
NOVEMBER 17,2009 



Agenda
 

• Call to Order 
– Purpose of PWG & Mission Statement 
– Approval of Minutes 

• Public Comment 
• SANDAG – Bicycle Presentation 
• Update on Projects & Outstanding Issues 
• Overview of Workshop #3 
• Final Review of Preliminary Recommended 

Alternative 
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1. Call to Order
 



Purpose of PWG 
The PWG is comprised of residentThe PWG is comprised of residents and business owners from thes and business owners from the 
Rosecrans Corridor communitiesRosecrans Corridor communities  of Old Town, North Bay andof Old Town, North Bay and 
Peninsula.  All member were appoPeninsula.  All member were appo inted or nominated to serve asinted or nominated to serve as 

representatrepresentati ves of the PWves of the PW G through their involvementG through their involvement  in thein thei 
community or in community based organizations.community or in community based organizations. 

Members are responsible for disseMembers are responsible for disse minating information about theminating information about the 

project to the community by provproject to the community by prov iding monthly updated to theiriding monthly updated to their 

respectrespecti ve organizatve organizati ons and distribution ofons and distribution of event information.i i  event information. 

The PThe PW G is not a decision makingG is not a decision making bo dy and will not be voting ondy and will not be voting onW bo
issues.  The purpose ofissues.  The purpose of  this group isthis group is  to  provide guidance oprovide guidance o n  keykey issuesto n issues 
to the project technical team and City staff.to the project technical team and City staff. 



Mission Statement
 

The mission of the Rosecrans CoThe mission of the Rosecrans Co rridor Mobility Study Projectrridor Mobility Study Project 

Working Group is to provide reWorking Group is to provide re commendations to the City ofcommendations to the City of 
San Diego about potential community sensitive solutions toSan Diego about potential community sensitive solutions to 
improveimprove vehicular, transit, pedestrian, and bicyclevehicular, transit, pedestrian, and bicycle mobilitymobility 

in the Rosecrans Corridor study area.in the Rosecrans Corridor study area. 

The Working Group will serve as a forum for coThe Working Group will serve as a forum for co llaboratllaboration,ion, 
the discussion ofthe discussion of  issues and exchange ofissues and exchange of  ideasideas  betweenbetween 
City, military and all affectedCity, military and all affected  communities toward improvingcommunities toward improving 
mobility and promoting urmobility and promoting ur ban beautification.ban beautification. 
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2. Approval of Minutes
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3. Public Comment
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4. SANDAG Presentation
 



5. Outstanding Items 

• Parking in Old Town 

• Meeting & Comments to Rock Church 

• Meeting with Sports Arena 

• Comments to Navy 
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6. Workshop #3 Summary
 



CORRIDOR MOBILITY STUDY 

OPEN HOUSE GUIDE 

Thursday, November 12th 
6:00 to 8:00 pm 

NTC Event Center 
Welcome to the Rosecrans Corridor Mobility Study Open Housel The 
purpose o f the open house is to share the detalls of the recen tl y 
developed Preliminary Recommended Alternative, Including potential 
benefits and challenges associated with each. At this open house, you 
will find several "stations" to visit with illust rative exhibits showing each 
of the Preliminary Recommended Alternative features, along with 
members of the Project Team who are here to answer your questions. 
Fol low the arrows and take time to visit all of the stations identif ied in 
this guide. 

OPEN HOUSE LA VOUT 

Rosecrans Corridor Mobility Study 
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STATIONS 

Station 0 : Project Background 
leitm what steps hilve been taken to crute tile Prellmlnilry Recommended Aherootive. 
11\dudlng backcrourwt data and techntcal anatysls.. 

Station 0 : Corridor Overview 
Exptore how the different areas of c:onc:ern nave shaped the Improvements Identified for 
the corrKIOI". At this station. ill rmp of the corridor from end to end Is ptovlded where you 
can become famiJiar With iss~s within the study areu. 

Station 0 : Area 1 (Taylor to Lytton) 
bplore the potential to address trarnc conees1lon and circulation In Area 1. htend1ns 
Sports Arena to the eut nas been In the Community P~n for dec-•des and this Mobility 
Study has evillluated opponunities to comptete this t!)IUnsion. tum about how traffic 
pantrn~ throuch Area 1 will chance over the nut 20 vurs and how this Is btfn& 
addressed In the Prelfml~ry Recommt:nd~ Alternative. Bike lanes, new sldtwalki, ~nd 
new trarfic slcnals are Included In Area 1. Traffic slmulauon.s and maps are presented at 
this Slatton to a lust rate the proposed lmprowments. 

