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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
This Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan contains goals and policies for
developing and implementing a non-motorized network that can be broken
down into five general categories:
1. Create a citywide bicycle and pedestrian network
2. Provide a viable alternative to driving for commuting and
recreational purposes
3. Establish citywide design guidelines for bicycle and
pedestrian facilities and consider the needs of roadway
users of all ages and abilities
4. Encourage and educate residents about bicycling and
walking opportunities in Pleasanton
5. Improve safety for pedestrians and bicyclists, including
people with disabilities.
Also embraced in the Plan is a Vision Statement created by the
Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee envisioning the City as
a place with many safe and pleasant pedestrian and bicycle
facilities, and a City that encourages bicycling and walking as
healthful and enjoyable activities.
The City of Pleasanton General Plan sets forth a blueprint for a
system of bikeways in Pleasanton. This Pedestrian and Bicycle
Master Plan builds on the original blueprint with an evaluation of
existing conditions and a prioritized list of improvements that
include on- and off-street bicycle and pedestrian facilities. The
Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan is the official policy document
addressing the development of bicycle and pedestrian facilities for
transportation and recreation purposes
In addition, this Plan incorporates items from a number of
documents pertaining to walking and bicycling in Pleasanton,
including the Community Trails Master Plan, the City of Pleasanton
General Plan, the Downtown Specific Plan, the Master Plan for the
Downtown Parks and Trails System, the Happy Valley Specific
Plan, the Vineyard Avenue Corridor Specific Plan, and the
Municipal Code.
Goals for the Plan include developing a citywide network of trails
and bikeways, providing a multi-modal transportation system that
creates alternatives to the single occupancy automobile,
establishing guidelines for the consistent design of pedestrian and
bicycle facilities, improving bicycle connections to transit, improving
safety, and developing programs to encourage bicycling and

VISION STATEMENT
The City of Pleasanton is a
pleasant,
thriving,
healthy,
sustainable
community
that
strives to meet the needs of all of
its citizens in an environmentally
sensitive manner. Walking and
bicycling for recreation, fitness or
as a means of transportation
require a safe and accessible
infrastructure. The quality of the
infrastructure for bicycling and
walking contributes to the overall
quality of life in the city by
encouraging active living and by
reducing automobile traffic, with
its associated noise, pollution,
congestion,
and
global
environmental
impact.
The
purpose of the Pleasanton
Pedestrian and Bicycle Master
Plan is to make the city as
pedestrian and bicycle friendly as
possible in order to encourage
people of all ages, abilities and
means to walk and/or bike.
This Plan creates a guide for
achieving
a
comprehensive
system
of
bicycle
routes,
pedestrian routes, trails, and
related facilities that will result in a
safe and convenient circulation
system
for
pleasant,
nonmotorized travel. It addresses
goals, policies, standards, funding
strategies,
education
and
intermodal linkages throughout
Pleasanton. The plan provides
prioritized lists of specific projects
for implementation of a system
with a fair balance among all
modes of travel.
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walking. This plan complies with the California Streets and Highways Code,
which is a requirement to compete for funds in the State Bicycle
Transportation Account.
Pleasanton residents currently enjoy a system of pedestrian-bicycle trails
along creeks and canals, and many arterials have Class II bike lanes.
Downtown Pleasanton and many residential neighborhoods have excellent
pedestrian amenities. The City has installed bicycle parking at key locations,
including Downtown Pleasanton and the Pleasanton Library.
This document is intended as a conceptual guide for City staff and members
of the public.
Individual projects may differ from the Plan’s
recommendations, but the main project alignments and policy
recommendations should be implemented to the greatest degree possible.
Highlights of the recommendations include:


Continued development of successful trail corridors such as the
Tassajara Creek Trail and improved access to the Iron Horse
Trail and other trails



Bicycle lanes and/or routes on several key cross-city corridors,
including Hopyard Road, Santa Rita Road and Foothill Road



Pedestrian and ADA improvements that include upgrades to
sidewalks, curbs, crosswalks and bus stops



Safe Routes to School conceptual plans for Lydiksen, Alisal and
Walnut Grove Elementary schools



Development of education, encouragement and enforcement
programs

In addition, the Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan includes an Existing and
Proposed Bikeways map.
Pleasanton can implement portions of the Pedestrian and Bicycle Plan in
public and private development, implementation of City programs,
development of new roadway and transit facilities, and scheduled roadway
maintenance. For instance, providing bicycle parking as part of the permit
process for new and redevelopment projects can accomplish the goal of
increasing support facilities for cyclists.
This Plan is consistent with Alameda County’s Countywide Bicycle Plan,
Bike Plans and maps from the cities of Dublin and Livermore, and the East
Bay Regional Park District’s Trails Master Plan. This Plan addresses items
(a) through (k) in Section 891.2 of the California Streets and Highways
Code. The Plan should be updated every five years to reflect its status,
allowing the City to compete for State Bicycle Transportation Account funds.
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The key policy and program recommendations contained in the plan include
the following:
Master Plan Implementation


Encourage the City to pursue employment of a bicycle and
pedestrian coordinator at minimum of 70% time to manage all
non-motorized transportation projects and ongoing route
maintenance program



Increase the number of on-street bicycle lane miles from 27
miles to 51 miles by 2014



Incorporate bicycle detection at all signalized intersections on
the existing and proposed bicycle network by 2012



Promote the development of a comprehensive system of
pedestrian, bicycle, equestrian, and hiking trails throughout
open-space lands in the Planning Area. Encourage involvement
of people with disabilities in the development of future facilities.

Encouraging a Multimodal Transportation System

iv



Strongly encourage the Pleasanton Unified School District and
commercial businesses to provide and actively maintain
sufficient, convenient, safe, and attractive bicycle racks at all
public schools and businesses



Develop a maintenance program for bicycle and pedestrian
facilities that considers the needs of bicyclists, pedestrians, and
people with disabilities.



Ensure safe, convenient and accessible bicycle and pedestrian
connections to Wheels stops, and BART and ACE stations



Develop and use a routine pedestrian accommodation checklist
for new transportation facility projects, including the City’s
maintenance activities such as a pavement management plan



Design complete streets serving pedestrians,
motorists, and transit riders of all ages and abilities



Promote the use of bicycling, walking, transit and ridesharing by
operating at least five programs and/or events per year

bicyclists,
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Funding and Implementation


Pursue all funding sources for alternative transportation, and
update the Plan every five years



Require construction of bicycle facilities as part of new
development



Allocate a percentage of each year’s Capital Improvement
Program to trail, street maintenance and roadway improvements
along bicycle and pedestrian routes

Monitoring


Monitor and record bicycle and pedestrian-related collisions
o

Conduct counts at crash locations and identify safety
counter measures

o

Recommend and implement safety improvements on
an annual basis



Continue to require developers to dedicate public-access
easements for trails in private open-space areas, where feasible



Accommodate pedestrians and bicyclists in construction zones



Work with the City’s existing maintenance reporting system and
increase public awareness of the existing system as a means to
report bicycle and pedestrian facilities needing repair and/or
clean-up

v
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1.

INTRODUCTION

VISION STATEMENT
The City of Pleasanton is a pleasant, thriving, healthy, sustainable
community that strives to meet the needs of all of its citizens in an
environmentally sensitive manner. Walking and bicycling for recreation,
fitness or as a means of transportation require a safe and accessible
infrastructure. The quality of the infrastructure for bicycling and walking
contributes to the overall quality of life in the city by encouraging active living
and by reducing automobile traffic, with its associated noise, pollution,
congestion, and global environmental impact. The purpose of the
Pleasanton Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan is to make the city as
pedestrian and bicycle friendly as possible in order to encourage people of
all ages, abilities and means to walk and/or bike.
This plan creates a guide for achieving a comprehensive system of bicycle
routes, pedestrian routes, trails, and related facilities that will result in a safe
and convenient circulation system for pleasant, nonmotorized travel. It
addresses goals, policies, standards, funding strategies, education and
intermodal linkages throughout Pleasanton. The plan provides prioritized
lists of specific projects for implementation of a system with a fair balance
among all modes of travel.

INTRODUCTION
Walking and bicycling are low-cost, quiet, non-polluting, and healthy forms
of transportation ideal for many trips. They are also pleasant, enjoyable
activities that can improve personal health, promote a sense of community,
and provide access to recreational amenities. A bicycle and pedestrian
network benefits an entire community, including walkers, hikers, and
wheelchair users, and people of all ages and abilities. While this plan
incorporates mixed-use trails and access to open space, its primary focus is
to facilitate trips that are related to work, school, and other non leisure trips.
The City of Pleasanton General Plan sets forth a blueprint for a system of
bikeways in Pleasanton. This Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan builds on
the original blueprint with an evaluation of existing conditions and a
prioritized list of improvements that include on- and off-street bicycle and
pedestrian facilities. The Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan is the official
policy document addressing the development of bicycle and pedestrian
facilities for transportation and recreation purposes.
The Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan is divided into eight chapters that
address the plan’s relationship to existing plans, new goals and policies,
bicycling and pedestrian needs, existing conditions, a recommended bicycle
and pedestrian network, support facilities, safety and education
improvements, funding, and project prioritization.
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In developing the Plan, City staff worked with the Bicycle and Pedestrian
Advisory Committee, Pleasanton residents, and representatives from other
local agencies. Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee meetings and
three public meetings were held with the Pleasanton community between
May 2008 and March 2009, and the draft Plan was recommended for
approval by the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee in June, 2009.

RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER PLANS
This Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan is consistent with plans and
policies at a Federal, State, and local level.
Federal Policies
There are four key policy sources at the Federal level:
 The Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act
– A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU)
 The Federal Highway Administration’s (FHWA) Joint Statement,
Accommodating Bicycle and Pedestrian Travel: A Recommended
Approach
 The American Association of Transportation Official’s (AASHTO’s)
Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities
 The Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
SAFETEA-LU, passed in 2005, integrates bicycle and pedestrian travel into
the mainstream transportation system. This builds on previous federal
transportation bills, beginning with ISTEA (passed in 1991), and TEA-21
(passed in 1998). The legislation asserts that bicycle and pedestrian
facilities should offer a viable transportation choice while prioritizing the
safety of all road users. SAFETEA-LU requires that bikeways and
pedestrian walkways be considered as the rule rather than the exception in
all federally funded transportation projects. SAFETEA-LU also includes a
Safe Routes to School program, which provides funding for safety and
access projects that improve conditions for children walking or bicycling to
school.
The Federal Highway Administration’s Joint Statement, Accommodating
Bicycle and Pedestrian Travel: A Recommended Approach offers a base for
bicycle and pedestrian planning. The statement establishes overall policy
as well as performance measures. The three key principles contained in the
statement are as follows:
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 Bicycling and walking facilities will be incorporated into all
transportation projects unless exceptional circumstances exist;
 Municipalities should use approaches to achieving the policy that
have worked elsewhere as a model; and
 Public agencies, professional associations, or advocacy groups
should adopt several action items to improve the overall conditions
for bicycling and walking.
The AASHTO Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities offers design
guidance for accommodating bicycle facilities into transportation projects.
The Americans with Disabilities Act Title III is legislation enacted in 1990
that provides thorough civil liberties protections to individuals with disabilities
with regards to employment, state and local government services, and
access to public accommodations, transportation, and telecommunications.
Title III of the Act requires places of public accommodation to be accessible
and usable to all people, including those with disabilities.
Regional and State Policies
Regional and State policies that relate to this Bicycle Plan include:
 California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) Highway Design
Manual
 California Vehicle Code
 The Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s Policy on Routine
Accommodation
 Alameda County Countywide Bicycle Plan
 East Bay Regional Park District Master Plan
 Zone 7 Water Agency Stream Management Master Plan Interim
Report
The Caltrans Highway Design Manual is the main source for design
standards for bicycle facilities in California. Chapter 1000: Bikeway Planning
and Design, sets the basic minimums for bike lane and trail widths. It also
establishes policies for the type and placement of signs. The Project
Development
Procedures
Manual,
Chapter
31:
Non-Motorized
Transportation Facilities defines the means by which local jurisdictions may
receive Caltrans approval for State-funded projects.
The Project
Development Procedures Manual includes information about State grant
programs, following the State mandate in the Streets and Highways Code
that the State disburse a minimum of $7.2 million annually to bicycle
projects as part of the Bicycle Transportation Account.
1-3
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The California Vehicle Code includes several sections related to bicycle
operation, while allowing local jurisdictions leeway to create their own
policies. For example, Section 21200 establishes bicyclists’ right to share
the road with vehicles, and makes them subject to the same rules and
regulations as drivers. These sections also define conditions under which a
bicyclist may “take the lane,” as well as instances when drivers are allowed
in bicycle lanes.
Regional Plans
This Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan is consistent with regional and
neighboring cities’ bicycle plans. Bicycle network maps for Alameda County
and the cities of Dublin and Livermore were reviewed and considered in
developing Pleasanton’s recommended network, in order to promote a
coordinated regional bicycle system. These plans are described briefly
below.
Alameda Countywide Bicycle Plan
The Alameda County Congestion Management Agency is currently updating
the Alameda Countywide Bicycle Plan. The Draft 2006 Bicycle Network map
shows the following proposed facilities relating to Pleasanton:
 Class II bike lanes proposed on Foothill Road, connecting to San
Ramon Road north of I-580
 Class II bike lane along the length of Hopyard Road, connecting to
Dougherty Road north of I-580
 Class II bike lane along the length of Bernal Avenue, from Foothill
Road to Stanley Boulevard
 Class II bike lane along the length of Santa Rita Road, connecting to
Tassajara Road north of I-580
 Class III and Class II bike lane along the length of Stoneridge Drive
 Class I bikeways throughout the Pleasanton canal and trail system
City of Livermore General Plan
The City of Livermore’s Proposed Bikeways and Trails Network map in their
General Plan shows existing Class II bike lanes and proposed Class I
bikeway along Vineyard Avenue into Pleasanton. Additionally, a Class I
facility is proposed along Arroyo Mocho into Pleasanton. Class I and II
facilities are proposed for W Jack London Boulevard, and are shown to
eventually connect with W Las Positas Boulevard and Arroyo Mocho to the
west of El Charro/Busch Road.
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Dublin Bicycle Master Plan
Adopted in 2007, the Dublin Bicycle Master Plan sets forth several
recommendations for trail and on-street facilities that directly connect to
Pleasanton:
 Continued development of successful trail corridors such as the
Tassajara Creek Trail and improved access to the Iron Horse Trail
and other trails.
 Bicycle lanes and/or routes on several key cross-city corridors,
including San Ramon Road (connecting to Foothill Road),
Dougherty Road (connecting to Hopyard Road), and Tassajara
Road (connecting to Santa Rita Road.)
 Bikeways on key freeway crossings, including I-580 at San Ramon
Road and Tassajara Road, and the Alamo Canal Trail
undercrossing.
The Dublin Bikeways Master Plan identifies the need for pedestrian and
bicycle links under or over I-580 to link with the City of Pleasanton. A link
beneath I-580 is currently planned to connect the Alamo Canal Trail in
Dublin with the Arroyo de la Laguna Trail in Pleasanton. The Iron Horse
Trail in the City of Dublin currently meets with the Iron Horse Trail Route in
Pleasanton at the Dublin/Pleasanton BART Station.
The Dublin Plan identifies a freeway crossing at Tassajara creek as a ‘Study
Area’ with the potential to connect the East Bay Regional Parks District’s
Tassajara Creek Trail with Rosewood Dr./Old Santa Rita Rd. in the City of
Pleasanton.
Draft Livermore Area Recreation and Parks District Master Plan
The 2008 Draft Livermore Area Recreation and Parks District Master Plan
identifies a proposed multi-use trail connection with the city of Pleasanton at
the Arroyo Mocho near El Charro and Busch Roads.

East Bay Regional Parks District Parks & Trails Master Plan
The EBRPD has identified the potential to develop or extend the following
regional trails through the City of Pleasanton:
o

Iron Horse Trail - Extension south from Busch Rd. to
Shadow Cliffs Regional Park

o

San Francisco Bay to San Joaquin River Trail – Regional
trail following the Alameda County Transportation Corridor /
former SPRR Right of Way parallel to first St. in downtown
Pleasanton northeast to Shadow Cliffs Regional Park and
1-5
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southwest towards Niles Canyon.
Zone 7 Arroyo Management Plan
The Zone 7 Arroyo Management Plan encourages local cities such as
Pleasanton to construct, operate and maintain public recreational trails
along selected flood control channels or arroyos. The plan includes design
standards for bicycle and pedestrian trails as well as staging areas.

Local Plans
This section summarizes planning documents that discuss existing
conditions and/or future infrastructure improvements for bicycling and
walking in the city of Pleasanton and adjacent planning areas such as
Happy Valley. Specifically, goals, policies and programs from existing City
plans and code regulations that relate to non-motorized transportation are
listed to inform the policies for the initial Pleasanton Pedestrian and Bicycle
Master Plan.
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Community Trails Master Plan, CA, 1993 (updated in 2002)
The initial Community Trails Master Plan was developed in 1993 to provide
guidance for reviewing trail opportunities through new development and to
create a trail/route system for Pleasanton. This plan was created with input
from various stakeholders, including the East Bay Regional Park District
(EBRPD), Alameda County Flood Control and Water Conservation District,
City staff and residents.
Four study objectives were outlined for this effort:
1. Provide the citizens of Pleasanton with a city-wide network of trails
and routes that are, as much as possible, accessible to a variety of
users including, but not limited to, pedestrians, bicyclists,
equestrians and people with disabilities;
2. Provide a document for the City to assist in coordinating the
development of a trail and route system with the County,
neighboring municipalities, regional agencies, the community, land
owners and developers;
3. Establish design guidelines and priorities for the comprehensive and
consistent design of trail and route improvements in developed and
undeveloped areas;
4. Inform and educate the public of the recreational and educational
potential of the Master Plan.
The Community Trails Master Plan identifies three classes of trails/routes (A
– major multi-use trails with regional connections, B – intermediate
connectors to Class A trails, and C – basic trail/route network) and a scenic
bike route. The following projects were identified as the top trail priorities in
the 1993 Plan:
 Centennial Trail (Arroyo del Valle, from Main Street to Arroyo de la
Laguna)
 Arroyo del Valle (east from main Street to Shadow Cliffs)
 First Street/SPRR right-of-way (Stanley Boulevard/Valley Avenue to
Verona Bridge)
 Iron Horse Trail (I-580 to Stanley Boulevard/Valley Avenue)
In 2002 the Community Trails Master Plan was updated. New elements
added to or resulting from the plan included the appointment of a Trails
Committee and updated cost estimates for priority. The Update also
provided a detailed list of six revised trail priorities for connections to Class
A trails and/or the completion of segments that provide critical linkages in
the regional trail system. They are as follows:
1-7
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1. Iron Horse Trail, south from Santa Rita Road to Busch Road
2. Arroyo Mocho, east of Hopyard Road
3. Alamo Canal/Arroyo de la Laguna, from Val Vista Park to the City of
Dublin
4. Downtown Trail, south from Old Stanley Boulevard to Bernal
Avenue
5. Arroyo del Valle Trail, west from Main Street to Harvest Park Circle
6. Vineyard Avenue Corridor Trail, east from the EBRPD staging area
via the “S” curve to the realigned Vineyard Avenue
These six projects would be initiated as adequate funding becomes
available through grants, private contributions and the City’s Capital
Improvement Program.
The 2005 Pleasanton Plan 2025 (the General Plan)
The 2005 Pleasanton Plan 2025 (the General Plan) provides a blueprint for
conservation and development of the city. The General Plan, approved in
July 2009, meets all requirements for general plans stipulated by State law
including the seven mandatory elements: land use, circulation, housing,
public safety, conservation, open space and noise. This General Plan
combines two mandatory elements – conservation and open space – into
one element and also includes seven optional elements. The General Plan
vision states that Pleasanton is committed to sustainable community
principles and will meet the needs of the current generation without
compromising the ability of future generations to meet their needs.” By
emphasizing sustainability for goals and policies, it thereby encourages
multimodal transportation options and the reduction of single occupancy
vehicle trips.
Land Use Element
The Land Use Element of the Pleasanton General Plan reflects many goals
and policies that support bicycling and walking. It embraces the concept of
sustainable development and states:
“Relating the concept of sustainability to land use includes
encouraging infill development and planning the city such that its
layout would increase walking and bicycle riding, and minimize
vehicle-miles traveled and energy usage.”
The update also incorporates smart growth planning strategies including
mixed use and transit-oriented development. These measures can support
and encourage bicycling and walking, as demonstrated in the following
goals, policies and programs:
1-8
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Sustainability
Goal 1: Create a land use pattern that promotes resource sustainability and
environmental quality.

POLICY 1: Integrate energy efficiency, energy conservation, and
energy self-sufficiency measures into land-use planning.
Program 1.1: When reviewing development projects
(especially in areas where there is likely to be the most
change and the greatest impact can be made, consider how
the following will impact energy use: density, neighborhood
design,
proximity
to
transit,
proximity
to
shopping/employment, walkability, street layout, and
construction techniques (Green Building). Develop new
measures of sustainability based on these factors and adopt
minimum sustainability scores for typical projects.
Program 1.2: When reviewing development projects, review
transportation energy-efficiency measures alongside levelof-service standards. Develop a methodology to accomplish
this and then adopt it.
Program 1.4: Support more locally-serving shopping
opportunities in neighborhoods so that people do not have
to drive far to purchase goods.

POLICY 2: Integrate land-use and transportation planning in order
to ensure patterns that facilitate safe and convenient mobility of
people and goods at a reasonable cost, and to increase travel
alternatives to the single-occupant automobile.
Program 2.1: Reduce the need for vehicular traffic by
locating employment, residential, and service activities
close together, and plan development so it is easily
accessible by transit, bicycle, and on foot.
Program 2.2: Encourage the reuse of vacant and
underutilized parcels and buildings within existing urban
areas.
Program 2.3: Require transit-compatible development near
BART stations, along transportation corridors, in business
parks and the Downtown, and at other activity centers,
where feasible.
Program 2.4: Require higher residential and commercial
densities in the proximity of transportation corridors and
hubs, where feasible.
1-9

City of Pleasanton Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan
Introduction

Program 2.5: Assure that new major commercial, office, and
institutional centers are adequately served by transit and by
pedestrian and bicycle facilities.
Program 2.6: Use design features in new development and
redeveloped areas to encourage transit, bicycle, and
pedestrian access, such as connections between activity
centers and residential areas, and road design that
accommodate transit vehicles, where feasible.
Program 2.7 Allow the location of small-scale neighborhood
telecommuting centers and the infrastructure needed to
support them in or near residential areas to enable
residents to work close to home, where feasible.
Program 2.8 Encourage land development that is
compatible with alternative transportation modes and the
use of trails, where feasible.
Mixed Use
Goal 2: Achieve and maintain a complete well-rounded community of
desirable neighborhoods, a strong employment base, and a variety of
community facilities.

POLICY 16: Encourage mixed-use development which
encompasses any combination of commercial development,
housing units, or community facilities in an integrated development.
In areas served by transit, encourage mixed use and residential
densities that support affordable housing and transit.
POLICY 18: Establish a well-planned mixture of land uses around
the BART Stations.
Program 18.1: Work with the Hacienda Owners Association
to prepare a Hacienda Specific Plan for the Hacienda
Business Park with special emphasis on creating a mixeduse,
pedestrian-friendly
area
around
the
East
Dublin/Pleasanton BART Station.
Circulation Element
The Circulation Element of the General Plan seeks to improve connections
between jobs, housing and community destinations. The General Plan
update reflects the City’s commitment to sustainability by incorporating
multi-modal goals, policies and programs and encouraging alternatives to
single occupancy vehicle trips. Figure 1-1 provides a map of existing and
1-10
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proposed bicycle and pedestrian facilities within Pleasanton as shown in the
Circulation Element. As stated in this chapter:
“Relating the sustainability concept to circulation, this Circulation
Element encourages alternatives to fossil-fuel consumption,
encourages walking and bicycling as well as high-occupancy vehicle
use, and provides public facilities and programs in ways that reduce
motor vehicle-trips and energy usage. Thus schools, libraries, parks
and recreational facilities, community facilities, cultural arts, human
services, businesses, and jobs should be readily accessed by
walking, bicycle riding, transit, carpools, or linked automobile trips.”
The Circulation Element refers to the Traffic Calming Program established in
1998, which includes a series of goals, policies and objectives to reduce
speeding and increase pedestrian safety. In 2004 the City developed a
traffic calming toolbox as a resource for this program.
The following goals, policies and programs relate to bicycling and walking:
Goal 1: Develop a safe, convenient and uncongested circulation system.
Goal 2: Develop and manage a local and regional street and highway
system which accommodates future growth while maintaining acceptable
levels of service.

POLICY 4: In the Downtown, facilitate the flow of traffic and access
to Downtown businesses and activities consistent with maintaining a
pedestrian-friendly environment.
Program 4.1: Downtown intersections shown in the
Downtown Specific Plan are exempted from the citywide
LOS D standard. Consideration may be given to
improvements at Downtown intersections when it is clear
that such improvements are necessary and are consistent
with the pedestrian-friendly environment as established in
the Downtown Specific Plan.

POLICY 5: At gateway intersections, facilitate the flow of traffic and
access into and out of the City, consistent with maintaining visual
character, landscaping, and pedestrian convenience.
Program 5.1: Gateway intersections (listed in Table 3-4) are
exempted from the citywide LOS D standard (constrained
gateway policy) but consideration may be given to
improvements at gateway intersections when it is
determined that such improvements are necessary and are
consistent with maintaining visual character, landscaping,
and pedestrian amenities.
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POLICY 7: Adhere to City design standards for streets in new
developments.
Program 7.3: Design complete streets serving pedestrians,
bicyclists, motorists, and transit riders of all ages and
abilities, except where infeasible. Complete streets may
include: alternative intersection control where appropriate;
requiring bicycle and pedestrian connections from cul-desacs to adjacent streets, trails, bicycle paths, and
neighborhoods; and incorporating appropriate traffic
calming measures.

POLICY 8: Maximize traffic safety for automobile, transit, bicycle
users, and pedestrians.
Program 8.1: Allocate a share of each year’s Capital
Improvement Program to street maintenance, roadway
improvements, pedestrian and bicycle projects, and traffic
management.
Program 8.2: Monitor and record roadway accidents, and
recommend safety improvements, where needed.
Program 8.3: Separate vehicular, bicycle, and pedestrian
traffic, whenever feasible, especially on routes to schools.
Program 8.4: Provide bike lanes on arterials and collector
streets, where feasible.
Program 8.5: Restrict parking near intersections to ensure
visibility and traffic safety.
Program 8.6: Require the installation of bus turnouts and
shelters along planned or potential transit routes.
Program 8.7: Develop a traffic-safety methodology for traffic
studies and then require that traffic studies prepared for the
City include a traffic safety section.

Neighborhood Traffic and Motor Vehicle Parking
Goal 3: Protect residential neighborhood quality-of-life and community
character from cut-through traffic, speeding, and non-residential parking.

POLICY 11: Manage arterial and collector traffic to minimize
adverse impacts on neighborhoods.
Program 11.1: Implement the City’s Traffic-Calming Program
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Program 11.2: Minimize traffic impacts and cut-though
traffic in new developments by incorporating traffic-calming
elements and other design features.
Program 11.3: Discourage non-local and commercial traffic
from using streets through residential areas.

POLICY 12: Discourage encroachment of non-residential parking
in existing neighborhoods.
Program 12.1: Implement the residential parking permit
program where necessary.
Program 12.2: Work with Pleasanton Unified School District
to implement the school’s traffic-calming and sharedparking solutions in the Rides-to-School Program.
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Alternative Transportation Modes
Goal 4: Provide a multi-modal transportation system which creates
alternatives to the single occupancy automobile.

POLICY 13: Phase transit improvements to meet the demand for
existing and future development.
POLICY 14: Encourage coordination and integration of Tri-Valley
transit to create a seamless transportation system.
Program 14.1: Work with transit agencies to meet transit
needs based on development and commute patterns.
Program 14.2: Continue to monitor regional rail and highspeed rail plans and consider impacts on and benefits for
Pleasanton.
Program 14.3: Encourage a car-sharing service at the
Pleasanton BART stations if residential development is
added to these areas.

POLICY 15: Reduce the total number of average daily traffic trips
throughout the city.
Program 15.1: Promote the use of transit, ridesharing,
bicycling, and walking through the City’s Transportation
Coordinator and encourage employers to participate in the
City’s Commendable Commutes Program. Increase bicycle
and pedestrian mode share by increasing public awareness
of the available bicycle and trail facilities and programs.
Program 15.2: Continue to provide incentives to City of
Pleasanton employees to participate in the pRide commutealternatives program, and seek to increase the number of
employees participating.
Program 15.3: Maximize transportation opportunities,
enabling more people to live close to their places of work,
such as with transit-oriented development (TOD).
Program 15.4: Pursue all potential funding sources for
alternative transportation.
Program 15.5: Encourage mass transit in the Tri-Valley area
by a variety of means, including private investment.
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POLICY 22: Create and maintain a safe, convenient, and effective
bicycle system which encourages increased bicycle use.
Program 22.1: Implement the Community Trails Master
Plan.
Program 22.2: Prepare and adopt a citywide pedestrian and
bicycle master plan. Identify areas where additional bicycle
parking facilities are needed.
Program 22.3: Integrate bicycle lanes or separate bikeways
into street projects, wherever feasible.
Program 22.4 Require design measures and facilities to
accommodate access by pedestrians, bicycles, and transit
in new developments, including bus shelters and
turnabouts, bicycle parking facilities, bicycle and pedestrian
trails, and transit-friendly designs for the site perimeter and
internal circulation patterns.
Program 22.5: Require appropriate bicycle-related
improvements (i.e., work-place provision for showers,
bicycle storage, bicycle lanes, etc.) with new development.
Program 22.6: Maintain bicycle routes with adequate
sweeping and pavement repairs.
Program 22.7: Incorporate bicycle detection at signalized
intersections.
Program 22.8: Strongly encourage the Pleasanton Unified
School District to provide convenient, safe, and attractive
bicycle racks at all public schools.
Program 22.9: Work with the East Bay Regional Park
District to complete the Iron Horse Trail through the
Hacienda Business Park.
Program 22.10: Develop the Downtown portion of the
Transportation Corridor for pedestrians, bicyclists and
parking, consistent with the 2002 Master Plan for the
Downtown Parks and Trails System and with the Downtown
Specific Plan.
Program 22.11: Consider creating a City-sponsored selfservice bicycle-sharing program.
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POLICY 23: Create and maintain a safe and convenient
pedestrian system which encourages walking as an alternative to
driving.
Program 23.1: Require developers to finance and install
sidewalks and pedestrian and bicycle pathways, where
appropriate, in future developments.
Program 23.2: Develop a pedestrian trail system which
connects all major portions of the Planning Area.
Program 23.3: Cooperate with East Bay Regional Parks
District in completing a regional trail system and with Zone 7
in completing its Arroyo Management Plan.
Program 23.4: As part of the pedestrian and bicycle master
plan, perform a comprehensive review of factors to improve
the walkability and safety of pedestrian corridors.
Program 23.5: Improve the safety of bicyclists and
pedestrians by educating all residents about bicycle and
pedestrian safety and by enforcing bicycle and motor
vehicle laws and regulations affecting bicyclist and
pedestrian safety. Continue programs of the Police
Department such as bicycle rodeos, bicycle and pedestrian
pamphlets, and classroom education.

POLICY 24: In cooperation with the Pleasanton Unified School
District, explore ways to reduce auto traffic related to schools.
Program 24.1: Working with the Pleasanton Unified School
District, continue to implement the Rides to School program.
Public Facilities and Community Programs Element
Parks and Recreation
Goal 5: Achieve a complete park and recreation system featuring a wide
variety of opportunities to serve the public need.

POLICY 10: Provide sufficient parkland and recreational activities
to accommodate existing and future needs of residents, workers,
and visitors.
Program 10.22: Provide trails, bike routes or pedestrian
walkways to connect the parks and recreational facilities
throughout Pleasanton.
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POLICY 17: Make Pleasanton’s downtown into a visitor-friendly
location by providing public amenities that enhance the downtown
for Pleasanton residents and visitors.
Program 17.1: Provide public restrooms at Delucchi Park
and at other downtown locations, consistent with the 2003
Downtown Specific Plan.
Program 17.2: Explore the concept of partnering with
downtown businesses to provide public access to restroom
facilities.
Program 17.3: Provide Wi-Fi (high-speed wireless internet)
access throughout Pleasanton’s downtown area; explore
providing Wi-Fi in public areas throughout the city.

POLICY 21: Promote a healthy community through the provision of
health and mental health facilities and services, and healthy
community design.
Program 21.2: Require pedestrian and bike-friendly
development that can accommodate and promote physical
activity.
Conservation and Open Space Element
The Conservation and Open Space Element also expands on the General
Plan’s sustainability values by setting a number of goals, policies and
programs that protect natural resources and open space. Many of these
goals are in line with reducing single occupancy auto trips and increasing
walking and bicycling for recreation and transportation.
Goal 7: Promote expansion and maintenance of a trail system that serves
Pleasanton’s diverse population while respecting and protecting the integrity
of its natural and cultural resources.

POLICY 9: Promote the development of a comprehensive system
of pedestrian, bicycle, equestrian, and hiking trails throughout openspace lands in the Planning Area.
Program 9.1: Light only those trails in natural areas that
provide a reasonable alternative to transportation, or
important links, between residential areas, parks, and
commercial centers, as long as such lighting does not
intrude upon environmentally sensitive areas or impact
nearby residents.
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Program 9.2: Require developers to dedicate public-access
easements for trails in private open-space areas, where
feasible.
Program 9.3: Continue to coordinate with Livermore, Dublin,
Sunol, and the East Bay Regional Park District to develop
trails linking recreation and open-space areas.
Program 9.4: Implement the 2002 Community Trails Master
Plan Update.
Program 9.5: Retain all publicly-owned corridors –
abandoned rail lines, utility corridors, water courses and
canals, and other easements – for future open space and
trail use.
Program 9.6: Continue to provide different trail types for a
variety of users: hikers, walkers, joggers, cyclists, and
equestrians.
Program 9.7: Protect, improve, develop, and maintain
recreation and open-space trails and their related facilities.
Program 9.8: Encourage the East Bay Regional Park
District to provide public access to its Pleasanton Ridge
Park from as many points as feasible, including Foothill
Road, Palomares Road, and Dublin Canyon Road in order
to maximize public access and to distribute the traffic
impacts of staging areas.
Program 9.9: Wherever feasible, require new development
within or adjacent to the Pleasanton Ridgelands area to
provide public access and/or public staging areas to
connect with the Pleasanton Ridge Park.
Program 9.10: Support the East Bay Regional Park
District’s plan to connect the Niles Canyon Trail to other
regional trails.
Program 9.11: Encourage separation of the East Bay
Regional Park District’s Iron Horse Trail from existing
roadways and sidewalks, where feasible.
Program 9.12: Support Zone 7 in implementing its Stream
Management Master Plan so as to provide public access
trails and recreational opportunities.
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Water Element
Goal 7: Reduce stormwater runoff and maximize infiltration of naturallyoccurring rainwater so as to improve surface and subsurface water quality.

POLICY 10: Encourage a built environment that minimizes
impervious surfaces.
Program 10.4: Consider reducing parking ratios for transitoriented and mixed-use development.
Program 10.5: Discourage additional parking over and
above required minimum parking standards for any land
use, unless the developer can demonstrate a need for
additional parking.

