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From: John Hemiup [jhemiup@accma.ca.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, October 13, 2010 6:45 PM
To: Dean E. Allison (dallison@ci.pinole.ca.us)
Cc: Cristina Ferraz; Randy.Durrenberger@kimleyhorn.com; Bijan Yarjani; John Rudolph; Hisham Noeimi (hnoeimi@ccta.net)
Subject: I80 ICM & San Pablo Corridor (TLSP) Plans City of Pinole Volume 2
Hello Dean,
The Design Team has uploaded another set of plans on the FTP Site for the TLSP Project.
The TLSP project plans were separated into two Volumes, Volume 1 pertain to improvement on Caltrans ROW within City Limits and Volume 2 which are improvements within City ROW.
The Plans were separated into two volumes to expedite Caltrans review of Volume 1 plan set.
Regards,
John
Mr. John C. Hemiup, P.E.
Project Manager
Alameda County Transportation Commission (ACTC)
1333 Broadway, Suite 220
Oakland, CA 94612
email: jhemiup@accma.ca.gov
wk ph: 5103502332
fax: 5108362185
From: John Hemiup
Sent: Tuesday, August 10, 2010 10:07 AM
To: Dean E. Allison (dallison@ci.pinole.ca.us)
Cc: Randy.Durrenberger@kimleyhorn.com; 'Cristina Ferraz'; 'John Rudolph'; Susan Miller (smiller@ccta.net)
Subject: I80 ICM & San Pablo Corridor (TLSP) Plans City of Pinole
Hello Dean,
As per our meeting on July 21st, the Design Team has placed three of the most completed plans on a FTP site for you information in the folder named I80 Plans TOS100_RampMetering95_TLSP100
These plans are as follows:
1. I80 Traffic Operations Systems (TOS) Plans at 100% completion. This is a CMIA funded project that pertains to the I80 State ROW. Total anticipated Construction cost for this project
is $2.144 M
2. I80 Adaptive Ramp Metering (ARM) Plans at 95% completion. This is a CMIA funded project that pertains to the I80 State ROW. Total anticipated Construction cost for this project is
$9.426 M
3. San Pablo Corridor Project (TLSP) Plans at 100%. This is a TLSP funded project that pertains to both San Pablo Avenue and connecting arterials from San Pablo Avenue to I80.
Total anticipated Construction cost for this project is $13.976 M
Thank you for taking the time to meet with the Project Management Team and looking forward to working with you on these, and other projects, that encompass the I80 Integrated Corridor
Management (ICM) Project.
Regards,
Mr. John C. Hemiup, P.E.
Project Manager
Alameda County Transportation Agency
1333 Broadway, Suite 220
Oakland, CA 94612
email: jhemiup@accma.ca.gov
wk ph: 5103502332
fax: 5108362185
Username:
Password:

I80_Reports_User
kimley80

ftp://I80_Reports_User:kimley80@www.kimleyhorn.com/_secure/I80_reports
Access to FTP
There are multiple ways to gain access to the FTP site.
Internet Explorer 7
IE 7 has implemented changes to browser FTP behavior. Follow the steps below to open the FTP site in IE 7.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

Click the FTP link.
Once the FTP site is open in IE 7, click the Page icon in IE 7. This is located on the right just below the search box.
Select Open FTP Site in Windows Explorer.
You will get an error message stating that you don't have access. Click OK.
Click File in the top menu.
Select Login As... .
Enter the username and password for the folder you are accessing and click OK.
You should now have access to the FTP site.
Copy/Paste Method
FTP can be handled by Windows' file explorer called Windows Explorer. Simply copy the link from this email, open Windows Explorer, and paste the link into the address bar. This will open
the FTP site and grant you access.

FTP SITE DISCLAIMER
This secure ftp site has been established by KimleyHorn and Associates, Inc. (KHA) for limited use by certain of its clients and other expressly authorized users. All authorized users have been provided with a username and password. If you have not
been expressly authorized by KHA to access this site, please disconnect immediately.
This site has been established for the purpose of sharing electronic files, including adding to, updating, or deleting files from this site. KHA does not guarantee and makes no warranties with respect to the authenticity of posted files. All authorized users
have agreed to share data equally, and agree to do so in a good faith manner consistent with professional business practices.
By using this site, you agree to the following rules and conditions:
1. You understand that these electronic files are nonsealed recordings of printed documents prepared by KHA or others. These files are provided only for the convenience of specifically authorized users and are intended solely for the exclusive use by
that party for the purposes expressly authorized.
2. Only printed copies of documents conveyed by KHA may be relied upon. Any use of the information obtained or derived from these electronic files will be at the authorized user's sole risk and with no risk or liability to KHA.
3. Because data stored in electronic media format can deteriorate or be modified inadvertently or otherwise without authorization of the data's creator, you agree that no warranties are made with respect to the contents of these files.
Hectronic media format can deteriorate or be modified inadvertently or otherwise without authorization of the data's creator, you agree that no warranties are made with respect to the contents of these files.
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El Cerrito

