proposed network contained approximately 18
§ links, of which only five were loager than one mile long,
only one longer than two niles, and very few of which were
connected. Fortunately, reason prevailed, and the City Council
reduced this number to 10 somewhat longer routes and bridge
crogsings, but tﬁese cannot be terms a "network®™ because they
are still too short and unconnected.

The proposal we have before us tonight is very
i different from what has come before it. The proposed network
has more than half of its routes greater than a mile; 15 youtes
graater than twe miles, three routes between three ard four
miles, one route (Rhode Island Avenue) 4~1/2 miles long, and

another route (1l3th Street, Northwest) is six miles long.

Sufficient length to enable a commuter to make the
major part of a work or school trip is very important, but it
dees not tell the whole story. Routes must be connected to
1 form a network. A mere glance at the network map shows that
this has heen done. MNot only are the proposed routes linked
to each other; but to previously isolated segments such as
Virginia Awvenue, Northwest.

The network accomplishes one of its principal goals:
connection of residential areas of the District with high
employment centers generally bringing commuters to the rim of
downtown. Routes are fairly evenly distributed thréughout the

city.
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I also highly recommend the "wmix™ of different
deaign treatments for the bikeway network. Approximately
one-half of the network will be exciusive routes, 17 miles
off-street and 20 miles of on-sireet lanes. The off-street
mileage contains two very iannovative routes along the
abandoned troiley line in Worthwest and the Penn Central

right-of-way in Northeast. I strongly commend this approach

‘and call on the District DOT %o quickly seek funding from

the District Council to acqguire right-of~way for these routes.

The remainingﬁroﬁtes will not be exclusive, but
nearly all will be improvements over the present policy of
tacking up a few signs that say "Bikeroute".

Several of these routes have been designated
"preferential® routes, with restrictions on auto access. I
hope these routes will be closgely monitored and, if successful,
implemented to a greater extent on less traveled streets.

Twentywoné miles of routes have been classified
"improved bicycle gtreets." These routes will be superior to
present signed Class IITI routes if the District keeps its
promise to give these streeis priority in repaving, cleaning
and maintenance. If not, their mileage will mexrely add a
fraudulent poftion to "existing bikeway mileage® claims, as is
true of much of the present claimed 40 miles of existing
bikewavs. While I personally believe that exclusive bike

lanes, preferably cff-street but protected from auto
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intrusion if on~street, are the safest and the most likely
to induce new users, it is too early in the game to claim
that anyone knows all the answars.

Bikeway design has a very short history, and
there has been too little monitoring and evaluation of what
has been built. I hope the District will become one of the
first urban areas of the country o embark om a comprehensive
monitoring and evaluation program. By this, I do not mean
sending someone out to do a rider count two months after a
bikeway is constructed. Rathexr, it should be a long~term
process, since rider increases will be gradual rather than
dramatic.

As I said, no one knows all the answers. I
strongly disagree with those super-cyclists who claim that
all one needs to ride safely in urban traffic is a little
safety education. Thereis a very basic incompatibility
between cars weighing more than a ton whizzing along at
30-40 miles per hour and 2 bike weighing less than 100 pounds
cruising at 10-12 miles per hour at most.

I mentioned before that I do not accept uncritically
all of the study recommendations. Two important areas which ax
neglected by the plan are access to Metro stations and the
facilitation of bicycle movement within the downtown area.

It is apparently the policy of WMATA that local

jurisdictions are responsible for planning access to Metro

b
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stations. Bicycle acﬁess is a prominent feature of these
plans. Yet the District bicycle plan treats this need in
a minor fashion.

With a few exceptions (such as routes centering

on the 200, Dupcnt Circle, and Rhode Island Avenue stations),

the plan emphasizes direct rather than multi-modal access to

employment areas.

It seems likely that a far greater number of people
would bicycle the relatively short distance to Metro stations
if safe access routes and secure parking facilities were
provided. According to this study, 95 percent of District
residents live within 1-1/2 miles from planned stations, a
trip of about 10 minutes. Mcre work in this crucial area
is needed.

ﬁlthough this latest edition of the bicycle plan
contains some improvement in providing routes within the
downtown area, there is more than can be done. I do not
understand why the Penmsylvania Avenua, Northwest, route
proposed by the U. S§. Environmental Protection Agency has not
been included on the map.as an "other proposed bikeway".

Although the District has proposed that this

regulation be dropped, it is still on the books and the people

of the city should at least have a chance.toc comment on it.
The Dlstrict should not include this route in its bike plan

merely because EPA has said so, but also because it is
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_reasonable and logical. A glauwce at a wmap shows Penngylvania

Avenue to be the direct conneciicn beitween Washingtoun Circle
and Capital Hill. Also comnecting Georgetown to Capitol Hill.
Tt bisects tﬁe major employment center of the
District. It is a very wide street, with a large median
already in existence between 3rd and 15th Streets, Northwest.
in addition, large portions pf this route have been clagsified
by this study as "high bicycle accident locations,” indicating
high present usage and/or especially unsafe conditions.
I believe bicyclists will continue to use this route
az the most logical and direct, and some type of route should
be provided along this éﬁrridor to solve itg obviocus uafety
problems. Again, let me make clear these are my personal
views.
The District hicyéle plan haz widely focused on
two areas generally given secondary tireatment in such studies:
parking anéd safety education. Both are as egually important
as providing bikeways in attracting and protecting bhicycle
usage. Secure parking facilities are an absolute necessity,
and I strongly apprbve of the plan recommendation callina fox
the uge of bhike lockers. These storage devices are not only
vexry theft—-proof lut also weather-proof. Approximately 12 or
lé bikes can be stored in one auto-sizad space, ané.this )
number could be doubled by adding a second level of lockers

with perhaps ramps provided for easj loading and unloading.
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I mentioned earlier the critical need for bicycle
access to Metro stations. There ig an equally critieal neead
for an adeguate number of secure storage facilities at these |
stations. Present WMATA policy calls for providing a small
number (Initially only 20 bike spaces) of storage facilities
{generally racks which lock the frame and wheels) at stations
where it owns land. WMATA owns land at only eleven of the
40 gtations in the District, generally in outlying areas.