Downtown Specific Plan, 2002
The 2002 Downtown Specific Plan is the primary regulatory guide for the
preservation and development of Pleasanton’s Central Business District
through 2010. The plan covers many elements of the General Plan,
including land use patterns, circulation, environmental measures and
infrastructure. It is an update and expansion to the 1989 Downtown Specific
Plan and now includes the outlying heritage neighborhoods.
The primary goal of the Downtown Specific Plan is to preserve the small
town character and scale while improving the economic vitality of the
Downtown area.
Initiatives include encouraging ground-floor retail,
improving pedestrian circulation and upgrading public facilities like parks
and civic buildings. Many of the Plan’s objectives, such as the creation of
mini public plazas and traffic calming improvements, encourage pedestrian
access and a vibrant public life in the downtown area.
Transportation objectives include the following:
Transportation
1. To retain the Downtown’s pedestrian character through the use of
elements such as corner bulb-outs, enhanced sidewalks, and fourway stops, and to provide adequate pedestrian access.
2. To provide traffic control measures and street improvements which
reduce traffic congestion and which do not detract from the
pedestrian character of the Downtown.
3. To implement street extensions and modifications which improve
access into and circulation within the Downtown commercial area.
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4. To work with appropriate agencies so that alternative transportation
measures can be provided to serve the Downtown.
As shown in Figure 1-2, proposed public parking extends along the length of
the Transportation Corridor, the former railroad right-of-way that runs
through Downtown Pleasanton. The Downtown Specific Plan also intends
to extend the City’s pedestrian and bicycle trail system along this corridor,
as shown in Figure 1-2.
Motor Vehicle Parking
1. To create 400 new motor vehicle parking spaces for the Downtown,
consisting of both private and public parking.
2. To develop an implementation plan and timeline for the construction
of public motor vehicle parking facilities.
3. To acquire land and construct public parking lots through parking inlieu fees, funds advanced from Public Facilities fees, and parking
assessment districts.
4. To ensure that a significant amount of motor vehicle parking
required to serve new development is provided on-site by private
property owners.
Figure 1-2: The Transportation Corridor Pedestrian and Bicycle Trail

Figure 1-3: Existing and Planned Public Motor Vehicle Parking Lots

1-21

City of Pleasanton Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan
Introduction

Design and Beautification
Objectives for design and beautification also contribute to a pedestrianfriendly atmosphere, by encouraging a sense of place through signage and
streetscape enhancements:
1. To develop new design guidelines for the commercial and
residential portions of the Downtown.
2. To enhance the streetscapes of the Downtown commercial streets
beyond Main Street, and to create a system of mini-plazas along
Main Street and on other commercial streets where appropriate.
3. To modify the sign ordinance to encourage signs which are creative,
artistically designed, and pedestrian in orientation and scale.
4. To improve the major gateways into the Downtown to create a
sense of arrival and to enhance the aesthetics along these
roadways.
Figure 1-4 provides a map showing the location of design and
beautification projects in Downtown Pleasanton, as shown in the
Downtown Specific Plan.
Figure 1-4: Design & Beautification Projects for Downtown Pleasanton
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Downtown Design Guidelines, 2003
The City of Pleasanton’s Downtown Design Guidelines offer design
standards for projects in the commercial and residential area to compliment
the existing and historic built environment. This set of guidelines encourage
pedestrian-oriented activity throughout the downtown district by addressing
architectural styles, parking area designations, signage and the general
appearance of the area. General criteria include building facades and
entrances that meet the sidewalk, the continuity of commercial storefronts
and other pedestrian-scaled elements.
Pleasanton Community Trails Master Plan
The City of Pleasanton is fortunate to have an existing geographic structure
that well supports a comprehensive off-street trails system. The City’s
abandoned rail right of ways as well as its drainage canal and creek
corridors provides significant opportunities to create multiple cross-town
routes in both the north-south and east-west directions. These corridors are
generally flat and can provide both recreational and transportation
connections within the developed urban areas of Pleasanton and to the
surrounding communities.
The existing and proposed open space lands in the hills at the City’s
outskirts contain both developed trails and dirt roads that provide for more
recreational trails opportunities for hikers, equestrians, and mountain bikers.
Past planning efforts including the 1993 Community Trails Master Plan, and
the 2002 Master Plan for the Downtown Parks and Trails System have
established a vision for the City’s trail network. The trails planning work of
surrounding communities and local agencies contribute to the vision of a
regional trails network. (These documents are discussed in pages 1-4 to 16.) Significant development of the off-road trails network has been
completed, and today the City has six miles of paved and 17 miles of
unpaved trails.
As it relates to the trails network, the purpose of the Pleasanton Pedestrian
and Bicycle Master Plan is to link the trails system with the bicycle route
network and to prioritize projects for development. The Pleasanton
Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan focuses on corridors most likely to be
used for everyday transportation, rather than open space trails in the
surrounding hills which are more likely to serve purely recreational uses.
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Existing Trails Plans
City of Pleasanton Community Trails Master Plan
The July 1993 Pleasanton Community Trails Master Plan was developed as
a long-range planning tool to guide future trail development and to assist the
City in review of new development. The objective of the Pleasanton
Community Trails Master Plan is to “Provide the citizens of Pleasanton with
a city-wide network of trails and routes that are, as much as possible,
accessible to a variety of users, including, but not limited to, pedestrian,
bicyclists, equestrians, and the physically disabled.” The plan sets forth a
vision for a comprehensive trail system that:
 Is multi-level / hierarchy of trails and routes (regional connections,
local routes, minor routes)
 Serves both transportation and recreational needs
 Provides opportunities for pedestrians, bicycles and equestrian use
 Links existing neighborhoods and undeveloped areas
 Links residential uses with shopping, employment, schools, parks,
open space.
Trails locations shown in this plan are conceptual and are based on the
perceived needs, the specific trail alignments are contingent on ownership,
environmental, and other constraints.
City of Pleasanton Master Plan for the Downtown Parks and Trails System
The goal of the Master Plan for the Downtown Parks and Trails System is to
provide a coordinated set of recommendations for community facilities
including public parks and trails sites in the area between Bernal Ave,
Stanley Blvd, Main St, and First St. The trails focus of the plan is on the
Transportation Corridor (the former Southern Pacific Railroad Right of Way,
also referred to as the Regional Trail Corridor).
The Master Plan recommends developing the 75-100’ Regional Trail
Corridor so that it can become an amenity with a park-like character,
capable of supporting a variety of uses. The Master plan proposes
accommodating users on separate paths – a paved path for pedestrian,
bicycle, and skate use and an unpaved trail suitable for joggers and
equestrians.
The plan provides detailed design guidelines covering
dimensions, materials and facilities.
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Downtown Parks and Trails System Master Plan, 2002
The Master Plan for the Downtown Parks & Trails System (DPTS) builds on,
and follows from, the recommendations of previous studies and policies of
the City of Pleasanton. These include the General Plan (1996), the
Community Trails Master Plan (1993), and the Downtown Revitalization
Plan (1992). These recommendations include improving the parks and
public spaces in downtown Pleasanton and connecting the downtown with a
city-wide network of trails and routes that are accessible to a variety of users
including pedestrians, bicyclists, equestrians and people with disabilities.
Transportation objectives include the following:
1. Create the Regional Trail Corridor along the former Southern
Pacific Railroad Right of Way (now referred to as the
Transportation Corridor).
2. Create a joint facility of Lions Wayside Park and DeLucchi Park
that will serve as the hub of the Regional Trail Corridor as well as a
community gathering point.
3. Improve access to the Arroyo del Valle, from First St to the UPRR
Right of Way, and connect it to the Regional Trail Corridor.
4. Redesign the Main Street Bridge to be a major gateway into the
downtown area.
5. Make the Arroyo Green at Main Street the major access point to
the trail in the Arroyo as well make the park part of the gateway into
Downtown Pleasanton.
6. Explore two locations for a Downtown Square as a way to
encourage an active street life and pedestrian use downtown.
Regional Trail Corridor
Existing Conditions:
 Open strip of land, varying in width at either 75 ft or 100 ft, located
120 ft west (and parallel to) First Street. The downtown stretch is
generally unused except for two blocks from Bernal Ave. north to
West Angela St. which is currently used for parking. The block north
to Neal St., adjacent to DeLucchi Park, is the site of the Railroad
History Museum, a set of original railroad tracks on ties, with one
diesel-era boxcar, and a caboose.
 Where the Corridor crosses the Arroyo there is an abandoned
railroad trestle bridge, which is badly burned, and currently unsafe
for public use.
 The City of Pleasanton has purchased the former railroad right of
way and design work is underway based on the guidelines in the
Downtown Parks and Trails Master Plan.
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Recommendations:
 Develop Regional Trail Corridor to be a park-like character capable
of supporting a variety of uses including the creation of a trail
system for all non-motorized users that will be a key link in the
planned area-wide regional trail system.
 The trail system will include a Pedestrian/Bike path for pedestrians
and non-motorized wheeled users and a Multi-Use unpaved path for
joggers and equestrians.
o

The Multi-Use path will not connect directly with outside
paths or streets as it will join with the Pedestrian/Bike path
before all street crossing and before entering a park.

o

Path connections to the Main St. area, commercial areas,
and the creek trail as well as bulb outs at street crossings
will improve accessibility and safety along the trail.

o

The Pedestrian/Bike path will be clearly labeled with
signage and striping to improve safety as well as the
informational awareness of its users. The signage should
help users connect with downtown, the surrounding local
trails as well as the regional trail system.

 Parking will be provided along the corridor in parking lots that will be
located next to the trail system until just past Spring Street.
 Set aside a 35 ft wide portion of the Corridor as a zone without
permanent structures to provide a path and/or the possibility of a
future light rail system. This section may include sections of the
parking lots mentioned above.
 A new multi-use, pedestrian, bicycle and equestrian bridge will
replace the current burnt out rail bridge over the Arroyo del Valle.
 An existing proposal approved by the voters to provide an
“excursion” steam train north of Bernal Ave along the corridor is
considered incompatible with the goals of the Master Plan, both for
the Corridor and for the other sites in the downtown area.
Lions Wayside Park and DeLucchi Park
Existing Conditions:
 Two separate parks that are bisected by Neal St. and serve as a
community gathering point as well as the home of the Chan
Henderson bandstand for live music and an area for farmers
markets.
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Recommendations:
 Treat the land in both parks, the adjoining section of the Regional
Trail Corridor, and the park area around historic landmark Firehouse
Station No. 1 all as one park.
o

Together the parks will be a focus location on the Regional
Trail as well as a gateway entry into the downtown from the
east. Create a civic plaza in each adjoining park and an
illuminated pedestrian crossing across Neal St between the
two to improve accessibility and safety.

o

Informational signage should be installed to improve access
to Regional Trail network and downtown.

 Rebuild the bandstand and expand the park facilities to create an
attractive neighborhood and city-wide destination.
Arroyo del Valle
Existing Conditions:
 The downtown portion of the Arroyo del Valle is a creek with
variable flows, stretching from First St in the east to the UPRR right
of way to the west. It is part of an extensive wildlife and plant habitat
and currently has several trails running through it.
Recommendations:
 Define the Arroyo Area and develop a set of design guidelines for
public and private use to enhance the natural values of the creek
area as well as improve accessibility to the public.
 Improving Access:
o

Make ADA-compatible connection with trail in the Arroyo at
Arroyo Green at Main.

o

Extend the trail in the Arroyo from Arroyo Green at Main to
First St (including new trail construction and possible creek
crossing.)

o

Connect trail in the Arroyo with the Regional Trail Corridor.

o

Use colored concrete for the trail to complement natural
environs of the Arroyo.

o

Establish uniform standards for signage and all construction
elements to complement the natural environment.
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Main Street Bridge
Existing Conditions:
 The Main St Bridge over the Arroyo del Valle is an auto and
pedestrian bridge built in the late 1950’s and is a major gateway into
downtown from the north. The bridge contains a pedestrian
walkway on each side, separated from the roadway by a change in
elevation, an oversized concrete curb, and a galvanized steel tube
rail.
Recommendations:
 The goal of the DPTS is to improve the Main Street Bridge to make
it more aesthetically pleasing, and more appropriate as a major
gateway into downtown Pleasanton.
Proposed improvements
include:
o

Railings more decorative than those existing

o

Widening the pedestrian area to the edge of the existing
support structure

o

Make the design part of, and stylistically harmonious with,
the many other elements of the downtown and the Main St.
area.

Arroyo Green at Main
Existing Conditions:
 A small (0.42 acre), gently sloping park at the corner of the Main
Street Bridge and Arroyo del Valle. The park is currently used as
the main entrance point into the Arroyo from the downtown area.
Recommendations:
 The goal of the DPTS is to develop the Arroyo Green at Main into a
park suitable for a variety of uses as well as improving the entry and
access to the Arroyo and creek trail.
 Improving access:
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o

A broad stairway and a generous ADA-compatible ramp to
the Arroyo del Valle Trail

o

A new bus shelter on the short Main St. frontage that fits
aesthetically with the Main Street Bridge and Arroyo Green
park elements.
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o

A 12-space parking lot is to be located on the Vervais Dr
side of the Arroyo Green

o

Bike racks, benches and other amenities shall be placed in
the park

o

Signage indicating connections to downtown area and trails

Happy Valley Specific Plan, 1998
This document sets forth the planning policies for the Happy Valley area, a
community of rural housing and a residential golf course development
located partially in the southern area of Pleasanton and in an
unincorporated section of Alameda County. This document serves as an
extension of the Pleasanton General Plan.
The Circulation Element includes the following objective relating to bicycle
and pedestrian use:
C.6. To provide trail facilities which safely and conveniently
accommodate pedestrians, equestrians, and bicyclists throughout
the Plan Area.
Roadway standards are listed in Table 1. Bicycle lanes are set at a
minimum width of four feet on both sides of the Bypass Road and there are
no standards for sidewalks within Happy Valley. Seven trails proposed by
the Pleasanton General Plan fall within Happy Valley.
Conceptual
alignments are discussed in the Specific Plan.
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Table 1-1: Road Construction Standards for Happy Valley

Vineyard Avenue Corridor Specific Plan, 1999
The Specific Plan for the Vineyard Avenue Corridor serves as a regulatory
guide for the vineyard and residential area in southeast Pleasanton, south of
the Shadow Cliffs Recreation Area. The Circulation Element includes an
objective of providing alternatives to motor vehicle travel through the Plan
area through an integrated system of pedestrian, bicycle and equestrian
trails.
Vineyard Avenue, the main artery for the area, is planned as a 36-foot rural
road consisting of two 12-foot travel lanes, two six-foot bicycle
lanes/shoulders, and a six-foot separated pedestrian/equestrian trail along
the north side of the street.
The Vineyard Avenue Specific Plan also references the City Traffic Calming
Program to mitigate the impacts of cut-through traffic on the residential
streets. Multiple trails are also part of the area Plan.
The Vineyard Avenue corridor improvements were completed in the summer
of 2007.
The Class II facilities were constructed, but the
pedestrian/equestrian facility is unbuilt.
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City Standards Specifications
The City Standards Specifications details materials and standards for
construction projects undertaken for the City of Pleasanton.
No
specifications directly relate to bicycle and pedestrian facilities, with the
exception of a list of street furniture approved for the downtown area.
Pleasanton Municipal Code
The Pleasanton Municipal Code is a compilation of the City’s ordinances
and regulations. Regulations are grouped by subject matter and organized
into chapters. Chapter 11 pertains to bicycle and pedestrian regulations,
and covers topics including bicycling behavior, bicycle licenses and
jaywalking.
Chapter 11.52 Bicycles
11.52.010 Incorporation of State Law
The licensing requirements contained in this Chapter are
established pursuant to California Vehicle Code, division 16.7,
section 39000 and following. All definitions, procedures and
requirements set forth in division 16.7 are incorporated in this
Chapter by reference. (Prior Code § 4-2.38)
11.52.020 License Required
It shall be unlawful for any resident of the City to operate a bicycle
or motorized bicycle upon any street, road, highway or other public
place within the City without having registered such bicycle,
received a license from the City and kept the license current and
valid. (Prior Code § 4-2.39)
11.52.030 Forms And Fees
A. The City shall issue and renew all bicycle licenses. The
City shall provide to the residents of the City all license and
renewal indicia and all forms needed to comply with this
Chapter and State law.
B. The City shall establish fees for the following
procedures: initial licensing, renewal, transfer of ownership,
change of address, duplication of license and duplication of
registration form. These shall be set forth in the resolution
establishing fees and charges for various Municipal
services. (Prior Code § 4-2.40)

1-31

City of Pleasanton Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan
Introduction

11.52.040 Other Regulations
The Director of Public Safety shall prepare all rules and regulations
needed to implement this Chapter and the Vehicle Code of the
State of California relating to bicycle licensing. (Prior Code § 4-2.41)
11.52.050 Licenses Issued Under Previous Ordinance.
All licenses issued by the City pursuant to previous licensing
regulations and valid on the effective date hereof shall remain in
effect until their expiration date. (Prior Code § 4-2.42)
11.52.060 Operation/Prohibited Areas
A. It is unlawful for any person to ride a bicycle on public
property, or on private property open to the public, where
there has been posted in conspicuous places a sign or
signs, not less than seventeen inches by twenty two inches
(17″ x 22″), with lettering not less than one inch (1″) high,
that states that bicycling on the property is prohibited
pursuant to this Section.
B. The following areas are designated as prohibited areas
for riding bicycles:
1. Publicly owned tennis courts;
2. Publicly owned walls, park and street furniture, steps,
railings, public art installations, and fountains;
3. Any portion of construction projects, whether or not
completed, located on public property.
C. No person shall operate a bicycle within the City in a
manner which endangers any pedestrian or other bicyclist.
D. No person shall park, let stand or leave unattended a
bicycle upon a public sidewalk of the City so as to block or
interfere with the use of the sidewalk by any pedestrian.
(Ord. 1730 § 1, 1997; Prior Code § 4-2.43)
11.52.070 Racing and Endurance Contests.
No person riding or operating a bicycle upon a public street,
sidewalk or any other area open to the public shall participate in any
race, speed or endurance contest unless such race, speed or
endurance contest has been granted written permission by the City
Manager and is conducted under the supervision of the Chief of
Police. (Prior Code § 4-2.44)
11.52.080 Stunt Riding
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No person riding or operating a bicycle upon a public street,
sidewalk or any other area open to the public, shall engage in any
acrobatics or stunt riding. (Prior Code § 4-2.45)
11.52.090 Riding Two Abreast.
Persons riding or operating bicycles shall not ride or operate
bicycles more than two (2) abreast, except on paths or parts of a
roadway set aside for the exclusive use of bicycles where it is safe
to do so. (Prior Code § 4-2.46)
Chapter 11.56 Pedestrian Regulations
11.56.010 Establishment of marked crosswalks.
A. The city traffic engineer shall establish, designate and
maintain crosswalks at intersections by appropriate devices,
marks or lines upon the surface of the roadway where the
city traffic engineer determines that there is particular
hazard to pedestrians crossing the roadway.
B. Crosswalks at locations other than intersections shall be
established by resolution of the city council, and the city
traffic engineer is authorized to mark and maintain
crosswalks so designated.
C. The city traffic engineer may place signs or barricades
at or adjacent to an intersection in respect to any crosswalk
directing that pedestrians shall not cross in the crosswalk so
indicated. (Prior code § 5-2.50)
11.56.020 When pedestrians must use crosswalks
No pedestrian shall cross a roadway other than by a crosswalk in
any business district. (Prior code § 5-2.51)
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CONFORMANCE WITH FUNDING REQUIREMENTS
The Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan conforms to the California Bicycle
Transportation Act (BTA), the Transportation Development Act (TDA), and
Measure B requirements, which allows the City to pursue grant funds for
bicycle projects from these sources. The requirements of the BTA funding
source are generally considered the most challenging, so satisfying the BTA
will also expand the City’s opportunities to pursue a variety of Federal and
State funding sources. Measure B and TDA require that the plan contain a
list of prioritized projects approved by the City Council. These lists may be
found in Chapter 7.
Table 1-2 summarizes the 11 elements required by the BTA and their
relationship to the City of Pleasanton Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan.
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TABLE 1-2
RELATIONSHIP OF CALIFORNIA BICYCLE TRANSPORTATION ACT (1994)
TO THE CITY OF PLEASANTON BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN MASTER PLAN
California Bicycle Transportation Act
(1994)

Bicycle & Pedestrian Master Plan

1.

Estimated number of existing and future
bicycle commuters

Description in Chapter 3

2.

Map and description of land use and
settlement patterns, including shopping
centers, City buildings, and employment
centers

Description in Chapter 3
Land uses shown on Figure 3-1

3.

Map and description of existing and
proposed bikeways

Description of existing and proposed
bikeways in Chapter 3
Existing and proposed bikeways
shown on Figure 3-3

4.

Map and description of bicycle parking
facilities

Description in Chapter 3
Existing facilities shown on Figure 3-4

5.

Map and description
connections

6.

Map and description of facilities for
changing and storing clothes and
equipment

7.

Description of bicycle
education programs

8.

Description of citizen and community
participation, including letters of support.

Description in Chapter 1

9.

Description
of
consistency
with
transportation, air quality, and energy
conservation plans, including incentives
for bike commuting

Description in Chapter 1

of

multi-modal

safety

and

10. Description of proposed bicycle projects
and implementation priority
11. Description of past expenditures and
future financial needs for bicycle facilities

Description in Chapter 3
Multi-modal connections shown on
Figure 3-2
Description in Chapter 3
Support Facilities shown on Figure 3-4
Description in Chapter 5

Description of proposed facilities in
Chapter 3
Prioritization discussed in Chapter 7
Description in Chapter 8
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2. GOALS, POLICIES & PROGRAMS
INTRODUCTION
This document contains the goals, policies and programs to be included in
the City of Pleasanton Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan. The goals
provide the foundation for the community’s long-term vision for developing a
citywide bicycle and pedestrian network that is safe and accessible for all
users. Goals are broad statements of purpose, policies set within provide the
course of action to achieve the goals, and programs are the elements to
implement the policies.
This document reflects the goals, policies and programs related to bicycling
and walking already set forth by planning documents including the
Pleasanton General Plan and Pleasanton Community Trails Master Plan.
Five goals are outlined in this Plan:
1. Create a citywide bicycle and pedestrian network
2. Provide a viable alternative to driving for commuting and recreational
purposes
3. Establish citywide design guidelines for bicycle and pedestrian
facilities
4. Encourage and educate residents about bicycling and walking
opportunities in Pleasanton
5. Improve safety for pedestrians, bicyclists, and people with disabilities
Several key metrics have been set to ensure the implementation and
success of the Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan. These include, but are
not limited to the following:


Hiring a dedicated bicycle and pedestrian coordinator at a minimum
of 70% time for the City of Pleasanton



Increasing the number of Pleasanton’s on-street bicycle lanes from
27 to 51 miles by 2014



Half the number of annual bicycle and pedestrian related collisions
by 2030.



Double the percentage of bicycling and walking trips by 2030.



Pursue and achieve Bicycle Friendly Community status, an awards
program by the League of American Bicyclists that recognizes
municipalities that actively support bicycling.

2-1

City of Pleasanton Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan
Goals, Policies and Programs

GOALS, POLICIES AND PROGRAMS
Goal 1:

Provide the citizens of Pleasanton with a city-wide
network of trails and routes that are, as much as
possible, accessible to a variety of users including, but
not limited to, pedestrians, bicyclists, equestrians and
people with disabilities.

Policy 1-1:

Implement the Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan which
identifies existing and future needs.
Program 1-1A: Encourage the City to pursue employment of
a bicycle and pedestrian coordinator at minimum of 70%
time to manage all non-motorized transportation projects and
ongoing route maintenance program once the Pedestrian
and Bicycle Master Plan has been adopted by the City of
Pleasanton.
Program 1-1B: Pursue all potential funding sources for
alternative transportation.
Program 1-1C: Increase the number of on-street bicycle
lane miles from 27 miles to 51 miles by 2014.
Program 1-1D: Incorporate bicycle detection at all signalized
intersections on the existing and proposed bicycle network
by 2012. High priority signals on designated bikeways (such
as areas with high collision rates) shall be upgraded within
one year, and remaining signals within three years.
Program 1-1E: Update the Pedestrian and Bicycle Master
Plan every five years, as required by Caltrans to reflect new
policies and to be eligible for new funding.
Program 1-1F: Implement the Downtown Specific Plan and
specifically all pedestrian and public space enhancements
within this plan.

Policy 1-2:

Promote expansion and maintenance of a trail system that
serves Pleasanton’s diverse population while respecting and
protecting the integrity of its natural and cultural resources.
Program 1-2A: Update and implement the Community Trails
Master Plan.
Program 1-2B: Cooperate with East Bay Regional Parks
District in completing a regional trail system and with Zone 7
in completing its Arroyo Management Plan.
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Program 1-2C: Provide trails or pedestrian walkways to
connect the parks and recreational facilities throughout
Pleasanton.
Program 1-2D: Develop a citywide signage and wayfinding
system for pedestrians and bicyclists that reflects the local
culture and community. Develop signage to assist and
inform people with disabilities.
Program 1-2E: Consider needs of people with disabilities in
development of trail maintenance plans. Wherever possible,
make trails accessible to people with disabilities. Review
accessibility of Arroyo Mocho trail, especially at Sutter Gate.

Policy 1-3:

Promote the development of a comprehensive system of
pedestrian, bicycle, equestrian, and hiking trails throughout
open-space lands in the Planning Area.
Program 1-3A: Continue to require developers to dedicate
public-access easements for trails in private open-space
areas, where feasible.
Program 1-3B: Retain all publicly-owned corridors and strive
towards obtaining more – abandoned rail lines, utility
corridors, water courses and canals, and other easements –
for future open space and trail use.
Program 1-3C: Encourage separation of the East Bay
Regional Park District’s Iron Horse Trail from existing
roadways and sidewalks, where feasible.
Program 1-3D: Develop the Downtown portion of the
Transportation Corridor for pedestrian, bicyclists and motor
vehicle parking, consistent with the 2002 Master Plan for the
Downtown Parks and Trails System and with the Downtown
Specific Plan.
Program 1-3E: Create connections linking the trail system
to Pleasanton schools wherever possible.
Program 1-3 F: Encourage involvement of people with
disabilities in development of future trails.

Goal 2:

Provide a multi-modal transportation system which
creates alternatives to the single occupancy automobile.

Policy 2-1:

Ensure secure, adequate and easily accessible bike parking
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at destinations throughout Pleasanton.
Program 2-1A: Identify areas where additional bicycle
parking facilities are needed.
Program 2-1B: Encourage adequate and secure bicycle
parking (i.e., a combination of outdoor racks, covered or
indoor storage at workplaces and residences etc.) with new
development.
Program 2-1C: Strongly encourage the Pleasanton Unified
School District and commercial businesses to provide and
actively maintain sufficient, convenient, safe, and attractive
bicycle racks at all public schools and businesses.
Policy 2-2:

Develop a maintenance program for bicycle and pedestrian
facilities.
Program 2-2A: Maintain bicycle routes including paved trails
with adequate sweeping, pavement repairs and trimming
vegetation on a monthly basis, or as directed by the City
Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator.
Program 2-2B: Work with the City’s existing maintenance
reporting system and increase public awareness of the
existing system as a means to report bicycle and pedestrian
facilities needing repair and/or clean-up.
Program 2-2C: Allocate a percentage of each year’s Capital
Improvement Program to trail, street maintenance and
roadway improvements along bicycle and pedestrian routes.

Policy 2-3:

Provide bicycle and pedestrian connections to mass transit
in the Tri-Valley area.
Program 2-3A: Ensure safe, convenient and accessible
bicycle and pedestrian connections to Wheels bus stops,
and BART and ACE stations.
Program 2-3B: Work with the Hacienda Owners Association
to prepare a Hacienda Specific Plan for the Hacienda
Business Park with special emphasis on creating a mixeduse, bicycle and pedestrian-friendly area around the East
Dublin/Pleasanton BART Station.

Policy 2-4:
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Integrate land-use and transportation planning in order to
ensure patterns that facilitate safe and convenient mobility of
people and goods at a reasonable cost, and to increase
travel alternatives to the single-occupant automobiles.
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Policy 2-5:

Reduce the total number of average daily traffic trips
throughout the city.
Program 2-5A: When reviewing development projects,
review transportation energy-efficiency measures alongside
level-of-service standards. Develop a methodology to
accomplish this and then adopt it.
Program 2-5B: In cooperation with the Pleasanton Unified
School District, continue to implement the Rides to School
program and explore ways to reduce auto traffic related to
schools. The City shall operate at least one promotional
event each year to encourage participation.

Policy 2-6:

Create and maintain a safe and convenient pedestrian
system which encourages walking as an alternative to
driving.
Program 2-6A: Require developers to finance and install
sidewalks and pedestrian pathways in future developments.
Develop and use a routine accommodations checklist that
assures that bicycle and pedestrian facilities (including
support facilities) are considered when the Planning
Department is reviewing development applications.
Evaluate the need for sidewalks on local streets on a case
by case basis.
Program 2-6B: Develop and use a routine pedestrian
accommodation checklist for new transportation facility
projects, including the City’s maintenance activities such as
a pavement management plan.
Program 2-6C: Develop a pedestrian trail system which
connects all major portions of the Planning Area.
Program 2-6D: Require sidewalks on both sides of collectors
and arterials, with full access for people with disabilities.
Retrofit deficient roads where possible.

Goal 3:

Establish design guidelines and priorities for the
comprehensive and consistent design of trail and route
improvements.

Policy 3-1:

Adhere to City design standards for streets in new
developments.
Program 3-1A: Design complete streets serving pedestrians,
bicyclists, motorists, transit riders of all ages and abilities,
except where infeasible.
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Program 3-1B: Use design features in new development
and redeveloped areas to encourage transit, bicycle, and
pedestrian access, such as connections between activity
centers and residential areas, and road design that
accommodate transit vehicles.
Program 3-1C: Require design measures and facilities to
accommodate access by pedestrians, bicycles, and transit in
new developments, including bus shelters and turnabouts,
bicycle parking facilities, bicycle and pedestrian trails, and
transit-friendly designs for the site perimeter and internal
circulation patterns
Program 3-1D: Install signage regarding littering and
enforcement and way-finding signage throughout trail
system.
Goal 4:

Inform and educate the public of the recreational and
educational potential of the Master Plan.

Policy 4-1:

Increase bicycle and pedestrian mode share by increasing
public awareness of the available bicycle and trail facilities
and programs.
Program 4-1A: Promote the use of bicycling, walking, transit
and ridesharing by operating at least five programs and/or
events per year.
Program 4-1B: Consider creating a City-sponsored selfservice bicycle-sharing program.
Program 4-1C: Seek funding from Safe Routes to Schools
grants.
Program 4-1D: Continue to develop and promote education
and encouragement programs, including but not limited to
Bike to Work Day, Bike to School Day, Bicycle Safety
courses and a citywide bicycle user map. School programs
to encourage biking and walking should include the
elementary, middle and high school levels.
Continue
programs of the Police Department such as Bicycle Rodeos,
bicycle and pedestrian pamphlets, and classroom education.
Evaluate the success and effectiveness of each program
and introduce at least one new initiative each year. Promote
and accommodate bicycle events such as the Cinderella
Classic. Promote Pleasanton as a potential stop on major
bicycle events.
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Policy 4-2:

Promote a healthy community through the provision of health
and mental health facilities and services, and healthy
community design.
Program 4-2A: Work with the City’s Human Services
Commission and the Alameda County Public Health
Department on decreasing obesity through a health/bicycling
and walking marketing campaign.

Goal 5:

Develop
a
safe,
accessible
and
convenient
transportation system for all users, including bicyclists,
pedestrians, people with disabilities, transit riders and
motorists.

Policy 5-1:

Work to reduce the rate of bicycle and pedestrian crashes,
injuries and fatalities.

Policy 5-2:

Maximize traffic safety for bicyclists, pedestrians, transit
users and drivers.
Program 5-2A: Monitor and record bicycle and pedestrianrelated collisions. Conduct counts at crash locations and
identify safety counter measures. Recommend and
implement safety improvements on an annual basis.
Investigate methods to analyze traffic safety for people with
disabilities.
Program 5-2B: Provide bike lanes on arterials and collector
streets, where designated in the Pedestrian and Bicycle
Master Plan.
Program 5-2C: Restrict parking near intersections to ensure
visibility and traffic safety and eliminate parking in bicycle
lanes.
Program 5-2D: Require the installation of bus turnouts and
shelters along planned or potential transit routes, and ensure
safe, walkable, and accessible connections to bus stops.
Program 5-2E: Implement
Program.

the

City’s

Traffic-Calming

Program 5-2F: Minimize traffic impacts and cut-though
traffic in new developments by incorporating traffic-calming
elements and other design features.
Program 5-2G: Work with Pleasanton Unified School District
to implement the school’s traffic-calming and shared-parking
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solutions in the Rides-to-School Program.
Program 5-2H: Adopt and implement
methodology for all City traffic studies.

a

traffic

safety

Program 5-2I: Provide accessible sidewalks on both sides of
arterial streets wherever feasible.
Program 5-2J: Where feasible, tighten corner radii at
arterial intersections to slow turning vehicular traffic. As a
second option, pork chop islands may be provided for
pedestrian refuge.

Policy 5-3:

Create and maintain a safe, convenient, and effective bicycle
system which encourages increased bicycling and walking.
Program 5-3A: Perform a comprehensive review of factors
to improve the walkability and safety of pedestrian corridors.

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR A MULTIMODAL LEVEL OF SERVICE
POLICY
Multimodal Level-of-Service (LOS) Indicators are rating systems used to
evaluate various transportation modes and impacts. Level of Service refers
to the speed, convenience, comfort and security of transportation facilities
and services as experienced by users.
To implement such a practice, the City of Pleasanton should consider:

1



Multi-modal Level of Service (LOS) impact measures, so that the
impact of roadway changes on the bicyclist and pedestrian
experience is included in the analysis.



Developing multi-modal guidelines for the conduct of Traffic Impact
Studies in the City. Comfort-based Bicycle/Pedestrian LOS should
become a routine part of traffic impact analyses, and should be used
to assess the potentially negative impacts of auto mitigation on
1
bicycle and pedestrian conditions.

The 2010 Highway Capacity Manual will adopt Multimodal Level of Service
standards, however the City of Pleasanton may choose to adopt these standards in
advance of that date.
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Accommodating all modes in standard cross-sections for collectors
and arterials
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3.

BICYCLE NETWORK

The Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan sets forth a blueprint for completing
a system of bikeways and support facilities within the City of Pleasanton.
The bicycle element of the Plan builds upon existing on-street and off-street
bicycle facilities throughout the City, focusing on access to major destinations
in Pleasanton, including employment areas, retail areas, schools, parks, trails
and open space areas. This Plan also includes criteria for defining different
types of bicycle facilities, a project list, design standards, and education and
safety programs.