Hercules

Pinole

September 28, 2010

Mr. Randell Iwasaki, Executive Director
Contra Costa Transportation Authority
2999 Oak Road, Suite 100
Walnut Creek CA 94597
RE:

WCCTAC’s Conditional Approval of I-80 CSMP

Dear Randy:
Richmond

San Pablo

At its September 24 meeting, the WCCTAC Board discussed at length the I-80 Integrated
Corridor Mobility (ICM) project, and considered for approval the I-80 Corridor System
Management Plan (CSMP), developed by the Alameda County Transportation Commission
(ACTC) in fulfillment of the California Transportation Commission’s (CTC’s) requirement
for receipt of Proposition 1B Congestion Mitigation Improvement Account (CMIA) funds for
the I-80 ICM project. The discussion centered around the thoughtful consideration of the
following:
•

Contra Costa
County

•
•

AC Transit

•
BART

•
WestCAT

The Board supports initiatives that improve efficiency, safety, and air quality, and to those
ends, as well as sustainability, made a conscious decision during the development of
Measure J to prioritize transit and supporting investments over freeway investments.
In 2006, despite the limited focus of the I-80 ICM project on transit, the Board in good
faith redirected nearly $6 million in local funds from other planned uses and has provided
staff resources as a contribution toward project development. These are sunk costs.
The Board through its support of the I-80 ICM project has given tacit approval for the
continued use of San Pablo Avenue as a bypass route for regional travelers in the event of
an incident on I-80.
With I-80’s significance as a commute shed and major goods movement corridor for the
Bay Area, and as borne out by ACTC’s detailed technical analysis, this is a regional
project; as such, the jurisdictions through which the corridor passes should not
disproportionately bear the impacts and cost to mitigate conditions that are attributable to
travelers throughout the region.
The recession has had devastating impacts on West County, particularly on its large lowincome population, including high unemployment and foreclosure rates, shrinking transit
services, and huge funding shortfalls for local programs. The prospective operations and
maintenance (O&M) costs of the project are a lesser priority than these local unmet needs.
Further, the project stands to make long-distance travel more attractive, which could result
in an additional economic disincentive to West County.
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While it was a difficult decision, the WCCTAC Board affirmed that it is in the best interest of
West County to condition its approval of the I-80 CSMP and its continued support for the I-80
ICM project on the following:
1) The I-80 ICM project should have no adverse financial impacts on West County in general,
and in particular local jurisdictions in West County would not bear any O&M costs
associated with the project for the next 25 years; and,
2) The I-80 ICM system, as proposed, would be operated in such a manner as to ensure that any
travel time savings attributable to the project will be evenly balanced between I-80 and San
Pablo Avenue, so as to not delay traffic on San Pablo Avenue at the expense of moving
traffic on the freeway and also to prevent any additional traffic diversion to San Pablo
Avenue.
It is our understanding, by virtue of CCTA’s authorization on September 22 for you to sign the I80 CSMP for submittal to the CTC contingent upon WCCTAC’s approval of the same on
September 24, that your concurrence with the report will make appropriate consideration to
WCCTAC’s conditions of approval. Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Christina M. Atienza
Executive Director

cc:

John Hemiup and Bijan Yarjani, ACCTC
Cristina Ferraz, Caltrans
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FEDERAL AID PROCESS/
CLIMATE INITIATIVES COMPETITIVE GRANTS
PROGRAM OVERVIEW
October 27, 2010
1:00 p.m. – 4:00 p.m.
MTC, MetroCenter Auditorium
101 8th Street
Oakland, CA 94607

INTRODUCTIONS

1:00 pm - 1:10 pm

I. Federal Aid Process*(Sylvia Fung and Boris Deunert, Caltrans District 4 Office of Local Assistance)
 Field Review Form/Preliminary Environmental Studies Form (PES)
 National Environmental Policy Act - NEPA Clearance
 Design - Consultant Contracts
 Right of Wayo E-76 authorization for Right of Way and R/W Utilities
o R/W Certification
 Construction - Advertise, Award, and Administer Contract
 DBE Requirements