Commuters in large areas of the city (for example,
all of the Southeast and Southwest) will not be able to safely
ride bikes to their local Metro stations, unless this pblicy
iz changed. The study identified six stations whigh have
city or federally owned adjacent land. The Distribt should
begin immediately to take steps to plan safe facilities at
the stations where it owns land.{Stadium, Armory and CGeorgia
Avenue) as well as prodding WMATA to seek agreements with the
federal agencies owning land at the cother stations.

In addition, WMATA should begin now to negotiate
purchases or leases of land or agreements with adjacent
landowners at ail stations in order to provide safe bicycle
parking. Other aspects of WMATA policy need to be changed.
Instead of bike racks ahove ground, lockers within the
statio; itself should be provided, hopefully under the watchful
eves of the station attendant. WMATA is under a court order

to provide elevators for the use of handicapped persons, and
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there is no reason why bicyclists could not use thsse as well.

Safety education is another very high priority goal
recognized by the study. Both motorists and bicycli;té should
be trained in the ruies of the road, ana‘traffic rules should
be uniformly enforced for the protection of all. Perhaps
a bicycle school similar to the present traffic and pedestrian
schools will be able to cure the large number of bicyclisté
running stop signs and red lights.

Safety education must begin early in the schools but
it must ﬁlao be available for those of all ages.

Bicyeling has great benefits from the viewpoint of
air pollution, noise pollution, and energy congervation.
Obviously, the bike creates no air or noise pollution (cther
than its rider's huffing and puffing) and consﬁmes no energy.
It is an air pollution measure superior to others such as
park—-and-ride 1ot5'of the planned kiss-and-ride facilities
at Metro stations.

This is becsuse no matter how short or long a car
trip may be, a large percentage of emissions is produced
duxring the start-ﬁp and the first few minves or operation
due to the relaﬁively great‘engine inefficiency in cowmbustion
during this period;

increasa2d bicycle usage'will help tb reduce carbon
monoxide and the hydrocarbons which react to form photochemical

oxidants in the presence of sunlight, something beneficial to

PR—
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the health of all.

Again, let me offer my congratulations to the Distrid

DOT and Barton-Aschman Associates for producing such a
comprehensive plan. I urge the District Government to begin
its implementation tomorrow.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

MR. GARDNER: We thank you for coming in.

Mr. Ted Prahinsgki of SAC #1.

STATEMENT OF TED PRAHINSKI, DESIGNATED
REPRESENTATIVE, SAC 1.

MR. PRAHINSKI: I was a member of the Citizens
Advisory committee which worked with Barton-Aschman, and I
would like to talk a little bit in terms of lessons learned.

Firgt of 4ll1 I would like to say somethin§ that
may sound a little strange. I think this is a pretty poor
study. But nevertheless, if I were Mr. Schneider I would hire
some of the people who worked on it for the contractor because
they did such a fine job.

What I am driving at, the whole task is impossible
really. You have to have an awful lot of knowledge of each
neighborhood to be able to do this. It was impossible for the
contractors to do it.

You ran into a whole lot ofnice questions of
judgment. For example, ifiou devote a lane to a bikeway you

are taking itaway from parking, and that is an awful serious

o
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impact on people, say like 13th Street, Northwest. They
are talking about a bike route up there. Come the end of
rush hour, the poor people there, they must race to et the
few parking spaces there are in that neighborhood and they
are up at seven o'clogck in the morning to get them off.

If you make a bike lane permanently, what are they
going to do? Where are they going to put it? You run into
the samé problem with buses, bus lanes. Everything that you
have in there.

The truth of the matter is, on thait lower north
central Waghington area is a section where the poor planning
of the past -- you just consider how you are going to move
an automobile, and the idea was they put autos on every
street, made it a front yard freeway.

There is no safe way to get downtown from up in
that area. Fourteenth Street has the highest bicycle accident
rate in the city. You know why? Because it is the safest
bicycle route to use down there so people vote for it, with
their bikes they have a whole lot less accidents than if they
use any other street.

80 to deal with an area like that, you are going to
have to put a man in charge of just a relatively small area,
something one man can handle,'say the section between Rock
Creek park and North Capitol Street, up as far as Spring Road.
That is a one-human-mind size area. Downtown is another

human-mind-size area.
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They can figure out the best compromise. And the
type of man we had working on the study for Barton-Aschman,
he is vexry capable of doing this. This type of man we have
already in our Highway Department, he is already very capable
of doing this. But we expect them to figure out a bike plan
for the whole city. Impossible.

A good example of ﬁhat has happened, bicycles and
pedestrians have been squeezed off the roads. Somebody senti
in a letter to the Post about the impossibility of walking in-
between the Mall area and Southwest Washington. You get where
14th Street Bridge goes off there, you can't get through.

Nobody ever figures out how do you meet all of those
needs of pedestrians, bicycles; buses, everything.

Now the problém of the need for citizen inﬁnt, when
I first heard about the study I was enthusiaséic. I wanted
to get the best local mileage, the best local input we could
get in there. I tried to line up WABA. Some people were very
helpful in.giving names. In some ways, John'Wise got in
there. I don't know if it was my input or by accident, or
something, but he did a good job for the Southwest area.

Will Joughin did it. I did it for SAC 1, but I was
not able to find very many éeople to do the ijob.