StationO : Area 2 (Lytton to Nimitz) 
And out about the MW fe~turu Included for Area 2. This study are:~ eXlerwfs from lytton 
to N1mitz tluouch the central portion oft he Rosecrans Corrklor. At this station, review 
maps lllu.stratinc how median extensions. bicycle lo1nes wldenlnJ, and modified traffic 
slgn~l.s have b~n incorpor.ned In the Prellmln.uy Recommended Alttfn~tiw. 

Station 0 : Area 3 (Nimitz to canon) 
In Area 3. from Nimitz to canon, curb extensions at key lnursectlons, minor 
modlflcatlons to medians, and a new traffic slsnal are Included In the Preliminary 
Recommended Ahernatlve. These elements aim to Improve the walktns and blktng 
envtronmern and access through Area 3. At thts station, you can review a conceptual 
streetsape pliln to see how all the elements work tocether. 

StationO : Area 4 (canon to Kellogg) 
bplore opportunities to slow down traffic In Aru 4. "traffic Qlmlns plan has been 
developed as part of the Preliminary Rec-Ommended Alternative for Area 4, which 
eKtends from canon to Kello&l· Hirrowlnc the tr.1vel way t~uouah the use of curb 
ex-censioru and Mw sidew.Jib will help to Improve the ~edestri.Jn environment through 
/lna4. 

Station 0 : Regional Long-Term Improvements 
E:llplore the regional lone· term hlghw;~v Improvements pl~nn~d for the are~s In and 
around Point lorna. Se-e how Caltrans and SANOAG have ldentlried Improvements that 
may affect traffk and circulation patterns in the study area. 

Workshop #3 Summary
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Rosecrans Corridor Mobility Study 
Preliminary Recommended Alternative Preference Survey 

As you visit each station, please complete this form and drop it in the Comment Box 
before you leave. The Comment Box is located ot the sign-in table. 

Station 3: Area l(Taylor to lytton) 
Like 

6) Moore St Median Oosure .............................................................. 3 
0 Sidewalks & Bicycle lanes on Rosecrans to Transit Center .......... 3 
(I Extension of Sports Arena & Associated Roadway Changes ... - ..... 3 
Ci) Rosecrans & Midway Intersection Improvements ......................... 3 
Cj Bicycle lanes on Rosecrans & Removal of Parking. ........................ 3 

(LONG TERM) Grade Separation of Rosecrans/Spons Arena 3 
(LONG TERM) Realignment of Sports Arena/Camino Del Rio 3 

Station 4: Area 2 (Lytton to Nim itz) 
Like 

0 Modified Signals at Dumas/Roosevelt & Zola/Womble ................ 3 
@ Intermittent Medians with Northbound Left-Turn Access ............ 3 
CD Wider Bicycle Lanes (lytton to Roosevelt) ..................................... 3 
8 Side Street Curb Extensions to Reduce Crossing Distance ............. 3 
8 Consolidation & Relocation ofTransit Stops .................................. 3 

{LONG TERM) Bicycle Boulevard on Evergreen & Locust 3 

Station 5: Area 3 (Nimitz to Canon) 

Like 
0 Re-strlpe to Add 6' Bicycle lanes....................................................... 3 
ct Landscaped Medians & Left Turn Pockets at Intersections ........... 3 
f!• New Traffic Signal at Emerson ....................................................... 3 
a} Side Street Curb Extensions to Reduce Crossing Distance ............ 3 
@ Relocation of Transit Stops to Signalized Intersections ................. 3 

{LONG TERM) Bicycle Boulevard on Locust 3 

Station 6: Area 4 (Canon to Kellogg) 

Like 
G Re-stripe Intersecti on of Rosecrans &Talbot. ................................ 3 
@ Complete Sidewalks on West Side of Street .................................. 3 
0 Curb Extensions at Owen and Bessemer ........................................ 3 
0 Median Islands at Armada (at the curve) ....................................... 3 
& Chokers near Qual trough and Kona ............................................... 3 
G> Mini Roundabout at McCall ............................................................ 3 
f) Consolidation ofTransit Stops .................................. 3 

Comments: 

Neutral Dislike 
2 

Neut.ral Dislike 
2 1 

Neutral Dislike 
2 1 
2 

Neutral Dislike 
2 1 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

Thank you/ Please remember to turn in your survey at the sign-in table/ 

Workshop #3 Summary
 



================ 9®®® 

Workshop #3 Summary
 





ROSECRANS CORRIDOR MOBILITY STUDY 
Workshop #3 - November 12, 2009 
Preference Survey Summary 