NEEDS ANALYSIS
Pleasanton provides an excellent environment for bicycling, including a
temperate climate, a vast canal trail system, growing on-street facilities and
relatively flat terrain. Despite the fact that bicycling is increasingly popular in
the Bay Area, heavy traffic and a lack of bicycle facilities on Pleasanton’s
major arterials, particularly on north-south routes, remains a significant
challenge for bicyclists.
In addition to busy streets and incomplete facilities, other constraints are
Interstates 580 and 680 located on the northern and western edge of
Pleasanton. Interchanges within the city do not provide safe access for
bicyclists and pedestrians, making it difficult to reach destinations including
Foothill Road, Dublin and San Ramon. There are few provisions for
bicyclists where canal trails intersect major streets within Pleasanton,
creating challenging conditions that have resulted in bicycle-related
collisions. Improving access and connections throughout the city will greatly
improve the bicycling experience.
Bicycle Trip Types
Bikeways, like streets and sidewalks, are used by a wide range of people-children riding to school, commuters riding to work, people running errands,
exercising, racing, or touring. This analysis takes into account the different
user groups to design a comprehensive bicycle system that meets their
needs.
Related to the user groups mentioned above is trip purpose, which helps
identify common needs among the groups. In general, bicycle trips can be
broken down into recreational (including all discretionary trips), commuter
(whether to work or school) or shopping trips. The biggest difference
between these groups is that while recreational riders may be interested in
routes leading to parks or other areas of interest, commuters and shoppers
are interested in the shortest and safest route between two points. The
Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan identifies appropriate improvements for
recreational and commuter bicycle facilities.
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Recreational Destinations and Needs
Pleasanton has a diverse recreational system that includes city parks and
trails as well as regional parks and trails that appeal to various types of
bicyclists. Recreational bicycling includes children riding to a nearby park,
more serious cyclists riding tours, casual riders riding over their lunch hour or
in the evening for exercise, and older adults riding to a community center.
The common attribute of all of these activities is that they are generally done
for the pleasure of the ride itself, they often have a recreational facility as a
final destination, they are discretionary by nature, and they value speed and
directness less than surroundings and relative safety.
Recreational bicyclists can generally be categorized into two groups. The
first group is casual bicyclists who typically have short trips and often include
less experienced cyclists, particularly young children and older adults. The
second group includes more experienced and athletic riders who generally
seek scenic back roads as their favorite domain.
It is important to understand these distinct types of bicyclists because the
proposed system must provide opportunities for both groups. For the person
riding for exercise, the needs are for a relatively quiet route with no stops,
away from automobile traffic, if possible, preferably with visual interest and
shades from the wind and sun. A loop configuration is preferred so that the
rider ends up back at his/her starting point without backtracking. For the
person going to another recreational destination (a park or a shopping mall),
the route may consist of fairly direct back streets that allow arrival with
reasonable time through a comfortable environment. For other casual riders,
a route that leads through interesting neighborhoods, along creeks, or
through parks and open space offers the greatest interest.
Commuter and Student Destinations and Needs
Commuter and student destinations include downtown employment centers,
office parks, and elementary, junior high, and high schools. Targeting
bikeway improvements to commuters is important because most roadway
congestion and a significant portion of air contaminants occur during the AM
and PM peak periods.
In many cases, bicycling as a commute alternative has the potential to
improve traffic and air quality. For example, bicycle commuters in the City of
Davis have reduced peak hour traffic volumes by over 15% – to the point that
many downtown streets that would normally require four traffic lanes (with no
bike lanes) have only two traffic lanes and ample room for bicyclists. While
Davis may be an anomaly, national surveys have shown that about 20% of
the adult population would use a bicycle to ride to work, at least occasionally,
if a properly designed bikeway system existed. According to the 2000 US
Census, 14% of work-trips in Pleasanton are under nine minutes. This
shows that there is a substantial target group for bicycle commuters.
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Commuters and students have similar travel behavior, which is typically to
take the most direct route from origin to destination. For elementary school
students, this may consist of residential or collector streets, with few
crossings of major arterials. For junior high and high school students, riders
may have to cross several arterials to reach school. For college students
and adult commuters, rides are most often less than five miles but may be as
long as 10 or 15 miles. The nearest university/community colleges are the
Amador Valley Adult & Community Education campus in Pleasanton, Las
Positas College in Livermore and the Diablo Community College in San
Ramon’s Dougherty Valley.
Commuters and students (in the morning) travel during peak periods of traffic
to destinations that may have high levels of congestion and speeds. For
example, one of the most dangerous parts of a student’s commute is the
drop-off zone in front of the school where many vehicles search for parking
or drop-off spaces.
Commuting bicyclists have simple and obvious needs. They require bike
lanes or wide curb lanes along arterials and collectors, detectors at
signalized intersections that respond to bicycles, signals where school
children need to cross busy arterials, periodic maintenance of the pavement,
and adequate bicycle storage and lockers/showers at their destination points.
Most commute bicycle trips are fewer than five miles and are not regional
trips, except for those commuters linking to another mode, such as at bus
stops or transit stations. Continuing to allow bicycles on other modes such
as bus and BART and providing bike lockers at transit stations will help
extend the range of commute bicyclists in Pleasanton.
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Existing and Future Bicycle Commuters
A common term used in describing demand for bicycle facilities is “mode
split.” Mode split refers to the form of transportation a person chooses to
take, such as walking, bicycling, public transit, or driving. Mode split is often
used in evaluating commuter alternatives such as bicycling, where the
objective is to increase the percentage of people selecting an alternative
means of transportation to the single-occupant (or drive-alone) automobile.
Table 3-1 presents 1990 and 2000 Census data for the journey-to-work
mode split for the City of Pleasanton.
TABLE 3-1
JOURNEY-TO-WORK MODE SPLIT FOR THE
CITY OF PLEASANTON
Mode
(Home-based work trips)

1990

2000

Drive Alone

82.3%

80%

Carpool

10.5%

8%

Public Transit

1.6%

4.9%

Bicycling

0.7%

0.5%

Walking

1.4%

1.3%

Other Means

0.5%

0.6%

Work at Home

2.7%

4.6%

Source: 1990 and 2000 U.S. Census.

As shown in Table 3-1, bicycle trips represent 0.5 percent of home-based
work trips in Pleasanton. This should not be misinterpreted as the bicycle
mode share of all trips for several reasons:
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Journey-to-work data only represents commute trips, which tend to
be longer than shopping, school, recreation, and other trips, and are
therefore less compatible with bicycling.



Census journey-to-work data fails to capture people who commute
by bicycle one or two days per week.



Journey-to-work data does not account for commuters with multiple
modes of travel to and from work, such as commuters that ride a
bicycle to a BART station before transferring to transit for the
remainder of their journey to work.



No separate accounting of shopping, school, or recreational trips is
made in the Census; these trips make up more than half of the
person trips on a typical weekday and a significantly greater
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proportion on the weekend. These trips also tend to be short to
medium in length and are therefore very well suited for bicycling.


Journey-to-work reports information for adult work trips, but does not
request data on school trips, which are much more likely to be
bicycling trips because school-aged individuals cannot drive until the
latter half of their high school years.

School trips, recreation trips and other non-work related trips make the
overall bicycle mode split higher than 0.5%, and may make it as high as 1.5%
(based on MTC’s 2000 travel forecasts). According to the 2000 Census,
there are 23,311 households in Pleasanton. Assuming approximately nine
daily person trips per household, there are a total of approximately 209,799
daily person trips in Pleasanton, of which approximately 1,049 to 3,147 each
day are by bicycle (assuming an overall mode share of 0.5% to 1.5%). Of
course, as the City grows, the number of potential bicycle trips increases.
Future bicycle trips will depend on a number of factors such as the
availability of well-connected facilities, and location, density, and type of
future land development. With appropriate bicycle facilities in place and
implementation of employer trip reduction programs, the bicycle mode split
could increase above its current rate. Based on the 2000 population,
doubling the current mode split (to 1% for Census journey to work trips and
up to 3% for overall trips) would result in 2,000 to 6,000 bicycle trips daily.
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TYPES OF BIKEWAY FACILITIES
Bikeway planning and design in California typically relies on the guidelines
and design standards established by Caltrans as documented in “Chapter
1000: Bikeway Planning and Design” of the Highway Design Manual (5th
Edition, California Department of Transportation, January 2001). Chapter
1000 follows standards developed by the American Association of State
Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) and the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), and identifies specific design standards for various
conditions and bikeway-to-roadway relationships.
Caltrans standards
provide for three distinct types of bikeway facilities, as generally described
below and shown in Appendix A.


Class I Bikeway (Bike Path or Multi-Use Path) provides a completely
separate right-of-way and is designated for the exclusive use of bicycles
and pedestrians with vehicle and pedestrian cross-flow minimized. Bike
paths are for non-motorized use only. It should be noted that Class I
paths adjacent to roadways (also known as “sidepaths”) with intersecting
driveways and roadways have a high collision potential for cyclists,
because drivers who are exiting driveways or intersecting roads and
looking for oncoming traffic do not expect cyclists to approach from the
1
opposite direction. For these reasons, when the City reviews plans for
development adjacent to proposed Class I facilities, driveways and
cross-flow traffic should be minimized. When driveways cross Class I
paths, the City should consider warning signs and pavement markings
(such as “Bike XING” or STOP bars) for both drivers and bicyclists, as
appropriate. These safety issues do not apply to regional multi-use
paths, which generally have few intersections.


Class II Bikeway (Bike Lane) provides a restricted right-of-way and is
designated for the use of bicycles with a striped lane on a street or
highway. Bicycle lanes are generally at least five feet wide. Vehicle
parking and vehicle/pedestrian cross-flow are permitted. Class II lanes
are preferred to Class I paths on roadways with multiple intersections
and/or driveways, for the reasons described above.



Class III Bikeway (Bike Route) provides for a right-of-way designated
by signs or pavement markings for shared use with pedestrians or motor
vehicles. A Shared-Use Arrow (or “Sharrow”) can be marked in the
outside lane on a Class III route to show the suggested path of travel for
bicyclists. This is often done when the route has on-street parking, in
order to encourage cyclists to ride a safe distance away from the parked
vehicles’ “door zone.” The Sharrow can also be used at intersections
with multiple turn lanes to show bicyclists the recommended lane for
through travel. The Sharrow also shows drivers that cyclists should be
expected on the street and given sufficient room. A sign stating “Bicycle
Allowed Full Use of Lane” is often included.

1

Wachtel, Alan and Diana Lewiston, Risk Factors for Bicycle-Motor Vehicle Collisions at
Intersections, Institute of Transportation Engineers Journal, September 1994. pp. 30-35
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EXISTING CONDITIONS
Fehr & Peers, with assistance from Royston, Hanamoto, Alley and Abbey
(RHAA), conducted an inventory of existing multi-use paths, trails, and onstreet bikeway facilities in Pleasanton based on the City’s Existing
Community Trails and Bikeways Map and GIS data files, additional
information from the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee and
extensive field visits. The City currently has approximately 37 miles of onstreet bikeway facilities and six miles of multi-use paths and sidepaths,
consisting of approximately:




6 miles of Class I paved bike paths
27 miles of Class II bike lanes
10 miles of Class III bike routes

Two miles of Class I paths are sidepaths along only one side of a street, and
seven miles of Class II lanes are only on one side of the street.
The existing trails network includes four mile of paved bicycle paths along rail
rights of way, creeks, and drainage canal corridors. Additionally, the trails
network includes 17 miles of unpaved paths along the creek canal, and
railroad corridors as well as in the open space in the hills at the edge of the
City. Twenty-six (26) access points connect the creek and canal corridor
trails with streets and parks.
The Existing Bikeway Network map (Figure 3-2) shows locations for all
existing bikeways.

Looking east on Del Valle Parkway from Hopyard Road
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Land use and settlement patterns
Pleasanton is primarily a City of residential neighborhoods. Traditional
neighborhood developments have been built up around the historic
downtown area, reaching north to the I-580 boundary and west, just beyond
I-680. These neighborhoods are characterized by landscaped medians and
sidewalks, internal street networks that connect to the City’s arterial network,
and access to local parks.
The City also boasts significant commercial and office centers on the north
side, including the Stoneridge Mall, Hacienda Business Park,
Dublin/Pleasanton Park and Rose Pavilion. These developments connect to
the Pleasanton BART station and future West Dublin BART station. Several
other office parks, including Bernal Corporate Park, are located throughout
central Pleasanton. Downtown Pleasanton is a significant destination for
dining and shopping, and is also where City offices are located.
An Urban Growth Boundary and residential cap was approved by Pleasanton
voters in 1996, with the goal of preserving open space and limiting urban
development and population growth.
These policies have limited
development since that time, although several transit-oriented, mixed use
and commercial projects have been built or are underway on the northern
side of the City. Specifically, a new West Dublin/Plesanton BART station is
under construction and a transit village near the Pleasanton BART station is
near completion.
Community destinations, including schools, parks and community centers are
included in the existing conditions map (Figure 3-2). Pleasanton boasts an
excellent school district, including nine elementary schools, three public
junior high schools and three public high schools. Public facilities include the
Senior Center on Sunol Boulevard, Aquatic Center on Santa Rita Road,
Pleasanton Library on Old Bernal Avenue, and Pleasanton Sports and
Recreational Park along Parkside Drive.
See Figure 3-1 for Pleasanton Land Uses.
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Key Corridors
The City of Pleasanton has several main arterials and major streets that
provide excellent routes across town and regionally, to connect with Dublin,
Livermore and other Tri-Valley destinations. Bicycle facilities along these
routes include a combination of Class II and III facilities; however there are
significant gaps in the existing network. Most notably, Hopyard Road and
Santa Rita Road are key north-south arterials with high auto vehicle speeds,
multiple travel lanes but lack sufficient signage and protected space for
bicyclists. Interstate 580 and 680 freeway interchanges across north-south
and east-west routes are also challenging areas for bicyclists and
pedestrians to navigate safely.
On-Street North-South Routes:


Foothill Road is a two-lane rural road that borders the west side of
Pleasanton. There are several Class II bike lane segments along
Foothill Road. The roadway has an insufficient shoulder in several
sections, requiring bicyclists to share the travel lane with motorists.
Shady tree cover, rolling hills and curves create a desirable bicycle
route but also short sightlines for all road users. The speed limit is 45
mph along Foothill Road.



Hopyard Road is a six-lane arterial with a landscaped median and
turn pockets. Hopyard Road provides connections to Dublin, the
Stoneridge Mall, the Pleasanton BART station, Downtown Pleasanton
and the Pleasanton Sports and Recreational Park. Hopyard Road has
a Class III bicycle route between the I-580 interchange and Valley
Avenue. There is also a Class II bike lane between Black Avenue and
Del Valle Parkway. The speed limit is 35 miles per hour (mph) in the
downtown area and increases to 45 mph north of Valley Avenue. The
posted speed limit along Hopyard Road ranges from 35 to 45 mph,
creating undesirable conditions for a Class III route which is more
appropriate for streets with slower speeds.



Santa Rita Road is a six-lane arterial north of Valley Avenue and then
reduces to four lanes to Del Valle Parkway. Santa Rita Road is
designated as a Class III bike route between Old Santa Rita Road and
Valley Avenue. The posted speed limit along Santa Rita Road ranges
from 35 to 45 mph, creating undesirable conditions for a Class III route
which is more appropriate for streets with slower speeds. The bike
route is also designated on the southbound side between I-580 and
Old Santa Rita Road. Several sections of Santa Rita Road south of
Stoneridge Drive have on-street parking. A southbound Class II bike
lane exists between Black Avenue and Del Valle Parkway. This arterial
provides access to several schools and community destinations such
as the aquatic center and Amador Community Park.
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Looking south on Santa
Rita Road. Travel
speeds on this arterial
are incompatible with the
designated Class III
bicycle route.



Main Street is a two-lane street that serves as the central connector
through Downtown Pleasanton. Metered parking exists on both sides
of Main Street south of Arroyo del Valle. There are no on-street
bicycle facilities currently; however there are several bicycle racks
throughout the downtown area.



Sunol Boulevard is a four-lane arterial which extends from Downtown
Pleasanton south to I-680. Class II bike lanes are striped between
Bernal Avenue and Arlington Drive. Beyond Arlington Drive, multiple
turning pockets for the I-680 freeway on- and off-ramps create a
challenging environment for bicyclists to navigate. However, light traffic
volumes and connections to Foothill Road and other southbound
destinations make Sunol Boulevard a desirable bike route. The speed
limit varies by segment on Sunol Boulevard.
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On-Street East-West Routes:


Owens Drive is the main arterial that provides access between the
Dublin/Pleasanton BART station to the north, Hopyard Road to the
west and West Las Positas/Santa Rita Road to the southeast.
Owens Drive is a six-lane road with a wide, landscaped median with
multiple turn lanes at intersections. The speed limit is between 40-45
mph.



Stoneridge Drive is the northern most east-west arterial that
provides access to the Stoneridge Mall, Hacienda Business Park
and connections to West Las Positas Boulevard, Santa Rita Road
and eastern Pleasanton neighborhoods. The drive has six lanes
with a wide, landscaped median with multiple turning lanes at
intersections. Stoneridge Drive has several disconnected segments
of Class II bike lanes; the most recent addition includes a segment
between Hopyard Road and the I-680 interchange. Between
Hacienda Drive and West Las Positas Boulevard a bike lane is
striped in the eastbound direction but not westbound. The speed
limit is between 40-45 mph.



West Las Positas Boulevard is a central east-west arterial and has
a combination of Class II bike lanes and Class III bike routes along
the entire length in both directions. Access to multiple schools,
parks and commercial destinations also make this a highly traveled
route for motorists. Because West Las Positas Boulevard has no
on- or off-ramps to I-680, it offers an easy way for cyclists to cross I680. The speed limit along West Las Positas Boulevard is between
35-40 mph.



Valley Avenue is a loop road that circulates around the north side of
Downtown Pleasanton and connects to Sunol Boulevard on the
south side. Valley Avenue has the main entry point to the Alameda
Fairgrounds and also serves Pleasanton’s main industrial area on
the east side of town. The Avenue has a combination of Class II
bike lanes and Class III bike routes along the entire length in both
directions. The speed limit is between 35-40 mph.



Stanley Boulevard is a truck route that connects Downtown
Pleasanton to points east in Livermore. Stanley Boulevard has Class
II bike lanes between First Street and Bernal Avenue. Beyond that
point a sidepath exists on the south side of the road in addition to
on-street bike lanes.



Bernal Avenue and Vineyard Avenue are the southern most eastwest connectors with bicycle facilities. Bernal Avenue is a four-lane
road with landscaped median with a speed limit of 40-45 mph.
Along the length of the County Fairgrounds there is a meandering
sidepath on the south side and wide shoulders that could potentially
accommodate Class II bike lanes. Vineyard Avenue is a two-lane

SIDEPATHS
Sidepaths are a type of multiuse path that run adjacent and
parallel to a roadway, like an
extra wide sidewalk.

PROS




Some people are not
comfortable riding in the
roadway
with
motor
vehicles.
Providing
separated
facilities may increase the
population of those who
might choose to use
bicycles.

CONS
Sidepaths have special design
challenges:






Motorists may not expect
bicyclists to be entering
an
intersection
from
outside the travel lanes.
Turning
conflicts
at
intersections, driveways
and other locations are
often higher.
There is considerable
research showing that
on-street facilities are
safer for bicyclists than
sidepaths.

Sidepaths should not be
considered a substitute for
street improvements.
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road with Class II bike lanes along the entire length extending to
Pleasanton’s City Limits.
Off-Street East-West Routes:


The Arroyo Mocho Trail corridor extends from the Arroyo de la
Laguna east to the City Limits near Busch Road. The segment
between Arroyo de La Laguna and Hopyard Road is paved on the
south side of the Arroyo Mocho. East of Hopyard Road, a small
segment is paved on the north side of the Arroyo Mocho, while an
unpaved section continues on the south side of the Arroyo Mocho to
the City Limits. Most of the unpaved path surface is hard-packed soil
and is fairly suitable for bicycling in good weather; however portions
of the path are gravel and unsuitable for biking.



The unpaved Pleasanton Canal Trail extends
from the Arroyo de la Laguna along the north
side of the canal and connects to the
Pleasanton Tennis and Community Park by the
canal bridge 500 yards west of Hopyard Road.
Concrete park pathways connect to Hopyard
Road. On the east side of Hopyard Road, an 810’ wide park pathway continues along the
south side of the Pleasanton Sports and
Recreation Park. From the east of this park a
connection to the Arroyo Mocho Trail can be
made via Omega Circle and a pathway
between houses.

Access to the Arroyo Mocho from Hopyard Road



The existing Arroyo del Valle Trail (Centennial Trail) is an unpaved
path from the Arroyo de la Laguna to Hopyard Road. East of
Hopyard Road the path becomes a sidewalk before descending to
the creek as a dirt path ending just east of the Main Street Bridge.
The Community Trails Master Plan shows that this path corridor
could be extended to Shadow Cliff Park.



The Transportation Corridor is a former Southern Pacific Railroad
line that extends southwest to northeast through Downtown
Pleasanton paralleling First Street. This corridor is planned as a
regional trail connecting to Shadow Cliffs Regional Park, south to the
City Limits, and beyond in either direction. The downtown segment
of this corridor is the focus of the Downtown Parks and Trails Master
Plan, which recommends developing the corridor to accommodate
users on separate paths (a paved path for pedestrian, bicycle, and
skate use and an unpaved trail suitable for joggers and equestrians.)
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Off-Street North-South Routes:


The Iron Horse Trail is an East Bay Regional Park District Regional
Trail that extends from Pleasanton to Concord with proposed
extensions to Niles Canyon in Fremont.
Within the City of
Pleasanton the path extends from the Dublin/Pleasanton BART
station to the City Limit on Stanley Boulevard. Only the middle
section from Santa Rita Road to Valley Avenue has been completed
as an off road path. The north and south segment are signed as
temporary on street connectors. Throughout its length, the Iron
Horse Trail largely follows a former Southern Pacific Railroad right of
way. Portions of this right of way have been incorporated into the
development of business parks and residential developments. There
are no buildings in the Iron Horse Trail right-of-way, but there are
some hardscaped areas and other minor obstructions.



Between the Dublin/Pleasanton BART station and Santa Rita Road,
the trail is signed as a temporary route along the streets and
sidewalks of Owens Drive, West Las Positas Boulevard and
Stoneridge Drive. This route is not ideal, as it requires bicyclists to
navigate wide, higher-speed arterial roads and cross through large
intersections. From Santa Rita Road to Valley Avenue the trail is a
dedicated Class I multi-use path along the former rail corridor.



The Alamo Canal/Arroyo de la Laguna Trail extends from Highway
580 south along the Alamo Canal, parallel to Highway 680. The
route is currently paved between Highway 580 and Arroyo Mocho.
An unpaved segment extends from this point south to connect with
the Centennial Trail running east along the Arroyo del Valle.



An unpaved spur path runs along a drainage canal at the north and
west sides of Val Vista Community Park and connects with
Stoneridge Drive.
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Key issues of the Bikeway Network
Several challenges with the bicycle network have been identified through
public meetings, information from City staff and field work. The following
section discusses the key issues to be addressed in the Proposed Facilities
chapter and Design Guidelines in the appendix.
Intersections


In most cases, Class II bike lanes end in advance of intersections to
avoid conflicts with turning motorists crossing the lane. While this is
acceptable practice according to the Highway Design Manual
(Caltrans), it is not a good practice as it discontinues bike lanes at
the point where bikes encounter the most conflicts with vehicles.
Improvements should focus on extending bike lanes all the way to
intersections through appropriate design as outlined in the Design
Guidelines section.



Several loop detectors for actuating signal changes do not register
the presence of bicyclists at intersections. At these locations
bicyclists must wait through lengthy signal cycles or risk proceeding
through the intersection against the light. Bicycle-specific detectors
should be considered at major intersections along the bike network
and stencils should be used to inform bicyclists where to position
their bikes in order to actuate the signal. Specifications are provided
in the Design Guidelines section.



Bicyclists have insufficient time to cross certain intersections which
are typically timed for motorists. This happens predominantly on the
minor street approach to signalized intersections. At these locations,
minimum green times should be extended to allow adequate time for
bicyclists.

The bike lane on Stoneridge
Drive approaching Santa Rita
Road ends 400 feet before the
intersection
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North-south Bike Routes


Foothill Road is an important asset to Pleasanton’s bicycle network.
Tree cover, gentle hills and curves make the two-lane road ideal for
more experienced road cyclists. However, short sight distances,
narrow lanes and lack of shoulder may discourage less experienced
and/or capable bicyclists who feel less comfortable riding on roads
without dedicated space for bicycles. Widening the shoulder and
improving signage should be priorities. In particular, areas south of
Bernal Avenue would benefit from such improvements. In the shortterm, Foothill Road should be swept regularly to keep brush and
fallen branches out of the roadway.



Hopyard Road and Santa Rita Road are key routes that serve both
regional and local destinations. Current conditions on these roads
include fast moving vehicular traffic, insufficient signage for bicyclists
and wide intersections with multiple turning lanes and right-turn
pockets that are difficult to navigate by bicycle. While several
sections of these roads are designated Class III routes, there are
many opportunities to improve the safety, comfort and access for
bicyclists on these roads.

Access to the Dublin/Pleasanton BART Station


Current conditions in and around the Pleasanton BART station
create an inhospitable environment for bicyclists. Owens Drive
provides the main access point to the station and currently lacks any
on-street bicycle facilities. Upon entering the station area, signage
indicates that bicyclists must dismount their bikes. Way-finding
signage and connectivity to the Pleasanton bicycle network should
be prioritized.

Freeway Interchanges


Pleasanton’s proximity to I-580 and I-680 necessitates multiple
arterial-freeway interchanges on the north and east sides of the City.
Characterized by fast moving vehicular traffic, wide travel lanes and
multiple turning lanes, these interchanges could be improved to
provide a safer passage for bicyclists.

Signage and Wayfinding
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Pleasanton’s bikeway routes have basic signage indicating where
bike lanes and routes are present, begin and end. In several areas
signs are missing or obscured by trees and other barriers. Trail
access from the roadway is often difficult to identify and once found,
trail names are often missing or obscured. The City of Pleasanton
does not currently have a signed route system which would indicate
destinations, distances and directions.
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The wayfinding and signage system should be enhanced to help
make the bicycle network more visible and easy to navigate. In
particular wayfinding improvements are needed to better connect the
on-street and off-street bike network. While trails maps are clearly
marked at the access gates to the off-street network, the access
gates are often hidden from street view and difficult to find. Onstreet signage and pavement markings would help to create better
connections to the off-street network. From within the trails system,
additional signage would enhance connections back to the on street
network. Please refer to the Design Guidelines in Appendix A for
specifications on signage.
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Multi-Modal Connections
Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART), the regional commuter rail transit system,
provides service at the Dublin/Pleasanton Station on the MillbraeDublin/Pleasanton line. Bicycles are allowed on BART trains during noncommute hours (4 AM to 6:30 AM, 8:30 AM to 3:30 PM, and 6:30 PM Closing) and all day on weekends and holidays. During AM peak periods
(6:30 AM to 8:30 AM), westbound bicycles are not allowed in stations
between Dublin/Pleasanton and Powell Street and eastbound bicycles are
not permitted between the San Francisco Airport station and Montgomery
Street station. In the PM peak period (3:30 PM to 6:30 PM), westbound
bicycles are not allowed in the stations between Embarcadero and Daly City
and eastbound bicycles are not allowed in stations between Civic Center and
San Leandro.
2
BART’s Bicycle Access and Parking Plan contains recommendations for
access and parking improvements for both existing and future stations, as
well as promotions, incentives, support and education for existing and
potential bicyclists. According to the plan, the Dublin/Pleasanton BART
Station has a high priority for bicycle parking improvements, based on
current bicycle locker use. The Dublin/Pleasanton BART Station Access
Plan 3 recommends installing at least 34 additional lockers, as well as
bicycle-sensitive loop detectors and signage on key bicycle routes. BART
has recently developed wayfinding signage for bicyclists both in station areas
and on surrounding bikeways and other roads. These signs help direct
bicyclists to the station, as well as to bicycle parking, stairs, and elevators.

The Dublin/Pleasanton BART station is also used as a hub by the Livermore
Amador Valley Transit Authority (LAVTA) Wheels bus service, Amtrak, and
Contra Costa County’s County Connection bus service. The location of the
BART station is shown in Figure 3-2. Wheels operates approximately 24 bus
routes through Pleasanton, all with buses equipped with bicycle racks.
County Connection operates four bus routes connecting at the Dublin BART
station, all with bicycle racks. There is also a park and ride lot at the Koll
Center office complex at the southwest corner of Tassajara Road and Dublin
Boulevard. Wheels bus service connects the park and ride to the BART
station.
Altamont Commuter Express (ACE) is a commuter rail service from Stockton
to San Jose. The Pleasanton station is located near the corner of Pleasanton
Avenue and Bernal Avenue. Trains run only on weekdays making four stops
westbound in the AM, and four stops eastbound in the PM.
The West Dublin/Pleasanton BART station is currently under construction.
The location of the station is west of I-680 on Golden Gate Drive at I-580.
Figure 3-2 shows this location. When finished, bicycle access to the station
and bicycle parking facilities will be crucial to enabling multi-modal
connections.
2
3

BART, August 2002
BART, August 2002
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PROPOSED BIKEWAY NETWORK
Once completed, the proposed network will provide safer and more direct
travel paths for a majority of those bicycling within the City. A bikeway
network consists of routes that are designed to be the primary system for
bicyclists traveling through the City. It is important to recognize that by law,
unless explicitly prohibited (as they are on I-580 and I-680), bicyclists are
allowed on all streets and roads regardless of whether the streets and roads
are a part of the bikeway network. The bikeway network is a tool that allows
the City to focus and prioritize implementation efforts where they will provide
the greatest community benefit. Streets or corridors selected for inclusion in
the network should be targeted for specific improvements, such as the
installation of bicycle lanes, off-street paths, or signage.
The proposed system was developed according to the following planning
criteria:
Coverage: The system should provide equitable, reasonable access from all
areas of the city to both commute and recreation routes. Ideally, the system
should provide a bicycle path, lane, or route within one-half mile of any
residential street.
Purpose: Each link in the system should serve one or a combination of
these purposes: recreation, connection, and commuting. On-street facilities
should be continuous and direct, and off-street facilities should have a
minimal number of arterial crossings and uncontrolled intersections.
Connection to Employment/Retail Centers:
Downtown Pleasanton,
business parks, major retail, and other employment centers should be
accessible from all neighborhoods by a reasonably direct system.
Connection to Schools and other Community Facilities: Schools and
community facilities such as community centers, the library, and City Hall
should be accessible by bikeways. While not serving every residential street,
the bikeway system should provide access routes with special treatments at
busy intersections, such as bicycle loop detectors or signage.
Connection to Parks and Open Space: Parks and open space should be
accessible by bikeways so that residents are able to bicycle from home to
both local and regional recreation.
Connection to Regional Bikeways: The bikeway system should provide
access to regional bikeway routes, regional trails, and routes in adjacent
communities.
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TABLE 3-2
Length (Miles) of System by Bikeway Classification
Bikeway
Classification

Existing

Proposed

Total

Percent
Increase

Class I

6

17.6

23.6

293%

Class II

27

24.8

51.8

92%

Class III

10

5.7

15.7

57%

TOTAL

43

48.1

91.1

112%

Figure 3-3 illustrates the Existing and Proposed Bikeway Network. The
proposed system includes a total of approximately 48 miles of new bikeway
facilities in addition to the 43 miles currently in place. Table 3-2 shows the
number of existing and proposed miles for each bikeway classification.
Table 3-3 provides a detailed list of the proposed on-street bikeway network
projects, organized west to east, and north to south. Table 3-4 provides a list
of the proposed off-street bikeway network projects, also organized west to
east.
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On-Street Facilities
The project list in Table 3-3 lists the recommended on-street facility
improvements, organized from west to east, and north to south. These
include 52 Class II bike lane segments and 13 Class III routes. In addition,
five intersections have been identified for Class II bike lane improvements.
These are locations where existing bike lanes end before reaching the
intersection. The Design Guidelines in Appendix A gives specifications for
accommodating Class II bike lanes at complex intersections including those
with multiple turn lanes, slip lanes and at highway interchanges. These
projects represent a total of 10 key corridors for on-street bicycle travel:
1. Foothill Road
2. Hopyard Road
3. Santa Rita Road
4. Downtown Pleasanton
5. Owens Drive
6. Stoneridge Drive
7. West Las Positas Boulevard
8. Valley Avenue
9. Bernal Avenue
10. Sunol Boulevard
The goal is to provide continuous on-street bicycle facilities with the greatest
degree of bicycle comfort possible. In most cases these roads have existing
bicycle routes or lane striping along portions of the corridor. However, in
some instances, these corridors do not have consistently striped and marked
on-street bicycle facilities for their entire length.
Class II lanes are recommended on the majority of these routes. As detailed
in the Design Guidelines, included in Appendix A, these lanes should be a
minimum of five feet wide with a preferred width of six feet, measured from
the face of the curb with a minimum area outside of the gutter pan of four feet
(three feet for a five foot bike lane). A four foot lane is allowed where there is
no on-street parking and no gutter, but is not preferred. When necessary to
provide this width, vehicle lanes should be narrowed to 11 feet and in some
circumstances a 10.5 feet curb-side lane. Parking lanes can be narrowed to
seven feet. The City should endeavor to complete the listed projects to the
maximum extent possible to avoid discontinuous segments.
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In all cases, bicycle lanes should be striped and marked on both sides of the
roadway at one time to provide continuity and discourage wrong-way riding.
If there are shorter segments of the corridors where there is insufficient width
for bicycle lanes, it may be appropriate to provide on-street signage or
stencils to raise the visibility of bicyclists and alert motorists that they are
likely to encounter cyclists.
These on-street bicycle facilities will provide access across Pleasanton, from
north to south and east to west, and to major destinations within the City.
Where appropriate, City staff should coordinate the planning of these
facilities with staff from San Ramon, Dublin, and Livermore to ensure
continuity across city boundaries.
Each project is described briefly below.
Description of Proposed On-street Projects
1. Foothill Road: An interim Class III route is recommended for most
sections of Foothill Road where no bike facility currently exists. An
emphasis on signage will alert drivers to bicyclists’ presence on the
road. Segments of Class II bike lanes are recommended on the
northern end of Foothill Road to connect existing bike lanes. Longterm, the City will seek to work with developers to widen the shoulder
on Foothill to provide for Class II bike lanes throughout.
2. Hopyard Road Class II Lanes: Class II bike lanes are
recommended for the full length of Hopyard Road, from Interstate
580 south to Secretariat Drive. Hopyard Road between Secretariat
Drive and Black Avenue could become a Class III route in the
interim, with consideration for Class II lanes as a mid-term project.
Special design and engineering improvements for the I-580 overpass
are detailed in the Master Plan Design Guidelines. Bicycle access to
the Arroyo Mocho, Pleasanton Canal Trail and the Pleasanton
Sports and Recreation Park should be improved through way-finding
signage and street access.
3. Santa Rita Road Class II Lanes: Bike lanes are proposed along
Santa Rita Road in both directions from Stoneridge Drive to Valley
Avenue. Travel lanes will be reduced to 11 feet and where feasible,
on-street parking will be removed to provide space for buffered bike
lanes.
South of Valley Avenue to Black Avenue, a southbound bike lane is
proposed. Northbound bike lanes are not recommended on this
section of Santa Rita Road due to the narrow roadway and lack of
shoulder. Instead, a Class III bike route with Sharrows and signage
3-23

City of Pleasanton Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan
Bicycle Network

is proposed along the Santa Rita Frontage Road. This will provide a
more comfortable northbound connection to the Santa Rita route.
4. Downtown Pleasanton: A Class III route is recommended for
Division Street between Del Valle Parkway and St Mary Street to
provide a connection between the Hopyard Road route and
Downtown Pleasanton. Sharrows and way-finding signage will help
bicyclists navigate to downtown destinations.
Main Street will be designated as a Class III bike route. While there
are multiple opportunities for way-finding signage and Sharrows, City
staff must work with downtown business owners to gain approval for
such projects. Class II bike lanes across Abbie Street will provide
connections from points north to First Street and Sunol Boulevard to
the south. Several other improvement projects are recommended for
the downtown area. Please see Table 3-3 for further description.
5. Owens Drive: Class II bike lanes are recommended along Owens
Drive, from West Las Positas Boulevard to Hopyard Road. This
arterial is a critical connection for bicyclists wishing to access the
Pleasanton BART station and other points north in Dublin.
6. Stoneridge Drive: Where bike lanes do not already exist on
Stoneridge Drive, new Class II facilities will be striped to complete
this key east-west route from Foothill Road to east Pleasanton.
7. West Las Positas Boulevard: Class II bike lanes are recommended
for West Las Positas Boulevard between Santa Rita Road and
Hacienda Drive. This improvement will be an important upgrade
from the current Class III route along this busy arterial.
8. Valley Avenue: Valley Avenue must accommodate several key user
groups, including industrial truck traffic to the east of Santa Rita
Road, and visitors to the County Fairground by Bernal Avenue.
Safely accommodating bicyclists requires creative design and
engineering applications throughout this route. Where feasible,
Class II bike lanes are recommended between Bernal Avenue and
Paseo Santa Cruz. Sharrows and signage should be used to
position bicyclists around Fairgrounds traffic. In other sections,
widening the curb lane to accommodate a Class III route will provide
extra space for bicyclists.
9. Bernal Avenue: Wide shoulders and right-of-way along the County
Fairgrounds property are ripe for Class II bike lanes along Bernal
Avenue. To the east, Bernal Avenue has recently been striped with
bike lanes. Longer term recommendations are made to complete
3-24

City of Pleasanton Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan
2009

small gaps along this route, which will require the removal of a travel
lane or median reduction.
10. Sunol Boulevard: Sunol Boulevard is an important connection
between Downtown Pleasanton and all points south and west. The
existing bike lanes should be extended past the I-680 underpass to
provide access to Foothill Road. Design recommendations for the
freeway interchange are provide in the Master Plan Design
Guidelines.
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TABLE 3-3: PROPOSED ON-STREET BICYCLE FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS
Note: Where more than one recommendation is made, less complex projects may be implemented first and more complex improvements may be completed at a later date.