The Highway Department, the Task wag placed on it
of going through the existing SAC organization. We have a

darned good SAC organization in SAC 1. The District CGevernment
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i agployees; they are a very conscientious bunch. MNike

Tardugno. The recreation, later he was in on this, he told

ll me apbout it. That is how I got in it. A lot of other service
areas weren't,

‘fhe service area where biking is impcssible, lower
north central Washington. WABRA, one of oux peopie, -7ent in
there and tried to volunteer and the, guy says it is my job
i to appoint somebody and I am going to appoint somebody and he
never appointed anybody. But it didn't make any difference.
In a lot of areas they appointed people but they didn't have
k-enough biking knowledge to do any gocod.

I would like to praise one person who did not have
wuch biking knowledge but was conscientious, Charilotte Holmes.
She organized a meeting in her area of bicyclists and got a
chance to get some input from that thing.

So I would say it is really the city's Highway
Department, the guy who is doing the job, the guy I am
i recommending that you give in each neighborhood, he ought to
£ind the people knowledgeable in his avea, and the same is
i probably true in other areas of the city where input is needed.

Go to the people who are working in that job, like
the trash man, I mean envirommental protection man, he can
find somshody very knowledgeable about twrash problems if he
wants citizen input. You can't expect to go through an ali-

purpose organization and get it.
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For the immediate present I wnﬁld like to suggest
the recreation area leaders in each neighborhood, like
Mike Tardugno of my area. They have all of the knowledge of
where people want to go.

This study, some of the things that are really
wrong with it, they never really congidered the neighborhood
attractions like the Metro stops orx the schools or recreation
centers. Where I am up near the Maryland line, nobody or very
few people.are going to bike downtown. That is eight, nine,
miles away.

Theyenly bike for four orlfive miles. So somebody
earlier said, they referred to earlier plang as acupuncture
needles for downtown. All this plan is is jpst longexr
acupuncture needles. They just figured out how to get
downtown and they are not the best ways to get downtown because
there is not enocugh local knowledge.

80 I would say what the city govermment ought to do
is budget the amounts estimated in this plan but Qon't follow
the plan. Let the Highway Department pick up what is best.

Another reason iz you can come up with the best plan
you want to, like a lot of my ideas arxe in there for service
area No. 1, and I have locked afiter it, after a chance to
think about it for a year; and I could improve it.

For example, I suggest they put some things, or let

the bikes ride on sidewalks on 16th Street. I thought that was
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buy it but the people in the Highway Départmant were
listening and T saw some ramps were put on the sidewalks on
16th Street, and I tried to ride up there the other night to
see how good they were.

And fine, not much pedestrian traffic but there were
two girls walking down, they saw me there, they were tsenagers.
I am a little timid. I feel like I don't really belong there,
I tried to ride over on the grass to get away from them and
they were not going to yield. I went up on-the crown of the
grass and went swerving down at them.

I thought they would think I was doing it “eliberately
But they kind of laughed at me. 8So I guess they realized it
was just accidental.

I was out in Phoenix last summer. You have to bend.
We have had a guy killed here in the past year. The term
problem is really tough. What they did, they ran the bikes
up on the sidewalk, 50 feet or so from the —- their sidewalks
are a whele lot wider than ours -~ the day I was riding it
was 119. There was not much bike traffic there, but I guess
they just knew it was going to be a scorcher there.

So they have signs. The turning vehicle has got
o yield to the bike. The man there told me there is a uniform
committee that was coming up with all of the rules of the

whole world, and he said Phoenix is arcuing the car ought to
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14 yield to the bike and the bike has a right to stay in the

2 i bike lane. He says California is arguing the car ought to

get into the bike lane first and turn.

As I think about that I think there is good argument
both way, but the real question is not law-abiding. If law-
abiding drivers ~- neither pystem will work if there aren't,
you will have to worry about the guys who don't abide by the
law. I can see people making a fast turn in front of the
bicycle just as he is expecting the car to yield and creaming
a lot of pecple, in the Phoenix way. Somehow I think we
fought an American Revolution so local people can decide what
is best and I myself have been on committees of people writing
regulations. It burns the heck ocut of me. I think I know
moere about the subject than a lot of the other pecple and
they haven't thought about the problem and they are just
floating and throw it down right then and there.

I really and honestly believe the best way to do
something is to delegate it to the loecal peopie and don't
believe that you know all of fie answers. Once you get things
tied up on those national committees -~ I would do our
darndest, if we have any input cn those committees to resist
that- typé of dictatorship by people who think thev know
everything and don't really care. Well, maybe they care but
still, they are as bad as George the Third.

I guess [ have hit most of the pcints I wanted to
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make.

MR. GARDNER: Thanks very much, Mr. Prahinski.

Mr. PFoster.

STATEMENT OF WILLARD FOSTER

MR, FOSTER: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I have a
few comments I am making as a private citizen. GSome of the
suggestions, such as Mr. Prahinski just made, were very good.
T wigh I couid be a little bit more specific. What I am going
to do, I think, is go through this copy of the summaryv of
the study and make a few comments and a few things that I
guestion, possibly for planning purposges.if more studying
or gearching is done.

I have been riding a bike in the District about
balf of my life. I had a job as a messenger, a bicycle
nesgsenger, for RCA Communications delivering radiograms, so
I have had a lot of riding experience in the last 15 years or
s0 in Washington.

This is mostly irrelevant except I waht you to
understand where my views come Irom.

I have gotten in the haéit of riding as quickly as
I can between two places and it is sért of an anarchistic
methodelogy, I think. I am probablyrone of the worst of the
cyclists as far.as obeving traffic laws.
| It seams absurd for a car to wait for nothing at

a light, but it secems more absurd somehow for somebody who is
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by physical exertion just getting whers they are going. It
is the same problem in jay-walking, I suppose.

