S.CRT.D. LERY

75~721

SUGGESTED
DOWN TOWN

TRAFFIC

SOLUTIOIN
PRO GRAM

PRESENTED TO

LOS ANGELES RAILWAY CORP.

COMPLIMENTS OF

PLANT ENGINEERING CO.
408 SOUTH SPRING STREET
LOS ANGELES 13, CALIFORNIA



The suggested "Downtown Traffic Solution" program presented
here by Plant Engineering Company, represents our definlte deslre
to be of whateover aild possible in finding the best solution for
the problem, We know thnt we are adversely affecved by the
present conditions and would welcome a solutlon.

In studring over the solutions suggested to date, we noticed
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that nonc of them offer any relief for the very congested area in

e more concerned

’J

the center of the business digtrict, dbut rather

- L}

wlth the problem of raplé transportation of the public from the

suburbs to the business district, and vice wversa; that is, elther

()

a rapié translit rsll system serving the business dlstrict via
subways, or a ravlé ftransit bus system operating ov the freeways
and downtown streets.

It appears to us that 1t 1s very possible one solutlion to

-

allevinte this congestlon in the bhisiness Aisgtriet has been over-

loocked., Thnt 1s the one we arc alvocating for consideration in
he followlng sketches and descripntions: namely, o plan for

ralsing the elevntlon of the sidewanlks to the second story level.
#e do not elalm to be the originntors of the elevated sidewalk
idea, in fact, one large section of the 1939 Chicago World's
Falr wano built in this manner, predicting the "City of Tomorrow."

he book "logic Motorways!" by Norman Bel Geddes contalns ploctures

of the 1939 Worldls Falr elevated sldewalks on pnges 7, 235, 238,

¥e are not attempting to argue agoingt gither the need of

some meang of more rapld transportation to the ciness distriot,

~

or the relative merits of a subway rnll system as compared with
a rapld tranelt bus syctem: rather, we wish to polnt out that
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the business dlstrict should be dondltloned to recelve the
tremendous flow of traflfte now present and the additional Tlow
antliclpated. The elevated sidewalk plan offers a means of augment-
ing and supplementing either transportation plan and should act-
ually precede elther of them becauce Lt will glve almost lmmediate
rellef.

As a partial 1list of advantages, we mentlon the followlng:

1. Construction is entirely above ground, and the cost
1s therefore as economlcal as any other plan could be.

W

2, Three to four extra lanss of traffic would be provided
for all vehicular traffic, which would double the existlng traffiic
lanes, nnd lnerease traffic volump four to five times 1ts present
rate, considering the casy rlow through the controls.

3. Pedestrians are taken off the strecet level, so there
1s absolutely no retardation of vehicular traffilc by pedestrian
traffic, which at present 1ls the greatest interference, partic-
ularly to lanes of turning traffic.

would be affected very

4, Existing public conveyances
favor the project.

slightly, and would be more apt to

5. Downtown stores would goin an extra floor of display
windows.

6. All building elterations and restyling necessiltated
to be part of the cost of the projlect.

7. ©Stores could expect a greater flow of trefflc on thelr
clevators to the second floor elevations, permltting them to
display more merchandisc for aqulck sale.

8. All overhesd utillty lines could be inocorporatcd into

the structure for better appearance.

9. Periodic cscalators could be provided for the glderly
and erippled.

10, Foot traffic hazards would be practically elimlnated
as far as moving traffic . ls concerned.

11, Foot trafilec would ;p;cdcd up by the elimination
of stop and go signals on the upper level.



¢ to and from street cars would not interfere
fic, because 1t would be handled from the center
wilth the flow of vehicular traffic around 1t.

12. Traff
wlth moving traf
3f t}\.. - ur"v..t,

block

135, This type structure could be put in service block by
ac ropidly as 1t 1s completed

l_l

4, O0l1l& one story bulldings adversely affected could be
purchagsed and levelled by the city, or others, to provide for
ground level parking. The code could then require that any multl-
storicd future construction provide the first floor as parking
space.

15. This system would tend to knit the 2owntown business
area closer together by providing for rapld personal llalson
between the numerous businesses.

The accompanying sketches arc intended to be typical only,
and do not attempt to cover all the conditions which might arise.
It 1s evident that each building would present a separate, but
not neocessarily difrficult, problem., However, we have shown
sufflclient to prescnt the general idea of the plan. We are very
interested in cooperating on future planning and studles which
this idea may engender.

pectfully submitted,
PLANT ENGINEERING COMPANY

W. G, Lowry ¢/
Chief Englneer

Lo¥ o These r,vom—cudationa are made arfter careful study of the
€xXe¥llcnt pamphlets of the followlng groups interested in the
Los Angeles trﬂl;ic problem:

The Los Angele
B v <

A8 OO0 £ "U

es Chamber of Commerce

wd &

The City rlﬂn._", Commissio
The Ru»iﬂnﬂW Planning Comnission of Los Angeles
The Central Bnainecss District Associastion

The Downtown Business lMen's Assoclation

The Automobile Club of Southern California
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