TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

I1.

INTRODUCTION

The transportation of people in the University community, like all communities in the
San Diego area, is highly dependent on the private automobile. The accommodation of
these private automobile trips is the key constraint on development intensity in the
community. Historically, the project application review process has emphasized the
compatibility of proposed developments with traffic projections and anticipated street
capacities. The relationship between generated traffic and available capacity has been,
and will continue to be, a critical consideration in the development of the community.

While it is expected that the private car will continue to be the principal means of
transportation, it is also true that the land uses proposed by this Plan are of an intensity
which could support a wide variety of transportation alternatives. Therefore, this Plan
element also attempts to consider the components of a viable, balanced transportation
system. Provisions must be made for pedestrians, bicycles, mass transit and other
systems within the community.

EXISTING CONDITIONS
A. Roads and Streets

Figure 17 gives the location and daily volumes of the existing freeways and streets
serving the University community. The existing system is operating adequately
under current land use conditions. However, the presence of such regional
generators as UCSD, the University Towne Centre and major medical-science-
research centers, coupled with through traffic accessing the coast via La Jolla
Village Drive and Genesee Avenue, has caused notable peak-hour congestion.

No current designated truck routes exist in the community, with the exception of
the truck access gate provided by UCSD from Regents Road.

B. Mass Transit
1. Bus Service
Currently, bus service in the community is provided by five routes by San
Diego Transit Corporation and one route by the North County Transit District,

as indicated in Figure 18. The service characteristics and service areas of these
routes are indicated in Table 2.
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TABLE 2

BUS SERVICE CHARACTERISTICS

Service Frequency
Route Type Community UTC Service to Via
5/105  Local 30 min. 60 min. East San Diego Downtown
30 Express 30 min. 60 min. Downtown La Jolla
Mira Mesa Pacific Beach
34 Local 30 min. 30 min. Downtown La Jolla
Mission Beach
Loma Portal
41 Local 30 min. 30 min. Fashion Valley Linda Vista
50/150  Express 60 min. 60 min. Downtown Clairemont
(Peak-hour 12 min.)
301 Local 30 min. 30 min. Oceanside Del Mar

All bus routes in the community focus at the University Towne Centre and
travel demand is served in all directions from this point. A secondary focus is
the Veterans Administration (VA) Hospital. Both of these serve over 1,000 bus
passengers per day. Other major attractors include UCSD, the Torrey Pines
Business and Research Park and La Jolla Village Square. Express routes
connect the community with Centre City via both coastal and inland routings
as well as connecting to Mira Mesa. Four local routes provide service to
adjacent communities to the south and on to Mission Valley and Centre City as
well as north along the coast to Oceanside. Basic service into the University
Community is at 30-minute intervals while some express service during the
peak-hours may be more frequent.

Transit Facilities

Facilities for public transit service include transit centers, major transit points,
standard bus stops and park-and-ride lots. The University Towne Centre
Transit Center offers an exclusive bus facility with designated bays for each of
the six routes making stops there. Shelters and seating, service information,
telephones and full accessibility are principal features. This is a major
passenger destination and transfer point.

Currently, there is only one other transfer point in the University community,
at the VA Hospital. Sheltered seating and passenger information are provided.
This too is a major destination and transfer point. The remaining bus stops in
the University community are marked by signs while all the higher demand
stops offer benches for waiting passengers.

Three existing park-and-ride lots served by transit may be found in the
community. Express Routes 50 and 150 serve these lots. A fourth also exists at
the south end of Gilman Drive. All four are indicated on Figure 18.
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3. Shuttle Loop

In addition to these near-term considerations, the 1971 University Community
Plan contained an abstract alignment for an intra-community transit loop,
without defining the right-of-way requirements, specific alignments or
appropriate technology of the system.

Where feasible, right-of-way has been reserved as a condition of development
fronting on the shuttle loop corridor. In addition to the reservation,
development conditions have required the site design to consider the potential
right-of-way and bus stop facilities.

In 1985, Parsons Brinckerhoff Quade & Douglas, Inc. were hired to prepare the
North University Transit Study which analyzed the feasibility, financing and
implementation options for the proposed transit loop. A 4.9-mile loop with six-
minute service frequencies in each direction and 15-20 passenger buses was
recommended by the study. Financing options were identified and SANDAG,
under contract to MTDB, is studying various financing alternatives for
implementation of the transit loop.