Length
Street
(Miles)
Dublin Canyon Road

Cross
Street 1

Cross
Street 2

Proposal

Class

Dublin
Canyon
Road

Foothill
Road

Canyon
Meadow
Circle

6-foot bike lanes

2

Stoneridge
Dr

Deodar
Way

Northbound Only
Modest: Class III w/
signage, sharrows
Moderate: 6-foot bike
lanes

Modest: 3
Moderate: 2

Reduce inside travel lanes to 11'
and widen curb-side lane to 14' to
provide for Class III route w/ signage
and sharrows
Reduce curb lane to 12 feet
Stripe 6' class II bike lane with 2'
buffer

ID

1

1.0

Modest Complexity

Moderate Complexity

Major Complexity

Improve/widen shoulder where
necessary
Stripe 6' Class II bike lanes

Foothill Road
2

0.3

Foothill
Rd

3

0.1

Foothill
Rd

Deodar Way

Canyon
Way

Northbound
6-foot bike lanes

2

4

0.2

Foothill
Rd

Muirwood
Drive (north)

Highland
Oaks Drive

Northbound
6-foot bike lanes

2

Class III bike route to
connect Class II bike
lane segments

Modest: Class
III
Moderate: Class
III with improved
shoulder
Major: Class II
bike lanes

6-foot bike lanes

2

Gibraltar Dr

5-foot bike lanes

2

W Las
Positas Dr

6-foot bike lanes

2

5

4.7

Foothill
Rd

Canyon
Way/
Canyon Rd

Castlewood
Dr

Remove curb lane (maintain two travel
lanes) and stripe 6-foot Class II bike
lane with buffer

Remove landscaping/curb
Install 6' Class II bike lane

Signage (Share The Road)
Remove debris

Improve shoulder

Stripe 6' Class II bike lane
throughout corridor
(developer improvements)

Hopyard Road
6

0.3

7

0.4

8

1.0

9

0.2

10

0.2

11

0.4

12

13

0.1

0.3
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Hopyard
Rd
Hopyard
Rd
Hopyard
Rd

I-580
Overpass
I-580
Interchange
Gibraltar Dr

Hopyard
Rd

W Las
Positas Dr

Arthur Dr

Hopyard
Rd
Hopyard
Rd
Hopyard
Rd

W Las
Positas Dr

Arthur Dr

Hopyard
Rd

Southbound
Modest: 5-foot bike
lanes
Major: 6-foot bike
lanes
Northbound
6-foot bike lanes

2

2

Arthur Dr

Valley Ave

6-foot bike lanes

2

Valley Ave

Secretariat
Dr

6-foot bike lanes

2

Black Ave

Modest: Class III bike
route
Moderate: 6-feet bike
lanes

Modest: 3
Moderate: 2

Secretariat
Dr

On/Off ramp improvements - See
Design Guidelines
Restripe lanes to 11'
Stripe 5-foot Class II lanes
Restripe travel lanes to 11'
Stripe 6' Class II lanes
Restripe travel lanes to 11'
and remove turning lane,
stripe 6' Class II bike lanes
Operations analysis
required

Restripe travel lanes to 11' and curb
lane to 10.5' , stripe 5' Class II bike
lane
Restripe lanes 11'
Stripe 6' Class II bike lane
Restripe travel lanes to 11' . Stripe
6' Class II bike lane
Restripe travel lanes to 11' . Stripe
6' Class II bike lane
Install signage and sharrows to
connect bike route

Remove southbound right-turn lane,
realign travel lanes and reduce to 11'
Maintain 11' SB lane, 11' median w/turn
pockets, 11' NB lane. Stripe 6' Class II
bike lanes

City of Pleasanton Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan
2009

TABLE 3-3: PROPOSED ON-STREET BICYCLE FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS
Note: Where more than one recommendation is made, less complex projects may be implemented first and more complex improvements may be completed at a later date.

Length
(Miles)
Willow Road

ID

Street

14

Willow
Road

1.1

Cross
Street 1

Cross
Street 2

Owens Dr

W Las
Positas Dr

Proposal

5.5-foot bike lanes

Class

Modest Complexity

2

Reduce travel lane to 11’, 10.5’
curbside lane and stripe 5.5’ bike
lanes. May be pinched at
intersections with medians. Add
sharrows in those sections

2

Restripe travel lanes to 12' and
remove on-street parking, stripe 6'
Class II bike lane with striped buffer
*Consider option for narrower bike
lane adjacent to apartment building
to allow for on-street parking (11'
travel lanes with a 5.5 ' Class II bike

Modest:3
Major:2

Maintain Class III route, improve
signage, add sharrows

Moderate Complexity

Major Complexity

Santa Rita Road

0.4

Santa
Rita Rd

0.4

Santa
Rita Rd

17

0.4

Santa
Rita Rd

Mohr Ave

Valley Ave

18

0.3

Santa
Rita Rd

Valley Ave

Black Ave

15

16

Stoneridge
Dr

Mohr Ave

Mohr Ave

Valley Ave

6-foot bike lanes
w/buffer*

Northbound
Modest: Improved
bike route
Major: 6-foot bike
lanes
Southbound
Option A: 5.5-foot
bike lanes
Option B: 6-foot bike
lanes w/buffer
Southbound
6-foot w/buffer

2

2

Reduce median
Stripe Class II bike lanes

Option A: Restripe 11' travel lanes,
stripe 5.5' bike lane
Option B: Restripe 12' travel lanes,
remove on-street parking, stripe 6'
Class II bike lane with striped buffer
Remove on-street parking
Stripe 6' Class II bike lane with
buffer

May require parking study
next to Aquatic Center
Reduce travel lanes to 11',
remove second Left-turn
lane and realign travel
lanes, stripe 6' Class II bike
lane
May require further analysis

19

0.3

Santa
Rita Rd

Valley Ave

Black Ave

Northbound
6-foot bike lanes

2

20

0.5

Santa
Rita
Frontag
e Rd

Francisco St

School St

Northbound
Bike route

3

Class III: Sharrows and signage to
connect to Santa Rita Rd bike route

Del Valle
Parkway

St Mary St

Sharrows
Signage

3

Sharrows and signage

Hometown
Way

Main St

6-foot bike lanes

2

Restripe travel lane 11'
Stripe 6' Class II bike lanes

St Mary
St

Division St

Main St

6-foot bike lanes

2

Restripe travel lane to 12', stripe 6'
Class II bike lanes and a 7' parking
lane

Main St

Del Valle
Parkway

Old Bernal
Ave

Downtown Pleasanton
21

0.4

22

0.2

23

0.3

24

0.5

Division
St
Del
Valle
Parkway

Bike Route

3

Install Sharrows to connect bike route
through Downtown
Add wayfinding signage
Must work with business community to
gain approval
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TABLE 3-3: PROPOSED ON-STREET BICYCLE FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS
Note: Where more than one recommendation is made, less complex projects may be implemented first and more complex improvements may be completed at a later date.

ID

Length
(Miles)

Street

Cross
Street 1

Cross
Street 2

Proposal

Class

Modest Complexity

25

0.2

Main St

Old Bernal
Ave

Bernal Ave

6-foot bike lanes

2

Reduce 22' lanes to 17'
Stripe Class II bike lanes

26

0.1

Abbie St

Main St

First St

6-foot bike lanes

2

Restripe travel lanes to12' and
remove left-turn lane, maintain 7'
parking lanes
Stripe 6 ' Class II bike lanes

27

0.5

First St

Abbie St

Vineyard
Ave

Sharrows
Signage

Modest: 3
Moderate: 2

Class III with Sharrows

28

0.1

First St

Bernal Ave

Abbie St

6-foot bike lanes

2

Remove on-street parking (parking
allowed btwn Abbie St & 300 ft
south)
Stripe Class II bike lanes
*Check pinch point near right turn on
to Bernal Ave

29

0.4

Second
Street

Spring St/
Kottinger
Drive

Abbie St

Bicycle Boulevard

3

Sharrows and signage

30

0.2

Tawny
Dr

Bernal Ave

Norton
Way

Westbound
5-foot bike lanes

2

31

0.1

Tawny
Dr

Norton Way

Touriga Dr

Westbound
Bike Route

3

Moderate Complexity

Major Complexity

Potentially remove parking on one side
of street to install Class II bike lanes
(requires further study)

Maintain parking and reduce travel
lane to 11', stripe 5' Class II bike
lane
Install Sharrows to indicate bikeway
connection

Owens Drive
32

0.9

Owens
Dr

East Bart
Rd

W Las
Positas Bl

5-foot bike lanes

2

33

0.3

Owens
Dr

East Bart
Rd

Willow Rd

Eastbound: 5-foot
bike lanes
Westbound: 6-foot
bike lanes

2

34

0.3

Owens
Dr

Willow Rd

Hopyard
Ave

5-foot bike lanes

2

Restripe travel lanes to 11' and curb
lane to 10.5', stripe 5' Class II bike
lane
Eastbound: Restripe travel lanes to
11' & curb lane to 10.5', stripe 5' bike
lane
Westbound: Remove merging slip
lane and restripe travel lanes to 11',
stripe 6' Class II bike lane w/buffer
Restripe travel lanes to 11' and curb
lane to 10.5' , stripe 5' Class II bike
lanes

Stoneridge Drive
35

1.0

Stonerid
ge Dr

Santa Rita
Rd

Hacienda
Dr

Westbound
6-foot bike lanes

2

36

1.3

Stonerid
ge Dr

Hacienda Dr

I680
Overpass

6-foot bike lanes

2

37

0.3

Stonerid
ge Dr

I-680
Overpass

Stoneridge
Mall Rd

5-foot bike lanes

2

38

0.4

Stonerid
ge Dr

Stoneridge
Mall Rd

Foothill Rd

6-foot bike lanes with
buffer

2

West Las Positas Boulevard
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Restripe travel lanes to 11'
Stripe 6' Class II bike lanes
Restripe travel lanes to 11'
Stripe 6' Class II bike lanes
Restripe travel lanes to 11' and curb
lane to 10.5' , stripe 5' Class II bike
lanes
Remove travel lane in each
direction
Stripe 6' Class II bike lane
with buffer
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TABLE 3-3: PROPOSED ON-STREET BICYCLE FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS
Note: Where more than one recommendation is made, less complex projects may be implemented first and more complex improvements may be completed at a later date.

ID

Length
(Miles)

39

0.2

40

0.2

41

0.6

42

1.1

43

0.6

Street
W Las
Positas
Bl
W Las
Positas
Bl
W Las
Positas
Bl
Fairland
s Drive
Churchill
Drive

Cross
Street 1

Cross
Street 2

Proposal

Class

Modest Complexity

Santa Rita
Rd

Owens Dr

5.5-foot bike lanes

2

Restripe travel lanes to 11'
Stripe 5.5' Class II bike lanes

Owens Dr

Stoneridge
Dr

5-foot bike lanes

2

Restripe travel lanes to 11' and curb
lane to 10.5' , stripe 5' Class II bike
lanes

Stoneridge
Dr

Hacienda
Dr

5.5-foot bike lanes

2

Restripe travel lanes to 11'
Stripe 5.5' Class II bike lanes

W Las
Positas Dr
Fairlands
Drive/
Churchill Ct

Pimlico
Drive

Bike Route

3

Sharrows and signage

Fairlands
Drive

Bike Route

3

Sharrows and signage

Moderate Complexity

Major Complexity

Valley Avenue
Restripe inside lane to 11' and curb
side lane to 13' to create wide curb
lane for improved Class III bike route
Restripe travel lanes to 11' and curb
lane to 10.5', stripe 5' Class II bike
lanes
Southbound: Stripe 6' Class II bike
Lane
Northbound: Place Sharrows in
leftmost right-turn lane (Class III) to
indicate cyclist position

44

0.6

Valley
Ave

Hopyard Rd

Paseo
Santa Cruz

Bike Route

3

45

0.3

Valley
Ave

Paseo
Santa Cruz

Koll Center
Pkwy

5-foot bike lanes

2

46

0.3

Valley
Ave

Koll Center
Pkwy

Bernal Ave

6-foot bike lanes

2

47

0.3

Valley
Ave

Northway
Road

Greenwood
Road

Eastbound
6-foot bike lane

2

48

1.1

Valley
Ave

Santa Rita
Rd

Stanley Bl

6-foot bike lanes

2

49

0.7

Northwa
y Road

Blackbird
Drive/
Valley Ave

Valley Ave

Bike Route

3

Sharrows and signage

50

0.2

Alamed
a Drive

Greenwood
Road

Amador
Community
Park

Bike Route

3

Sharrows and signage

Remove on-street parking in front of
Harvest Park Middle School
Reduce median to 12' (10'
turning lane w/ 2' median
tip), reduce curb lane to
10.5', stripe 5' Class II bike
lanes
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TABLE 3-3: PROPOSED ON-STREET BICYCLE FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS
Note: Where more than one recommendation is made, less complex projects may be implemented first and more complex improvements may be completed at a later date.

Length
Street
(Miles)
Bernal Avenue

ID

Cross
Street 1

Cross
Street 2

Proposal

Class

Modest Complexity

Arroyo de
la Laguna

Westbound
6-foot bike lanes

2

Reduce travel lane widths to 11' and
reduce median width, stripe 6' Class
II bike lanes

0.1

Bernal
Ave

Foothill
Road

52

0.5

Bernal
Ave

Arroyo de la
Laguna

Valley Ave

6-foot bike lanes

2

53

0.7

Bernal
Ave

Valley Ave

Pleasanton
Ave

Westbound
6-foot bike lanes

Modest: 3
Moderate: 2

Shoulder improvements to create
Class III bike route

54

0.7

Bernal
Ave

Valley Ave

Pleasanton
Ave

Eastbound
6-foot bike lanes

2

Stripe 6' Class II bike lanes

55

0.5

Bernal
Ave

Kottinger Dr

Vineyard
Ave

6-foot bike lanes

2

56

0.3

Bernal
Ave

Vineyard
Ave

Stanley Bl

6-foot bike lanes

2

Sunol Bl

Case Ave

Westbound
Sharrows or 6-foot
bike lane

2

51

Moderate Complexity

Restripe travel lanes to 11', make
shoulder improvements, reduce median.
Stripe 6' Class II bike lanes. Special
treatments for freeway interchange - See
Design Guidelines specifications
Restripe travel lanes to 11', make
shoulder improvements
Stripe 6' Class II bike lane

Option A: Remove travel
lane
Option B: Maintain travel
lanes, reduce median
Will require traffic analysis
Remove travel lane in
eastbound direction, realign
center turning lane and
stripe 6-foot bike lanes

Sunol Boulevard
57

0.3

Valley
Ave

58

0.2

Sunol Bl

Arlington Dr

I680

6-foot bike lanes

2

59

0.2

Pleasant
on
Sunol Bl

I-680
Interchange

Castlewood
Dr

6-foot bike lanes

2

60

0.3

Castlew
ood Dr

Pleasanton
Sunol Bl

Foothill Rd

Class III

3

Add Sharrows
Restripe travel lanes to 11' ,
Stripe 6' Class II bike lanes
Special treatments for freeway
interchange - See Design Guidelines
specifications
Restripe travel lanes to 11' ,
Stripe 6' Class II bike lanes
Special treatments for freeway
interchange - See Design Guidelines
specifications
Class III, Sharrows and signage to
connect to Foothill Rd bike route

Intersection Improvements
61

0.1

Foothill
Road

Stoneridge
Dr

Intersection
improvement

2

62

0.1

Stonerid
ge Dr

Santa Rita
Rd

Intersection
improvement

2

63

0.1

Valley
Ave

Santa Rita
Rd

Intersection
improvement

2
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Major Complexity

Stripe existing Class II bike lanes to
intersection, see Design Guidelines
specifications
Stripe existing Class II bike lanes to
intersection, see Design Guidelines
specifications
Stripe existing Class II bike lanes to
intersection (proposed Southbound
& Westbound lanes), see Design
Guidelines specifications

Remove parking in front of school
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TABLE 3-3: PROPOSED ON-STREET BICYCLE FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS
Note: Where more than one recommendation is made, less complex projects may be implemented first and more complex improvements may be completed at a later date.

ID

Length
(Miles)

Street

Cross
Street 1

Cross
Street 2

Proposal

Class

64

0.1

Vineyar
d Ave

First St

Intersection
improvement

2

65

0.1

Bernal
Ave

Sunol Bl

Intersection
improvement

2

Modest Complexity

Moderate Complexity

Major Complexity

Stripe existing Class II bike lanes to
intersection (Eastbound lane only),
see Design Guidelines specifications
Stripe existing Class II bike lanes to
intersection, see Design Guidelines
specifications
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Ultimately, our goal for Foothill Road is to provide Class II bike lanes
throughout the corridor, however this goal will require road widening and right
of way acquisition for some roadway segments. The table below provides a
more detailed description of existing and ultimate proposed bicycle facilities
on Foothill Road:

From

To

Northbound

Southbound

Canyon Way

Deodar Way

6 foot bike lane

Existing bike lane

Deodar Way

Stoneridge Drive

6 foot bike lane will
require restriping
roadway from 3 lanes
to 2 lanes

Existing bike lane

Stoneridge Drive

Moller Ranch Road

6 foot bike lane will
require restriping
roadway from 2 lanes
to 1 lane

Existing bike lane

Moller Ranch Road

Muirwood Drive North

Existing bike lane

Existing bike lane

Muirwood Drive

Highland Oaks Drive

Existing bike lane ½
of segment,
completion will
require roadway
widening

6 foot bike lane will
require roadway
widening

Highland Oaks Drive

West Las Positas
Boulevard

Existing bike lane

Existing bike lane

West Las Positas
Boulevard

Foothill High School

Existing bike lane

Existing bike lane

Muirwood Drive S.

Racoon Hollow Court

6 foot bike lane will
require right of way
acquisition & road
widening

6 foot bike lane will
require right of way
acquisition & road
widening

Racoon Hollow Court

Bernal Avenue

Existing bike lane

Existing bike lane
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From

To

Northbound

Southbound

Bernal Avenue

Foothill Place

Existing bike lane

Existing bike lane

Foothill Place

Longview Drive

6 foot bike lane will
require roadway
widening

6 foot bike lane will
require roadway
widening

Longview Drive

Oak Manor Court

Existing bike lane

Existing bike lane

Oak Manor Court

Castlewood Drive

6 foot bike lane will
require right of way
acquisition &
roadway widening

6 foot bike lane will
require right of way
acquisition &
roadway widening
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Off-Street Facilities
The project list in Table 3-4 lists 26 proposed off-street projects, organized
from west to east, and north to south. These include Class I routes, trail
crossing / intersection improvements, trails access points, new and upgraded
bike/pedestrian bridges, and special study corridors.
These projects
represent a total of eight key corridors for off-street bicycle travel:
1. Arroyo de La Laguna
2. Chabot Canal
3. Iron Horse Trail
4. Tassajara Creek
5. Arroyo Mocho
6. Pleasanton Canal
7. Arroyo del Valle Trail (Centennial Trail)
8. Transportation Corridor (Regional Trail/ Former SPRR)
The off-street paths provide connections to parks and open space and are
recreational amenities in themselves. Additionally these routes provide
connections to schools, community and civic institutions and facilitate
bicycling for everyday transportation and commuting.
The goal of the proposed trail network is to provide continuous off-street
bicycle / multi-use facilities along these major corridors. In many cases these
corridors already have developed paths or have informal trail use. Other
corridors remain gated and un-utilized.
Class I bicycle / multi-use facilities are recommended on the majority of these
routes. As detailed in the Design Guidelines included in the appendix, it is
recommended that these facilities have a minimum of 10’ width of paved
surface for two directional bicycle travel, as well as a stabilized soil or
decomposed granite side path for pedestrian, runner, and equestrian use. It
is noted that in a recent survey of Pleasanton residents, some residents
preferred unpaved trails while others preferred paved trails. Appendix H
provides a range of trail surface materials for consideration, including multiuse trails. Trail guidelines have also been developed and illustrated in the
Community Trails Master Plan. The City should endeavor to complete the
listed projects to the maximum extent possible to avoid discontinuous
segments. Where needed, trail crossings / intersections with roadways
should be improved to minimize conflict between trail users and motorized
traffic.
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A trial program of widening access gates to the Arroyo trail system is
underway. The goal of this program is to make trails accessible to double
wide strollers, bike trailers, and wheelchairs. This trial program may be
expanded to include all access gates at trail access points.
These off-street bicycle / multi-use path facilities will provide access across
Pleasanton, from north to south and east to west, and to major destinations
within the city. Where appropriate, City staff should coordinate the planning
of these facilities with staff from, Dublin, and Livermore, Alameda County,
Zone 7 Water Agency, Caltrans, and the East Bay Regional Parks District to
ensure continuity across city boundaries, jurisdictions, and ownership. Each
project is described briefly below.
Description of Proposed Off-street Projects
1. Arroyo de la Laguna Corridor: A Class I bikeway / multi-use path is
recommended to extend south from the end of the existing paved
path at Arroyo Mocho. A bridge near the confluence of Arroyo del
Valle is needed to connect with the west side of the Arroyo and
beneath Interstate 680. The path should extend south along the
Arroyo, (with intersection improvements at Bernal Avenue) to just
north of Castlewood Country Club where it would connect with an
existing Class I path north to Valley Avenue. From Valley Avenue,
the Class I path is recommended to continue north to Bernal Avenue
with intersection and signage improvements providing a link to the
Altamont Commuter Express station.
2. Val Vista Community Park Canal Trail: Extension of the existing
unpaved path along the Zone 7 canal from the northern entry of Val
Vista Park to Johnson Drive is recommended as a potential longterm project. Trail crossing/intersection improvements would be
required where the canal crosses Stoneridge Drive.
3. Chabot Canal: A Class I bikeway / multi-use path is recommended
as a potential long-term project connecting the Arroyo Mocho Trail
with the Dublin/Pleasanton BART Station. A new bridge would be
required at the Arroyo Mocho for access to Hart Middle School.
Additionally, mid-block crossings/intersections with West Las Positas
Boulevard, Inglewood Drive, Stoneridge Drive, Gibraltar Drive, and
Owens Drive would be necessary. While surrounding land uses are
largely commercial office parks, access points could be provided
offering a useful route for commuters connecting with
Dublin/Pleasanton BART station and the Iron Horse Trail.
4. Iron Horse Trail: The opportunities for a trail connection between
the Dublin/Pleasanton BART Station and West Las Positas
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Boulevard are constrained by existing landscaping and infrastructure
development along this right-of-way. However, this corridor is
recommended for a special study as it provides a critical link
between existing trail segments. A multi-use path could be
developed along the corridor south of West Las Positas with a new
bridge crossing the Arroyo Mocho to connect with the Arroyo Mocho
Trail. A mid-block crossing or intersection improvements at West
Las Positas Boulevard would be recommended to connect with
Creekside Park. Intersection / trail crossing improvements are
recommended at Santa Rita Road to provide a better connection
between the Iron Horse Trail, and the spur trail connecting to Arroyo
Mocho along Suttergate Park. An extension of the Iron Horse Trail
south of Valley Avenue is recommended to connect with the existing
sidepath on the south side of Stanley Blvd. This project should be
coordinated with the East Bay Regional Parks District.
5. Tassajara Canal: The City of Dublin has proposed a special study
corridor to extend the existing Tassajara Creek Trail in Dublin
over/under Interstate 580 to connect with the City of Pleasanton.
The City should coordinate plans for this corridor with the City of
Dublin, Caltrans, and Zone 7. In Pleasanton, a Class I bikeway /
multi-use path could extend south to connect with Creekside Park
and the Arroyo Mocho Trail. This project would require trail crossing
/ intersection improvements at Owens Drive, Stoneridge Drive, and
West Las Positas Boulevard. Additionally a new bridge would be
necessary to cross the Arroyo Mocho.
6. Arroyo Mocho: A Class I bikeway / multi-use path is recommended
between Hopyard Road and the eastern City limits to connect with a
proposed regional connection to the City of Livermore. Trail design
guidelines are specified in the Community Trails Master Plan. In the
short term, access to the existing unpaved path is also
recommended at the City Limit near Busch Road.
7. Pleasanton Canal Corridor: A Class I bikeway / multi-use path is
recommended between Arroyo de la Laguna and Pleasanton Tennis
and Community Park on Hopyard Road. Trail access at Hopyard
Road and wayfinding signage improvements to/from surrounding
neighborhoods are recommended. Additionally, wayfinding and
safety improvements are recommended to provide a better
connection between Pleasanton Tennis and Community Park and
the Pleasanton Sports and Recreation Park across Hopyard Road.
8. Arroyo del Valle Corridor: A trail connection along the Arroyo del
Valle is recommended to link the existing Centennial Trail and
downtown with the Shadow Cliffs Regional Park. When the I-580
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Alamo Canal undercrossing is built, the Centennial Trail could
provide direct access to downtown Pleasanton from as far north as
Concord, also, when a bridge is built at the corner of Arroyo Del
Valle across the Alamo Canal cyclists will have a pleasant alternative
to the Bernal I-680 undercrossing and easier access to the Augustin
Bernal Park. As described in the Community Trails Master Plan, this
project may require additional study to determine right-of-way and
environmental constraints.
9. Transportation Corridor: A Class I bikeway / multi-use path is
recommended between Stanley Boulevard and the southern City
limits to connect with a proposed East Bay Regional Parks District
regional trail. Design guidelines for this trail in the downtown area
are described in the Master Plan for the Downtown Parks and Trails
System.
10. Hillside Open Space Trails: Per the Community Trails Master Plan,
future Hillside Open Space Trails should be considered in relation to
planning for future development and hillside parks and open space.
No specific improvement projects are identified as part of the City of
Pleasanton Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan.
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TABLE 3-4
PROPOSED OFF-STREET BICYCLE FACILITIES / PEDESTRIAN TRAIL IMPROVEMENTS

ID

Length
(Miles)

Trail

Cross Street 1 Cross Street 2

Proposal

Class

Modest Complexity

Moderate Complexity

Major Complexity

Arroyo de la Laguna Corridor

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

0.1

Arroyo de la
Laguna /
Alamo Canal
Trails

-

Arroyo de la
Laguna
Access
Improvements

Commerce Dr

0.4

Val Vista
Community
Park Trail

Arroyo de la
Laguna

Interstate 580

Interstate I-580 undercrossing

Add trail access gate near Commerce
Drive, Crosswalk Improvements

Johnson Dr /
Stoneridge Dr

East bank:
10' paved bikeway
Compacted soil / decomposed granite side
path for pedestrian/runner/equestrian use

South & east banks:
10' paved bikeway
Compacted soil / decomposed granite side
path for pedestrian/runner use
Intersection / trail crossing at Stoneridge

1

Update bridge railings to meet Caltrans
standards. (Coordinate with Zone 7)

--

1.0

Val Vista
Community
Park Trail

Johnson Dr /
Stoneridge Dr

Johnson Dr
North /
Interstate 580

--

Val Vista
Bridge
Improvements

Val Vista
Community
Park Trail &
Arroyo de la
Laguna

--

1.1

Arroyo de la
Laguna

Arroyo Mocho

Arroyo del
Valle

East bank:
10' paved bikeway
Compacted soil / decomposed granite side
path for pedestrian/runner/equestrian use

0.1

W. Las
Positas /
Arroyo de la
Laguna Trail
Access Point

Arroyo de la
Laguna

W. Las Positas

Access gate and pathway from north side
of W. Las Positas Rd.
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Undercrossing project to
connect Arroyo de la Laguna
with Alamo Canal Trail in
Dublin design in progress

1

1

1

1

Add trail access gate near
Commerce Drive Add
crosswalk/pedestrian
improvements for new
access gate and existing
access gate to the north
East bank:
10' paved bikeway
Compacted soil /
decomposed granite side
path for pedestrian/
runner/equestrian use
South & east banks:
10' paved bikeway
Compacted soil /
decomposed granite side
path for pedestrian/runner
use intersection / trail
crossing at Stoneridge
Update bridge railings to
meet Caltrans standards.
(Coordinate with Zone 7)
East bank:
10' paved bikeway
Compacted soil /
decomposed granite side
path for pedestrian/ runner/
equestrian use
Access gate and pathway
from north side of W. Las
Positas Rd.
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TABLE 3-4
PROPOSED OFF-STREET BICYCLE FACILITIES / PEDESTRIAN TRAIL IMPROVEMENTS

ID

Length
(Miles)

Trail

Cross Street 1 Cross Street 2

8

1.8

Arroyo de la
Laguna Trail South
Extension

Arroyo del
Valle

near south end
of Laguna
Creek Ln

9

--

Pleasanton
Canal Bridge
Improvements

Alamo Canal
trail

Pleasanton
Canal

Proposal

Class

10' paved bikeway
Compacted soil / decomposed granite side
path for pedestrian/runner use.
Requires new bike/ped bridge at junction of
Arroyo del Valle. Intersection
Improvements at Bernal Ave. Potential
access points at Lylewood Dr, Bernal Ave,
and along Laguna Creek Ln

1

Change bridge railings to meet Caltrans
standards, 55" height. (Coordinate with
Zone 7)

--

Modest Complexity

Moderate Complexity

Major Complexity

10' paved bikeway
Compacted soil /
decomposed granite side
path for pedestrian/runner
use. Requires new bike/ped
bridge at junction of Arroyo
del Valle. Intersection
Improvements at Bernal Ave.
Potential access points at
Lylewood Dr, Bernal Ave,
and along Laguna Creek Ln
Change bridge railings to
meet Caltrans standards,
55" height. (Coordinate with
Zone 7)

Chabot Canal Corridor

10

1.4

Chabot
Canal

Owens Dr /
Dublin/Pleasan
ton BART
Station

W. Las Positas
Blvd / Arroyo
Mocho Trail

10' paved bikeway
Compacted soil / decomposed granite side
path for pedestrian/runner use
Intersection Improvements at West Las
Positas, Inglewood, Stoneridge, Gibraltar,
Owens. Requires bridge at Arroyo Mocho.
Provides between Arroyo Mocho Trail and
Dublin/Pleasanton BART, and Hart Middle
School. (Constraint: multiple mid-block
crossings.)

Arroyo Mocho

Class 1 Multi-Use Trail, parallel to Saginaw
Ct. in existing easement. Intersection
Improvements at West Las Positas to
connect with Creekside Park. Requires
bridge at Arroyo Mocho.

1

10' paved bikeway
Compacted soil /
decomposed granite side
path for pedestrian/runner
use. Intersection
Improvements at West Las
Positas, Inglewood,
Stoneridge, Gibraltar, Owens.
Bridge at Arroyo Mocho.

Open access to existing
unpaved pathway

Iron Horse Corridor

11

0.2

Iron Horse
Trail,
Saginaw
Ct.

W. Las Positas

1

1) Class 1 Multi-Use Trail,
parallel to Saginaw Ct. in
existing easment.
2) Intersection
Improvements at West Las
Positas to connect with
Creekside Park.
3) Bridge at Arroyo Mocho.
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TABLE 3-4
PROPOSED OFF-STREET BICYCLE FACILITIES / PEDESTRIAN TRAIL IMPROVEMENTS

ID

12

13

Length
(Miles)

0.9

0.9

Trail

Iron Horse
Trail

Iron Horse
Trail

Cross Street 1 Cross Street 2

Dublin/Pleasan
ton BART
Station

Busch Rd.

Santa Rita Rd

Proposal

Trail Alignment & Santa Rita / Iron Horse
Area Trail Intersection Study

Stanley Blvd

10' paved bikeway.
Compacted soil / decomposed granite side
path for pedestrian/runner/equestrian use
from Busch Rd. to Stanley Blvd. at
Shadow Cliffs Regional Park Entrance.
Intersection / trail crossing improvements
at Busch Rd and Valley/Stanley
intersection, and railroad crossing.
Coordinate with EBRPD and railroad.

W. Las Positas
Blvd / Arroyo
Mocho Trail

10' paved bikeway
Compacted soil / decomposed granite side
path for pedestrian/runner use
Intersection Improvements at Rosewood,
Owens, Stoneridge, West Las Positas.
Requires bridge at Arroyo Mocho. Study
Potential for crossing at I-580 to connect
with Tassjara Creek Trail (EBRPD,
regional trail) in Dublin. (Constraints,
multiple mid-block crossings, current
adjacent land uses are commercial office /
industrial parks which turn backs to canal
with no access points.)

City Limit near
Busch Rd

South bank:
10' paved bikeway
Compacted soil / decomposed granite side
path for pedestrian/runner/equestrian use
Provides connection to future trails to
Livermore.

Class

Modest Complexity

1

1) Study opportunities for
creating multi-use trail along
original rail alignment.
While the alignment remains
free of buildings, past site
development and
infrastructure has limited the
ability for trail usage.
2) Study Intersection / trail
crossing and signage
improvements at the
Intersections of Santa Rita /
Stoneridge and Mocho / Iron
Horse

1

1) 10' paved bikeway and
pedestrian/equestrian side
path from Busch Rd. to
Boulder St.
2) Crosswalk visibility and
safety improvements at
Valley / Stanley intersection.

Moderate Complexity

Major Complexity

10' paved bikeway and
pedestrian/equestrian side
path from Boulder St. to
Shadow Cliffs Regional Park
on north side of Stanley Blvd.
Trail crossings at railroad
and Stanley Blvd.
Coordinate with EBRPD and
railroad.

Tassajara Creek Corridor

14

1.3

Tassajara
Canal

Rosewood Dr /
Interstate 580

1

Open access to existing
unpaved pathway

1

Create gateway at Busch
Road to provide access to
existing unpaved trail.

10' paved bikeway
Compacted soil /
decomposed granite side
path for pedestrian/runner
use. Intersection
Improvements at Rosewood,
Owens, Stoneridge, West
Las Positas. Bridge at
Arroyo Mocho. Freeway
crossing study.

Arroyo Mocho Corridor

15

2.8
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Arroyo
Mocho

Hopyard Rd

10' paved bikeway with
compacted soil /
decomposed granite side
path for pedestrian/ runner/
equestrian use
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TABLE 3-4
PROPOSED OFF-STREET BICYCLE FACILITIES / PEDESTRIAN TRAIL IMPROVEMENTS

ID

16

17

18

Length
(Miles)

1.0

--

0.2

Trail

Arroyo
Mocho

Arroyo
Mocho

Arroyo
Mocho Fairlands
connector

Cross Street 1 Cross Street 2

Near
Gulfstream St.

Hopyard Rd

W. Las Positas

City Limit near
Busch Rd.

Proposal
Access improvements from Fairlands Park
and Meadows Park neighborhoods. North
Bank:10’ paved bikeway compacted
soil/decomposed granite side path for
pedestrian/runner/equestrian use.
Provides connection to future trails to
Livermore

Santa Rita Rd

Access improvements from Parkside
neighborhood

Arroyo Mocho
trail

In coordination with any future major
redevelopment of the Nob Hill shopping
center site at the SW corner of W. Las
Positas and Hopyard, provide a multi use
trail connecting from Fairlands Elementary
School to the Arroyo Mocho trail. Consider
new bike/pedestrian bridge for this
connection.

Hopyard Rd

North bank:
10' paved bikeway
Compacted soil / decomposed granite side
path for pedestrian/runner/equestrian use
Provides connection Tennis & Community
Park and Pleasanton Sports & Recreation
Park

Class

Modest Complexity

Moderate Complexity

1

Near intersection of
Gulfstream St. and W Las
Positas, create a gateway
on the east side of the
existing drainage canal,
connecting to Arroyo Mocho

10’ paved bikeway with
compacted soil/decomposed
granite side path for
pedestrian/runner/equestrian
use

Improve bike/pedestrian
signage to Omega Circle
Access / Gate 11

Consider access gates from
Parkside Neighborhood at
Marylin, Harvey, Anastacia,
and Glenda Ct.Consider
paving, fencing and gate
improvements with new
signage.

--

Major Complexity

In coordination with any
future major redevelopment
of the Nob Hill shopping
center site at the SW corner
of W. Las Positas and
Hopyard, provide a multi use
trail connecting from
Fairlands Elementary School
to the Arroyo Mocho trail.
Consider new bike/pedestrian
bridge for this connection.