1:10 pm - 2:45 pm

BREAK

2:45 pm - 2:55 pm

II. MTC Project Delivery Issues*(Sri Srinivasan and Craig Goldblatt, MTC Programming and Allocations)
 Transportation Improvement (TIP) Programming and Schedule
 Resolution of Local Support
 Delivery (Obligation) Deadlines

2:55 pm - 3:20 pm

III. Climate Initiatives Competitive Grants*3:20 pm - 4:00 pm
(Ashley Nguyen, MTC Planning and Craig Goldblatt, MTC Programming and Allocations)
 Project Management and Requirements
 Delivery Deadlines
 Project Evaluation

*Presentation handouts to be provided at meeting

Complete Streets
by Dave Campbell, Program Director
EAST BAY BICYCLE COALITION

www.completestreets.org

Two key things to make
complete streets work:
speed

integration

What is a
Complete Street?
a street that is safe,
convenient and
inviting for all users
of the roadway
results from a complete
planning, programming,
design, construction, operation
and maintenance process

“all users”:
pedestrians: sidewalks and crosswalks (safe and
frequent)
transit users: bus shelters, transit info, bus-only
lanes
persons with a disability: accessible routes
bicyclists: safe space on roadway, bike parking
motorists: no congestion
people of all ages and abilities

Chicago’s Complete
Street Policy
“The safety and convenience of all users of the
transportation system including pedestrians,
bicyclists, transit users, freight, and motor vehicle
drivers shall be accommodated and balanced in
all types of transportation and development
projects and through all phases of a project so
that even the most vulnerable— children, elderly,
and persons with disabilities—can operate safely
within the public right of way.”

safe, convenient and
inviting?
depends on the context
a major arterial complete street is going to look a
lot different than a neighborhood collector
complete street

Slideshow of Complete
Streets

http://www.flickr.com/photos/completestreets/
show/

Impact Speed vs.
Pedestrian Death Rate

Vehicle
Speed

Pedestrian
Death Rate

20mph

5%

30mph

45%

40mph

85%

• An alert and skilled driver traveling 20 mph who spots a child in the
road 50 feet ahead will be able to come to a full stop within the
distance.
• The same driver traveling 30 mph will not even begin to slow down
before hitting the child.

speed and bikes
prevailing speed ≤ 20mph: mixed flow
20-35mph: bike lanes
≥ 35mph: separated bikeway

States & Cities with policies
for complete streets

Complete Streets
Policies
US DOT: www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bikeped/policy_accom.htm
Caltrans: www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/ocp/complete_streets_files/
dd_64_r1_signed.pdf

Metropolitan Transportation
Commission:www.mtc.ca.gov/planning/bicyclespedestrians/
routine_accommodations.htm

Complete Streets Act of 2008: requires circulation element
of General Plans to meet the needs of all users of the roadway

Complete Streets Policy
Elements

http://www.completestreets.org/changing-policy/
policy-elements/

Performance Measures
The traditional performance measure for transportation planning has been
vehicular Level of Service (LOS) – a measure of automobile congestion.
Complete streets planning requires taking a broader look at how the system
is serving all users. Communities with complete streets policies can
measure success through a number of ways: the miles of on-street bicycle
routes created; new linear feet of pedestrian accommodation; changes in the
number of people using public transportation, bicycling, or walking (mode
shift); number of new street trees; and/or the creation or adoption of a new
multi-modal Level of Service standard that better measures the quality of
travel experience. The fifth edition of Highway Capacity Manual, due out in
2010, will include this new way of measuring LOS. Cities like San Francisco
and Charlotte have already begun to develop their own.

Implementation Plan
Taking a complete streets policy from paper into practice is not easy, but
providing some momentum with specific implementation steps can help.
Some policies establish a task force or commission to work toward policy
implementation. There are four key steps for successful implementation:
restructure procedures to accommodate all users on every project;
develop new design policies and guides;
offer workshops and other training opportunities to planners and
engineers; and
institute better ways to measure performance and collect data on how
well the streets are serving all users.

Restructuring
Procedures
how does transportation planning work in West
Contra Costa County?
how do we prioritize projects?
how do we design projects?
who’s involved? who’s not?

Subcommittee Key
Stakeholders
transportation planners and traffic engineers
coordinate with city, county and caltrans
include community representatives: church
groups, AARP, disability community
zoning, permits, health, parks, others?
businesses, real estate agencies
schools and colleges

Two Key things:
speed

integration

www.completestreets.org

thank you for making West
Contra Costa County a
‘livable’ community
-your children and grandchildren will thank you

EAST BAY BICYCLE COALITION
EBBC.ORG