I do have some sympathy with some of the Iafety
proposals here. Everyone certainly must obey the laws whether
they are on a bicycle or in anothex vehicle. If there is as
much bicycling as I hope there will be in the future, the
laws will become necessary for everyone to obey. As of n&w,
there are a few bicycles in the downtown areas, pecple can
get away with anarchy.

There is a view I seem to feel, I didn't see it
much; in the study, that the automobile drivers are out to
get the cyclists, and I want to say I disagree with that
thoroughly. I think the crazy people you run across, 1
guéss they are just people who are antisocial. You can run
across them anytime. I just don't believe it. I héve never
had an accident with a car in the District and I have done
substantial riding in the District. If théy see you they
won't hit you. That is my thesis. I have seen it time‘and
time again.

Usually you can blame it on the motorist. But I
mostly believe if they see you they may be angry but they
won't hit you purposely.

I have a suggeztion. lI don't know what is involved
in maintenance of streets. I have ridden down Connecticut

coming to work a few times, maybe that is the reascn there
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was a comment earlier that Connecticut Avenue was not put
on the bike map, whereas it exists now as a bike route.
Maybe someone was ashamed of it because it is rather bumpy.

I do wondexr, it is just a suggestion, but if it might be

maintaining the curb lane for buses, probably the buses cause
the curb lane to wear faster. It is an unfortpnate coincidence
thatbicycles and buses are using the same lane. But somehow

if the curb lane could be kept and maintained with some priority
ove the other lanes which cars ordinarily use, perhaps that
would facilitate bicycle useage.

Now, the experimental aspects of the study. The
study seems to realize that there is a paucity of knowledge in
many of the areas and for instance, I will quote from page
twe. The§ are talking about bikeway treatments, street
treatmentg and so ;nQ |

“This raﬁée of,treatment} ie necessary to meet the
many different conditions whichlfg;y from street-to-street.

It will enable the city to obtain operating experience with many
bikeway types and thereby‘assess their effectivéness.

Just the feeling there there‘is the admission that
there is a lack of knowledge and an experimental approach
has to be taken to obtain answers.

A little later in the same section of the report, it

says: "While it can be argued that motor vehicle demands make
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such use of space impractical, it can alsole argued that
a valuable transportation mode is disccuraged when motor
vehicles and bicvecles are expected to compete for use of the
same space. Strlking a balance of these viewpﬁints is
essential " |

That indicates an exclusory viewpcint on each side.
There are pebplelWho think automobiles ané only autcmobiles
ought 'to use the streets, and other people,; perhaps like me,
who tﬁink it is a shame that in the United States the bicycle
is such an unimportant part of our lifestyle. It is a shame
that our basic resources, our bodies and our physicial
abilities have become subverted to the almighty automobile.

B;t;iﬁ a realistic manner, I agree there must be
a balance between these two viewpoinfs ard we must proceed
frdm where we are now with the automobile dominating. -

In the Niels&ﬁ poll that was run, and this is where
I am sorry that I cannét suggest, certcainly without looking
at the basic documents of the study, an alternative. But I
question several aspects of the poll.

Perhaps my questions are a little bit like Mr.
Prahinski's. On the bazis of the poll results, assumptions
were wmade as if they were conclusions on an opinion poli.
First of all it must be recognized, and perhaps it was by

the people who conducted the poll, behavior is what counts

it is not opinion. Opinion can change, if people are allowed
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the chance to do somethind thay have never had the chance
to do before, their bebavior and their epinions may change.
But you musg always be careful of taking an opinion as fact.

People gay they bike a certain amount and you have
o wofk with statistics, such as I think bicyclists was
defineéd in this study as a person that in the last twelve
months @ad taken one.bicycle trip or more. I would think
that would include ali bicyclists. But I have to yonder how
many people took only one trip or two or three or five trips.
That is not significant to my mind.

I think a more rigorous definition of bicyclist
would be appropriate. That costs money, doing an cpinion
pell. It costs money to define your definition, I suppose.
But I would question the results of the poll on that basis.

There is a mention in the study cof a twelve mile an
hour rate for bicyeclists. I think it is a gocd rate for
gshort trips. But only to mention something in a minute, if
L have time. The study seemed to assume iong-distance travel
would be taken care of hy things such as Metro buses, tThe
automobile and internal combustion engine, but neglected longer
distance cycling. But that crops up,too; Twelve miles an
hour is good for short trips, a mile and a half or two miles.
But for longer distances it must go down and for touring 10
miles an hour is very hard to maintain for a period of hours.

We are not involved, probably, with anything like

that by maybe an hour, certainly it ought to be suggested to
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the public that the bicycle is a viable transportation mode

over those distances -- at least occasionally, maybe once or
twice a week. Maybe if onércouldn'; comnute that far every day
to work it should not be discouraged, it should be encouraged.
Anybody who wants to do that kind of thing should be able to.

Hy main interest and comment here was in the parkigg.
In the beginning of the report it talks about providing parking
and amenities. The ghird goal -- I guess it is called three
major geals -- the third goal to facilitate bicycle parking
secure storage and amenities and strategic locations are
essential elements for any mode of transportation sexcept
valking.

Imenities was not defined, but I like v think it is
showe? and changing facilities and things that are involved
with de terminus of a bicycle trip such as parking.

I happen to work for Envirommental Protection Agency
and this organization somebody mentioned earlier, BEPA, is
trying to facilitate bike commuting might be put in the agency.
We have tried an experiment lately with showers. There are
two stall showers available for the agenmcy. I think DOT has
more. But they are being used by a number of people who
bicycle, But it is a2 rather bad sitnation because facilities

waere not there put in for bicyclists and we are using them

‘on berrowed time, and as the facilities that exist are

stressed more I suppose @yclists may have to f£ird cther
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more abandoned showers, altogether maybe for a sponge bath

in the restroom or whatever can be done. There are already

at the number of people who have worked out these preblems
without having facilities such as a shower.