1

Pleasanton Canal Corridor

0.7

Pleasanton
Canal

Arroyo de la
Laguna

20

--

Pleasanton
Canal

Arroyo de la
Laguna

Hopyard Rd

Trail Access Improvements

--

21

--

Pleasanton
Sports &
Recreation
Park

Hopyard Rd

Omega Cir

Trail Access Improvements

--

19

1) Create gateway at
Hopyard Rd to improve trail
access
2) Hopyard Rd / Trail
intersection improvements to
connect Sports & Rec. Park
with Tennis & Community
Park

1

10' paved bikeway with
compacted soil /
decomposed granite side
path for pedestrian/ runner
use

Improve bike/pedestrian
signage to/from access
points Haleakala Rd, Tennis
& Community Park, Hopyard
Rd
Improve bike/pedestrian
signage to/from Arroyo
Mocho Trail, Pleasanton
Canal Trail, Woodthrush
Park Neighborhood

Arroyo del Valle
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TABLE 3-4
PROPOSED OFF-STREET BICYCLE FACILITIES / PEDESTRIAN TRAIL IMPROVEMENTS

ID

22

Length
(Miles)
1.8

Trail
Arroyo del
Valle

Cross Street 1 Cross Street 2

Class

Modest Complexity

Moderate Complexity

Major Complexity
Trail improvements per
Community Trails Master
Plan. Right of way/ownership
and environmental
constraints.

Trail improvements per Community Trails
Master Plan

--

Stanley Blvd

Realign existing path on east side of Main
St. south side of the railroad. Add bike/ped
crossing gate at the railroad crossing from
Santa Rita frontage road southbound.

1

Bernal Ave

Stanley Blvd

10' concrete pedestrian/bike path
6' decomposed granite multi-use path (per
Master Plan for the Downtown Parks &
Trails System). Intersection / Trail Crossing
Improvements

1

10' concrete pedestrian/bike
path. 6' decomposed granite
multi-use path (per Master
Plan for the Downtown Parks
& Trails System).
Intersection / Trail Crossing
Improvements

Bernal Ave

City Limit near
Interstate 680

Class 1 Multi-Use Trail, connecting with
planned East Bay Regional Parks District
Trail south. Provides route avoiding the
Sunol Blvd crossing of I-680. (Coordinate
with EBRPD)

1

Class 1 Multi-Use Trail,
connecting with planned East
Bay Regional Parks District
Trail south.

--

--

Develop open space trails per Community
Trails Master Plan, and in coordination with
the EBRPD

--

Main St

Shadow Cliffs
Regional Park

Proposal

Transportation Corridor (Regional Trail / Former SPRR)

23

24

25

0.04

Main St /
Santa Rita
to Stanley
connector

0.9

Regional
Trail

1.0

Regional
Trail

S end of Santa
Rita frontage
Rd

Hillside Open Space Trails
26

--

various

--

--

--

Additional Improvements: Old Vineyard Avenue to be converted to a multi-use trail. Also, a multi-use trail is planned on north side of Vineyard Avenue
from Shadow Cliffs to intersection of Vineyard Avenue at Isabel Avenue.
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SUPPORT FACILITIES
Every bicycle trip has two components: 1) the route selected by the bicyclist
and 2) the “end-of-trip” facilities at the destinations. Bicycle support facilities
are facilities that cyclists use when they reach their destinations. They can
include short and long-term bicycle parking, showers, lockers, restrooms,
good lighting, and even public phones. The lack of bicycle facilities at the
destination can be one of the largest deterrents to cycling for many riders.
Types of Bicycle Parking and Support Facilities
There are different types of support facilities just as there are different levels
of bikeway facilities. Support facilities fall into one of four main categories:


Short-term Bicycle Parking: Bicycle Racks are low-cost devices that
provide a location to secure a bicycle. Ideally, bicyclists can lock
both their frame and wheels. The bicycle rack should be in a highly
visible location secured to the ground, preferably within 50 feet of a
main entrance to a building or facility. Short-term bicycle parking is
commonly used for short trips, when cyclists are planning to leave
their bicycles for up to a few hours.



Long-term Bicycle Parking: Bicycle Lockers are covered storage
units that can be locked individually, providing secure parking for one
bicycle. Bicycle Cages are secure areas with limited-access doors.
Occasionally, they are attended. Each of these is designed to
provide bicyclists with a high level of security so that they feel
comfortable leaving their bicycles for long periods of time. They are
appropriate for employees of large buildings and at transit stations.



Shower and Locker Facilities: Lockers provide a secure place for
bicyclists to store their helmets or other riding gear. Showers are
important for bicycle commuters with a rigorous commute and/or
formal office attire.



Bicycle Stations: Bicycle Stations provide free all-day, attended
bicycle parking. Three recent bicycle station projects include one in
Long Beach, the Palo Alto CalTrain station, and the Downtown
Berkeley BART station. Bicycle stations can provide bicycle tuneups, repairs, and rentals in order to sustain their operation. They are
intended to serve locations with large numbers of bicycle commuters
needing long-term bicycle parking and are an excellent means of
facilitating the intermodal connections between bicycles and transit.



Trailheads & Staging Areas: Trailheads and Staging Areas provide
access to and support facilities along trails. These may include
bicycle racks, public telephones, restrooms, drinking fountains, and
maps and signage.
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Existing Facilities
Bicycle racks are provided at all schools within the Pleasanton Unified
School District. Racks are also located in many parks, including Muirwood
Community Park, Fairlands Park, Nielson Park, Orloff Park, Amador Valley
Community Park, Tawny Park and Shadow Cliffs Regional Park. Bicycle
racks have been installed throughout Downtown Pleasanton, including in
front of the public library and along Main Street. In addition, there are 66
bicycle racks, 12 eLockers and 24 bike lockers at the Dublin/Pleasanton
BART station. The ACE train station has 30 lockers.
Showers and clothes storage facilities are provided at the Pleasanton Tennis
and Community Park, Aquatic Center and Shadow Cliffs Regional Park.
These facilities are also available at health/fitness clubs for members.
Figure 3-4 illustrates the existing support facilities.
Key Recommendations
The following improvements and programs are recommended to increase the
provision of end-of-trip facilities for bicyclists:


Evaluate the needs of the community for bicycle parking and
consider amending the City of Pleasanton Zoning Code: Off-Street
Parking Facilities (Chapter 18.88) to address these needs. Specify
bicycle parking minimums, design and location standards for a
variety of land uses.
Refer to the Design Guidelines for
recommendations.



Make a list of locations of bike racks and lockers available to the
public.



Determine the adequacy of bicycle parking currently provided.
Pursue grant funds or other funding to supplement insufficient
bicycle parking.
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4.

PEDESTRIAN NETWORK

Planning for pedestrians requires understanding two key concepts:
Pedestrian walkability and pedestrian demand. Pedestrian walkability
refers to the ease, comfort, and safety of walking and is influenced by
connectivity, accessibility, the sense of safety (real and perceived), and
the quality of the pedestrian environment. Pedestrian demand is the
extent to which people want to walk to a particular place and is
influenced by land use and development types including mixes and
intensities of activities, the presence of public spaces and parks, and the
availability of transit facilities. Pedestrian walkability and demand are
interdependent, and an evaluation of pedestrian conditions involves
consideration of both.

Pedestrian walk ability
refers to the ease, comfort,
and safety of walking. It is
influenced by connectivity,
accessibility, the sense of
safety, and the quality of
the pedestrian environment

A place can be categorized based on its levels of pedestrian walkability
and demand. A place may have desirable destinations, such as
locations with multiple shops, office parks, schools, and the like, but
which are difficult or unsafe to walk to. This may be due to inadequate
sidewalks, infrequent street crossing opportunities or lack of a direct
route. Such a place would have low walkability and high demand.
Alternatively, a place may be walkable because of improved facilities, but
it may lack a destination to which people want to travel. Such a place
would have high walkability and low demand.

Pedestrian demand is the
extent to which people want
to walk to a particular
place. It is influenced by
land use and development
types including mixes and
intensities of uses, the
presence of public spaces
and parks, and the
availability of transit
facilities.

The optimum pedestrian environment would have both high walkability
and high demand. Consequently, all plans and guidelines must work
toward achieving high levels of both demand and walkability if their aim
is to increase pedestrian travel.
This chapter reviews existing conditions in areas
of high pedestrian demand in Pleasanton. Based
on these conditions, a comprehensive set of
recommendations and proposed improvements
are made to improve the safety and walkability for
pedestrians and people with disabilities in key
destinations in the City of Pleasanton. This review
includes needed ADA accessibility upgrades to
accommodate people with disabilities. Design
specifications for these recommendations are
outlined in the Design Guidelines in Appendix A.

Downtown Pleasanton is a desirable place to walk
and has a good deal of pedestrian activity
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EXISTING CONDITIONS
This section provides a snapshot of citywide pedestrian conditions. It
describes the existing infrastructure including gaps in the sidewalk network,
sidewalk obstructions and bus stop amenities in key pedestrian areas. As
evidenced in a pedestrian facilities audit performed during the summer of
2008, the City of Pleasanton has made great strides towards improving the
pedestrian environment thus far.
The assessment of the City of Pleasanton’s existing pedestrian network was
undertaken in areas with significant pedestrian activity, shown in Figure 4-1.
The assessment included a field inventory of existing pedestrian facilities in
the following areas:
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Downtown Pleasanton
The Civic Center
The perimeter of Alameda County Fairgrounds
The ACE and East Dublin/Pleasanton BART train station
The Stoneridge Mall
Areas surrounding all schools and parks
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The data collected was geocoded, mapped and analyzed to determine
issues and opportunities with the existing conditions.
Understanding the quality of pedestrian facilities in Pleasanton is essential
for determining future opportunities for improvement. The following issues
were evaluated in the facilities assessment:
1. Sidewalk Obstructions: trees, fire hydrants, signs, street light and
utility poles, etc.
2. Safety and ADA Compliance: motorists failing to yield, crossing
guard locations, curb ramp accommodation, lack of crosswalks and
pedestrians crossing at mid-block locations.
3. Intersection Control Type: stop sign or signalized
4. Bus Stop Amenities: shelter, benches, bike racks, etc.
5. Sidewalk Type/Width: paved, dirt, gravel, sidewalk missing etc.
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Inventory of Existing Issues
Sidewalk Obstructions & Deficiencies
Prevalent sidewalk obstructions include street trees, utility poles and fire
hydrants. Less frequent obstructions include newspaper kiosks and utility
vaults. The majority of documented sidewalk obstructions are in the
Downtown area, specifically along Main Street, West Angela Street and Case
Avenue. Figure 4-2 shows all sidewalk deficiencies that were noted in the
pedestrian facilities inventory.
Sidewalk Conditions
Overall, Pleasanton sidewalks are in good condition, as the majority of
sidewalks are paved and five feet or wider. Field observations displayed in
Figure 4-3 show that sidewalks are missing in the following key locations:




Surrounding the Stoneridge Mall
Along the length of Foothill Road
Various neighborhood street segments

In addition, sidewalk segments narrower than five feet are dispersed
throughout the city and are noted in Figure 4-3.
ADA-Accessible Curbs
According to ADA guidelines, sidewalk curbs should have both a ramp and
truncated domes to ensure access between the sidewalk and street for
people with disabilities. While many of Pleasanton’s curbs meet these
standards, a significant number of curbs in Pleasanton are not yet equipped
with ramps and/or truncated domes. In addition, many existing curb ramps
need repair in order to make them fully accessible and safe for people with
disabilities.
Figure 4-4 details areas where curbs are ADA-accessible or lacking ramps
and tactile domes. Areas surveyed around Lydiksen Elementary School,
Walnut Grove Elementary School and Harvest Park Middle School have a
majority of retrofitted ADA-accessible curbs, while curbs around Foothill High
School, Pleasant Middle School and Phoebe Heart School are lacking
truncated domes.

An example of an ADA-accessible curb
adjacent to Lydiksen Elementary
School. The yellow truncated dome
helps visually-impaired pedestrians
locate the sloping curb and crosswalk
through tactile stimulation.
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Bus Stops
Bus stop amenities are an important resource for pedestrians, particularly for
people who rely on transit as their primary means of transportation.
Sufficient seating and shelter from weather are two key factors for comfort,
while amenities such as signage, accessible sidewalks and secure bicycle
parking also encourage multimodal trips and transit use.
Common at surveyed bus stops was a lack of amenities, such as benches or
shelters. More recently developed bus shelters appear more likely to contain
amenities, and not all locations have adequate sidewalk widths for the
installation of bus stop amenities. Figure 4-5 shows where surveyed bus
stops have or are lacking seats and shelter.

Access and Connectivity
Connectivity refers to the street and pedestrian network. A well-connected
network of streets and pedestrian ways means that it is easy for the
pedestrian to get around. Connectivity includes support for safe, convenient
street crossings. It also refers to access to transit. Walking and transit go
hand in hand – transit riders typically supplement their trip with some form of
pedestrian travel at both ends.

The BART Station Access Road at Owens
Drive

Because Pleasanton is located at the junction of I680 and I-580, the city is well connected to
destinations throughout the Bay Area. The East
Dublin/Pleasanton BART station further serves
residents and employees’ regional transportation
needs. However, both the highway and BART
system present challenges to walking in Pleasanton.
Many highway interchanges do not have specific
accommodations for pedestrians. Sidewalks end
before the interchange, and wide travel lanes and
high speed vehicular traffic at on- and off-ramps
creates difficult crossing points for pedestrians. This
results in a significant barrier to pedestrian access.
Several members of the Bicycle and Pedestrian
Advisory Committee and the general public also
noted that pedestrian access to the BART station is
difficult, as the surrounding area is designed for
parking, lacks wayfinding signage and adequate
sidewalks.

In addition, the lack of sidewalks and crosswalks surrounding the Stoneridge
Mall severely limits pedestrian access to this destination.
The Design Guidelines provide recommendations for improving pedestrian
safety, access and connections in these areas.
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Pedestrian Safety
Several areas were observed with pedestrians crossing at unmarked midblock locations. In many instances, a sidewalk or trail terminates at a road
without provision of a marked crosswalk. In the many cases these are legal
crossing locations (where drivers are required to yield to pedestrians), but the
lack of a marked crosswalk creates ambiguity for pedestrians and drivers
about who has the right-of-way. In fact, at many locations with marked
crosswalks but uncontrolled intersections, observations revealed that drivers
still failed to yield to pedestrians. This was most common outside of the
downtown core. Some speculate that drivers are more likely to yield to
pedestrians at locations with higher volumes of pedestrians as the consistent
use by pedestrians builds driver awareness of the crosswalk.
Signage at several intersections and mid-block locations along busy arterials
restricts pedestrian crossings and encourages pedestrians to use adjacent
marked crosswalks. Despite these measures, pedestrians often continue to
cross at the most convenient location to access their destination. Proposed
recommendations will address these issues to provide convenient walking
routes that are designed to improve safety.
Recent data on pedestrian collisions indicates that the vast majority of
crashes resulted from drivers’ violating the pedestrian’s right-of-way. Of
those pedestrian right-of-way violation collisions, 60% occurred at an
intersection, suggesting that educating drivers and making pedestrians more
visible at crossings may be important mitigation measures. Collision data for
Pleasanton also shows that one third all pedestrian crashes were at midblock collisions. Improved pedestrian facilities at high-crash intersections
and mid-block locations, such as in-pavement flashers or HAWK signals, will
better accommodate pedestrians.
A full analysis of recent pedestrian collision data in Pleasanton is included in
Appendix B.

West Las Positas Boulevard
adjacent to Creekside Park.
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Other Challenges to Creating a Walkable Environment
To develop a pedestrian-friendly environment, it is important to consider
other challenges faced by pedestrians in Pleasanton that may not be
captured in the pedestrian audit. Obstacles to walking contribute to individual
decisions and attitudes about walking. Identifying the most common kinds of
obstacles will help to devise the appropriate measures to be taken. The most
common obstacles are as follows:
Missing Infrastructure: As noted, some areas within Pleasanton lack basic
pedestrian infrastructure.
Basic pedestrian infrastructure begins with
sidewalks and curb ramps, but it also includes well-marked street crossings,
pedestrian pushbuttons at intersections, and other accessories that facilitate
safe, convenient pedestrian travel.
Lack of Pedestrian Sensitivity: Many buildings in Pleasanton are not
oriented towards pedestrians. These places appear uninviting towards
pedestrians and are closed off from the activity of the street. Additionally,
some sidewalks and pedestrian
facilities, while well-intentioned,
are not conducive to easy and
comfortable pedestrian access.
Narrow meandering sidewalks
substantially increase pedestrian
travel distances.
Despite wide sidewalks along
Owens Drive, the streetscape
lacks visual interest and activity as
most buildings are oriented
towards parking lot entrances.

Wide, High-speed Arterial Roadways: In addition to freeways and rail
tracks, a major barrier to pedestrian travel is wide, high-speed arterial
roadways.
Many roadways have been built particularly wide to
accommodate peak traffic levels. However, during non-peak hours, these
wide roadways can encourage high speed travel above established speed
limits. High vehicle speeds are problematic for pedestrians by limiting the
time that pedestrians can safely cross the street and making them vulnerable
to more severe collisions.
Creating a walkable environment means
addressing ways to manage speeds including such measures as
landscaping, synchronized signal timing to slow traffic, and lane
reconfiguration to narrow overly wide roadways.
Maintenance and Funding:
Maintenance of sidewalks presents an
additional issue. Funding of new pedestrian projects is also a major concern.
Recognizing the need to develop a process for the distribution of scarce
resources, this Plan establishes a prioritization process in Chapter 7.
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PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS
This section includes recommendations for improvements to Pleasanton’s
pedestrian network based on the existing conditions, collision analysis and
input from the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee and the general
public.
Levels of Pedestrian Improvement
Pedestrian enhancement projects should be expected to provide all
improvements along the street, including sidewalks, lighting and landscaping.
Most areas of Pleasanton should have “basic” accommodations, but others,
such as the downtown Core, should have “premium” facilities. Using the
“basic” or “premium” levels of improvements, an appropriate pedestrian
treatment can be selected for each area of the City.


At a minimum, “basic” pedestrian improvements, consisting of fivefoot sidewalks separated from the street by a minimum five-foot
landscape strip, should be required on all roads.



Where pedestrian demand is at its highest, “premium” improvements
should be used. These improvements include all of the basic
improvements plus additional elements that make the pedestrian
setting an active urban place. Items like extra-wide sidewalks,
special lighting, signage, and seating areas.

The basic and premium levels of improvements are summarized in Figure 46 on the following page. See Appendix D for a detailed description of the
Pedestrian Demand Score.
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Figure 4-6: Levels of Pedestrian Improvements

B A S I C

P R E M I U M
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Improvement Types
There are multiple approaches to improving a pedestrian environment. For
the purposes of this Plan, improvements will focus on three main issues:


Pedestrian Districts – areas with the highest pedestrian demand
should receive priority improvements



Sidewalks – ensuring that the City’s sidewalk network is well
connected and ADA-accessible



Street Crossings – providing a methodology for the City of
Pleasanton to review and improve intersections and key mid-block
locations to improve pedestrian safety and comfort

Pedestrian Districts and Nodes: Matching Improvements to the Level of Need
When considering sidewalk construction, the design should be based on the
level of pedestrian activity expected. Not all areas in Pleasanton have the
same level of demand. The overall strategy for this plan, therefore, is to
match the level of improvements to the demand of a particular area.
Generally speaking, all parts of the City should be receiving basic
improvements. Premium improvements include everything in the basic level,
plus added features, like wider sidewalks, more intense lighting and
landscaping and higher quality street crossing treatments. These
improvements are targeted for Downtown Pleasanton, and should be
considered for other areas with high pedestrian activity and demand.
Pedestrian Districts within Pleasanton are identified as the following:
City Core – all areas inside the Valley Avenue Loop Road, including
Downtown Pleasanton and the surrounding historic neighborhoods
Central Pleasanton – includes the residential neighborhoods of Val Vista,
Valley Trails, Del Prado west of Valley Avenue, Birdland, Pleasanton
Meadows, as well as neighborhoods east of Santa Rita Road and north of
Valley Avenue.
North Pleasanton –– includes the East Dublin/Pleasanton BART Station,
Hacienda Business Park and all other commercial and office areas north of
West Las Positas Boulevard, east of I-680 and south of I-580
Stoneridge Mall – area bounded by Stoneridge Drive, Foothill Road, I-580
and Johnson Drive
Southeast Pleasanton – residential neighborhoods south and east of the
City Core, including Ruby Hill, Vintage Hills, Kottinger Ranch, North
Sycamore, Carriage Gardens and Happy Valley.
West Pleasanton – all residential neighborhoods west of I-680
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These districts were determined through a quantitative and qualitative
analysis of neighborhoods within Pleasanton that share similar walkability
factors, such as land use mix, employment and population density.
Through the field inventory and a series of Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory
Committee (BPAC) and public meetings, several key pedestrian “hot spots”
were identified. These are locations which may not be broad enough to
comprise an entire district, but which warrant special considerations for
pedestrians. Many of the locations are incorporated in the pedestrian
improvement areas named above but are highlighted because they pose
special challenges to pedestrians or are located near significant pedestrian
destinations, such as shopping areas, schools and parks.
The top level of improvements is called “Premium.” These improvements
include all of the basic level improvements, plus additional elements that
make the pedestrian setting an active urban place. Items like extra-wide
sidewalks, special lighting, signage, and seating are some of the features
included. Premium improvements are appropriate for pedestrian “nodes” of
activity where there are high levels of pedestrian demand. Pedestrian nodes,
shown in Figure 4-8, are derived based on areas within the city with the
highest levels of pedestrian demand.
The latent demand for walking was determined through a GIS analysis of
contributing factors to walking, including land use mix, demographics and
housing and employment density. The complete results and methodology
are described in Appendix C.
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Sidewalks
The ease of pedestrian travel is closely tied to the condition of the pedestrian
travelway. Transportation improvements that facilitate pedestrian travel
include sidewalks and street crossings.
Sidewalks provide pedestrians a separated travel path from vehicles on the
road. Within an urban area, sidewalks should be provided everywhere but
especially around schools, transit stops, parks, and along mixed-use
commercial corridors. In the case of schools, safety considerations are a
primary concern when parents and children make the decision whether
children should walk (or be driven) to school. Transit stops are also locations
of high pedestrian activity, as every transit rider is a pedestrian for some time
both before and after taking a trip by transit. Commercial areas not only
accommodate pedestrian travel but also serve as gathering places for
pedestrians.
The construction of sidewalks to schools, transit, and pedestrian commercial
areas will result in an increase in walking as a mode of transportation and a
corresponding decrease in vehicular trips. In commercial areas, sidewalks
can also provide economic benefits to local businesses. Providing sidewalks
will increase the safety and convenience of pedestrian travel for all users, as
well as furthering the federal mandate to improve air quality.
Sidewalk improvements should accommodate all users, especially children,
seniors and people with disabilities.
Appendix F includes the list of proposed sidewalk improvements and
estimated costs by Pedestrian District.
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Street Crossings
Well-designed street crossings are vital for improving pedestrian mobility and
connecting neighborhoods. Well-marked, high visibility pedestrian crossings
accomplish dual goals.
They prepare drivers for the likelihood of
encountering a pedestrian, and they create an atmosphere of walkability and
accessibility for pedestrians.
As with sidewalks, street crossings are particularly important near schools,
transit stops, parks, and where there are many pedestrians. The addition of
new street crossings may be most effective where there are existing safety
deficiencies and a high demand for street crossings.
Intersection Crossings
Marked crossing locations are essential links in the pedestrian network and
can be installed at intersections or mid-block locations. Street crossings at
intersections are important because they provide access for pedestrians
traveling in multiple directions.
Types of crossing improvements are included in the Design Guidelines.
Intersection crossing improvements can range from lower-cost installations
such as countdown signals to higher cost improvements such as pedestrian
bridges, bulbouts and refuge islands.

Mid-block Crossings
Mid-block crossings provide important linkages in the pedestrian network
where there is a high crossing demand or where intersection crossing
locations are widely spaced.

Trail Crossings
Where trails intersect with roadways, careful design of the intersection is
necessary to ensure that the crossing is safe and convenient for all road and
trail users. The specific improvements needed at a particular intersection will
depend on site conditions such as topography, sight lines, road width, speed
of travel, traffic volume, and trail usage.
Where trails intersect roadways near a road intersection, the trail may cross
at an existing roadway crosswalk. Where trails intersect with roadways midblock, the trail crossing may occur at the same grade as the existing roadway
or the trail may pass over or under the roadway. Most of the proposed trail
crossings will be at-grade crossings. Over-crossings should only be used
where they are supported by the existing topography, or at major roadway or
freeway crossings. Over-crossings are typically costly and require long
ramps to meet ADA accessibility requirements. Where existing grades are
relatively flat, pedestrians tend to avoid using over-crossings.
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Under-crossings may be practical where creek and canal corridors pass
underneath roadways. However, under-crossings may collect trash, attract
graffiti, and provide less sense of safety. As such, under-crossings should
be designed to be open and well lit. A 10 foot vertical clearance for undercrossings is preferred, though 8 feet is an acceptable minimum for most trail
users with the exception of equestrians. Along creeks and drainage canals,
storm flows may limit trail access. See Table 3-4 in Chapter 3 for specific
trail crossing improvements.
Crossing Improvements
The following intersections and corridors are areas that have already been
identified for improved pedestrian crossings by the public or have higher
pedestrian collision rates. The City should review pedestrian crossing
improvements based on the methodology provided on the following page.


Stanley Avenue/ Bernal Avenue



Santa Rita Road/ Stoneridge Drive



Santa Rita Road/ Mohr Avenue



Tassajara Road/ Santa Rita Road



Pleasanton Avenue – Pedestrian crossing improvements between
the ACE Train Station and the Alameda Fairgrounds



Johnson Drive – Pedestrian crossing improvements
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Proposed Project Ranking Methodology: Street Crossings
The list of identified crossing improvements and the proposed trail crossings
in Chapter 3 are the top-priority locations to be addressed in the next five to
10 years. The process described in this section is a mechanism for
evaluating additional needs in the future.
The need for new or improved street crossings is based on several factors,
including pedestrian safety, daily roadway traffic, average vehicle speed, and
existing crossing length. Because data for several of these areas is not
readily available citywide, this methodology proposes using collisions as the
first step for identifying candidate street crossing locations. A more detailed
field verification process is proposed to select, evaluate, and design specific
crossing projects based on additional evaluation criteria. Involve pedestrian,
including people with disabilities, throughout the process.
Street crossing improvement projects are proposed to be developed
according to the following steps:


Identify Candidate Sites: Candidate site identification includes
using the Pedestrian Demand Score and collision statistics to
determine a collision index for high-risk pedestrian street crossings.
The collision index is a rough collision “rate” developed by dividing
average number of collisions over the past five years by each street
segment’s Pedestrian Demand Score. The candidate list of high-risk
street crossings would also be supplemented by citizen requests for
crossing improvements at specific locations.



Screen Tests: Screen tests include review of aerial photographs and
field verification. Performing a field review of candidate street
crossings will help with gathering of relevant data (such as roadway
volumes, traffic speeds, crossing distances, pedestrian crossing
volumes) and identifying potential design constraints. For mid-block
crossing locations, a review of block lengths and estimated
pedestrian crossing demand may also be appropriate.



Prioritize Locations: Perform a field review of highest ranking street
segments/intersections to determine potential crosswalk locations.
Things to consider in assessing highest priority street crossing
projects could include a cost/benefit analysis combined with the
Pedestrian Demand Score or the expected safety benefit to
improvements (such as change in pedestrian LOS).



Develop Improvements: Appropriate crossing enhancements
should be designed after projects have been prioritized. This
includes developing plans and detailed estimates of the cost to
construct.



Deliver Project: The final step of the street crossings process will be
to construct pedestrian crossings.
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5.

EDUCATION, ENCOURAGEMENT AND
ENFORCEMENT PROGRAMS

This section reviews existing education, encouragement and enforcement
programs for bicycling and walking in Pleasanton, and identifies opportunities
for new programmatic work in this area. The City of Pleasanton has several
education, encouragement and enforcement programs aimed at promoting
walking and bicycling and improving the safety of all road users. These
programs are an integral aspect of providing a comfortable and enjoyable
experience for people who choose to walk or ride a bicycle and are valuable,
often low-cost tools when paired with engineering improvements.
The City of Pleasanton
was one of 33
Pleasanton employers
recognized for the EPA’s
Best Workplaces for
Commuters in 2005

EXISTING PROGRAMS
Education and Encouragement
The City of Pleasanton participates in the following education programs:
1. Bike to Work Day: The City of Pleasanton prominently promotes and
participates in National Bike to Work day, an annual event that
promotes bicycling as an option to commute to work.
2. Commendable Commutes: A public and private partnership aimed
to reduce drive-alone trips and promote transit, walking and bicycling
trips during peak commute hours. Services include a citywide
Guaranteed Ride Home Program, on-site transportation information
visits, Try Transit Program, marketing materials, networking
opportunities, local and regional transportation updates, citywide
recognition and participation in a bi-annual transportation survey.
3. Guaranteed Ride Home: This program encourages biking, walking
carpooling and transit to work by guaranteeing a ride home at no
expense. (Note: this program is administered by the Alameda County
Congestion Management Agency.)
4. Rides to School: A traffic calming and management program
offered by a partnership between the City of Pleasanton and
Pleasanton Unified School District. Traffic management plans for
each school include the following elements:









Enforcement and Monitoring
Signing and Striping
Ridematch Pooling Program
Site Improvements
Bussing
Pedestrian Safety
Safety Valet Program
Walk to School and Bike to School Day
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5. The Tri-Valley Transportation Guide includes East Bay Regional
Park District Trails and other bicycle facilities included in city General
Plans.
6. The East Bay Regional Park District publishes maps of the
Pleasanton Ridge Trail
7. The City of Pleasanton’s Traffic Division provides information on
traffic calming and pedestrian safety on the City website. The
following brochures are available for download:







The City of Pleasanton has
several traffic safety
brochures available on their
website for download

Adult School Crossing Guards
Stop Signs
Speed Limits
Speed Bumps/Humps/Lumps
Pedestrian Signal Brochure
Flashing Beacons
Traffic Safety

8. The City of Pleasanton’s Police Department provides information on
bicycle safety and bicycle rodeos on the City website. The following
brochures are available for download:




Bicycle Guide for Kids
Five Leading Causes for Pedestrians Death and Injuries
Information on Traffic Safety from the National Highway
Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA)

9. Police Safety Education Programs:
 Bicycle Safety School: Safety skills class for young bicyclists
cited for a traffic violation
 Bicycle Rodeos: Bicycling skills for students
 Every 15 Minutes: Targets teenage drunk driving
 Classroom Education: Traffic Safety presentations for high
school students
 Police personnel staff special event booths to distribute
bicycle and pedestrian safety brochures on an ongoing
basis. Events include but are not limited to Fairgrounds
events, First Wednesdays, Farmer’s Market days when the
Police Department has a booth, and City Open House
events.
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Enforcement
Pleasanton Police Enforcement Programs
The Pleasanton Police Traffic Unit is responsible for investigating injury traffic
collisions, issuing traffic citations and responding to traffic complaints. The
Traffic Unit is also involved in traffic education programs and participates in
special enforcement campaigns:
1. S.M.A.R.T. trailer: The Traffic Unit has a trailer mounted radar
speed sign that displays and records vehicle speeds.
2. T.E.A.M. Program: The Police Department will lend residents a
radar gun to monitor traffic speeds in their neighborhood.
Information about speeding drivers may be submitted to the Police
Department and a letter encouraging safe driving will be issued to
the registered vehicle owner.
The City of Pleasanton also targets bicycle and pedestrian safety under the
current 2007/08 Office of Traffic Safety grant. Listed below are the grant
programs for bicyclists and pedestrians:
1. Special enforcement targeting drivers and bicyclists who violate
bicycle safety laws, including violations of helmet usage and rules of
the roadway
2. Special enforcement targeting those drivers who violate pedestrian
laws and educating those pedestrians who violate pedestrian laws
3. Special enforcement for school zone speed enforcement and
pedestrian safety around schools
4. Three bicycle rodeos are held at Pleasanton elementary schools,
targeting 4th & 5th graders and teaching safe bicycle operation,
bicycle laws and helmet fittings.
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PROPOSED PROGRAMS
The toolbox of education, encouragement and enforcement programs is both
adaptable to the unique needs of each municipality and flexible to budget
opportunities and constraints. Many education efforts involve an element of
community participation as they are volunteer-based. As a result, education
programs are among the most inexpensive tools to improve the walking and
bicycling environment. Education programs can also be a collaborative effort
between the City and local public health organizations.

EDUCATION AND ENCOURAGEMENT PROGRAMS
Billboards and Electronic Message Boards
Billboards and electronic message boards promote pedestrian safety in the
community, inform the public about pedestrian safety programs, and provide
feedback on the program’s effects. Street Smarts is one example of a public
education campaign targeted toward changing driver, pedestrian, and
bicyclist behavior to improve safety on our streets.
Street Smarts Program
Street Smarts is a safety program initiated by the city of San Jose, California.
Electronic message boards were used to display safety messages.
Messages were changed regularly and the boards were moved repeatedly to
maximize their impact. The Street Smarts campaign launched in November
2002 and has received positive feedback from the public.

The City of
Pleasanton had a
similar program to
Street Smarts in the
1990s, featuring yard
signs encouraging
drivers not to speed.

Street Smarts was designed as both a media and a community relations
campaign. It uses education to raise awareness of certain problem behaviors
that contribute to traffic crashes and aims to change those behaviors over
time. Current behaviors being addressed by the campaign are: red-light
running, speeding, stop sign violations, school zone violations and crosswalk
violations. In addition to a media campaign, it is critical that a community
relations campaign is conducted, working with schools, neighborhood
associations, businesses and community organizations to create a public
forum to address this growing community issue.
Message boards can be used at various pedestrian hot spots. The Street
Smarts campaign materials are designed for use by any public agency for
any community and are available from the City of San Jose. Materials are
available in English, Spanish and Vietnamese.
The Street Smarts program has the following advantages:
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The artwork is available from the City of San José for $3,500
Media campaigns use a wide variety of communication tools

Although the Street Smarts campaign requires staff resources, the overall
cost is low to implement.
Street Smarts Campaign Graphics, City of San Jose, CA

Brochures and Pamphlets
Brochures and pamphlets are helpful to educate pedestrians and bicyclists
on how traffic signals work and show the best way to be detected at
signalized intersections. They can be distributed at locations with high
volumes of pedestrians and bicyclists and on the City’s website, as part of a
general education campaign.
A bicycle brochure describes the types of traffic signal detection used at
intersections: video detection and inductive loop detection. It explains how
the detectors work and shows the best places to position the bike to be
detected at a signalized intersection.
The advantages of brochure distribution include the following:



Helps bicyclists understand where they should position their bikes to
be detected, and thus reduce the chance they will run a red light
Low-cost initiative plus periodic copying costs

One limitation to this approach is that the materials may not reach a wide
audience.
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Public Service Announcements
Public service announcements (PSA) can provide accurate and current
information to the public. PSAs are valuable as they are versatile and can
reach a large audience on pedestrian and bicycle issues, education, and
announcements. One challenge is that PSAs can be costly and may not
reach the intended audience. A low-cost approach may not be as effective
as utilizing a public relations firm and purchasing advertising time targeted to
a specific audience.
Educational Signs for Bicycle Detectors
Educational signs are installed along bicycle routes
approaching signalized intersections. They instruct bicyclists
to look for the bicycle detector symbol and stop their bicycle
on it. Signs can improve the understanding of bicycle
detections and encourage bicyclist compliance to signals.
This would supplement brochures available on the City’s
website and at City Hall. Signs can be posted along bicycle
lanes, routes, and boulevards at actuated signals.
The cost of a sign is approximately $200 plus installation.
Costs can become high if large numbers of intersections are
signed. Additionally, the use of word-intensive signs poses
difficulties in areas where there are multilingual populations.
Educational Signs for Pedestrian Signal Indications
Educational signs are installed above pedestrian push buttons or integrated
into the push button housing to improve understanding of pedestrian signal
indications.
Signs improve public understanding of pedestrian signal
indications, and thus encourage pedestrian compliance to the signals. Signs
should be considered where ten or more pedestrian crossings per hour are
anticipated.
The cost of a sign is approximately $200 plus installation. Costs can be high
if large numbers of push buttons are signed. It should be noted that this
treatment is not accessible to pedestrians with visual impairments, and the
use of word-intensive signs poses difficulties in areas where there are
multilingual populations.
Bicycle Training/Repair
Bicycle training and repair classes are an excellent tool to increase
community knowledge of bicycle maintenance issues and street riding skills.
Local bike shops, bicycle clubs or community groups can offer a series of
bicycle repair/training classes for youth and adults. Youth training classes
can include a “build-a-bike” program, in which youth learn how to rebuild a
used bicycle that they may keep at the end of the program. Such classes are
most helpful for beginner to intermediate bicyclists who would like to improve
their understanding of bicycle maintenance and street riding skills.
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Perils for Pedestrians
A great way to educate the public on pedestrian and bicycle issues is through
media. Perils for Pedestrians, a monthly television series, promotes
awareness of issues affecting the safety of people who walk and bicycle.
Many cities in California are already taking part including Berkeley and Davis
through cable stations and webcasts 1 . A typical series consists of interviews
with pedestrian and bicycle advocates, such as planners, engineers, and
local and international public officials. They talk about important issues
affecting alternative modes of travel such as: pedestrian hazards,
infrastructure, bicycles, transit, and more. This program helps raise
awareness of local and international issues through a common form of
interface.
Pedestrian Mascot
Bellevue, Washington launched a pedestrian mascot campaign at their
elementary school in conjunction with roadway improvements. The mascot
called PedBee is on school safety signs and makes personal appearances at
school safety days. Safety days include local city staff from the City’s
Transportation and Police Departments. Children are taught bicycle,
pedestrian, and traffic safety basics, such as crossing the street safety.
Children are also given traffic safety workbooks that provide guidance handson activities such as coloring and safety procedure quizzes.
Walk Wise, Drive Smart
The number of senior citizen pedestrians are growing, the US Census
estimates over 6,000 senior citizens in the City of Pleasanton. Walk Wise,
Drive Smart is a program aimed to improve the pedestrian environment not
only for senior adults, but for all residents and visitors. It is a community
program that holds educational workshops, walking audits, and feedback
surveys. Activities are aimed at senior citizens providing exercise at a pace
and location comfortable to the participants, but are open to all.
SmartTrips Program
Pleasanton, like many cities, has single occupancy vehicle trips as their
primary mode of transportation. SmartTrips is a program to encourage
walking, bicycling, carpooling and transit through hand-delivered information
packets. Key components of the packet include: biking and walking maps,
organized activities that get people out in their neighborhoods or places of
employment to shop, work, and discover how many trips they can easily,
conveniently, and safely make without using a car. The success of this
program is measured by surveys and other measures.