® 
I ~ 
Moore street Median 
Si:dewalks & Bike Lanes to Transit Center 
Extension of Sports Arena 
Rosec ans & Midway Intersection Imp 
Bi1cycle Lanes on Rosecrans/Parking Removal 
Long Term: Grade Separation 
Long Term: Realignment 

~ ~~ 
Modified Srgnals (Roosevelt & Womble) 
Intermittent Medians & NB Left Turn Access 
VVider Bicycle Lanes 
Side Street Curb Extensions 
Consolidation of Transit Stops 
Long Term : Bicycle Boulevard 

~ ~~ 
Str"pe Bicycle Lanse 
Landscape Medians & Left Turn Pockets 
New Signal at Emerson 
Side Street Curb Extensions 
Relocaf on of Transit Stops 
Long Term: Bicycle Boulevard 

~ ~~ 
Restripe Rosecrans & Talbot 
Complete Sidewalks on West Side 
Curb Extensions at OWen & Bessemer 
Median Islands at Armada 
Chokers at Qualtrough & Kona 
Mini Roundabout at McCall 
Consolidation of Transit Stops 

Like 

25 47.2% 
29 52.7% 
20 37.7% 
37 67.3% 
19 35.8% 
18 39.1% 
22 45.80/o 

33 55.0% 
25 42.4% 
16 26.2% 
18 31 .0% 
27 46.6% 
26 48.1% 

11 22.0% 
15 31 .3% 
24 48.0% 
17 34.0% 
26 52.0% 
23 52.3% 

32 51.8% 
27 40.3% 
14 22.2% 
13 21 .0% 
12 19.4% 
14 20.9% 
26 42.8% 

Neutral 

10 18.9% 
10 18.2% 
11 20.8% 

7 12.7% 
7 13.2% 
9 19.6% 

11 22.9% 

13 21 .7% 
14 23.7% 

9 14.8% 
13 22.4% 
16 27.6% 

4 7.4% 

8 16.0% 
12 25.0% 
7 14.0% 

12 24.0% 
11 22.0% 

4 9.1% 

11 17.7% 
17 25.4% 
22 34.9% 
7 11.3% 

12 19.4% 
6 9.0% 

24 39.3% 

Total 
Dislike Responses 

~~ 
No Response _ 

18 34.0% 53 40 (43.0%) 

16 29.1% 55 38 (40.9%) 

22 41.5% 53 40 (43.0%) 

11 20.0% 55 38 (40.9%) 
27 50.9% 53 40 (43.0%) 
19 41.30.1, 46 47 (!:0.5%) 
15 31.3% 48 45 (48.4%) 

14 23.3% 60 33 (35.5%) 

20 33.9% 59 34 (36.6%) 

36 59.0% 61 32 (34.4%) 

27 46.6% 58 35 (37.6%) 
15 25.9% 58 35 (37.6%) 

24 44.4% 54 39 (41.9%) 

31 62.0% 50 43 (46.2%) 

21 43.8% 48 45 (48.4%) 

19 38.0% 50 43 (46.2%) 

21 42.0% 50 43 (46.2%) 

13 26.0% 50 43 (46.2%) 

17 38.6% 44 49 (52.7%) 

-
19 30.6% 62 31 (33.3%) 
23 34.3% 67 26 (28.0%) 

27 42.9% 63 30 (32.3%) 

42 67.7% 62 31 (33.3%) 

38 61.3% 62 31 (33.3%) 
47 70.1% 67 26 (28.0%) 
11 18.0% 61 32 (34.4%) 



7. Preliminary Recommended 
Alternative 



Elements of Selecting an Alternative
 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 
Potential Impacts 
Feasibility 

Community Input 
Cost H 

Yes H High (More than $1M)
 

Neutral M Medium ($100 - $1M)
 

No L Low (less than $100)
 



Preliminary Recommended Moore Street Median Closure 
Improvement : to Prohibit Left-turns A 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 
Potential Impacts 
Feasibility 

Community Input (Like = 47.2%) 
Cost M 



Preliminary Recommended Moore Street Median Closure 
Improvement : to Prohibit Left-turns A 

Accident History
 
45 Reported (1999 – 2009)
 
3 Pedestrian Involved (1 Fatality)
 

• 7% Pedestrian 
• 20% Rear-End 
• 40% Right Angle 
• 20% Side Swipe 
• 13% Other 

EXISTING PROPOSED 

MOORE STREET MOORE STREET
 



MOORE STREET 

HANCOCK STREET 

Preliminary Recommended Moore Street Median Closure: 
Improvement : Traffic Recirculation Pattern A 