But amenities in general, I went through the technicaj
memoranda section of the study to read into this a little kit
more and try to understand the summary here, the ninth point.

"A test should be undertaken to determinefhe

aeffectiviness pf providing change room facilities for bicyclistst

Such facilities would be located in downtown D. C. in conjunction

with a large bicycle parking facility. The overall facilities
would include adequate parking, clothes changing rooms, and
locker space, and showers." Lockers being @lothes lockers,

I suppose.

"The test would involve monitoring the use of the
facility to determine if fees could cover costs, and
interviews with users to determine if such facilities induce
bicycle use. The facilities could be made available for other
uses such as noontime joggers."”

This is a change from Ehe abtemchile society we
are used to, making it possible for people to use the;r'bodies
te get from one place to another.

As T said, opinions will change and mople will start

to vealize it is a viable means of transportation and certainly
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the most appropriate means of transportation in view of

enexgy limitations and pollution and so on. There is noc
question in my mind, I suppose, that might take some persuasion
for some people but the bhest persuasion would be to preovide
facilities, changing and shcwer_faéilities on an experimental
basis. The study here alludes to the experimental aspect of
this first provision. °

I would be gladdened to see that scom on an
expevimental basis and I would hoée people who de not
bicycle or jog or walk or whatever would take an objective
view of the motivations that ére involved here, the privacy
aspect, and I mean where people do shower there are rertain
customs you have to recognize and delineate and accommodate.

I wiil read one other thing from the study.

MR. GARDNER: My, Foster, I think at this point it
might be wise to summarize any final statements you want to
make. We have been generous with the time. |

MR. FOSTER: That is chiefly what I wanted ﬁo'say.
The showars and changing facilitieg, if pessible, to be brought
into the commerciai sphere in downtown as well as tﬁe |
controlled areas on an experimental basis. This is just a
suggestion as a contribution to facilitate Eicycling.

MR. GARDNER: Do you have an additional statement
for the recordé

MR, FOSTER: Yes.
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MR. GARDNER: Please leave that with the reporter.

Our next witness is George Wiggers.

STATEMENT OF GEQORGE WIGGERS

MR. WIGGERS: My mpame is George Wiggers. I am a3
resident of Forest Heights, Maryland. I received two copies
of the plan after my previous contact with the Department of
Highways and Transportation; they sent one copy to my office

and one copy to my home. But they never sent me & notice of

the meeting tonight. I happened to find it out from a friend

two nights ago who told me, Oh, there is a meeting on that
plan. And I said, Oh, I didn't know about that,

Maybe it was publicized but I have been looking for
it, and that was the first that I heard of it.

The speaker from Envivonmental Protection Agency

earlier tonight said she thought the plan was a giant step
forﬁard. I would characterize it as a large step indeed for
the District but not by any means a giant step.

The problems that I find in looking through the
plan and the way the study was conduqted was that the way
they surveyed bicycle users ;n the District but not in the
surrounding suburbs. I am a suburbanite, I work in the
District, I work at 6th and D Streets, Southwest, I come in
everyday, or almost every day, on a bicycle, and it is about
a seven mile trip.

My needs were not surveyed.
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One thing I find disturbing about that is that the
study was funded by the Federal Highway Administration, they
were Federal funds and presumably for more than just the -~
well, the Federal funds should consider more than just the
District residents as users of the system.

It really would have to be a true survey of
bicyclists needs in the District. They would have to survey
more than just the commuters. There will be a large number of
touzists that come to the District of Columbia. It would
seem to me from the District's point of view tourism is a
main industry in this city, and the District ought to be at
least considering the needs of a group they would like to
attract into the District, the tourists.

. A problem I have with the specific proposals of
the routes going downtown to the Southeast area is that they
show a bicycle route going down from the South Capitol Street
Bridge which I come over avery day. There is a sidewalk on it.
Itrgoes down through Bolling Air Force base. I am a little |
concerzed, it goes aiong a railread right-of-way which, of
course, is desirable in that it would be level.

But I am concernsed as to whether the military would
permit free access through the base along that right-of-way.
They have been vexry jealous of their property.

I do pass through the base everyday but once a week

or once every other week the guard will stop me and ask me for
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a pass. Since I work for the Federal Govermment T am allowed
to pass through, but I am sure many people without such
identification would be turned away by the military.
If they maintain that base there, which I understand
will be there for a long time.
The other problem with that route is when you get

down to the south end of 1t, it shows it goes into the Naval

i Research Laboratory. There is no connection with the Maryland

suburbs in that area, and therein lieé'my first omment, towaxrd
the fact that the suburban residents were no£ polled in the
survey that was conducted.

The route that does connect up to the Maryland line,
down South Capitol Street, it runs right down South Capitol
Street, which is a main arterial route with very heavy traffic,
and I think the speed limit there is 35 miles an hour., It is
a four lane undivided road.

Right now I am forced to go part way up that route
coming in and I find it extremely dangerous. I only remain
on this route for a short distance éoing across the Oxon Run
and I quickly get off onto the side streets and take a
somewhat circuitous route up over the ridge, up over Chesépeake
Street and down te the south end of Bolling., But I find that
a very dangerous part of my trip.