1

Video preview available at:
http://video.google.com/videosearch?q=%22Perils+For+Pedestrians%22&so=1#
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Bicycle Guide for Kids Brochure Update
The existing City of Pleasanton brochure for kids is very useful, but could use
some updating. It is important for children to learn the correct bicycling rules
at an early age. For example, riding on a sidewalk is one of the most
dangerous places for a child to ride, particularly in a residential neighborhood
because of the amount of driveways and cars backing out, curb cuts, parking
lots, trees, bushes, garbage cans, etc.
Pedestrian Flag Program
The purpose of a pedestrian flag program is to make pedestrians more
visible as they cross the street. Hand-held flags are located in containers at
both sides of the crosswalk and can be carried by pedestrians as they cross
the street. The brightly colored flags can make pedestrians more visible to
drivers and alert drivers to the presence of pedestrians. Depending on the
number of intersections involved, start-up costs for this type of program are
relatively low. This program has been implemented at other cities in the U.S.,
including Kirkland, WA, Berkeley, CA and Salt Lake City, UT.
ENFORCEMENT PROGRAMS
Enforcement tools have demonstrated to be very effective in improving safety
for road users.
However, some programs can require a significant
investment from local agencies. Newer enforcement tools like red-light
running cameras and radar “wagons” can minimize the amount of staff time
required of local law enforcement agencies.
Increased Fines
An increase in traffic fines have been shown to discourage driver violations
against pedestrians in crosswalks. For example, in Salt Lake City, Utah,
fines were increased from $34 to $70 for driver violations against pedestrians
in crosswalks. A lowering of fines for jaywalking from $70 to $10 was also
implemented. Variations on this include double fines in school zones and
construction zones.
Pedestrian Sting Operations
Pedestrian sting operations target motorists who dangerously violate the
right-of-way of pedestrians crossing the street, and especially motorists who
do not stop for the pedestrian when the cars in the adjacent lane have
stopped. Such operations can also target pedestrians who make unsafe
crossings. Stings are most effective on roadways and intersections with high
pedestrian volumes, such as on Main Street in Downtown Pleasanton.
Pedestrian stings increase drivers’ awareness of pedestrians at intersections,
however as the program is not an ongoing operation; changes in motorist
behavior can be short-term. The cost of the program includes police officer
staffing time; the Bend, Oregon Police Department received a $3,200 “minigrant” of federal funds that paid police officer overtime for six weeks.
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Photo Red Light Enforcement Programs
Activated by loops in the pavement, red light cameras photograph the license
plate and sometimes the driver of any vehicle entering an intersection after
the light has turned red. Warnings or citations can be sent to offenders.
Speeding and double-parking can be discouraged with similar measures.
Red light cameras are appropriate for locations with speeding or red-lightrunning issues. Fines from citations help pay for the red-light camera
system. While the threat of a ticket prevents deliberate traffic violations; the
program is repeatedly tested in court.
One technical challenge is that the digital cameras have been known to have
more problems than the standard wet-film models. Malfunctions ranged from
computer failures, failure of the system’s telephone line to download
information, and image clarity problems to overheating on hot days.
Tattletale Lights
To help law enforcement officers catch red-light runners safely and more
effectively, a rat box is wired into the backside of a traffic signal controller
and allows enforcement officers stationed downstream to identify, pursue,
and cite red-light runners. Warning signs may be set up along with the box to
warn drivers about the fine for red-light violations.
Rat boxes are a low-cost initiative (approximately $100 to install the box), but
do require police officers for enforcement 2 .

2

The City of San Jose’s Traffic Enforcement Unit has an established program using the rat box.
Further information on its use is available on the City’s website:
http://www.sjpd.org/BFO/SpecialOps/TEU/
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TABLE 5-1:
RECOMMENDED EDUCATION, ENCOURAGEMENT AND ENFORCEMENT PROGRAMS

Street Smarts

X

Additional
Brochures and
Pamplets
Public Service
Announcements
Educational Signs
for Bike Detectors

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

Cities Using
Program

Low: costs $3,500 to insert a
new agency name on
campaign artwork. Program
set-up is an additional cost.

City of St. Petersburg,
FL; City of San Jose,
Center for Urban Transportation
CA. Over 20 other
Research, University of South
cities in California have
Florida
adopted the San Jose
program materials

Low

City of Santa Cruz, CA;
Salt Lake City, UT

Low to high

Low: $50 per installation,
including labor

X

Lalani, N., and W. Baranowski.
“Reducing Public Confusion about
the Use of Pedestrian Signals.” ITE
Journal, January 1993; ITE,
City of Boston, MA;
Pedestrian Information Plaques: An
City of Philadelphia, PA
Informational Report, Prepared by
Traffic Engineering Council
Committee TENC-4S-02, October
1997.

Low to medium: grant funding
can be provided to organize &
administer program

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

Studies

Low: $50 per installation,
including labor

X

Perils for
Pedestrians
Pedestrian/Bicycle
mascot

Cost

Parks & Recreation

Planning Department

Engineering Dept.

Police Department

Improper Passing

Improper Turning

X

X

X

X

Excessive Speeds

Traffic Signals & Signs

Pedestrian Violation
Mid-Block

Pedestrian R/W
Violation-Intersection

Elderly Pedestrians

Pedestrian ViolationIntersection

Young Pedestrians

X

X

Responsible
Agency

Crash Type

X

Educational Signs
for Pedestrian
Signals

Bicycle
Training/Repair
Classes

All Pedestrians

All Bicyclists

Target Population

Motorists

Program

X

Free

Contact:
John Z Wetmore
(301) 654-5305
john@pedestrians.org
www.pedestrians.org

Low

Bellevue, WA

Walk Wise,
Drive Smart

X

SmartTrips
Program

X

Increase in Fines

X

Pedestrian Sting
Operation

X

Photo Red Light
Enforcement
Cameras

X

Rat Box

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

Cost

Cities Using
Program

X

Low to Medium: $250K over
three years. Includes staff time
and programmatic activities.
Grants may be available from
federal and state agencies.

Henderson, NCNew
York, NY (Safe
Routes for Seniors
Program)

X

Medium to High: The program
costs $10 per person in the
SmartTrips area. A typical
20,000-household program
costs $570,000. This cost
includes 4.35 FT staff and
most materials and services.
Staff overhead is included in
this number, but computer and
general overhead and printing
bicycle maps and transit
schedules are not.

Portland, OR
Sausalito, CA
Alameda County, CA

Low-cost initiative and
increased fine revenue

Salt Lake City, UT

Medium: Bend Oregon Police
Department received a $3,200
“mini-grant” of federal funds
that paid police officer overtime
for six weeks

Los Angeles, CA
Police Department
Bend, OR Police
Department
San Francisco, CA
Police Department

X

X

X

Studies

Parks & Recreation

Planning Department

Engineering Dept.

Police Department

Improper Passing

Improper Turning

Excessive Speeds

Traffic Signals & Signs

Pedestrian Violation
Mid-Block

Pedestrian R/W
Violation-Intersection

Elderly Pedestrians

Responsible
Agency

Crash Type
Pedestrian ViolationIntersection

Young Pedestrians

All Pedestrians

All Bicyclists

Target Population

Motorists

Program

X

X

X

X

X

High

New York City, NY;
Montgomery County,
MD; City of Baltimore,
MD; City of Los
Angeles, CA

X

X

X

X

X

Low: the cost is about $100 to
construct the box

City of Sunnyvale,
CA; Santa Clara
County, CA

Program results can be found on
the www.walkinginfo.org website:
http://www.walkinginfo.org/library/d
etails.cfm?id=3961

“Evaluation of Red Light Camera
Enforcement in Oxnard, CA,”
Accident Analysis and Prevention
14 (1982), pp.219-234; “ITS
Program Urged to Include
Measures for Pedestrian Safety.”
Inside ITS: Intelligent
Transportation Systems Update for
North America. Transport
Technology Publishing, Volume 8,
Number 4.
Stop Red Light Running program,
Sunnyvale CA
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6.

SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL

Safe Routes to School programs are designed to encourage and enable
children to safely walk and bike to school. These programs often include
education, encouragement and enforcement efforts in conjunction with a
variety of site-specific engineering measures designed to improve safety for
bicycling and walking.
As part of the Pleasanton Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan, public schools
in high priority areas were chosen for a site review and existing conditions
assessment based on a 2006 Transportation Survey and traffic congestion
during school hours:
1. Lydiksen Elementary School
2. Alisal Elementary School
3. Walnut Grove Elementary School
On October 2, 2008, Pleasanton City Staff, members of the Bicycle and
Pedestrian Advisory Committee and Fehr & Peers staff visited these schools
and met with administrators to observe current conditions. Observations
were made during school drop-off and pick-up times (7:30-8:30am and 2:153:15pm respectively.)
Specific bicycle and pedestrian issues and opportunities were identified
during these site visits. This chapter will provide a level of detail that will
facilitate submission for State and Federal Safe Routes to School grant
applications.
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LYDIKSEN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
Lydiksen Elementary School is located in the North Highland Oaks
neighborhood, adjacent to Foothill Road to the north of West Las Positas
Boulevard. Based on the 2006 School Transportation Survey, 12-15% of
students walk or bike to school. Many parents cited concerns about
speeding traffic on West Las Positas Boulevard, particularly at the
intersection of Muirwood Drive, as well as along Foothill Road. Lydiksen
Elementary School currently has two crossing guards: one guard is stationed
at the intersection of Highland Oaks Drive and Treewood Court while the
other guard stands on Highland Oaks Drive and Drywood Street.
The corresponding aerial maps in Figures 6-1 and 6-2 show existing
conditions and proposed improvements.
Existing Conditions

A canal trail adjacent to
Lydiksen Elementary School

A.

A canal trail runs along the southern edge of the school property,
parallel to Driftwood Way. Entrances to the trail are gated and
locked.

B.

Intersections adjacent to the school grounds have marked
crosswalks, curb cuts and California Manual on Uniform Traffic
Control Devices (MUTCD) school signage. Some curbs lack
truncated domes and are not ADA-accessible.

C.

The school grounds have two walking paths which connect to
Sandalwood Drive. There is a marked mid-block crossing on
Sandalwood Drive that does not meet American Disability Act
(ADA) standards for accessible design.

D.

Multiple bike racks are located on the west side entrance to the
school are underutilized, while the bike rack at the east side
entrance is at full capacity.

E.

Directly south of the school, the intersection of West Las Positas
Boulevard and Muirwood Drive is an uncontrolled, four-way stop
with multiple turning lanes. Vehicular traffic accessing Foothill
Road and points east into central Pleasanton is heavy and fastmoving.

Recommendations
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A.

Provide pedestrian and bicycle access to the canal adjacent to
the Lydiksen Elementary School property. As a long-term
improvement, the canal trail may be paved.

B.

ADA-accessible truncated domes should be installed at curbs
surrounding school property (refer to Figure 6-1 for specific
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locations.)
C.

A high-visibility yellow crosswalk should be striped across
Sandalwood Drive, and ADA-accessible curb ramps with
truncated domes should be installed.

D.

An additional bike rack may be installed at the northeast
entrance to the school.

E.

The intersection of West Las Positas Boulevard and Muirwood
Drive can be improved for pedestrians through the following
measures:


Reduce the turning radii at the corners. Curbs can be
extended to reduce pedestrian exposure time in the roadway
and slow turning vehicles.



Stripe crosswalks with high-visibility paint.



Build up a pedestrian refuge island on the east side of West
Las Positas Boulevard. Install median tips on both sides of
the intersection to provide a refuge for pedestrians waiting to
cross the streets and turning vehicles.



Stripe advanced stop bars at each approach to prevent
vehicles from encroaching crosswalks.



A second option, if warranted, is to consider signalizing the
intersection to reduce confusion from drivers in multiple
lanes approaching the all-way stop sign.

See Figure 6-2 for specific treatments for the intersection of Muirwood Drive
and West Las Positas Boulevard.
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ALISAL ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
Alisal Elementary School is located in central Pleasanton, just north of the
gateway to the historic Downtown area. The school’s location at the
intersection of Santa Rita Road, Black Avenue, the Santa Rita Frontage
Road and proximity to Amador Valley High School present multiple
challenges and opportunities for walking and bicycling.
Based on the 2006 School Transportation Survey, 17% of students walk or
bike to school. Many parents cited concerns about heavy traffic volumes on
Santa Rita Road, and pedestrian safety issues at intersections adjacent to
the school. During drop-off and pick-up times, the main driveway reaches full
capacity and the intersection at Santa Rita Frontage Road and Black Avenue
becomes congested with vehicular traffic exiting the school grounds.
The corresponding aerial maps in Figures 6-3 and 6-4 show existing
conditions and proposed improvements.
Existing Conditions
A.

Main School Entrance, Black Avenue and Santa Rita Frontage
Road
1. The main driveway reaches full capacity during
peak drop-off and pick-up hours, and the driveway
configuration makes it difficult for drivers to drop
off and pick up students efficiently.
The
intersection at Frontage Road and Black Avenue
is congested.
2. There is no secure bicycle parking in the front of
the school. Students lock their bikes to a chainlink fence.
3. Sidewalk curbs in front of the school are not ADAaccessible.

B.

Side Entrance, Nevis Street
1. The Nevis Street entrance lacks ADA-accessible
curb ramps, and sidewalk is uneven in sections.
2. A pedestrian pathway connects Nevis Street
entrance to the school. The pathway currently
ends at a parking lot on the school property.

Side entrance, Nevis Street
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C.

Intersection of Francisco Street and Kolln Street – Motorists
heading east on Francisco Street frequently turn right on to Kolln
Street without yielding to pedestrians. Only the crosswalk across
Francisco Street is marked. Curbs are not ADA-accessible.

D.

Intersection of Santa Rita Road and Francisco Street – This
intersection is not signalized but has in-pavement flashers that
are activated when a pedestrian crosses the street. Vehicular
traffic through this intersection is heavy and it is difficult for
drivers to exit Francisco Street on to Santa Rita Road.

Recommendations
A.

Main School Entrance, Santa Rita Frontage Road
1. Install a loop detector on Santa Rita Road at the main
driveway exit from the school that will prompt a signal
change at Santa Rita Road and Black Avenue when cars are
backed up on Frontage Road.
To ease congestion during drop-off and pick-up hours, a
second drop-off platform /sidewalk should be installed and
designated as an additional unloading area for students.
This will result in the removal of the center through lane.
2. Locate and install a bicycle rack in the front of the school. A
secure, highly visible and accessible location is most
desirable. See Figure 6-4 for suggested location.
3. Install ADA-accessible truncated domes at curbs in front of
the school at Black Avenue and Santa Rita Frontage Road

B.

Nevis Street Side Entrance
By moving parking spaces five feet out from the chain-link fence,
the pedestrian pathway to Nevis Street can be extended along
the length of the parking lot to provide a connection to the
school’s main entrance.

C.

Intersection of Francisco Street and Kolln Street – Crosswalks
should be marked with high-visibility paint. Curb ramps should be
installed on the east side of Kolln Street and truncated domes
should be installed at all curbs to be ADA-accessible.

D.

Intersection of Santa Rita Road and Francisco Street – A full
traffic signal could relieve congestion along the Santa Rita
Frontage Road and help make drop-off and pick-up locations
along Kolln Street and Nevis Street easier to access.
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WALNUT GROVE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
Walnut Grove Elementary School is located in central Pleasanton in the
Pleasanton Valley neighborhood. The school’s location adjacent to Harvest
Park Middle School and local neighborhood street network provides multiple
opportunities for improving bicycling and walking. Based on the 2006 School
Transportation Survey, 22-30% of students walk or bike to Walnut Grove
Elementary School. This rate is significantly higher than other Pleasanton
elementary schools. The corresponding aerial map in Figure 6-5 shows
existing conditions and proposed improvements.
Existing Conditions
A.

Curb ramps at the intersection of Harvest Road and Northway
Road are not ADA-accessible.

B.

Bicycle racks are located in an enclosed area with the garbage
dumpsters at the rear of the school. These racks are heavily
utilized, but are placed in an isolated location that is difficult to
monitor.

C.

Parking signs on the north side of Black Avenue adjacent to the
school are outdated and covered up with paper.

D.

The side gate entrance to the school on Black Avenue is locked.

E.

Pedestrian pathway at the southwest corner of the school is
blocked by a gate.

Recommendations
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A.

Install ADA-accessible ramps with truncated domes at the
intersection of Harvest Road and Northway Road.

B.

Placing bike racks in a more visible, accessible and easy to
reach location near the street and/or Walnut Park will encourage
more students to bike to school.

C.

Old street signs should be removed to avoid confusion.

D.

The side gate entrance could be unlocked during drop-off and
pick-up hours to improve pedestrian access along Black Avenue

E.

Construct a 5’ concrete path around school gate to connect
pathway to the front entrance of the school.

F.

Designate Northway Road a Class III bike route and install
sharrows. Continue bike route through Harvest Park and on to
Alameda Drive to provide connection to Amador Community
Park and points east.
(See Chapter 3 for details.)
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7.

PRIORITIZATION

The proposed bicycle and pedestrian networks, when fully implemented, will
provide a comprehensive non-motorized system for the City of Pleasanton.
However, due to limited resources, the proposed improvements need to be
prioritized for implementation over the next 20 years for bicycle projects and
ten years for pedestrian projects. The prioritization provided in this chapter is
meant to serve as a guide and not an impediment to implementation. The
City will pursue opportunities to implement projects through routine
resurfacing or development projects as they arise, regardless of a project’s
place in the prioritization.

RANKING PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS
Bicycle Projects
Four criteria were analyzed to prioritize potential bicycle projects:





Connectivity
Latent Demand for Walking and Bicycling
Safety
Relative Ability to Implement

These criteria were weighted and each project was assigned a score with a
total of 16 possible points. The methodology used to score projects within
each element is described in Appendix D.
Connectivity
This criterion evaluates the ability of a bicycle facility to provide access to
major streets, to provide connections between activity centers, and to
connect to and extend existing bicycle facilities.
Latent Demand for Walking and Bicycling
Next, locations with the most potential for walking and bicycling were
identified. As part of the development of its Smart Growth Index, the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) identified factors which could
influence the decision to bicycle or walk. These factors were assigned a
weight which, when taken together, measure an area’s latent demand for
walking and bicycling. This analysis helps identify locations that have the
greatest potential to serve a large number of cyclists and pedestrians.
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The factors identified that have a measurable impact on the decision to walk
and/or bicycle include:







Presence of/proximity to schools, parks and commercial areas
Population Density measured as people per acre
Employment Density measured as employees per acre
Demographics, including age, income and vehicle ownership
Mix of uses measured as a ratio of employees to population
Street Design, including block lengths and intersection density

A detailed explanation of the methodology and citywide maps for each factor
can be found in Appendix D. The maps on page 7-4 and 7-5 display the
results when all factors are taken together.
Complexity
Each potential bicycle and pedestrian project was assigned a complexity of
minor, moderate or major complexity.




Minor: Installation would cause no or minimal roadway capacity
and level-of-service impacts.
Moderate:
Installation would require moderate roadway
modifications such as parking/lane removal.
Major: The project requires modifications such as lane removal,
parking removal, utility modification or roadway widening.

Bikeways and sidewalks with higher biking and walking potential and low
complexity receive the highest ranking; high biking and walking potential and
medium complexity next; and so on. Locations with high complexity should
be addressed through policy changes or development projects. These
projects will likely be long-term projects.
Safety
Bicycle projects along corridors and at intersections with higher collision
rates are given a higher ranking accordingly.
Cost Effectiveness
The final step in the prioritization was to rank projects based on their design
and construction cost per mile. The most cost effective projects were given
higher ranking on the priority list. Projects costs are provided in Chapter 8
and Appendix E.
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PEDESTRIAN NETWORK IMPROVEMENTS
There are several types of improvements contained in the Pedestrian Project
List, as described in Appendix F. Sidewalk improvements are a mix of
improvements that may include paving and sidewalk widening along a
particular route. ADA improvements include the removal and relocation of
sidewalk obstructions such as fire hydrants and utility poles, as well as the
installation of curb ramps and truncated domes. Bus stop improvements
include provisions for seating and shelter.
Pedestrian projects are prioritized based on their estimated demand for
walking, roadway classification and estimated cost.
The criteria for
prioritizing pedestrian projects differ slightly from that for bicycle projects.
This is largely due to the large quantity of pedestrian projects and the
different grant requirements for bicycle and pedestrian projects.
City districts with the highest score for latent demand for walking (as
described on page 7-1) are given the highest priority as follows:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

City Core
Central Pleasanton
North Pleasanton
Stoneridge Mall
Southeast Pleasanton
West Pleasanton

Appendix C provides a full description of the methodology for determining the
latent demand for walking in Pleasanton.
The City of Pleasanton also categorizes projects by roadway. Improvements
along arterials will be given highest priority, followed by collector streets,
residential collector streets and then local streets. As a final step, projects
are collectively packaged by estimated cost. The complete list of pedestrian
network projects is included in Appendix F.
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TABLE 7-1: ON-STREET BICYCLE FACILITIES: PRIORITIZATION MATRIX
PROJECTS OF MODEST TO MODERATE COMPLEXITY
Complexity
1: Major
Safety
2: Moderate
3: Minor

ID

Length
(Miles)

Class

Street

Cross
Street 1

Cross Street 2

Conne
ctivity

Latent
Demand
Score

20

0.5

3

Santa Rita
Frontage
Rd

Francisco St

School St

5

5

3

3

16

27

0.5

3

First St

Abbie St

Vineyard Ave

5

5

3

3

16

26

0.1

2

Abbie St

Main St

First St

5

5

3

3

16

28

0.1

2

First St

Bernal Ave

Abbie St

5

5

3

3

16

63

0.10

2

Valley Ave

5

5

3

3

16

Main St

5

5

3

3

16

Bernal Ave

5

5

3

3

16

Valley Ave

Black Ave

5

5

3

3

16

Mohr Ave

Valley Ave

5

4

3

3

15

5

4

3

3

15

22

0.2

2

Del Valle
Parkway

25

0.2

2

Main St

18

0.3

2

16

0.4

3

64

0.10

2

15

0.4

2

17

0.4

2

Santa Rita
Rd
Santa Rita
Rd
Vineyard
Ave
Santa Rita
Rd
Santa Rita
Rd

Santa Rita
Rd
Hometown
Way
Old Bernal
Ave

First St

Total
Score

Stoneridge
Dr

Mohr Ave

5

4

3

3

15

Mohr Ave

Valley Ave

5

4

3

3

15

Black Ave

5

4

3

2

14

St Mary St

5

4

3

2

14

Old Bernal Ave

5

5

2

2

14

5

3

3

3

14

5

4

3

2

14

Secretariat
Dr
Del Valle
Parkway
Del Valle
Parkway
Santa Rita
Rd

13

0.3

3

Hopyard Rd

21

0.4

3

Division St

24

0.5

3

Main St

62

0.10

2

Stoneridge
Dr

65

0.10

2

Bernal Ave

Sunol Bl

W Las
Positas Bl
W Las
Positas Bl

Santa Rita
Rd

Owens Dr

5

3

3

3

14

Owens Dr

Stoneridge Dr

5

3

3

3

14

39

0.2

2

40

0.2

2

23

0.3

2

St Mary St

Division St

Main St

5

4

3

2

14

W Las
Positas Bl

Stoneridge
Dr

Hacienda Dr

5

3

3

3

14

W Las Positas Bl

5

3

3

3

14

Hacienda Dr

5

3

3

3

14

Deodar Way

5

3

3

2

13

41

0.6

2

32

0.9

2

Owens Dr

East Bart Rd
Santa Rita
Rd
Stoneridge
Dr

35

1.0

2

Stoneridge
Dr

2

0.3

3

Foothill Rd

12

0.1

2

Hopyard Rd

Valley Ave

Secretariat Dr

5

4

3

1

13

Hopyard Rd

W Las
Positas Dr

Arthur Dr

5

4

3

1

13

9

0.2

2
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TABLE 7-1: ON-STREET BICYCLE FACILITIES: PRIORITIZATION MATRIX
PROJECTS OF MODEST TO MODERATE COMPLEXITY

ID

Length
(Miles)

Class

Street

10

0.2

2

Hopyard Rd

47

0.3

2

Valley Ave

11

0.4

2

Hopyard Rd

14

1.1

2

36

1.3

2

Willow
Road
Stoneridge
Dr

Complexity
1: Major
Safety
2: Moderate
3: Minor

Cross
Street 1

Cross
Street 2

Connectivity

Latent
Demand
Score

W Las
Positas Dr
Northway
Road

Arthur Dr

5

4

3

1

13

Greenwoo
d Road

5

4

3

1

13

Arthur Dr

Valley Ave

5

4

3

1

13

5

2

3

3

13

5

3

3

2

13

2

4

3

3

12

2

5

3

2

12

5

3

3

1

12

5

3

3

1

12

5

2

3

2

12

5

2

3

2

12

5

3

3

1

12

5

2

3

2

12

5

2

3

2

12

5

2

3

1

11

5

2

3

1

11

5

2

3

1

11

5

2

3

1

11

5

2

3

1

11

5

2

3

1

11

2

4

3

1

10

Owens Dr
Hacienda Dr

29

0.4

3

Second
Street

Spring St/
Kottinger
Drive

50

0.2

3

Alameda
Drive

Greenwood
Road

44

0.6

3

Valley Ave

Hopyard Rd

3

0.1

2

Foothill Rd

Deodar Way

61

0.10

2

Foothill
Road

6

0.3

2

Hopyard Rd

Stoneridge
Dr
I-580
Overpass
I-680
Overpass
I-580
Interchange

W Las
Positas Dr
I680
Overpass
Abbie St
Amador
Community
Park
Paseo
Santa Cruz
Canyon
Way

37

0.3

2

Stoneridge
Dr

7

0.4

2

Hopyard Rd

8

1.0

2

Hopyard Rd

Gibraltar Dr

53

0.7

3

Bernal Ave

Valley Ave

54

0.7

2

Bernal Ave

Valley Ave

59

0.2

2

Pleasanton
Sunol Bl

I-680
Interchange

Stoneridge
Mall Rd
Gibraltar
Dr
W Las
Positas Dr
Pleasanton
Ave
Pleasanton
Ave
Castlewoo
d Dr

33

0.3

2

Owens Dr

East Bart Rd

Willow Rd

34

0.3

2

Owens Dr

Willow Rd

45

0.3

2

Valley Ave

Paseo Santa
Cruz

Hopyard
Ave
Koll Center
Pkwy

31

0.1

3

Tawny Dr

Norton Way

Touriga Dr
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TABLE 7-1: ON-STREET BICYCLE FACILITIES: PRIORITIZATION MATRIX
PROJECTS OF MODEST TO MODERATE COMPLEXITY

ID

Length
(Miles)

Class

Street

43

0.6

3

Churchill
Drive

49

0.7

3

Northway
Road

42

1.1

3

Fairlands
Drive

Cross
Street 1
Fairlands
Drive/
Churchill Ct
Blackbird
Drive/ Valley
Ave
W Las
Positas Dr

Cross
Street 2

Connectivity

Latent
Demand
Score

Complexity
1: Major
Safety
2: Moderate
3: Minor

Total
Score

Fairlands
Drive

2

3

3

2

10

Valley Ave

2

4

3

1

10

Pimlico Drive

2

3

3

2

10

5

1

3

1

10

51

0.1

2

Bernal Ave

Foothill Road

Arroyo de la
Laguna

58

0.2

2

Sunol Bl

Arlington Dr

I680

5

1

3

1

10

46

0.3

2

Valley Ave

Bernal Ave

5

1

3

1

10

52

0.5

2

Bernal Ave

4

0.2

2

Foothill Rd

30

0.2

2

Tawny Dr

57

0.3

2

60

0.3

3

1

1.0

2

5

4.7

3

Koll Center
Pkwy
Arroyo de la
Laguna
Muirwood
Drive (north)

Valley Ave

5

2

2

1

10

Highland
Oaks Drive

5

1

2

1

9

Bernal Ave

Norton Way

2

3

3

1

9

Valley Ave

Sunol Bl

Case Ave

2

3

3

1

9

Castlewood
Dr
Dublin
Canyon
Road

Pleasanton
Sunol Bl

Foothill Rd

2

2

3

1

8

Foothill Road

Canyon
Meadow
Circle

2

1

2

1

6

Canyon
Way/
Canyon Rd

Castlewood
Dr

2

1

2

1

6

Foothill Rd
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TABLE 7-2: PROPOSED ON-STREET BIKE FACILITIES: PRIORITIZATION MATRIX
PROJECTS OF MAJOR COMPLEXITY OR OPPORTUNISTIC

ID

Length
(Miles)

Class

Street

2
7

0.5

2

First St

Abbie St

Vineyard
Ave

1
9

0.3

2

Santa
Rita Rd

Valley Ave

Black
Ave

1
6

0.4

2

Santa
Rita Rd

Mohr Ave

Valley
Ave

1
3

0.3

2

Hopyar
d Rd

Secretariat
Dr

Black
Ave

2

0.3

2

Foothill
Rd

Stoneridge
Dr

Deodar
Way

5
3

0.7

2

Bernal
Ave

Valley Ave

Pleasant
on Ave

5
6

0.3

2

Bernal
Ave

Vineyard
Ave

Stanley
Blvd

5
5

0.5

2

Bernal
Ave

Kottinger
Dr

Vineyard
Ave

4
8

1.1

2

Santa Rita
Rd

Stanley
Blvd

3
8

0.4

2

Valley
Ave
Stoneri
dge
Drive

Class II bike
lanes
Northbound
6-foot bike
lanes
Northbound
6-foot bike
lanes
6-feet bike
lanes
Northbound
Only
6-foot bike
lanes
Westbound
6-foot bike
lanes
Class II 6foot bike
lanes
Class II 6foot bike
lanes
Class II bike
lanes

Stoneridge
Mall Rd

Foothill
Rd

5

4.7

2

Canyon
Way/
Canyon
Rd

Castlew
ood Dr

Foothill
Rd

Cross Street Cross
1
Street 2

Proposal

Complexity
Connectivi Latent
Total
1: Major
Safety
ty
Demand 2: Moderate
Score
3: Minor
5

5

2

2

14

5

5

1

3

14

5

4

1

3

13

5

4

2

2

13

5

3

2

2

12

5

2

2

2

11

5

3

1

2

11

5

3

1

2

11

5

3

1

2

11

Class II bike
lanes

5

2

1

2

10

Class II bike
lanes

2

1

1

2

6

Opportunistic projects are those that may be most suitable for future
development projects or require additional study before design and
implementation.
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TABLE 7-3: PROPOSED OFF-STREET BICYCLE FACILITIES / PEDESTRIAN TRAIL IMPROVEMENTS
PRIORITIZATION
ID

Length
(Miles)

17
20

Connectivit
y

Latent
Complexity Safety
Demand
NA
NA
NA

Total
Score
NA

Trail

Cross Street 1

Cross Street 2

--

Arroyo Mocho

NA

Pleasanton Canal

Hopyard Rd
Arroyo de la
Laguna

Santa Rita Rd

--

Hopyard Rd

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

Hopyard Rd

Omega Cir

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

Commerce Drive

--

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

--

--

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

Alamo Canal trail

Pleasanton Canal

NA

N/A

NA

NA

N/A

Val Vista
Community Park
Trail & Arroyo de
la Laguna

--

NA

NA

NA

NA

Arroyo de la
Laguna

W. Las Positas

NA

N/A

NA

NA

N/A

5

3

4

3

15

5

3

4

3

15

5

1

5

3

14

5

3

3

3

14

5

4

3

1

13

Hopyard Rd

5

3

2

3

13

Johnson Dr /
Stoneridge Dr

Johnson Dr North
/ Interstate 580

5

2

3

3

13

2

3

3

13

Pleasanton Sports
& Recreation Park
Arroyo de la
Laguna Access
Improvements
various
Pleasanton Canal
Bridge
Improvements

21

--

2

--

26

--

9

--

5

--

7

0.1

1

0.1

12

0.9

Iron Horse Trail

13

0.9

Iron Horse Trail

Dublin/Pleasanto
n BART Station
Busch Rd.

15

2.8

Arroyo Mocho

Hopyard Rd

3

0.4

Vista Community
Park Trail

19

0.7

Pleasanton Canal

Arroyo de la
Laguna
Arroyo de la
Laguna

4

1.0

6

1.1

Val Vista Bridge
Improvements
W. Las Positas /
Arroyo de la
Laguna Trail
Access Point
Arroyo de la
Laguna / Alamo
Canal Trails

Interstate 580
W. Las Positas
Blvd
Stanley Blvd
City Limit near
Busch Rd
Johnson Dr /
Stoneridge Dr

NA

Val Vista
Community Park
Trail
Arroyo de La
Laguna
Iron Horse Trail,
Saginaw Ct.
Regional Trail
Arroyo Mocho Fairlands
connector

Arryo Mocho

Arroyo del Valle

5

W. Las Positas

Arroyo Mocho

5

3

1

3

12

Bernal Ave

Stanley Blvd

5

4

2

1

12

W. Las Positas

Arroyo Mocho trail

5

3

2

1

11

11

0.2

24

0.9

18

0.2

10

1.4

Chabot Canal

Owens Dr /
Dublin/Pleasanto
n BART Station

W. Las Positas
Blvd / Arroyo
Mocho Trail

5

2

1

3

11

8

1.8

Arroyo de La
Laguna Trail South Extension

Arroyo del Valle

near south end of
Laguna Creek Ln

5

2

1

3

11

22

1.8

Arroyo del Valle

Main St

5

3

1

2

11

16

1.0

Arroyo Mocho

Near Gulfstream

2

3

3

3

11

25

1.0

Regional Trail

Bernal Ave

2

3

2

3

10

23

0.04

Main St / Santa
Rita to Stanley
connector

Stanley Blvd

2

3

3

1

9

14

1.3

Tassajara Canal

South end of
Santa Rita
frontage Rd
Rosewood Dr /
Interstate 580

W. Las Positas Bl
Arroyo Mocho

2

3

1

3

9

7-10

Shadow Cliffs
Regional Park
City Limit near
Busch
City Limit near
Interstate 680
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8.

FUNDING AND IMPLEMENTATION

Implementation of the proposed bicycle system will require funding from
local, state, and federal sources and coordination with multiple agencies. To
facilitate funding efforts, this section presents conceptual construction cost
estimates for the proposed system along with a brief description of past
expenditures for bicycle facilities. At the conclusion of this section, a brief
overview of overall funding and implementation strategies are provided.

