











ND Notes on Draft April 10 2013 Circulation and Roadways Element

107
Los Altos Hills is predeminantly a residential community

GOAL 1
this sounds more like a plan to achieve the goal of limiting town expenditures

Policy 1.1
The circulation system should be impermeable to motor vehicles ???

Policy 2.5
LOSB? LOSC???

Complete Streets .... 118
Isn't a senior one of the mentioned categories, probably a pedestrian?

Policy 4.1 & 4.2
Policies 4.1 and 4.2 are partially redundant and should be combined.

Policy 4.3
sentence is missing a verb: "maintenance agreements should be formed ..."

Bikeways 124

Should have bike paths on both sides? But under Regional Bikeways and Pohcy 6.5 it says there will be no bike
lanes.

Maybe last sentence relates to pathways, not bikeways, and if so should be moved to a section on Pathways.

Network of bikeways should be part of Major Bikeways, Local Bikeways, and Multipurpose Paths.

Goal 6
Add Program to provide bikeways especially where they will assist students traveling to and from school.

Committee discussion:
Program 6.1: Major Bikeways

Program 6.4: local bikeways with sharrow markings

130: Add: In order to maintain the rural character of the Town, signage should be keep to the minimum required
for safety..

Policy 9.5: needs a verb. :
New streetlights shall be gereralhy prohibited to avoid light spillover and nuisance to residents.

143: Cut-Through Traffic
The Page Mill Expressway operates at LOS E to F ??? during the morning

Program 13.5:

Work with State (Caltrans) and County officials to increase the capacity of the Page M|II Expressway and I-280/
Page Mill Expressway interchange, and to improve the safety of bicycle travel along Page Mill road
through this intersection.









3 We question whether residents really want the shift in emphasis of the Circulation Element away from
‘preserving the narrow, winding roadways that maintain and enhance the scenic qualities of the town.” The
proposed revisions shift these ideas to “existing conditions” rather than goals, call for more signage and
markings on the roadways, and call for expanding width restrictions to accommodate bicyclists.

4. We question the [existing] designation of Taaffe as a Connector road, specifically as this designation
might direct emergency vehicle traffic over Taaffe rather than Altamont, which is the preferable route.
o We think emergency vehicle access in the circulation element requires and deserves much more

substantive treatment.
To conclude the draft document does not achieve its two main objectives of "meeting the needs of all users of
roads for safe and convenient travel" and "effective community engagement" stated in the Memorandum

attached to the draft update of the Circulation and Scenic Roadways Element of Los Altos Hills.

Respectfully submitted by EIC.




































identified only as a Connector Road not as a bikeway much less as a Major Bikeway. This
identification places many people using the road (residents and other users, motorists, bicyclists, and
walkers) at risk, because Taaffe has narrow and steep sections, with blind curves and a narrow pathway
often lower than the road at blind curves and not protected, just to mention the most obvious features
that make Taaffe not suitable for this designation. I know from conversation with neighbors that my
concern is shared and I will poll my neighbors on this. Additionally, it should be understood that the
new version of the Circulation Plan, once approved, is going to be posted on the web so that all of the
public interested in bicycling will know about it, potentially increasing the number of cyclists and the
risk to the community.

[ need your advice on how to proceed.
Regards,
Serena





















