A much more desirable route would be a continuation

of that route coming down the Naval Research Area into the
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L 1 land area of Oxon Cove. That would, of course, require some
- 2 coordination with other agencies. I understand the U. S,
. Park Sexrvice, I bélieve, and perhaps the Maiyland Nat:ional
4 Capital Park and Planning Commission are developing some
5 “ recreational facilities in that area.
6 Since it is a recreational area it seems to me a
7 very desirable location to run a bicycle route through to
8 connect up with a D. C. route wifh the Maryland suburbs in
o I that area. It would also come up with the Oxon Hill Childrens
10 || Farm which is another recreational area at that end, which is
3 i down at that end of the District, right over the D. C. Line.
i2 It would also avoid that very stazep hill,.that
C:: 13 {| South Capitol Street runs over. It would be essentially a
14 sea level route on very level land without a large amount of
35 §| hills to climb over.
l,ﬁ That basically is my comments. I thank you very
17 much foxr aliowing me to come here tonight.
18 MR. GARDNER: ' Thank you very kindly, Mr. Wiggers.
19 I would suggest, howevef, tﬁat fou have some further conversa-
20 tion with Mr. Schneider or members of his staff with respect
23 to the issues you raised as it affects regional bicycling.
(ﬁ 22 I believe the Council of Governments is doing something in
c 23 that regard and you may be interested in knowing vhat they are
s 24 doing from the local Transportation people.

MR. WIGGERS: I do hope so, and I do hope the District
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is coordinated with the Council of Governments on their
plan.

MR. GARDNER: fThey would be pleased to discuss that
further with you.

We will have a short recess for five minutes.

{(Five minute recess taken, 8:22 p.m. to £:27 p.m.}

MR, GARDNER: We are reéady to proceed. ILet the
hearing come to order.

The next witness is Philip Schwartsz.

STATEMENT OF PHILIP SCHWARTZ:

MR. SCHWARTZ: Mr. Chairman, my name is Phil
Schwartéf I am the third person to speak tonight who is a
member of an organization called Bike Commuters of EPA, BEPA.
T ain speaking eon beh#if of the over 100 pecple who commute by
bicycle to the Waterside Mall every day to work. .

What we did is we solicited comments on the Blue
Book, the plan that was available. Unfortunately, we did not
have the technical memoranda which answered a lot of the
questions which were raised in the Blue Book until a very late
date, until recently.

We will provide more detailed comments later on.
I hope our remarks on the route selection will receive vour

close attention because they do represent experience gained

34“ from daily riding.

I will cover about three or a dozen or sc particular
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areas,

MR. CARDNER: Dc you have a written statement to
be ingerted in the record?

MR. SCHWARTZ: No. That will be supplied at a later
date.

MR. GARDNER: Very well.

MR. SCHWARTZ: One of the routes proposed is 10th
Street, Southwest,; in the L'Enfant Plaza area. It is
recommended to be a class III bike street. I believe there
are'several other streets in the Southwest area which would do
a much better job of promoting accessibility which is the
number one priority in the plan. There are several problems
with using the 10th Street route. One is that there is no
access to this route between the Mall and G Street, Southwest.
Other streets such as 4th Street, 7th Street, 9th Street, are
much more cpen to the area and the second problem is at the
southern terminus of the route, G Street, to which is the
only exit for the scuthbound 10th Street traffic, is a cone
way street. It means it is,their only way to get ma 10th street
Noxrthbound, is to approach it from Maine Avenue and it really
does not provide very good access for the Southwest area.

The second comment which came in concerning Key
Bridge and M Street area, some lengthy comments here, and I
would like to summarize them.

Key Bridge is the closest Bridge available from
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Virginia to D. C. for many cyclists and it is listed a= an

existing route but it ig highly inadequate. In certain
origin~destination patterns it is necessary for the cyclist
to go against traffic which besides being dangercus is against
the law.

The problems do not end once you successfully get -
across the bridge from Virginia. You either have to go down
M Street which has a great deal of traffic or negotiate the
path along the Canal, and there are problems thgre with
cobblestones and such. It is not a very safe riding environ-
ment. The study notes that M Street is not really much better.
It recommends N Street with a c¢aveat that this route might not
be used because of the steep terrain involved. Our commenter
concurs in this.

The recommendation was the pavement be imprcvred on M
Street so that this would support bicycle traffic. Also the

possibility exists of running an experimental bike route in the

area that would be a2 two-way bike route on the opposite side

oi rush-hour traffic and the possibility for improving the
situvation for bicycle comﬁuters.

A third one would be commuting from the Union Stacion
area to Soufhwest. There are many c¢yclists who now take the
train into Union Station. 1 believe there is a speéial room
set aside for people to store their bikes there, and they

continue on commuting into town.
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Louisiana Avenus would make a better bikewaf in
that area than the one proposed. The proposed route requires
bicyeclists %o ride up the relatively steep hill at Capitol
Hill, to the Southwest area a bikeway down First Street at
Capitol Hill to Marvliand Avenue between First and 4th Streets,
Southwest, and then a route down 4th Street would give good
access to many government agencies, HEW, DOT, EPA etc.

As you can see, the thrust of these comments, we
all converge upon the Southwest area.

I think I can summarize the other ones with a few
general remarks. Tﬁis study notes, much of the analysis is
based on 1968 data. There is one gualifier in there. It says
the Southwest area may be significantly underrepresented
because of the development which has cccourred there, bhecause
of development since 1968.

I think it would be helpful if we took another look
at where routes were planned in the Southwest area, the one
along Maine Avenue in particular, az have been recammended.

I found it a bit amusing, I don't know if it is
paranoid, but in the technical memorandum it broke out the
routes by sector of the city. I have no problems that we did
net have a lot of routés in Southwest, but I guess, among the
streets listed in the Southwest area one was completely in
Southeast or Northeast, something like that. Itws indicative

of perhaps what is going on.
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3 i This last general concern raised which runs through
i \_ 2 | many of the particular peints we had was access across the

3 Potomac and Anacostia Rivers. I think a lot of people felt
4 those were the most perilous time of their daily commuting,
5 gettiné through the heavily traveled areas thare.
. 6 That is about all I have to say. lThank you.
r MR. GARDNER: Thank you very much. You may f£ile your
8 || written comments for the record. The record will remain wpen

li until the 19th.

o
10 MR, SCHWARTZ: Thank you.
;1'“ MR. GARDNER: Our next witness is Mr. Douglas McHutt.
12 STATEMENT OF DOUCLAS MCNUTT
(:: 15 MR. MCNUTT: I am a physicist at the Naval Research

34 |{ Lab, just North of Blue Plains in the southern parf of

15 |l Weshington., I am a member of the Non-Polluter Commuters at

16 the Naval Research Lab riding bicycles when we can. I am a

17 || member of the Oxon Hill Bike and Trail Club.