CURRENT AND PAST EXPENDITURES
Over the past eight years, the City of Pleasanton has spent approximately
$1,271,102 on bicycle facilities. Annual expenditures over this period were as
follows:
On-Street Bicycle Projects
FY 2001 = $7,237
FY 2002 = $4,540
FY 2003 = $15,392
FY 2004 = $3,619
FY 2005 = $0
FY 2006 = $25,922
FY 2007 = $37,252
FY 2008 = $18,250
These expenditures, totaling $112,212, were spent on the installation
(signing and striping) and maintenance of Class II bike lanes throughout the
City of Pleasanton.
Trail Capital Improvement Projects
FY 2000 = $0
FY 2001 = $0
FY 2002 = $0
FY 2003 = $172,523
FY 2004 = $53
FY 2005 = $45,669
FY 2006 = $658,418
FY 2007 = $187,479
FY 2008 = $94,748
These funds were spent on the following projects:
1. Arroyo Mocho Trail (Alamo Canal to Santa Rita Road) = $124,759
(FY03)
2. Alamo Canal Bikeway/Trail = $3,690 (FY03)

8-1

City of Pleasanton Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan
Funding and Implementation

3. General Trail Improvements and Development = $120,428 (FY03FY08)
4. Arroyo Mocho/Alamo Canal = $5,000 (FY03)
5. Main Street Trail Improvements/Arroyo del Valle = $42,876 (FY05)
6. Iron Horse Trail = $839,771 (FY05-FY08)
7. Alamo Canal Trail Undercrossing = $22,366 (FY07)
These expenditures total $1,158,890. The above figures do not include the
portion of Iron Horse Trail between Mohr Avenue and Busch Road. This
project was built by Ponderosa Homes as a condition of development, and
was dedicated back to the east Bay Regional Parks District.
Understanding the City’s investment in the existing bikeway system and what
is required to complete the system is important in developing a funding
strategy. With an approximate length of 43 miles, the existing bikeway
system represents a substantial investment.

COST OF NEW BICYCLE FACILITIES
Construction Costs
Table 8-1 provides a unit cost summary for the construction of bikeway
facilities in Pleasanton. These estimates are based on costs experienced in
Pleasanton and other communities throughout the State, with small
increases to account for engineering, construction management, inspection,
and contingency costs. More detailed estimates should be developed
following the preliminary engineering stage as individual projects advance
towards implementation.
For purposes of this Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan, conceptual
construction costs for the proposed system were based on the following
assumptions:
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New Class I facilities would be constructed on generally flat right-ofway with no grade separation and minimal grading needed given the
existing topography within the City; cost of right-of-way acquisition is
not included.



New Class II facilities would require minimal or no roadway
improvements



New Class III facilities would require signing only (with optional
stencils). An adjustment to account for traffic control costs is
included.
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TABLE 8-1
CONCEPTUAL UNIT COST ESTIMATES FOR BIKEWAY CONSTRUCTION
Facility Type

Estimated
Cost per Mile

Class I Bike Path – Construct path with minimal grading needed

$1.2 Million

Class II Bike Lane – Signing/Striping only

$15,000

Class II Bike Lane – Signing/striping plus minimal roadway
improvements

$70,000

Class III Bike Route – Signing plus stencils in some locations

$7,000

Note: costs are in 2009 dollars, excluding Right-of-Way costs.

TABLE 8-2
CONCEPTUAL COST ESTIMATE SUMMARY
BIKEWAYS
Bikeway
Classification

Proposed Segments
(miles)

Cost
(2009 Dollars)

Class I Bike Paths

17.6

$27,818,200

Class II Bike Lanes

24.8

$1,833,500

Class III Bike Routes

5.7

$34,200

TOTAL

48.1

$29,685,900
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Note that a minimum cost of $2,000 was assumed for the Class III projects.
Thus, the total Class III cost is higher than a direct multiplication of the unit
cost and mileage. Additionally, some of the Class I paths include other
design elements that change the cost from a direct multiplication of unit cost
and mileage.
Construction of the Class I, II and III system would require approximately
$29,685,900 which equates to an investment of approximately $1,484,000 per
year over 20 years. A significant portion of the proposed system would be
constructed as part of new development or as re-development occurs.
Maintenance Costs
Multi-use path maintenance includes cleaning, resurfacing, and re-striping
the asphalt path, repairing bridges and other structures, cleaning drainage
systems, removing trash, and landscaping. While this maintenance effort
may not be incrementally major, it does have the potential to develop heavy
expenses if it is not done periodically. The City of Pleasanton is responsible
for maintaining all Class I paths in Pleasanton except for East Bay Regional
Park District trails, which include the Iron Horse Trail, the Tassajara Creek
Trail, and the Alamo Canal Trail.
The estimated annual maintenance expenses for Class I bike paths is
approximately $25,000 per mile. If all of the proposed bike paths were
implemented, there would be a total of almost 24 miles of Class I facilities,
including existing bike paths. The annual maintenance cost for Class I
facilities is estimated at about $600,000.
For Class II bike lanes, the cost consists of maintaining pavement markings
and striping. The estimated annual cost is $82,350 for a full build-out of 52
miles of Class II facilities.
Lastly, Class III facilities will require maintenance of bike signs located along
the bike route. For approximately 16 miles of Class III bike routes at full buildout, the annual cost is estimated at $2,355. Appendix E includes the costs
associated with the proposed on-street and off-street facilities.
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Funding Strategy
With this understanding, the following options should be considered by the
City for fulfilling the funding commitment necessary to complete the proposed
system:


For multi-agency bikeway projects, prepare joint applications with
other local and regional agencies, such as the City of Dublin, City of
San Ramon, Alameda County, and the East Bay Regional Park
District for competitive funding programs at the State and Federal
levels. Joint applications often increase the competitiveness of
projects for funding; however, coordination amongst the participating
jurisdictions is often challenging. The City should consider acting as
the lead agency, with a strong emphasis on coordination between
participating jurisdictions and agencies (including BART, AC Transit,
and Public Health organizations) on important projects to ensure
they are implemented as quickly as possible.



Use existing funding sources as matching funds for State and
Federal funding.



Include bikeway projects in local traffic impact fee programs and
assessment districts.



Require construction of bicycle facilities as part of new development.



Continue to include proposed bikeways as part of roadway projects
involving widening, overlays, or other improvements.

The City should also take advantage of private contributions, if appropriate,
in developing the proposed system. This could include a variety of resources
such as volunteer labor during construction or monetary donations towards
specific improvements.
There are a variety of potential local, state and federal funding sources
available for bicycle projects. These are summarized in Table 12 and
described in more detail below. Some portions of the system can be
completed as part of future development and road widening and construction
projects.
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TABLE 8-3
TRANSPORTATION FUNDING SOURCES AND ELIGIBLE PROJECTS

Project Type

Office of
County
SAFETEA-LU Safe Routes to
SAFETEA-LU
TDA
School/
Traffic Safety
Transit
TFCA CMA/Bicycle BTA
Article 3
Enhancements
Fund
Enhancements
Transit

Construction/Engineeri
ng capital project (i.e.
roadway widening, bike
lanes, shoulder paving,
restriping, bike bridge)

X

X

X

X

X

Bike paths, lanes,
and/or routes to
provide access to
activity centers

X

X

X

X

X

Hazard elimination or
improvement (i.e.
substandard grates or
culverts)

X

X

X

Maintenance of nonmotorized bikeways

X1

X

X

Secure Bicycle Parking

X2

X

X

X

Facilitation of bicycletransit trips

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

Traffic control devices
to improve bicycle
travel
Adjustment of trafficactuated signals to be
bike-sensitive

X

Development or update
of a Bicycle Master
Plan

X3

X

Bicycle promotion
program
Bicycle Safety
Education Program

X
X

X

X
X

X
X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

1. Up to 5% of county’s TDA Article 3 funds, 50% match required where county policy supports use of funds for this purpose.
2. At employment centers, park and ride lots, transit terminals, and where other funds are unavailable.
3. Limited to once every five years.
Source: Draft 2005 Alameda Countywide Bicycle Plan
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COST OF PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
Construction Costs
Table 8-4 provides a unit cost summary for the construction of sidewalk and
pedestrian-related facilities in Pleasanton. These estimates are based on
costs experienced in Pleasanton and other communities throughout the
State, with small increases to account for engineering, construction
management, inspection, and contingency costs. More detailed estimates
should be developed following the preliminary engineering stage as
individual projects advance towards implementation.
For purposes of this Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan, conceptual
construction costs for the proposed improvements were based on the
following assumptions:



Sidewalk paving does not include demolition costs
Relocation of utility poles and fire hydrants does not include
engineering costs

TABLE 8-4
CONCEPTUAL UNIT COST ESTIMATES FOR
SIDEWALK-RELATED CONSTRUCTION

Improvement
Relocate utility pole
Relocate street sign
Relocate/ remove tree
Relocate fire hydrant
Bus stop shelter + installation
Bus stop bench + installation
Sidewalk paving
Truncated dome installation
Curb cut and truncated dome installation

Estimated Cost
$5,000
$250
$1,200
$20,000
$20,000
$1,500
$15/sq ft
$250
$4,000
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TABLE 8-5
CONCEPTUAL COST ESTIMATE SUMMARY
SIDEWALKS AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Pedestrian Improvement

Cost (2009 Dollars)

ADA Access
Sidewalk Improvements

$504,250
$5,206,591

Bus Stop Amenities

$579,000

TOTAL

$6,289,841

Construction of the proposed pedestrian improvements would require
approximately $6,289,841 which equates to an investment of approximately
$629,000 per year over ten years. A significant portion of the proposed
system could be constructed as part of new development or as redevelopment occurs. Appendix F includes the costs associated with the
proposed pedestrian network.
Funding for Pedestrian Improvement Projects
To fund pedestrian projects, the City has an annual budget as part of the CIP
or Capital Improvement Program. In the City’s Capital Improvement Program
(CIP) documents for Fiscal Years 2007-08, the City programmed
approximately $430,000 toward pedestrian-related improvements and
maintenance. This included $130,000 for sidewalk and intersection ramp
installations, $200,000 for annual sidewalk maintenance, and $100,000 for
bi-annual installation of flashing beacons and in-pavement flashers. This
funding generally consists of local, state, and federal funds.
Typically, new development projects are required to install sidewalks or bus
pullouts that are needed as part of those projects. Additional projects may
be funded with grant funding when available.
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FUNDING SOURCES
Federal Funding Sources
The following federal sources provide funding that could be utilized by the
City of Pleasanton for implementation of bicycle projects.
Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act – A Legacy
for Users (SAFETEA-LU) –SAFETEA-LU provides funding for roads, transit,
safety, and environmental enhancements. These are generally state and
local improvements for highways and bridges that accommodate additional
modes of transit. Improvements include capital costs, publicly owned
intercity facilities, and pedestrian and bicycle facilities. This legislation also
includes a Safe Routes to School program, with funding for projects that
improve pedestrian and bicycle access and safety around primary and
middle schools. Cities, counties, and transit operators can apply for
SAFETEA-LU funds. An 11.5 percent local match is required for these
funds. There are several bicycle-related programs funded through
SAFETEA-LU. These include the following:


Surface Transportation Program Fund, Section 1108 (STP) – STP
are block grant funds that are used for roads, bridges, transit capital,
and bicycle projects.
Eligible bicycle projects include bicycle
transportation facilities, bike-parking facilities, equipment for
transporting bicycles on mass transit facilities, bike activated traffic
control devices, preservation of abandoned railway corridors
for bicycle trails, and improvements for highways and bridges.
SAFETEA-LU allows the transfer of funds from other SAFETEA-LU
programs to the STP Fund. Cities, counties, metropolitan planning
organizations (MPO), and transit operators can apply for STP funds.
An 11.5 percent local match is required for these funds when used
for bicycle projects.



National Highway System Fund (NHS) – NHS funds provide for an
interconnected system of principal arterial routes. The goal of the
program is to afford access to major population centers, international
border crossings, and transportation systems, meet national defense
requirements, and serve interstate and inter-regional travel. This
travel includes access for bicyclists. Facilities must be located and
designed pursuant to an overall plan developed by each metropolitan
planning organization (MPO) and state, and incorporated into the
RTP. Both state and local governments can apply for NHS funds. A
20 percent local or state match is required for these funds.
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Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program, Section
1110 (CMAQ) – CMAQ funds are available for projects that will help
attain National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) identified in
the 1990 Federal Clean Air Act Amendments. Projects must be
located within jurisdictions in non-attainment areas. Eligible projects
include bicycle facilities intended for transportation purposes, bicycle
route maps, bike-activated traffic control devices, bicycle safety and
education programs, and bicycle promotional programs. Cities,
counties, MPO, state, and transit operators can apply for SAFETEALU funds. An 11.5 percent local or state match is required for these
funds. Note that this program will likely be discontinued.



Transportation Enhancements Program, Section 1201 (TE) – The TE
Program is a 10 percent fund set aside from the STP. Projects must
have a direct relationship to the intermodal transportation system
through function, proximity, or impact. This program has 12 activities
that are eligible for funding. Two enhancement activities are
specifically bicycle related: 1) provision of facilities for bicyclists, and
2) preservation of abandoned railway corridors (including the
conversion and use thereof for bicycle trails). Local, regional, and
state public agencies, special districts, non-profit and private
organizations can apply for TE funds. Cities, counties, or transit
operators must sponsor and administer the proposed projects. A 12
percent local match is required for these funds.



Bridge Repair and Replacement Program (BRRP) – BRRP funds are
available for bridge rehabilitation and replacement. When a highway
bridge deck is being replaced or rehabilitated with federal funds, the
bridge-deck must provide bicycle accommodations, if access is not
fully controlled. Bridge projects must be incorporated into the
Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP). Cities may
apply for these funds. No local match is required specifically for
bicycle accommodations.



National Recreational Trails Fund, Section 1112 – Funds are
available for recreational trails for use by bicyclists and other nonmotorized and motorized users. Projects must be consistent with a
Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan (SCORP).
Projects include development of urban trail links, maintenance of
existing trails, restoration of trails damaged by use, trail facility
development, provision of access for people with disabilities,
administrative costs, environmental and safety education programs,
acquisition of easements, fee simple title for property, and
construction of new trails. Private individuals/organizations, cities,
counties, and other governmental agencies can apply for these
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funds.
funds.

There are no specific local match requirements for these



National Highway Safety Act, Section 402 – The Highway Safety
Program is a non-capital safety project grant program under which
states may apply for funds for certain approved safety programs and
activities. There is a priority list of projects for which an expedited
funding mechanism has been developed; bicycle safety programs
have been included on this list. Eligible states must adopt a Highway
Safety Plan (HSP) reflecting state highway problems. Eligible
projects include bicycle safety programs, program implementation,
and identification of highway hazards. State departments, cities,
counties, and school districts may apply for these funds. No local
match is required.



Transit Enhancement Activity, Section 3003 – The Transit
Enhancement Activity fund can be used for bicycle access to mass
transportation, including bicycle storage facilities and installation of
equipment for transporting bicycles on mass transportation vehicles.
Regional transportation planning agencies, state, and local agencies
may apply for these funds. A 5 percent local match is required for
these funds.



Highway Safety, Research, and Development Fund, Section 2003 –
This fund can be used to improve bicycle safety through education,
police enforcement, and traffic engineering. Projects must be
incorporated into the RTIP. Cities, counties, and state agencies can
apply for these funds. A 25 percent local match is required for these
funds.



Section 3 Mass Transit Capital Grants – This fund can be used for
mass transit station access including bicycle access, bicycle parking
facilities, bicycle racks, and other equipment for transporting bicycles
on transit vehicles. States, regional, local governments, and transit
operators can apply for these funds. A 10 percent local match is
required for bicycle related projects using these funds.
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State Funding Sources
The following State of California sources provide funding that could be
applicable for the City of Pleasanton:
Environmental Enhancement and Mitigation (EEM) Program – This program
benefits bicycle projects that offset environmental impacts of new or modified
transportation facilities. Local and non-profit agencies can apply for these
funds. There is no local match required.
Flexible Congestion Relief (FCR) Program – This program is designed to
reduce congestion on major transportation corridors by adding capacity to
roadways. These funds can be used for bikeway projects if they are
consistent with the RTP and included in the RTIP. There is no local match
required for these funds.
Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) – The following is an excerpt from the OTS
website 1 :
OTS grantees conduct traffic safety rodeos for elementary, middle and high
schools, and community groups in an effort to increase awareness among
various age groups. To boost compliance with the law and decrease injuries,
safety helmets are properly fitted and distributed to children in need. Court
diversion courses are established in several communities for those violating
the bicycle helmet law. Other programs target high-risk populations and
areas with multicultural public education addressing safer driving and walking
behaviors.
A bicycle community program should be designed to increase safety
awareness and skills among bicyclists and should also address driver
behaviors. Two types of programs are described below. A comprehensive
program should include both elements: 1) education and 2) enforcement.
Education - Educational efforts may be designed to include the entire
community or specific target groups. Educational efforts may include
bicycle rodeos, school presentations, public service announcements
and the distribution of pamphlets and posters to increase public
awareness and education.
Enforcement - Enforcement efforts can include safety helmet
violations, speed enforcement and visible display radar trailer
deployment near schools and areas of high bicycle traffic. Several
agencies have successfully implemented diversion programs for those
cited for safety helmet violations. It is also appropriate to conduct
occupant restraint and speed enforcement near schools during school
commute hours.
1

www.ots.ca.gov (as of 3/16/04)
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State Highway Operations and Protection Program (SHOPP) – This program
is state-funded and used by Caltrans to maintain and operate state
highways. Local jurisdictions are encouraged to work with Caltrans to help
define projects, including bikeway projects on state highways.


Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article III funds are state
block grants awarded annually to local jurisdictions for bicycle
projects in California. This fund was established by the California
legislature under the state Transportation Development Act of 1972.
Revenues are derived from return of ¼-percent of the 7¼ state sales
taxes to the county of origin. Local jurisdictions can apply for these
funds that can be used for transit and bicycle projects. Up to 2
percent of funding can be set aside for bicycle facilities and 5 percent
can be used for supplementing other funds to implement bicycle
safety education programs.



Transportation Funds for Clean Air (TFCA, and formerly AB 434)
funds are available for clean air transportation projects, including
bicycle projects, in California.



California's Bicycle Transportation Account (BTA) is an annual
program that is available for funding bicycle projects. Available as
grants to local jurisdictions, the emphasis is on projects which benefit
bicycling for commuting purposes.

Local Funding Sources
A variety of local sources may be available for funding bikeway
improvements; however, their use is often dependent on political support.
Alameda County Measure B Bicycle and Pedestrian Program: Measure B is
a half-cent sales tax that was passed in 1986 and reaffirmed by voters in
2000. Funds are distributed through the Alameda County Transportation
Improvement Authority (ACTIA). 75% of these funds are distributed to cities
and the County based on population, while 25% is allocated for regional
projects.
Transportation Fund for Clean Air – A four-dollar motor vehicle surcharge
funds this program, which generates around $20 million in annual revenue.
Bicycle facility and smart growth projects are eligible for funding.
Applications are submitted in June each year for consideration.
Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) – The Metropolitan
Transportation Commission (MTC) disburses these funds, which are
collected at the Federal and/or State level and are intended to incentivize
smart growth-related projects in the Bay Area. Currently, the program funds
planning grants, capital grants, and a housing incentive program (described
below). While the most successful applicants have included a housing
element in their applications, these grants are intended to foster transit use
and mobility for bicyclists as well.
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Housing Incentive Program (HIP) – The Housing Incentive Program is a
smart growth grant funding program begun by the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission (MTC) in 1998. The Housing Incentive Program
disperses federal and/or state transportation funds as part of the
Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) program. HIP offers capital
grants for transportation enhancement projects to cities and counties in the
San Francisco Bay Area that develop and/or permit infill housing along
existing public transit corridors. The amount of funds granted is relative to
size and density of the residential development, but HIP funds can only be
used by a local government agency for transportation enhancement projects.
To be eligible for HIP funds the transit service intervals must be 15 minutes
or less during peak periods and the housing in the development must be built
to a density of at least 25 units per acre.
New Construction – Future road widening and construction projects are one
method of providing bike lanes. To ensure that roadway construction
projects provide bike lanes where needed, it is important that the review
process includes a designated bicycle coordinator. Planned roadway
improvements in Pleasanton should provide bike lanes in the City.
Assessment Districts - Different types of assessment districts can be used to
fund the construction and maintenance of bikeway facilities. Examples
include Mello-Roos Community Facility Districts, Infrastructure Financing
Districts (SB 308), Open Space Districts, or Lighting and Landscape Districts.
These types of districts have specific requirements relating to the
establishment and use of funds.
Impact Fees - Another potential local source of funding are developer impact
fees, typically tied to trip generation and traffic impacts as a result of
proposed projects.
Open Space District - Local Open Space Districts may float bonds that go to
acquiring land or open space easements, which may also provide for some
improvements to the local trail and bikeway system.
Regional Measure Two - On March 2, 2004, voters passed Regional
Measure 2 (RM2), raising the toll on the seven State-owned toll bridges in
the San Francisco Bay Area by $1.00. This extra dollar is to fund various
transportation projects within the region that have been determined to reduce
congestion or to make improvements to travel in the toll bridge corridors The
Safe Routes to Transit (SR2T) Program is part of Regional Measure 2. SR2T
funds, are allocated on a competitive grant basis. To be eligible, projects
must have a “bridge nexus,” that is, reduce congestion on one or more state
toll bridges by facilitating walking or bicycling to transit services or City
CarShare pods. The East Bay Bicycle Coalition (EBBC) and the
Transportation and Land Use Coalition (TALC) were named as joint project
sponsors, with the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) serving
as the lead public agency co-sponsor for fund allocation purposes.
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Other Funding Sources
Local sales taxes, developer or public agency land dedications, private
donations, and fund-raising events are other local options to generate
funding for bikeway projects. Creation of these potential sources usually
requires substantial local support.
Capital Improvement Plan
The Capital Improvement Plan synthesizes the information for the entire
network: cost estimates, funding sources, and rankings, into a plan for the
next 10 years. City departments submit their annual budgets six months
before the start of every fiscal year. The Capital Improvement Program
represents a planning document that the City may use to formulate its
budget, but it does not preclude “opportunistic projects.” Opportunistic
projects are unanticipated projects where the City may incorporate bicycle
facilities, even if the projects occur out of sequence. Examples include a
street resurfacing or development project.

IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGIES
This section outlines various implementation actions recommended in
support of the related bicycle and pedestrian improvements.
Monitoring
Whenever funding permits, the City should put a monitoring program in place
and responsibility should be assigned to a bicycle and pedestrian
coordinator. The City should designate a Transportation Engineer or Planner
to hold regular meetings with the Police Department, Engineering
Development Services, Planning Department and Parks & Recreation
Department to coordinate all monitoring activities. Some monitoring activities
are listed below.


Plan Review: Roadway improvement plans should be routed
through the bicycle coordinator to ensure that bikeway segments and
pedestrian improvements are implemented, developer impact fees
are identified (if applicable), and design standards are met. The
review should also include an assessment of impacts to existing
bicycle and pedestrian safety, access, and mobility and strategies to
mitigate any impacts.



Collision Monitoring: Bicycle and pedestrian related collision data
should be collected annually from the Police Department and
tabulated to show patterns by location and collision type.



Public Involvement: The Transportation Engineer/Planner should
continue to provide the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee
with materials, information, and other support as the system is being
implemented. Bicycle and pedestrian promotional and educational
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events, such as Bike to Work Day and Walk a Child to School Day,
should be planned and managed by the Engineer.


Maintenance: The Transportation Engineer/Planner should be
responsible for the annual maintenance and operations budget,
collaborating with the Utility Division. The Engineer should keep track
of long term path maintenance, schedule repairs, and respond to
calls from the public or staff regarding maintenance needs.



Funding Monitoring: The Transportation Engineer/Planner should
work closely with various funding agencies such as MTC and
Caltrans to keep abreast of funding opportunities and to follow up on
applications to ensure maximum success.



Operations Monitoring: The coordinator should be responsible for
providing the needed enforcement along bike paths in cooperation
with the Police Department. Problems regarding security, privacy,
vandalism, and crime along bike paths should be addressed by the
Transportation Engineer.



Maintain surface condition, such as periodic street sweeping, to
insure that existing and future bikeways are safe for bicyclists.



Initiate a bikeway improvement and maintenance log in the
Community Development Department where all observed and
recorded hazardous conditions are listed and scheduled for repair or
replacement. This list would include all grates and railroad crossings
that do not meet specific criteria. Each bikeway should be scheduled
for sweeping no less than four times a year. Obstructions and
potholes should be repaired as soon as possible after being
reported.



Establish a volunteer maintenance program where the City
organizes regular work parties and provides support. Bikeways may
be “adopted” by corporations or clubs and maintained by them in
exchange for public acknowledgment.

Marketing
This section addresses actions a local jurisdiction may take to increase
awareness and use of its bikeway system. Increased commuter bicycling is
often one of the goals of a local Trip Reduction Ordinance (TRO) or a
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) program. One of the first steps
is to identify and contact those local organizations or departments that have
mutual interests in promoting bicycling, such as a health organization like the
American Lung Association. Not only will this coordination help gather
resources and support, it will also help identify innovative techniques that
have been proven successful in the past. Some common marketing
techniques are described on the next page.
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Bikeway Identity
A logo for the proposed bikeway system should be developed and signed
relatively inexpensively on existing segments to raise the visibility of the
effort. This identity would be used on all bikeway signs, brochures, maps,
and other materials. The logo will help define the bikeway routes as a
cohesive system rather than a series of disconnected routes. The design
may be accomplished through a contest involving local schools and bicycle
clubs, with a prize awarded to the winner. Directional, informational, and
warning signs should conform to Caltrans Chapter 1000 and the Manual of
Uniform Traffic Control Devices unless superseded by City guidelines.
Sample signs are provided in the Design Guidelines.
Maps and Brochures
Maps of the existing bikeway system should be produced by the City,
possibly aided by advertising revenues from local bike and running shops
and other retailers. The map should be small (8 1/2" x 11") and inexpensive
to reproduce and update, and it should include safety and other information
(such as City numbers to call with maintenance problems). A walking map
may also be considered. The maps should be distributed to all local bike
shops, libraries, schools, and major employers. Brochures on bikeway
improvements and requirements are also effective education and marketing
strategies. The City of Portland produces brochures on bicycle parking
requirements for local employers and bicyclists alike. Other specialty
brochures might cover steps neighborhoods and elementary schools can
take to improve bicycling conditions, or introduce types of incentive programs
employers can offer to encourage employees to bicycle and walk to work.

8-17

City of Pleasanton Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan
2009

APPENDIX A: DESIGN GUIDELINES
BICYCLE DESIGN GUIDELINES
This section outlines guidelines for the design of bikeways and bicycle
parking facilities in the City of Pleasanton. The appropriate design of bicycle
facilities is an integral component of encouraging the public to bicycle for
commuting and recreational purposes. Good design also affects the
experience, enjoyment and comfort for bicyclists, and should ultimately
provide the highest level of safety possible for all road and trail users.
Bikeways
Bikeway planning and design in California typically relies on the guidelines
and design standards established by Caltrans as documented in “Chapter
1000: Bikeway Planning and Design” of the Highway Design Manual
(California Department of Transportation, 2006). Chapter 1000 follows
standards developed by the American Association of State Highway and
Transportation Officials (AASHTO) and the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA), and identifies specific design standards for various conditions and
bikeway-to-roadway relationships. These standards provide a good
framework for future implementation, but depending on the circumstances
may not always be feasible given specific constraints. Likewise, these
standards can often be expanded. Whatever the case may be, local
jurisdictions must be protected from liability concerns so most agencies
adopt the Caltrans or AASHTO standards as a minimum. Where feasible,
the City of Pleasanton has chosen to go above and beyond the minimum
AASHTO standards for bicycle facilities.
Types of Bikeway Facilities
Caltrans standards provide for three distinct types of bikeway facilities, as
generally described below:
•

Class I Bikeway (Bike Path) provides a completely separate right-ofway and is designated for the exclusive use of bicycles and
pedestrians with vehicle and pedestrian cross-flow minimized.

•

Class II Bikeway (Bike Lane) provides a restricted right-of-way and
is designated for the use of bicycles with a striped lane on a street or
highway. Bicycle lanes are generally five feet wide. Vehicle parking
and vehicle/pedestrian cross-flow are permitted.

•

Class III Bikeway (Bike Route) provides for a right-of-way
designated by signs or pavement markings for shared use with
pedestrians or motor vehicles.

Examples of typical standard design treatments for Class I, Class II, and
Class III bikeways are provided in Figures A-1 through A-5.
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CLASS I BIKE PATH DESIGN STANDARDS
Class I bikeways are typically called bike paths or shared use paths and are
completely separated from roads by distance or barriers. Cross traffic by
motor vehicles should be minimized along bike paths to avoid conflicts. Bike
paths can offer opportunities not provided by the road system as they can
serve as both recreational areas and/or desirable commuter routes.
According to the AASHTO standards, two-way bicycle paths should be ten
feet wide under most conditions, with a minimum two-foot wide graded area
on both sides. In constrained areas, an eight-foot wide path may be
adequate. Bike paths are usually shared with pedestrians and if pedestrian
use is expected to be significant, the path should be greater than ten feet,
preferably twelve feet wide.
Where possible, bike paths should have an adjacent four-foot wide unpaved
area to accommodate joggers. This jogging path should be placed on the
side with the best view, such as adjacent to a river or other vista (see Figure
A-2.) Where equestrians are expected a separate facility should be
provided.
Decomposed granite, which is a better running surface for preventing
injuries, is the preferred surface type for side areas and jogging path, while
asphaltic concrete or Portland cement concrete should be used for the bike
path. A yellow centerline stripe may be used to separate opposite directions
of travel. A centerline strip is particularly beneficial to bicycle commuters
who may use unlighted bike paths after dark.
Sidewalks and meandering paths are usually not appropriate to serve as bike
paths because they are primarily intended to serve pedestrians, generally do
not meet Caltrans’ design standards, and do not minimize motor vehicle
cross flows.

Table A-1
STANDARDS FOR CLASS I FACILITIES
AASHTO Standards

Preferred Standards

Minimum width

8.0’

10.0’

Vertical clearance

8’

8.5’ from roadbed

Horizontal clearance

14.0’

16.0’

Maximum cross slope

2.0%

2.0%
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Bike Path Structures
Bollards
Bollards can be placed at bike path access points to separate the path from
motor vehicles and to warn and slow bicyclists as they approach street
crossings. A gate may be provided where service access is needed. The
diagonal layout of bollards will make the space between the bollards appear
narrower, slowing bicyclists and deterring motorcyclists from entering the
trail.
The bollards are spaced to provide access by people using
wheelchairs. A trail sign post can be incorporated into the bollard layout.
New 2009 CA MUTCD standards discourage the use of bollards if other
options such as signage are practical. The image below shows the
recommended striping and placement for bollards on shared use paths.

Bridges
Bridges will be required wherever bike paths cross creeks and drainages.
Crossings can utilize pre-fabricated bridges made from self-weathering steel
with wood decks. Openings between railings should be 4” maximum.
Railing height should be a minimum of 55” high.
Fences
Fencing may be necessary on some bike paths to prevent path users from
trespassing on adjacent lands, or to protect the user from dangerous areas.
In areas where private residences are passed, privacy may be a concern.
Screen fences should be used to maintain privacy of residents. Screen
fences can be made of wood, concrete block or chain link if combined with
vine planting. However, if fencing is used, there must be at least 2 feet of
lateral clearance from the edge of the bike path.
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Class II Bike Lane Design Standards
Bike lanes (Class II) should be designed to meet Caltrans standards, which
require a minimum width of five feet. The City of Pleasanton has a wider
desired width of six feet for bike lanes. A combined curb parking/bike lane
should be a minimum width of 12 feet, with 13 feet desirable. This combined
lane should be striped with a six-foot bicycle lane and seven-foot parking
lane.
Class II Bike Lanes at Intersections
The majority of collisions between motorists and bicyclists in Pleasanton
occur at intersections. National statistics exhibit similar findings, and there
are several engineering treatments to significantly reduce potential conflicts
for bicyclists at intersections.
Caltrans provides recommended intersection treatments in Chapter 1000
including bike lane “pockets” and loop detectors. Bike lane pockets between
right-turn lanes and through lanes should be provided where available lane
width allows. Bicycle loop detectors should be installed on the bikeway
system at all signalized arterial/arterial and arterial/collector intersections.
Signage indicating the loop detector should be stenciled on the roadway.
Bicycle Lane Markings

Sample stencil indicating a
bicycle loop detector

The Caltrans standard for placement of bicycle lane stencils states that
markings should be on the far side of each intersection and at other locations
as desired.
The City of Pleasanton may consider supplementary guidelines, by placing
markings at all transition points, including the beginning and end of each
block. See the placement of stencils at transition points in Figure A-6.
Figure A-6 shows the appropriate location and use of loop detector stencils
at intersections.
•

Figure A-6 presents typical striping and lane configurations for bike
lanes and loop detectors at a multi-lane intersection

•

Figure A-7 presents several options for the treatment of Class II
lanes approaching intersections with right-turn lanes

•

Figure A-8 presents a typical configuration for indicating a bicycle
loop detector
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Treatments at Highway Interchanges
Bicycle and pedestrian routes at highway interchanges require special
treatment to ensure the safety and comfort for all road users. Fast moving
traffic, highway on and off-ramps and wide travel lanes make interchanges
difficult areas for bicyclists and pedestrians to navigate.
Figures A-9 and A-10 provide examples of how to retrofit existing
interchanges. The guidance below can be used for retrofit projects or new
interchange designs.
1. Provide Facilities
•

Travel lanes should be reduced from 12 feet to 11 feet to slow motor
vehicle speeds and provide additional space for bicycle lanes and
sidewalks

Bicycles
•

Bicycle routes with Class II bike lanes should be striped continuously
across overpasses and underpasses wherever feasible

•

Minimize distances in which bicyclists are required to travel between
two moving traffic lanes (see Figure A-6, [2])

•

Use skip stripes to delineate bicycle path travel through conflict
zones

•

Consider colored bike lanes in conflict areas

Pedestrians
•

Provide sidewalks on both sides of structure crossing the freeway

•

Locate on- and off- ramp crosswalks as follows:

•

o

Location with maximum sight distance to a pedestrian about
to enter the crosswalk

o

Prior to zone where vehicles are accelerating to enter the
freeway

Control pedestrian crossings wherever possible

2. Avoid High-speed, Uncontrolled Movements
•

A-10

A tight diamond configuration with square off and on-ramps to
encourage slower motor vehicle speeds is recommended.
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3. Avoid Multiple Right-turn lanes on Cross-street
•

1st Priority: Where possible, retain single right-turn lanes, even if
greater than 200 feet

•

2nd Priority: Where possible, avoid right-turn lanes greater than 200
feet

Colored Bicycle Lanes
Colored bike lanes can be used is high-conflict areas to alert motorists to the
presence of bicyclists and bike lanes. Cities including Portland, Oregon and
New York City have successfully experimented with colored bike lanes at
highway interchanges and locations where drivers have otherwise
encroached on bicycle lanes. These lanes can be painted or treated with
thermoplastic. Colored bicycle lanes will be adopted into the 2009 CA
MUTCD Standards.
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Figure A-8
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Class III Bike Route Design Standards
Class III bike routes are intended to provide continuity throughout a bikeway
network and are primarily identified with signage. Bike routes can be used to
connect discontinuous segments of a Class I or Class II bikeway. Bike
routes are shared facilities with either motorists on roadways or with
pedestrians on sidewalks (not desirable).
Minimum widths for bike routes (Class III) are not presented in the Highway
Design Manual, as the acceptable width is dependent on many factors.
Table A-2 presents recommended average daily traffic (ADT) and speed
thresholds for Class III bike routes.

TABLE A-2
RECOMMENDED GUIDELINES FOR CLASS III BIKE ROUTE
Curb Lane Width (ft)

ADT

Travel Speed

12 (arterial); 11 (collector); no
minimum on local street

under 5,000

under 25 mph

14

5,000 - 20,000

25 - 35 mph

15

over 20,000

over 35 mph

Source: Fehr & Peers
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Bicycle Boulevards
An additional type of Class III facility is the Bicycle Boulevard. Typically, bike
boulevards are on low-volume streets adjacent to higher volume arterials
where bicycles have priority and have a relatively stop-free, low conflict route
to their destinations. Traffic calming treatments such as traffic circles,
chokers and medians are often used on bicycle boulevards to calm traffic.

