April 25, 2011
Grace David, Project Manager
Bureau of Engineering
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 700 
Los Angeles, CA  90015-221
To Whom It May Concern:
I am writing on behalf of [insert organization name or say yourself] regarding the plan to widen the North Spring Street Viaduct to seismically retrofit the bridge.  I/we have reviewed both the dual-widening and single-side widening alternatives and support[s] implementation of the single-side widening plan.  In addition, as your organizations move forward with the plans to expand the bridge, I/we urge you to consider the bridge-widening in the context of the city’s future as a green city.  Specifically, I/we ask that you consider the expansion’s relationship to the 2010 Los Angeles Bicycle Plan (the “Bike Plan”), the possibility that the expansion could increase automobile traffic on Spring Street and the surrounding area, and the importance of enabling the bridge to maintain its status as a Historic-Cultural Monument.  Failure to regard these issues could greatly hinder the City’s future transportation goals.  
First, I/we am/are pleased to see that both expansion alternatives include bike lanes and sidewalks in both directions, which is an improvement over the existing design.  Adding these facilities will enhance bike and pedestrian access to the bridge.  It is crucial, however, that these facilities continue along Spring Street, because a bike lane that only lasts the length of the bridge is minimally beneficial.  Bike lane connectivity is especially important in light of the Bike Plan, which calls for bike lanes to run the entire length of Spring Street in both directions.  I/we will continue to push for connectivity beyond the bridge at Bike Plan Implementation Team meetings.  [Include this last sentence if applicable.]
Second, the bridge currently has two travel lanes running in each direction.  Both alternatives propose widening these travel lanes from 9.5 feet to 11 feet each, which will allow cars to cross the bridge at faster speeds.  The dual-side widening, in particular, is likely to encourage drivers and trucks to use the North Spring Street Viaduct instead of other alternatives.  As a result, the North Spring Street Viaduct – and Spring Street in general – could see an influx of automobile traffic.  Spring Street, however, is expected to become a popular bicycle lane once the City implements the street’s planned bike lanes.  In addition, this community also consists of many low-income people who walk and bicycle to get around.  A substantial increase in automobile traffic could then jeopardize the effectiveness of those bike lanes.  Therefore, in planning for the bridge expansion, I/we advocate[s] that Caltrans and the City should consider Spring Street’s future and implement a design that will minimize auto traffic as much as possible.
Finally, the North Spring Street Viaduct, which was built in 1927, is a Historic-Cultural Monument.  Whether it will remain a historic site depends on the chosen design of the bridge expansion.  The initial Environmental Impact Report did not consider a single alternative that would allow the bridge to keep its Historic-Cultural Monument status.  If Caltrans and the City follow the appropriate design procedures, however, they can preserve the bridge’s historic designation.  I/we urge you to take the necessary steps to allow the bridge to maintain this designation.
Sincerely,
[Insert name, title, organization or self]