Financing is to be by the private sector through an assessment district, business
improvement district, transient occupancy tax, advertising or a combination
thereof. An advisory committee including members of the University
Community Planning Group, a representative of UCSD and representatives of
various businesses was formed to review possible financing mechanisms.
When the study is completed a recommendation will be made regarding its
financing. An engineering study is also being completed, as a condition of an
approved development, to determine how the proposed shuttle can be
physically accommodated, and how its operation can be facilitated along the
proposed route.

4. Regional and Inter-City Rail

The University community is bisected at Rose Canyon by the tracks of the
Atcheson, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad. No direct service to the community
is provided by this alignment at the present time. However, the AT & SF right-
of-way has been studied by the MTDB for possible use as a LRT corridor.

SANDAG completed a study of the Mid-Coast Light Rail Alignment in May
1986, which recommended an alignment to be implemented in two phases. The
I-5 alternative alignment was recommended by this study primarily because it
provides the fastest travel times and has less adverse community impact. A
spur alignment on Executive Drive in North University City (from I-5 to the
east of [-805) was also recommended to provide service directly to activity
centers in University City. Neither alignment has been adopted by the City
Council. MTDB has evaluated the recommended alignment, and formally
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adopted a “preferred alignment” on January 8, 1987. The alignment adopted by
MTDB runs north from I-5 up Gilman Drive and through the UCSD campus
with a spur alignment along Executive Drive. This alignment was adopted
instead of the I-5 alignment to more directly serve the UCSD campus and
because of its lower cost. An alignment on Regents Road was adopted as an
alternative. The City does not favor the Regents Road alignment as it does not
serve the major activity centers in the University community. After adoption,
the precise alignment of the LRT will be subject to further study of
development project proposals and subdivision maps, and to further
engineering design prior to construction.

Parking

There is no notable community-wide parking problem, mainly because it is a
newly developing area in which attention has been directed to providing adequate
off-street parking. Localized areas, in which development took place under
standard zoning, experience some parking shortages. But, for the most part,
development in the area has taken place under planned development permits which
call for greater off-street parking allocations. The community shopping center,
located north of La Jolla Village Square, experiences a high parking demand due
in part to the need for additional neighborhood services in North University City.
With the development of other neighborhood commercial centers the demand for
off-street parking in this shopping center should be reduced. Another development
which experiences a parking shortage is Regents Park, located at the northwest
corner of La Jolla Village Drive and Genesee Avenue. The parking demand can be
attributed to the nature of this development as a phased project. The oftf-street
parking provided by the existing development does not meet the needs of the
existing users. With the buildout of the development, additional parking shall be
provided and a mixture of land uses developed, more supportive of a shared
parking atmosphere.

On-street parking is a problem near the University because many students prefer to
park off-campus. Included in the Long-Range Development Plan for UCSD is a
proposed shuttle system and additional parking structures to serve the growing
enrollment.

Non-motorized Transportation

1. Existing Bicycles Routes.

The bicycle routes in existence as of September 1986 are listed below and are
shown in Figure 23.
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Figure 23. Bikeways
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Bicycle Path

A completely separate
right-of-way for the
exclusive use of non-
motorized vehicles

Bicycle Lane

A restricted right-of-way
located on the paved
road surface alongside
the traffic lane nearest
the curb, and identified
by special signs, land
striping. and other
pavement markings.

Bicycle Route

A shared right-of-way
designated by signs
only, with bicycle traffic
sharing the roadway
with motor vehicles.

The dimensions illustrated on this page are subject to change.

Bicycle Facilities Classifications
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PROPOSED BICYCLE ROUTES

Route Limit Class
1. San Clemente Bikeway Rose Canyon Bikeway to 1-805 I
2. Regents Road Route 52 to Genesee Avenue II
3. Governor Drive Stresemann Street to Genesee Avenue II
4. Gilman Drive Sir William Osler Lane to Miramar Road II
5. Palmilla Drive Arriba Street to Lebon Drive II
6. Lebon Drive Palmilla Drive to Nobel Drive II
7. Arriba Street Regents Road to Cargill Avenue I
8. Cargill Avenue Arriba Street to Decoro Street 1
9. Decoro Street Cargill Avenue to Genesee Avenue 1
10. Rose Canyon Bikeway Gilman Drive to Nobel Drive I
11. Villa La Jolla Gilman Drive to Veterans Administration II
Hospital
12. Nobel Drive Villa La Jolla to Regents Road and Genesee II
Avenue to Miramar Road
13. La Jolla Scenic Drive Ardath Road to La Jolla Village Drive I
14. Interstate 5 Miramar Road to Sorrento Valley Road I
15. Judicial Drive Towne Centre Drive to Nobel Drive II
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2. Bicycle Commuting