18 Mr. Wiggers has just stolen most of what I really

3¢ l{wanted to say and I won't belabor by repeating what he has said.

- 20 I wisbh to second his remarks very strongly. The

21 | other things I would have brought up that he did first, I have
— 22 a letter from Dr. Allen Webb of the Naval Research Laboratory

23 which I would like to introduce into the minutes and because
his material rougly parallels wine I would not read : at this

25 time.
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Of immwediate importance is a bridge across Oxon
Run on Marvland 295 ox the District 285 connector. It is
presently about to be paved. In fact I think they finished
putting the paving on it today. They are abkout to paint the
white lines on it. If all goes as I suspect it will, they
will paint the white lines leaving about a 15 foot shoulder

on the left side where it cannot be used, on the left side

i where it cannot be used for bicycles and a fourfoot shoulder

on the right side where it can.
1f we can possibly do something by tomorrow merning
to get them to move it over three or four feet so we can rids
our bicycles on the shoulder of 295 it would be a great help.
I might point out it is safe and comfortable for

an adult rider to proceed on the shoulder of a highway like

295. It was doing the era of the oil crisis last year sometime

that I finally dared to txryic. I was afraid. But after I did
it I discovered it was quite reasonable. I don't recommend
putting my kids out on such a road, but for the driver of a
bicycle who ig also an auntomobile driver and who understands
thé rules of the woad, it im safe.

It looks as though the definer of this group did not
really study the Bolling and Navy Research fences too well,
as Mr. Wiggers pointed out.

There is no way that red line i2 going to come down

through the middle of the Naval Research Laboratory where we

R
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have armed guards on even the railrcad trains that come through
there which have to have gpecial men come there to open the
fences sc deliveries can be made of chemicals to Blue Plains.
Through the Oxon Run Landfill, the Maryland Park and Planning
Commission has been pushed by the Oxon Hill Bike and Trail
Club on many occasions to produce a decenit bike path through
there.

There is a bridge across Maryland 495 out to the
Southeast Corner of the Landfill area through St. Elizabeth's
property. A very practical route into Southern Maryland.

I invite you to consider that as a route that should
be done.

The plan shows two ved lines converging on the
Douglass Bridge. I am just infcrmed that apparently that
blue line across the Douglass Bridge is going to become a bike
path. But it frightens wme, the plal ag I saw it and as I
read it, proposee two red lines bringing a lot of bhicycle
traffic to the south end of the Douglass Bridge, dumping it
on the Douglass Bridge with no plan to funnel it across the
bridge.

It strikees me as strange. But if the blue lines are
really pért of the plan and recommended by this plan, it is
okay, but I am a_little afraid they were not recommended in
fact by theseplanners, it wés in fact the red lines that were

recomuended.
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While we are on the subject of bridges, there is
one more point. That is, there is a little triangle of
District land in the middle of the Woodrow Wilson Bridge.
A;though that is probably a Maryland-Virginia problem, a safe
bicycle crogsing on the Woodrow Wilson Bridge would be a
valuable asset to the community.

I will guit with that, and thank you.

MR. GARDN#R: Thank you very much, Mr. McNutt.

Our next witness is Jeanne Ulrich.

STATEMENT OF MS. JEANNE ULRICH

MS. ULRICH: My name is Jeanne Ulrich. I work at
the Navy Research Lab. I represent the NRL Non-Polluter
Commutexs and the Oxon Hill Bike and Trail Club. I also
want to point out the bridge on 2%5 over Oxon Run, it has
been resurfaced; all that is left is for the lines to be
repainted. Now, previously, this bridge had a two foot wide
gidewalk on either side. | We used to balance our bikes on
that.two foot sidewalk.

The sidewalks arelnow gone an@ the information I
received by telephone when the reconstruction began was the
sidewalks were to be replaced by 28 inch shouldexrs. That is
not fery much. I guestioned the workmen this morning when I
rode my bike across the construction area and they assured me
the shoulders would be about four feet wide, which is about

this wide (indicating), so I have a cement wall on one side
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miles and hour, and that is all I have.

However, inside there is a big lovely 15 foot wide
lane that will not be used. It will just sit there us a
shoulder waiting, where nobody can use it, waiting for future
expansion of 295 to a six lane highway. When this happens,
of course, I am sure they will repaint the lanes again.

I wﬁuld hope when they paint those lanes tomorrow
morning, they would put the shoulder on the ocutside where we
could use it #nd leave the four foot shoulder on the inside
where nobody is going to use it anywaf. It would be a lot
safer for bicyclists.

The other thing I wanted to mention is the landfill
area by the Oxon Hill Children's Farm. We need that route +o
connect in or out with Fo:ést Heights, Birchwecod City, Southlawr
and people who live down indian Head Highway. It is also
needed to connect with the Maryland-National Capitol Park
and Planning Trails. In their trails they have a little arrow
going through that but it is outside of their jurisdiction,

It would be véry.nice if the District trails gould
connect with the Maryland trails through that area. That is
all I want to say. Thank you.

