Comments on §11-1208-Left turns
Comments by Brian Copeland and Renee Hurtado, DKS Associates
This makes sense to me only because I design bikeways. I think this will be confusing to a non-traffic engineer. Wouldn’t a picture be nice?
Comments by the California Association of Bicycling Organizations

(c) Notwithstanding the provisions of section 11-201 (a), the operator of a bicycle may merge into position for a left turn in advance of a designated left turn lane.
This provision is unclear. Since it refers to vehicular-style left turns, rather than the two-part turns described in subdivision (a), would it be better placed in § 11-601? How does § 11-201(a), which requires obedience to traffic-control devices, apply? Should the exception be to § 11-301(a) instead? As a minor editorial matter, should the word "section" in the text be replaced by the § symbol?

Comments by Eli Damon

· §11-1208(b) - Change the first instance of "the rightmost lane" to "a lane" and the second to "that lane". A cyclist might have reason to turn into a lane other than the rightmost lane.
· §11-1208(c) - The Paragraph refers to §11-201(a), but §11-201(a) does
not seem relevant.
· §11-1208(d) - - I am concerned that this section could permit authorities to install traffic controls that are contrary to destination positioning.
Comments by John Fisher

The language doesn't go far enough because it doesn't identify the bicyclists options if the rightmost lane of the intersecting street suddenly or unexpectedly becomes occupied, as would happen on higher volume streets and in urban areas.  The bicyclist must decide several hundred feet in advance of the intersection if he should try to cross lanes to enter the left-turn lane or if he should try to occupy the rightmost lane of the intersecting street.  But there can be no guarantee that it would be unoccupied by the time he reaches it. 

 Therefore, state the other option: ride slowly in the parallel crosswalk under pedestrian control, enter the sidewalk on the far side, ride slowly in the perpendicular crosswalk under pedestrian control, then leave the crosswalk and and ride along the intersecting street as a vehicle.  Note that this option becomes legal only if the proposed language in SS 11-1209 (f) is adopted.

Comments by Herman Hill
Another unnecessary and unsafe exemption given to bicycles; bad thoughts/no thoughts for traffic safety 

Comments by the League of American Bicyclists

This is a valuable change, but we believe there is room for improved clarity. The proposed alternative language attempts to break up the complex movements required in section (b) in a manner that can be followed by a person riding a bicycle or a moped. 

The proposed section (b) substantially limits the circumstances under which a bicyclist can make a left turn in the manner allowed by section (b) by requiring that the rightmost lane of the intersecting roadway is not occupied by a vehicle. This is a significant change from the current §11-1208(b), which has no such requirement. The other proposed revisions seem sufficient to ensure that a bicyclist is always placed in a safe position and make this requirement unnecessary. On busy arterial streets where a two-step turn may be appropriate for riders who are not skilled or comfortable enough to make a left turn in the manner described in §11-601 the requirement that the rightmost lane is empty may be impossible to satisfy and prevent such a rider from following section (b).

It may also be worth considering whether section (c) might be more appropriately incorporated in a future revision to §11-1205 – Position on Roadway as it affects the allowed position of a bicycle on a roadway at least as much as it affects the method by which a bicycle may make a left turn.

Proposed Alternative Language (changes are highlighted):

…(b) 

1. A person riding a bicycle or a moped and intending to turn left at an intersection may, if the rightmost lane of the intersecting roadway from which a through movement is permitted is not occupied by a vehicle waiting to enter the intersection, proceed into the intersection as if making a through movement, 

2. stop in the rightmost lane of the intersecting roadway from which a through movement is permitted, 

3. turn the bicycle or moped into the through direction on that roadway, and 

4. complying with any official traffic control device or police officer regulating traffic on the new highway, proceed in the new direction.

Comments by Robert Seyfried

The proposed wording covers left turns as a two-stage turn and left turns from left turn lanes, but does not address permitted left turns from an approach with no designated left turn lane (i.e., a shared left-thru lane)
Comments by Virginia DOT

With respect to subsection (b) of the UVC revisions, the Code of Virginia contains a similar provision allowing bicycle riders to turn left by proceeding as a through vehicle along the right side of the roadway. We believe the proposed wording of the UVC is confusing and difficult to follow. It is not entirely clear what the intent of the “…is not occupied by a vehicle waiting to enter the intersection…” wording in the UVC revisions is for. We suggest language similar to that in § 46.2-847 of the Code of Virginia be used instead: 

“A person riding a bicycle, electric personal assistive mobility device, electric power-assisted bicycle, or moped and intending to turn left shall approach the turn as close as practicable to the right curb or edge of the roadway. After proceeding across the intersecting roadway, the rider shall comply with traffic signs or signals and continue his turn as close as practicable to the right curb or edge of the roadway being entered.” 
With respect to subsection (c) of the UVC revisions, we believe that the provision allowing bicycle riders to merge into position in advance of the designated left-turn lane is redundant and unnecessary. On a divided highway equipped with a separate left-turn lane, it is not possible for a bicycle to enter the left-turn lane in advance of the lane. In all cases, a bicycle rider should start moving to the left side of the roadway when that rider’s judgment indicates it is prudent to begin such a maneuver, which may be well in advance of the start of the left turn lane, however this is no different from a slow-moving vehicle driver moving to the left when making a left-turn, yet this practice is not explicitly called out in the code for motor vehicle drivers. If the language is retained, we would recommend a maximum distance for this maneuver, as it is currently open to interpretation, and a bicycle rider could ride along the left side of the road, justifying it by stating that he/she is moving left to prepare to enter a left-turn lane quite some distance from the actual left turn lane beginning.