Bicycle parking facilities shall be installed at major activity centers (e.g. schools,
employment centers, shopping centers and recreation centers). Bicycle lockers shall be
provided for employees at employment sites. Bicycle racks shall be provided at other
major activity centers and for visitors at employment sites. Bicycle racks that lock both
wheels and the frame of the bicycle without the use of cables or chains are
recommended. Signs shall be installed to indicate the availability of such facilities.
Employers are also encouraged to provide showers for employees. (Figure 25)

3. Bicycle Route Signage

Official bicycle routes shall be identified by bike route or bike lane signs. In general,
bicycle route signs shall be installed at the following locations:

a. At the beginning and end of the route.

b. After the route crosses arterial or collector streets.

c. Where the bike route changes direction or streets.

d. Every half-mile when the above circumstances do not apply.

In addition, “Begin” and “End” plates should be placed on bike route signs at the
appropriate locations. Left and right directional arrows and straight ahead plates should
be affixed to bike route signs as appropriate when the route changes direction. Also,
selected bicycle route signs should have destination plates attached underneath.
Destination plates tell the bicyclist which activity centers the route goes to (e.g.,
University Town Center, UCSD, VA Hospital, etc.). Destination plates should be
included at the beginning of bike routes and after the bike route crosses either arterial or
collector streets and other bicycle routes.

4. Pedestrian Pathway System

A pedestrian linkage system should be developed connecting residential areas to all
activity areas of the community. An emphasis should be placed on separating pedestrian
activity from other modes of transportation. In high-volume traffic areas, especially
along La Jolla Village Drive and Nobel Drive and near the two regional shopping
centers, pedestrian movement should be facilitated by pedestrian bridges. The sensitive
planning of pedestrian paths should be encouraged to increase convenience, provide
direct pedestrian access to activity centers and transit, reduce noise and safety conflicts
and promote the attractiveness of pedestrian movements. Projects located along four-
lane collectors and major streets or primary arterials, shall provide non-contiguous
sidewalks with a minimum seven (7) foot landscaped strip and street trees and a six (6)
to eight (8) foot paved sidewalk unless otherwise specified in the Urban Design
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Element. (Pedestrian linkages are described in greater detail in the Urban Design
Element).

Recreational Access

Provide pedestrian paths and biking trails for recreational purposes that link open spaces
in residential areas to the coast, San Clemente Canyon Park, Rose Canyon and
neighborhood parks. If topography and habitat conditions permit, bikeways should
follow the proposed open space trails linkages with provisions for adequate buffers
between pedestrians and cycles. Both the pedestrian path and bicycle lanes should be
sensitively located to minimize disturbance and retain the natural appearance and habitat
of the open space areas. Motorized access to the coastal beaches and downtown La Jolla
could be provided by connections from parking surplus areas (i.e. UCSD, University
Towne Centre, La Jolla Village Square) through either transit routes or special coastal
access shuttle systems.

Bicycle parking facilitias include both bicycle racks and bicycle lockers. Bicycle
racks should be designed to alow tha user 10 Iock both wheeals and he frame of
the bicycle withow! the use of chains or cables. Chains and cables are easily cut
by thigvas using bolt cutters, It is recommendead thot bicyclists use U-shoped
high security locks (e.g. Kryptonite, Citadel, Gaorilla brands) to lock bicycles
Bicycke lockers should be provided for employess ariing by bicycle at major
activity centers. Bicycle racks sould be provided for visitors 10 major activity
centers ariving by bicycle. A combination of bike racks and lockers should be
provided af transit cantars

Bicycke porking focilities should be Identified by bicycle parking signs. Bicycle
parking signs with direchional amows should be used 1o guida bicyclists 1o bicycla

PA R KI N G parking facilties when the fociliies are not immediately visible to armving cyclists.

Bicycle parking facilties should be located closer fo the enfrance of the octivity

cenfer than the nearest motor vehicle parking space. The plocement of bicycle
parking facilities should not black pedestrian traffic

Bicycle Parking
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