Provide Bike Lanes and SidewalksPreliminary Recommended to Improve Connection to TransitImprovement : BCenter (Camino Del Rio to Pacific 
Highway) 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 
Potential Impacts 
Feasibility 

Community Input (Like = 52.7%) 
Cost M 

ROSECRANS STREET
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Provide Bike Lanes and SidewalksPreliminary Recommended to Improve Connection to TransitImprovement : BCenter (Camino Del Rio to Pacific 
Highway) 

EXISTING 

PROPOSED 

Bike Lanes
 



Improve Pedestrian Access:
Preliminary Recommended Install Traffic Signal & New
Improvement : BCrosswalks at 

Rosecrans/Hancock 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 
Potential Impacts 
Feasibility 

Community Input (Like = 52.7%) 
Cost M 



C 
Preliminary Recommended Extend Sports Arena Boulevard 
Improvement : East of Rosecrans 

What about this 
NORTH left turn? 



HANCOCK 

MOORE 

KURTZ 

GREE
NW

OOD 

SPORTS ARENA 

C
A

M
IN

O
 D

EL
 R

IO
 

Preliminary Recommended Extend Sports Arena Boulevard 
Improvement : CEast of Rosecrans 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 


Extend Greenwood to 
 Potential Impacts 
Feasibility Sports Arena
 

Community Input (Dislike = 41.5%) 
Cost H 

Route left-turns to Hancock 

What about this 
left turn? 



SPO
RTS AR

ENA 

City of San Diego Midway Intersection 
Planned Improvement : DImprovements 

Provide dual left Extend left turn 
turn lanes lanes

M
ID

W
A

Y

 



M
ID

W
A

Y 

Mid- to Long-Term Rosecrans & Midway
Improvement : DIntersection Improvements 

Provide dual left 
turn lanes 

north 

Provide right-
turn pocket 

Extend left turn 
lanes 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 
Potential Impacts 
Feasibility 

Community Input (Like = 67.3%) 
Cost H 



M
ID

W
A

Y ROSECRANS 

Preliminary Recommended Stripe Bike Lanes from
Improvement : EMidway to Lytton 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 
Potential Impacts 
Feasibility 

Community Input (Dislike = 50.9%) 
Cost 

LYTTO
N




L 



Modify Signals atPreliminary Recommended 
Improvement : Dumas/Roosevelt and F 

Zola/Womble to Improve Access
 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 

Community Input 
Cost 

Potential Impacts 
Feasibility 

(Like = 55.0%) 
M 

Move stop lines back to 
allow side streets to turn 
with signal 



Intermittent Medians and Left-Preliminary Recommended 
Improvement : Turn Pockets Improve Traffic Flow G 

& Reduce Side Street Delay 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 
Potential Impacts 
Feasibility 

Community Input (Like = 42.4%) 
Cost M 



Widen Bicycle Lanes from 4 toPreliminary Recommended 
Improvement :	 6 feet by Reducing Median H 

Width 

Existing Right-of-Way to 
remain the same 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 
Potential Impacts 
Feasibility 

Community Input (Dislike = 59.0%) 
Cost L 



Ellio
tt St

 

Side Street Curb ExtensionsPreliminary Recommended 
Improvement : Reduce Pedestrian Crossing I 

Distance 

EXISTING
 
PROPOSED
 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 
Potential Impacts 
Feasibility 

Community Input (Dislike = 42%) 
Cost M 



Preliminary Recommended Relocate Transit Stops from 
Improvement : Porter/Udall to Farragut/Voltaire J 

to be Closer to the Crosswalk 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 
Potential Impacts 
Feasibility 

Community Input (Like = 46.6%) 
Cost 

T T 

L 



CITY POLICY
 

“City staff coordinates with SANDAG/MTS to help provide safe and 
accessible transit stops.  In recent years a number of key transfer 
points have been consolidated at off-street transit centers which 
have fewer pedestrian conflicts with through traffic, thereby 
improving safety. Where possible, bus stops are located on the far 
side of an intersection to provide better motorist visibility of 
passengers getting on and off the bus and crossing the street.” 