MR. GARDNER: Thankwu. Wayne Whitney.




o

167§,

31
12
13
i4

5

%

17

18

18

21

23

&5

STATEMENT OF WAYNE WHITNEY

MR, WHITHEY: Good evening. My name is Wayne

Whitney. I also work at the Naval Reseavgh Laboratory. Most

of what T wanted to say has already been said by the previous

two speakers.
Just one thing left them that I found to say is
on page 15 of the report. There is a breach of the barrier
left ou:. In particular the underpass of 295 at the Naval
Research Laboratory should be indicated on that map. T
just waﬁt to.reiteraté that I think it is very important
the District does plan to e#tent the biﬁe trail from the
Naval Research Laboratory to the District line to comnect
with the Prince George's planned trail.
 MR. GARDHER: Thank you.
Is there anyone else who wishes to offer testimony
in this matter we are now hearing.
. ) Yes.. Would you come fﬁrward.
-.STAEE?EHT OF PETER GLICKERT
MR. GLICKERT: Mf name is Peter Glickert. My
address is 140 12th Street, Southeast. That is on Capitol
Hill, near Lincoln Park. I don't know you; I don‘t know who

is really conductinglthis hearing.

MR. GARDNER: I am Roberi Gardner the Hearing Officexr

in this matter,

MR. GLICEERT: Is this an EPA hearing or something?

S
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I don't kvow who is conducting the hearing.

MR. GARDNER: The District of Columbia Government,
on behalf of the Mayor of the District of Columbia, is
conducting this proceeding.

MR. GLICKERT: Aall right. I live on Capitol Hill,
hear Lincoln Park, and I use my three-speed bike mostly on
weakends and at night for shopping and other ervands in my
neighborhoed, in downtown Washingtqn and in Southwest.

I certainly want to support having a network of
bicyecle routes in the city. The proposed cost is less than
a dollar and a half for each resident of the District and
will be a real help if done right. I also want to cd.sagree
with some of the plans in the report.

"Street exclusivé®™ bike lanes are a joke and a danger
unless a physical barrier is built to keep cars out of the
lanes. A couple of gallons of green paint will not make a
safe bike lane. Also, the plan includes some “"existing
bikeways™ in the network. But including these routes without
first finding out if they are safe and practical is a
cop—~out which can make this whole report useless.

I am very familiar with the ®"miyxed traffic" routes
which are planned in my neighborhood. They are streets with
heavy autotraffic and usually bus traffic, too. Believe mne,
I will never use my bicycle on these streets. Evén driving

a car on these streets will make me uncomfortable and likely
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1 to have an accident. If we can get a little help from the
(- 2 government, these roultes can be shifted ito mearby safer

3 J streets and both bikes and motorists wi-l be better off.
H

y. ! These are the routes I mesan:
5 1. Benning Road and H Street, Northeast. Bike
6 traffic would be much safer on E Street, which connects to
7 Oklahoma Avenue on the east and the Massachusetis Avenue

y 8 "exclusive® route on the west.
& i 2. Third and 4th Streets, Hortheast and Southeast.
10 Merely cutting the curbs at Stanton Park, Seward Swuare and

11 Marion Park will allow through use of safe Fifth Street

I

12 I instead.
C:} 13 3. Bleventh Street, Northeast and Boutheast. The
% 14 "exiating bikeway" (a green line) is not used now because it
15 | is too dangexous. A "street exclusive® lane can be made only

16 * by taking away car parking on one gside of the street. Merely
i

7 cutting curbs at Lincoln Papk will allow use of dafe 12th
i 18 Street for bicycle mixed traffic.
19' 4. South Capitol Street and Eye Street, Southwest.
20 These are no good as bike routes. Half Street, Sou:awest,
21 is much safer and a bike lane can be made along the western
e Zé edge of the Randall School grounds. Curb cutting can connect
N . 23 thies lane to G Street, Southwest. A cut in the curb undexr the
': — 24 freeway at South Capitol Street will make a bhike lane from E
i 25 Capitol Hill to Southwest using safe New Jersey Avenue, Ivy
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L 11A Street, and Randall playground and only a little bit of
k‘; 2 f South Capitol Street. |

3 Making an exclusive eastbound bike lane on D Strest
4 Northwest, between second and third, whére the present
5 roadway is omne-way westbound will give a route to the down-
6 i towvn shopping area by way of D Street which is much quieter
7 f and safer than others.
a Narrow streets like H, Eye, 10th and 12th Streets

0

downtown should not be considered for bike routes. These

10 streets are full of cars and buses. Businesses on these

> 1 streets will be hurt if less space is allowed for motor
P _ 12 traffic. The routes proposed for these streets can be
7 (:} 13 shifted to better streets in connéction with a plan for
14 bettexr bus routing in downtown.
.
135 (A} Buses should travel only in one direction on
18 Pennsylvania Avenue and K Street leaving room for "street
17 exclusive” bike lanes where the buses now go.
18 {(B) The "streei: exclusive® bike route proposed forxr
19 13th Street, Northwest, can be continued through the downtowa ],
20 shopping area and the obsolete "Federal Triangle” bus
29 terminal to Constitution Avenue. WMATA should be told to
Kﬁ 20 review its proposals for "counterflow" bus lanas on 15th and
_ 23 l4th Streets, Northwest. By shifting this whole.plan to the
— 24 east, l4th Street would get only southbound auto traffic

25 and northbound auto traffic and southbound bus traffic.




10
11
12
13
14

15

16

8

B B

I’!

74

A combination of 12th Strest and 13th Stree£ would
get northbound auto traffic and socuthbound bus traffic.
Since 12th and 15th Streets also will allow northbound auto
traffic, onellane of 13th Street would be open to make a
"street exclusive® bike lane.

MR. GARDNER: Thank you, Mr. Glickert.

Iz there anyone €lse whe wishes to make comment or
testify on the bike Path? (No response.)

I would remind you that written statements may be

. submitted until Monday, October 19, 1975, at 5:00 p.m.,

for inclusion in the record. 'Such statenents will be received

by the Executive Secretary, District of Columbia, in Room 523

of the District Building, Washington, D. C. 20004,
This hearing is adjourned.
(Whereupon, at 8:53 p.m., the public hearing in

the above-entitled matter was closed.)
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