City of San Diego Council Policy No. 200-07 (April 2009) 



Bike
 la

ne
 

Preliminary Recommended Restripe Corridor to Include 6’ 
Improvement : Bicycle Lanes Northbound & K 

Southbound 

EXISTINGPROPOSED 

Re-stripe roadway 
Consistency with Community Plan within the existing 
Mobility Assessment Right-of-Way to 

Resolution of Existing Issues provide bicycle lanes 
Potential Benefits 

Potential Impacts 

Feasibility 


Community Input (Dislike = 62%) 
LCost 



L 
Preliminary Recommended Landscaped Medians Restrict 
Improvement : Side Street Access, Reduce 

Delay & Improve Flow 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 
Potential Impacts 
Feasibility 

Community Input (Dislike = 43.8%) 
Cost H 



Preliminary Recommended Install New Traffic Signal and
Improvement : MCrosswalks at Emerson 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 
Potential Impacts 
Feasibility 

Community Input (Like = 48%) 
Cost M 



COUNCIL POLICY ON 

PEDESTRIANS
 

“Pedestrian accidents account for only four percent of 
the total traffic accidents in the City of San Diego. 
Unfortunately, they also account for a disproportionate 
34 percent of all citywide traffic deaths.” 

City of San Diego Council Policy No. 200-07 (April 2009) 



Install Curb Extensions on Side 
Preliminary Recommended Streets to Reduce Pedestrian 
Improvement : Crossing Distance & Provide for N 

Landscaping Opportunities 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 
Potential Impacts 
Feasibility Extending the curb 

reduces crossing distance Community Input (Dislike = 42.0%) 
Cost MDICKENS ST 



Preliminary Recommended Relocate Transit Stops to
Improvement : OSignalized Intersections 

Relocate stop from 
Ingelow to N. Harbor 
Drive 

T T T T 

T T T T 
Relocate stop from 
Garrison to new 
crosswalks at Emerson 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Community Input 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 
Potential Impacts 
Feasibility 

(Like = 52%) 
Cost L 



Preliminary Recommended Restripe Talbot with Signal 
Improvement : PModifications 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 
Potential Impacts 
Feasibility 

Community Input (Like = 51.6%) 
Cost 

Provide left-turn lane 
at Talbot and add 
crosswalks 

L 



Complete Sidewalks on WestPreliminary Recommended 
Improvement :	 Side of Street to Provide ADA Q 

Accessible Route 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 
Potential Impacts 
Feasibility 

Community Input (Like = 40.3%) 
Cost M 



Install Curb Extensions at Owen 
Preliminary Recommended and Bessemer to Improve 
Improvement : Pedestrian Visibility and Reduce R 

Crossing Distance 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 
Potential Impacts 
Feasibility 

Community Input (Dislike = 42.9%) 
Cost M 



CITY POLICY ON R 
PEDESTRIAN MARKINGS 

“Special pedestrian signs and pavement markings “PEDS” may be installed 
in advance of pedestrian crossings at relatively confined locations or 
randomly over a substantial distance.  Signs and markings may also be 
used in isolated areas where pedestrian crossings are unexpected and 
advance warning to motorists is desirable.  The following urban guidelines 
are recommended: 

•	 There should be an identified pedestrian crossing problem 
•	 Roadway should be classified as a through street 
•	 Vehicular volume should be greater than 10,000 ADT 
•	 Pedestrian crossing volume should be greater than 10 pedestrians during 

the peak pedestrian hour 

City of San Diego Council Policy No. 200-07 (April 2009) 



Median Islands at ArmadaPreliminary Recommended 
Improvement :	 Reduce Traffic Speeds Buffer S 

Parked Vehicles (southbound) 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 
Potential Impacts 
Feasibility 

Community Input (Dislike = 67.7%) 
Cost M 



Install Traffic Calming Devices toPreliminary Recommended 
Improvement : Reduce Traffic Speeds: T 

Chokers 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 
Potential Impacts 
Feasibility 

Community Input (Dislike = 61.3%) 
Cost M 



Install Traffic Calming Devices toPreliminary Recommended 
Improvement : Reduce Traffic Speeds: U 

Mini-Roundabout @ McCall 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 
Potential Impacts 
Feasibility 

Community Input (Dislike = 70.1%) 
Cost M 



V 
Consolidate Transit Stops To 

Preliminary Recommended Correspond with Proposed Traffic 
Improvement : Calming or Pedestrian Crossing 

Features 

Insert new striping plan
 

Consistency with Community Plan 
Mobility Assessment 

Resolution of Existing Issues 
Potential Benefits 
Potential Impacts 
Feasibility 

Community Input (Like = 42.6%) 
LCost 



NEED FOR IMPROVEMENT
 

“City staff coordinates with SANDAG/MTS to help provide safe and 
accessible transit stops.  In recent years a number of key transfer 
points have been consolidated at off-street transit centers which 
have fewer pedestrian conflicts with through traffic, thereby 
improving safety. Where possible, bus stops are located on the far 
side of an intersection to provide better motorist visibility of 
passengers getting on and off the bus and crossing the street.” 

City of San Diego Council Policy No. 200-07 (April 2009) 