Bicycle Boulevard, Berkeley, CA

Share the Road Markings
Share the Road Markings, or “Sharrows” are a newer design application
used in California, and have been tentatively approved for the 2009 update to
the CA MUTCD Standards. Sharrows are on-street stencils that reinforce that
bicyclists are legitimate road users, and are helpful connectors between
Class I or Class II facilities when roadway widths are too narrow for a bike
lane. Sharrows are suitable for streets with speeds below 40 mph and/or
high bicyclist volumes.
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Figure A-12
Share the Road Markings

Figure A-11
A-19
Caltrans Shared Roadway Marking Guidance for
Installation
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Bicycle Parking
Every bicycle trip has two main components: the route selected by the
bicyclist and the “end-of-trip” facilities at the destinations, such as safe and
secure bicycle parking. This section provides guidance on the provision and
placement of bicycle parking facilities.
As the Pleasanton bicycle network grows, so will the population that chooses
to ride a bike. The availability of secure and convenient parking is as critical
to bicyclists as it is for motorists. The availability of short and long-term
bicycle parking at key destinations such as parks, schools, community
facilities, transit stations, shopping areas and downtown Pleasanton is a vital
part of a complete bicycle network.
Parking should be highly visible, accessible and easy to use. Facilities
should be located in well-lit areas and covered where possible. Installation is
equally important; for example a rack that is too close to a wall or other
obstruction will not be effectively utilized. See Figures A-13 through A-15 for
design specifications.
Bicycle parking should not block the path of
pedestrians with and without disabilities.
There are different types of parking facilities just as there are different levels
of bikeway facilities. Parking facilities fall into one of three main categories:
Short-term Bicycle Parking
Bicycle Racks
Bicycle Racks are low-cost devices that provide a location to secure a
bicycle. Ideally, bicyclists can lock both their frame and wheels. The bicycle
rack should be in a highly visible location secured to the ground, preferably
within 50 feet of a main entrance to a building or facility. Whenever possible,
the racks should be visible from the doorways and/or windows of buildings,
and not in an out of the way location, such as an alley. Short-term bicycle
parking is commonly used for short trips, when cyclists are planning to leave
their bicycles for a few hours.

Covered bike racks
protect bicycles from rain
and other elements.
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Long-term Bicycle Parking
Bicycle Lockers
Bicycle Lockers are covered storage units that can be locked individually,
providing secure parking for one bicycle. Bicycle Cages are secure areas
with limited-access doors. Occasionally, they are attended. Each of these
means is designed to provide bicyclists with a high level of security so that
they feel comfortable leaving their bicycles for long periods of time. They are
appropriate for employees of large buildings and at transit stations. Lockers
provide a secure place for bicyclists to store their helmets or other riding
gear. Showers are important for bicycle commuters with a rigorous commute
and/or formal office attire.
Electronic Bicycle Lockers
Electronic bike lockers provide secure individualized parking that can be
accessed with an electronic card. Unlike standard key lockers which provide
one key for one renter, a single e-locker can be rented by multiple cyclists
each week by using smart card technology. The improved efficiency
translates into greater availability, and is a popular option at transit stations
throughout the Bay Area.
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Signage
Several new bicycle guide signs, along with information on their use, will be
added to the 2009 CA MUTCD guidelines. These signs provide flexibility and
may reduce costs for signing bicycle routes in urban areas where multiple
routes intersect or overlap. Among these signs are a new Alternative Bike
Route guide sign and new Bicycle Destination signs, which indicate direction,
distance in miles and destinations along bicycle routes.
A new Bicycle Route (M1-8a) sign is also being added to that retains the
clear, simple, and uniform design of the M1-8 sign, and provides a place near
the top of the sign to include a pictograph or words that are associated with
the route or with the agency that has jurisdiction over the route.
Numbered route signs are appropriate for regional bike routes that travel
through and out of Pleasanton. Regional signage should therefore be a
coordinated effort within the Tri-Valley area to ensure continuity along routes.
The City of Pleasanton may develop unique or distinctive route number signs
for bicycle routes, similar to the way that States use distinctive M1-5 signs for
State highways. The M1-8 sign is being retained in the MUTCD for use
when agencies do not wish to use a distinctive pictograph, symbol, or
wording.
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PEDESTRIAN DESIGN GUIDELINES
This section outlines guidelines for the design of pedestrian facilities in the
City of Pleasanton. Safe, walkable streets are a vital aspect of city life and
enhance the health of our communities. Well designed pedestrian spaces
should be comfortable for all residents – young and old – to enjoy.
What is the Pedestrian Realm?
The Pedestrian realm consists of walkways, pedestrian crossings, and open
spaces. Walkways are “prepared exterior routes, designed to provide
pedestrian accessibility. Walkways are general pedestrian routes, including
plazas and courts, and sidewalks are walkways that parallel a vehicular
1
roadway.” Additionally, pedestrian crossings, where pedestrians traverse a
roadway, are considered part of the pedestrian realm. Plazas and courts are
locations, either publicly or privately-owned, that are accessible to
pedestrians.
The quality of the pedestrian realm has two components: accessibility and
comfort. The City of Pleasanton seeks to maximize both elements for all
users. There are three elements addressed in these guidelines:
1. Curb or corner zone – the area closest to the street where items
such as street furniture, utility poles, and newspaper racks are
usually located.
2. Travel zone – generally considered to be the sidewalk and
crosswalk, as well as special pedestrian-only areas such as plazas
and courts. Multi-use trails and open space may also be considered
travel zones.
3. Buffer zone – is the area between the street and sidewalk and is
often landscaped. This zone provides distance between vehicular
traffic and walking areas to create a more comfortable and safe
environment for pedestrians.

1

U.S. Department of Transportation
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1. Curb Zone
Good curbs and corners have several basic attributes. They should be:
•

Clear of obstructions: They have enough space to accommodate the
typical number of pedestrians waiting to cross.

•

Visible: Pedestrians waiting to cross the street should have an
unobstructed view of approaching vehicles and approaching
motorists should be able to see waiting pedestrians easily.

•

Intuitive: Symbols, marks, and signs used at corners should be
universal and clear so that both motorists and pedestrians know
what actions or movements to make and expect.

•

Accessible: Everything at the corner, including ramps, landings, call
buttons, signs, symbols, marks, and textures, must meet standards
dictated by the Access Board, as required by the Americans with
Disabilities Act.

•

Discreet: Corners should be separate from vehicle traffic. They
should have design features that disallow vehicles from encroaching.
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Americans with Disabilities Act Accessibility Guidelines: Corners
The primary guidelines governing corners are included in the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA). The ADA is a civil rights act, signed into law in 1990,
which prohibits public agencies from discriminating against individuals with
disabilities. All new curb ramps in Pleasanton must comply with the
Americans with Disabilities Act Accessibility Guidelines (ADAAG) and the
State of California Code of Regulations Title 24. The California Disabled
Accessibility Guidebook (CalDAG) synthesizes the recommendations from
both sources.
Curb Ramps
The ADA defines two types of curb ramp systems, “Perpendicular Ramps”
and “Parallel Ramps.”
Every ramp must have:
•

A landing at the top and at the bottom

•

A maximum ramp slope in the right-of- way of 1:12

•

A cross slope of no more than 1:50

•

A minimum width of 915 mm (3'-0")

•

A landing at the top least 1220 mm (4'-0") long and at least the same
width as the ramp itself

•

A slope no more than 1:50 in any direction

If the ramp runs directly into a crosswalk, the landing at the bottom will be in
the roadway. The landing, 1220 mm (4'-0") long, should be:
•

Completely contained within the crosswalk

•

Have a running slope no greater than 1:20

If the ramp lands on a dropped landing within the sidewalk or corner area
where someone in a wheelchair may have to change direction, the landing
must:
•

Be a minimum of 1,525 mm (5'-0") long

•

Be at least as wide as the ramp

•

Have a slope no greater than 1:50 in any direction
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Figure Source: Caltrans Standard Plans 2003

It is desirable to have directional ramps; ramps that point the pedestrian
toward the crosswalk. For curb retrofits, this is not always feasible. It may
be cost prohibitive due to utility relocation or curb reconstruction. However,
wherever possible, each crosswalk at a given corner should have a
curb ramp, similar to the figures on the following page, taken from the U.S.
Department of Transportation’s document, Designing Sidewalks and Trails
for Access. Dual curb ramps are especially desirable at locations with
narrow sidewalks and a wide corner radius. At locations with narrow
sidewalks and a tight corner radius, a single curb ramp is appropriate.
Ramps and dropped landings that end directly in the roadway should have a
truncated dome tactile surface.

A-31

City of Pleasanton Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan
Design Guidelines

Pedestrian Area at Corners
The pedestrian area is defined as usable space for pedestrians. Corners
must be functional and must accommodate those waiting to cross the street,
those traveling along the sidewalk, and those who stop to congregate on the
corner. The greater the number of expected pedestrians, the larger the
pedestrian area should be. Other considerations sometimes erode the
amount of usable space and hence the functionality of corners. Several
strategies exist for expanding the pedestrian area at corners. Small corner
radii generally provide the most usable space and the shortest crossing
distances for pedestrians (see Figure A-19.) Designers may also consider
curb extensions, right-of-way acquisition, or granting public easements
across private property to expand the pedestrian area.
The pedestrian area should be clear of obstructions, especially
immediately adjacent to the corner. This area is the triangle created by
extending the property lines to the face of curb. Where existing
obstructions such as utility poles or newspaper racks are removed, they
should not be relocated such that they obstruct a pedestrian’s line of travel.
Corner Radii
The general rule for choosing a corner radius should be to choose the
smallest possible, acknowledging that each location has a unique set of
factors that determine the appropriate radius. Small corner radii improve
comfort, and create a more enjoyable walking environment because they
create more usable space for pedestrians at the corner. They improve safety
because they slow vehicle speeds and shorten the crossing distance for
pedestrians and improve sightlines. Smaller corner radii are also beneficial
for street sweeping operations.
While corner radii may be as small as 1’6”, locations with any amount of
turning traffic cannot accommodate a radius this tight. At locations with
curbside parking, a 10’ radius is recommended. At locations with no
parking lane, a 20’ maximum is recommended. Locations with heavy
truck or transit traffic may also require a wider turning radius.
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Residential

15 ft

Local/Collector

20-30 ft

Arterial

30 ft

Industrial

Up to 50 ft
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Curb Extensions
Consider curb extensions at intersections of three or more lanes or at
uncontrolled crossings where they may improve safety. Generally, curb
extensions should extend a minimum of six feet into the street adjacent
to parallel parking, or 12 feet adjacent to diagonal parking and no
further than the edge of the travel lane or bicycle lane. Designers should
exercise special care not to create conflicts between bicyclists and
pedestrians and not to design the curb extension such that cyclists are forced
to “take the lane” at intersections where it is not appropriate.
Pedestrian Refuge Islands
Pedestrian refuge islands allow crossings in two stages: to medians and to
the far side of the street. Refuges can be lower cost because no curb
(drainage) modifications are normally required.
Pedestrian Refuge Islands should extend through the crosswalk, with a curb
cut for wheelchair accessibility.
Refuge islands should be clear of
obstructions and have adequate drainage. They should be at least 12 feet
long or the width of the crosswalk (whichever is greater) and 60 feet square.
At actuated pedestrian signals, an accessible pedestrian push button should
also be located in the median.
Recommended refuge island widths are as follows:
Speed

Minimum Width*

25-30 mph

5 feet

30-35 mph

6 feet

35-45 mph

8 feet

*Where bikes are expected to use the crosswalk, medians
should be at least six feet wide, the length of an average bike.

Whenever possible, especially at locations adjacent to pedestrian
generators, intersections should be designed without “free rights” for
vehicles. When “free rights” are necessary, pedestrian islands should be
designed to maximize visibility of pedestrians and slow vehicle speeds. (See
the graphic on the right in Figure A-17 for the recommended design.)
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Figure A-17

Right-Turn Slip Lane Design Options

142
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Figure A-18: Typical single and dual curb ramps
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1.8m (6’) Sidewalk

4.6m (15’) R
1.5m (5’) Sidewalk with
2.1m (7’) Landscape Strip

7.5m (25’) R

7.9m
(26')

15.2m (50’) R

Sidewalk at back of Curb
Radius

Average Vehicle
Speed in Corner

Crossing
Distance

Increased
Crossing

Percent
Increase

4.6m (15’)

5 mph

7.9m (26’)

+0m (0’)

0%

7.5m (25’)

10 mph

10.0m (36’)

+3.0m (10’)

38%

15.2m (50’)

15mph

19.8m (65’)

+11.4m (39’)

150%

Sidewalk with Nature Strip
Radius

Average Vehicle
Speed in Corner

Crossing
Distance

Increased
Crossing

Percent
Increase

4.6m (15’)

5 mph

11.3m (37’)

+3.3m (11’)

42%

7.5m (25’)

10 mph

15.2m (50’)

+7.3m (24’)

92%

15.2m (50’)

15mph

27.1m (89’)

+16.2m (53’)

203%

Figure A-19: Effect of Corner Radii on Pedestrian Crossing Distance
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Figure A-20
Medians and Curb Extensions
Create Shorter Pedestrian Crossings
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Figure A-21: Effective Use of Space at Curb Extensions near Parallel Parking
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Push Buttons
When pedestrian push buttons are used, they should be well-marked, visible,
and accessible to all pedestrians from a flat surface consistent with
recommendations from the U.S. Department of Transportation’s Designing
Sidewalks and Trails for Access. They should be located within five feet
of the crosswalk and not further than ten feet from the curb.

Figure A-22: Pushbutton Locations for Accessible
Pedestrian Signals at Dual Ramps and Single Ramps

Source: CalDAG 2003
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At actuated signals where pedestrian activation is registered for greater than
75% of the peak hour signal cycles, signals should accommodate pedestrian
crossings in every peak period cycle.
At locations that are not on a direct path to a generator with low side-street
volumes, signals should be partially-actuated, meaning that pedestrians
crossing the side streets get a WALK signal on every cycle, but pedestrians
crossing the main street must use the pedestrian push button.
Where needed, pedestrian call buttons should be located to meet the
following criteria:
•

The closest push button to a crosswalk should call the pedestrian
signal for that crosswalk.

•

An arrow indicator should show which crosswalk the button will
affect.

•

The push button should be visible to a pedestrian facing the
crosswalk, unless space constraints dictate another button
placement.

•

The push button must be accessible from the level landing at the top
of the curb ramp, or from the dropped landing of a parallel curb
ramp.

•

Where audible pedestrian signals are installed, audible push-buttons
should also be used. Audible signs are being installed as part of all
new signals and signal modifications by several California
jurisdictions due to recent settlements. Newer audible signals have
the sound coming from the push button and automatically adjust to
background noise. This combination addresses neighborhood
concerns about the noise associated with audible signals.

•

Tactile symbols may also be installed for visually-impaired persons.

•

At locations where pedestrian refuge islands or medians are located
and the crossing is greater than 60 feet, pedestrian push buttons
should be installed in the median.

ADA-Accessible
Pushbutton

Other Corner Zone Issues
Various elements may create obstructions in the corner zone. There are
several means of reducing the number and size of the obstructions. Items
such as newspaper racks, trash bins, signal boxes, and street furniture may
be consolidated and, where appropriate, regulated through City ordinances.
Maintaining sight distance for both pedestrians and motorists is critical,
especially at intersection locations. When designing new intersections or
driveway locations, it is important to measure the pedestrian’s sight lines as
well as those of the vehicle. Standard stopping distances from AASHTO are
appropriate.
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II.

Travel Zone

Sidewalks
The ADA mandates a minimum sidewalk width of four feet. Public sidewalks
that are less than five feet wide require a five-by-five foot passing zone every
200 feet. This is a minimum requirement.
On commercial streets, especially in Downtown
Pleasanton, eight feet is the desired sidewalk width.
This includes a two to three foot comfort zone on either
side of the pedestrian walkway, as pedestrians generally
keep about 1.5 feet clear of planters, street furniture and
other obstructions near the curb. This should not
prevent the City from installing wider sidewalks (up to 12
feet) in commercial districts and other locations with
outdoor seating and amenities. Sidewalks on local
streets should be a minimum of five feet wide.
Landscaping separating the street from the sidewalk
should be five feet wide. There are benefits to putting
driveway cross-slopes in the landscape area rather than
across the sidewalk.

Mature Street trees provide an excellent
pedestrian amenity but also create choke points.

Elements such as street furniture, newspaper racks,
bicycle parking racks, and trash bins should be kept in
the buffer zone and should not impede a straight travel
path along the sidewalk. Additionally, “meandering”
sidewalks are discouraged. They may prove challenging
for visually-impaired pedestrians and lengthen travel
distance.

Sidewalks in Rural Areas
In developing areas and rural areas, it may be
acceptable—although less desirable—to start with
shoulders and unpaved paths and then phase in
sidewalks as development accelerates. In rural settings, if
sidewalks are not installed at the time of development,
guidelines are needed to determine when sidewalks will
be required and how they will be funded. There may be a
desire in some residential areas of Pleasanton to retain a
rural atmosphere. To address both the goal of having
safe places to walk and that of the community to retain a
certain atmosphere, path systems can be developed that
do not look like traditional sidewalks, but do meet walking
needs. Even in rural areas, people do want to walk and
such facilities should be provided.
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Street swales or bioswales may be a good option for developing context
sensitive sidewalks in rural areas. Swales are long, narrow landscaped
depressions primarily used to collect and convey stormwater and improve
water quality. Swales add significant landscaping to roadway corridors and
reduce impervious surfaces.
Crossings
Pedestrian crossings generally fall into two categories: controlled and
uncontrolled. Controlled crossings include signalized locations and stopcontrolled crossings (both all-way stops and stop-controlled approaches on
two- and three-way stops.) Uncontrolled crossings include both intersection
and mid-block locations.
Pedestrian-friendly crossings are:
•

Compact: A good rule to follow is “never design more than you
need.” Keep turning radii tight; discourage free-right turns; and
include pedestrian refuge islands or other special devices at
especially wide crossings.

•

Visible:
The pedestrian crossing should be clearly-marked.
Maintaining a high-visibility crossing creates an intuitive and safe
environment for all users. Visibility also applies to sight distance.
Pedestrians should be clearly visible by motorists up to 250 feet
away.

•

Useful: One of the first steps in creating an uncontrolled crossing,
especially for mid-block locations, is to determine need and location.
While identifying pedestrian “desire lines,” or the places where the
most pedestrians want to cross, can present special challenges, it is
essential in order to ensure a cost-effective and well-used crossing.

•

Safe:
A common misperception about marked uncontrolled
crossings is that they give pedestrians a “false sense of security.”
Recent research has concluded that not all marked uncontrolled
crossings are less safe than uncontrolled crossings.
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The following pages contain a toolbox of devices for use in various situations.
The first toolbox applies to controlled crossings, and the second applies to
uncontrolled crossing locations.
Controlled Crossings
Controlled crossings should be timed for a maximum walking speed of 3.0
feet per second of walk and flashing don’t walk time, measured from the top
of the curb ramp on one side of the street to the top of the curb ramp on the
opposite side of the street per the ADA Accessibility Guidelines. The flashing
don’t walk, or pedestrian clearance interval, should be timed to a maximum
walking speed of 3.5 feet per second. These crossing times have has been
approved by the National Committee on Uniform Traffic Control Devices and
will be included in the 2009 version of the MUTCD. For other guidelines
concerning push-buttons and actuated pedestrian signals, see Section I
Corner Zone.
The table below summarizes the standard treatment for controlled crossings:

CONTROL
TYPE

STANDARD
TREATMENT

ENHANCEMENTS

DO NOT MARK

Signal

Advance 24” Limit
Line four to seven
feet before the
crosswalk

Pedestrian refuge island

Inadequate sight distance

Curb extensions
Signal phasing treatments:

Dual white lines

• Early Release
• Scramble
Right-turn on red restrictions

Stop sign

Dual white lines
Advanced unit line
for stop approaches
Advanced yield line
for uncontrolled
approaches

Triple-four or other highvisibility stencil

Inadequate sight distance

Pedestrian refuge island
Curb extensions

In-street YIELD TO
PEDESTRIANS
signs
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There are a number of innovative treatments for pedestrians at signalized
intersections, mostly related to pedestrian signals. At locations with high
pedestrian volumes and pedestrian-vehicle conflicts, the following measures
are means to enhance the safety of pedestrian crossings:
High Numbers of Turning Vehicles
•

Early Release or pedestrian lead-time, allows pedestrians to
establish themselves in the crosswalk, reducing conflicts between
pedestrians and turning vehicles.

•

Special Pavement stencils such as “Pedestrians Look Left” or
“Watch Turning Vehicles” stencil are used in Salt Lake City, Halifax,
N.S., Canada, and the UK to remind pedestrians to be watchful.
These stencils, used in conjunction with special signage, significantly
reduced the number of pedestrians not looking for threats at
1
intersections . Additionally, high-visibility crosswalks help channelize
pedestrians.

•

Other special treatments include “Yield to Pedestrians” signs, and
reduced corner radii to slow the speeds of right-turning vehicles.
The curb radius should accommodate the expected amount and type
of traffic for safe turning speeds. As the curb radius increases,
incomplete stops become more frequent and drivers make turns at
2
higher speeds. Recommended ranges for curb radii are as follows:

High Numbers of Pedestrians
•

Pedestrian “scramble” phases, so called because pedestrians have a
walk signal in every direction while vehicles have a red light on all
approaches. This treatment is appropriate in central business
districts where pedestrian volumes are exceptionally high.

•

“No Right Turn on Red” restrictions for vehicles reduce pedestrianvehicle conflicts at locations with high numbers of pedestrians, but
makes vehicle circulation less convenient and may cause traffic
diversions. This type of treatment needs to be considered on a
case-by-case basis.

•

Advance stop lines or yield lines are stop or yield bars placed four
feet in advance of the crosswalk. Advance stop lines or yield bars
should be considered based on pedestrian volumes, generators and
safety concerns relevant to a specific crossing.

1

Van Houten, Ron et al, “Special Signs and Pavement Markings Improve Pedestrian Safety,”
ITE Journal, December 1996.
2
Kulash, William M., Residential Streets, Urban Land Institute, 2001.
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Wide intersections
Countdown signals are useful at signalized locations. At wide streets
with long clearance intervals, the countdown signal effectively
communicates the amount of time left to cross the street. At streets
with medians, there should be adequate crossing time for the
pedestrian to traverse the entire distance and countdown signals
should be used as a default.

Exceptions
The following situations are exceptions to the practice of marking crosswalks
on all controlled approaches:
•

Crossing locations with heavy right- or left-turn volumes that occur at
the same time as pedestrians cross the path of the turning vehicle
where protected signal phasing (such as left-turn arrows) or other
3
solutions outlined above are infeasible.

•

Intersections with inadequate sight distances for pedestrians.
Elimination of crosswalks in these instances should only occur after
other solutions have been deemed infeasible.

•

Heavy or light rail crossings.
The California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) is responsible for regulating at-grade crossings.
The PUC no longer allows new at-grade crossings (pedestrians and
cars crossing rail tracks) unless there are extraordinary
circumstances.

4

3

Alternative pedestrian crossings should be identified and it may be necessary to install barrier
treatments to reinforce that pedestrians should not cross at the location without a marked
crosswalk.
4
Unrestricted sight distance of pedestrians by motorists should be at least ten times the speed
limit (for example, 250 feet for a street with a speed limit of 25 miles per hour.)
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Uncontrolled Crossings
The following treatments are appropriate at uncontrolled locations that may
need small adjustments to ensure that a marked crossing will be as safe as
an unmarked crossing. These recommendations are all minimums, and they
are specifically to improve safety. They should not preclude the City from
installing them in other locations to improve walkability. They are listed in
order of intensity.

Level One
• Install Pedestrian Refuge Islands on multi-lane
streets with ADT of less than 15,000 and 85th
percentile speeds of less than 35 miles per hour.
•

Curb Extensions (see Section I Corner Zone)

Level Two
Pedestrian refuge island

• Overhead signs and flashing beacons showing
the universal pedestrian symbol, including both standard
yellow, fluorescent yellow, and LED displays, hang from
a mast arm that extends over the street. Flashing red or
yellow beacons enhance overhead signs.
• Raised crosswalk Using special pavers,
concrete, or asphalt, create a raised crosswalk (similar
to a speed table).
• In-pavement flashers accompanied by a flashing
sign at the crosswalk and advanced flashing sign
increase the number of vehicles yielding to pedestrians.

Overhead flashers with beacons
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Level Three
•

Red Indication Devices are also active lights, but with a red
indication. Similar to traffic signals, these devices stop motor
vehicles to allow pedestrians to cross.
But unlike a typical
pedestrian signal, the motor vehicle signal operates in a flashing red
during the pedestrian clearance interval, allowing motorists to
proceed through the crossing after stopping when no pedestrians are
present.
The 2009 MUTCD will likely include HAWK signals (High Intensity
Activated Crosswalk), which has already been installed at about 70
locations in Tucson, AZ. When not activated, the HAWK signal is
blanked out. A pedestrian push button activates an overhead signal
to begin flashing yellow and then solid yellow, advising drivers to
prepare to stop. The signal then displays a solid red and shows the
pedestrian a “Walk” indication. Finally, a flashing red signal indicates
that motorists may proceed when safe, after coming to a full stop.
The pedestrian is shown a flashing “Don’t Walk” with a countdown
indicating the time left to cross. HAWKS are appropriate at mid-block
locations. This type of signal is likely to be the “red indication” device
of choice in coming years.

Level Four
•

Pedestrian-actuated signals should be used where other methods
are infeasible or ineffective.
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III.

Buffer Zone
Planting strips, parking lanes, and even bicycle lanes provide a
buffer between pedestrians on the sidewalk and motor vehicle
traffic. Planting strips require a minimum of five feet, although
six feet is more desirable, especially for larger trees. Sidewalks
on commercial streets should provide a minimum five foot
buffer zone in addition to an eight foot sidewalk.
Buffer strips are recommended to eliminate driveway cross
slopes in the sidewalk, improve pedestrian comfort, and offer
landscape/shade opportunities.

A-48

City of Pleasanton Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan
2009

APPENDIX B: BICYCLE COLLISIONS
Bicycle collision statistics were compiled from City of Pleasanton collision
reports from 2002 to 2007. On average, Pleasanton had 14 bicycle collisions
each year, with 16 collisions occurring in 2007. This consistent collision rate
indicates that work must still be done—in terms of education, enforcement,
and engineering—to reduce the number of collisions.
Cause
As shown in Table B-2, (Violation Category of Pedestrian and Bicycle
Collisions), the California Highway Patrol (CHP) reported the most common
collision cause was the bicyclist cycling on the wrong side of road.
Approximately 30% of bicycle collisions were attributed to cycling on the
wrong side of the road, against traffic. Some bicyclists believe that in the
absence of bike lanes, they are more visible to motorists if they ride against
the flow of automobile traffic. Doing so, however, results in turning conflicts
between bicycles and autos and poses a danger for less experienced
bicyclists who might unintentionally weave into the path of oncoming
automobiles.
Violation of automobile right-of-way, which occurs when bicyclists fail to yield
to automobiles, accounted for 26% of all bicycle collisions in Pleasanton,
making it the second most common cause of collisions amongst bicyclists.
Nationally, this statistic is much higher, with the violation of the automobile’s
right-of-way accounting for 54% of all bicycle collisions.
The CHP-reported data, then, indicate that the wrong side of road and
automobile right-of-way violations make Pleasanton bicyclists at fault slightly
more than half the time. However, it is important to state that bicycle and
pedestrian data may be biased in favor of drivers, as they are typically the
ones who report the collision. Moreover, collision reporting forms are
typically designed for vehicle-on-vehicle collisions rather than for bicyclevehicle or pedestrian-vehicle collisions, further aggravating the potential for
bias or misrepresentation in data collection. Other significant causes of
collisions include improper turning of automobiles, which represented 12% of
all bicycle collisions, and unsafe speeds of automobiles, which accounted for
8% of the collisions.
Intersection vs. Mid-Block Locations
Bicycle collisions were evenly split between collisions occurring at
intersections and at mid-block locations (Table B-1: Mid-block vs.
Intersection Collisions). However, the breakdown of violation category by
location indicates some differences between mid-block and intersection
bicycle collisions (Table B-3: Violation of Bicycle Collisions by Location).
While automobile right-of-way collisions were equally represented in both
locations, bicycling on the wrong side of the road had slightly a higher rate of
incidence at intersections, representing 36% of bicycle collisions at
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intersections as compared to 20% at mid-block collisions. In addition,
automobiles improperly turning and traveling at unsafe speeds were more
prevalent in the mid-block collisions at 17% and 13% of mid-block collisions,
respectively, in contrast to 7% and 3%, respectively, of intersection collisions.
Severity of Injury
Table B-5 shows that the majority of bicycle collisions resulted in the
bicyclists sustaining some sort of “other visible injury,” which happened in
57% of bicycle collisions. One bicyclist was killed in Pleasanton between
2002 and 2007, at the intersection of Palomino Road and Norton Way. Only
4% of bicycle collisions resulted in severe injury, although 40% resulted in
the bicyclist complaining of pain after the accident.
Crash Location
Figure B-2, which shows intersections with the highest number of collisions
involving bicyclists and/or pedestrians, indicates the four most dangerous
intersections for bicyclists as the following:
1. West Las Positas Boulevard and Stoneridge Drive
2. Santa Rita Road and Mohr Avenue
3. Santa Rita Road and Black Avenue
4. Hopyard Road and Inglewood Drive
As shown in Figure 1, three of the four collision hotspots are located in areas
that already have bike lanes in both directions on the arterial streets. The
Santa Rita Road and Black Avenue location, however, only has bicycle lanes
for southbound traffic on Santa Rita Road south of the intersection at Black
Avenue (Figure B-1). While the crossing of several major arterials and
collectors provide the intersections with the highest rates of incidence for
bicyclists, the top four intersections only account for 15% of all bicycle
accidents over the six-year period, showing that the bicycle collisions are
dispersed throughout the city. The scattered collisions suggest a prominent
role for enforcement and, especially, education in lowering the severity and
rate of bicycle collisions in Pleasanton.
Although Figures B-1, B-2, and B-3 provide a picture of recent bicycle
collision rates in Pleasanton, all causes and bicycle collision rates cannot be
fully accessed without information about bicycle volumes throughout the city.
A heavily-bicycled street with several collisions is not necessarily less safe
than a street with fewer bicyclists, but because more people are riding on it,
more collisions occur there.
Bicycle Riding on Sidewalk
In residential areas, where bicycle and vehicle speeds are lower, sidewalk
bicycle riding by children is accepted practice. The concern regarding
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bicyclists riding on sidewalks is due to potential conflict with pedestrians as
well as conflict with vehicles at driveways and intersections. Pedestrians on
sidewalks may change their speed and direction instantaneously, leaving
bicyclists with insufficient reaction time to avoid a collision. At driveways and
intersections, motorists scan for approaching roadway traffic and pedestrians
at crossing locations, but motorists do not expect faster moving bicycles on
sidewalks or in crosswalks.
Studies have shown that in most situations, it is safer for bicyclists to ride on
the roadway than on the sidewalk. According to the AASHTO Guide for the
Development of Bicycle Facilities, sidewalk use by bicycles is only
recommended under certain limited circumstances as follows:
1) To provide for bicycle travel on high speed or heavily traveled roadways
where there is inadequate space for bicyclists
2) On long, narrow bridges

PEDESTRIAN COLLISONS
The City of Pleasanton’s pedestrian and automobile collision data differed
from bicycle and automobile collision data in terms of number of collisions as
well as the primary cause of collisions. While bicycle and automobile
collisions totaled 109 in the six-year period, 52 pedestrian and automobile
collisions were reported over the same time span (Table B-1). On average,
nine pedestrian collisions were reported annually. In addition, unlike the
bicycle collisions which broke down evenly by location, the majority of
pedestrian collisions, 67%, occurred at intersections (Table B-1).
Cause
The pedestrian collision data indicates that vehicles were at fault the vast
majority of time (Table B-2). Most pedestrian collisions occurred as a result
of vehicles violating the pedestrian’s right-of-way, representing 42% of
reported crashes. Of those pedestrian right-of-way violation collisions, 60%
occurred at an intersection, suggesting that educating drivers and making
pedestrians more visible at crossings may be important mitigation measures
(Table B-4).
Severity of Injury
Although pedestrian injuries were generally less severe than bicycle
collisions, 37% of pedestrian collisions left the pedestrian with a visible injury
and approximately half of all pedestrians complained of pain (Table B-5).
Significantly, however, of the six pedestrian collisions that resulted in the
pedestrian being severely injured, four of those occurred on Santa Rita
Road/Main Street corridor.
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Intersection vs. Mid-Block Location
The second highest cause was pedestrian violation, in 29% of reported
pedestrian collisions. Table B-4 shows that half of the collisions with
pedestrian violation as the primary collision factor were mid-block collisions,
indicating that a pedestrian may have been jaywalking. The violation
category of automobiles unsafely starting or backing-up was also higher at
mid-block pedestrian collisions. Given that all of the mid-block pedestrian
violation collisions resulted in severe or other visible injury, enforcement and
education may be important courses of action.
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Crash Location
As with bicycle and automobile collisions, pedestrian and automobile
collisions are relatively dispersed throughout the city. However, most of the
collisions occurred along major arterials (Figure B-1):


Santa Rita Road/Main Street



Hopyard Road



West Las Positas Boulevard

Figure B-1 also shows a clustering of pedestrian collisions in downtown
Pleasanton, especially in the vicinity of where Santa Rita becomes Main
Street and intersects Del Valley Parkway and Stanley Boulevard and further
south along and around Main Street.
Together with the bicycle collision data, the intersections with the highest
number of bicycle and pedestrian collisions were West Last Positas
Boulevard at Stoneridge Drive and Santa Rita Road and Mohr Avenue, with
six collisions at each location (Table B-6, Figure B-3).

B-5

City of Pleasanton Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan
Collision Analysis

TABLE B-1: MID-BLOCK VS INTERSECTION: LOCATION OF PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE
COLLISIONS
BICYCLES
COLLISION
LOCATION

PEDESTRIANS

# OF
# OF
PERCENTAGE
COLLISIONS
COLLISIONS

PERCENTAGE

Intersection

54

49.5%

35

67.3%

Mid-Block

55

50.5%

17

32.7%

Total

109

100.0%

52

100.0%

Note: Collisions occurring at intersections were quantified by querying bicycle and pedestrian collisions that took
place 20 ft or less away from an intersection. Mid-block collisions are defined as all collisions taken
place more than 20 ft from an intersection.
Source: City of Pleasanton Bicycle and Pedestrian Collision Data, 2002-2007; Fehr and Peers, 2009.

TABLE B-2: VIOLATION CATEGORY OF PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE COLLISIONS
BICYCLES
VIOLATION
CATEGORY

PEDESTRIANS

# OF
# OF
PERCENTAGE
COLLISIONS
COLLISIONS

PERCENTAGE

DUI

1

0.9%

0

0.0%

Improper Passing

1

0.9%

0

0.0%

Improper Turning

13

11.9%

2

3.8%

Other than Driver

1

0.9%

0

0.0%

Auto R-O-W

28

25.7%

2

3.8%

Ped R-O-W

0

0.0%

22

42.3%

Pedestrian Violation

0

0.0%

15

28.8%

Traffic Signals

4

3.7%

1

1.9%

Unsafe Speed

9

8.3%

3

5.8%

Unsafe Start/Back Up

5

4.6%

4

7.7%

Unsafe Lane Change

2

1.8%

0

0.0%

Wrong Side of Road

31

28.4%

0

0.0%

Other Hazard

8

7.3%

1

1.9%

Not Stated

6

5.5%

2

3.8%

109

100.0%

52

100.0%

Total

Source: City of Pleasanton Bicycle and Pedestrian Collision Data, 2002-2007; Fehr and Peers, 2009.

B-6

City of Pleasanton Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan
2009

TABLE B-3: VIOLATION CATEGORY OF BICYLCE COLLISIONS BY LOCATION
MIDBLOCK

INTERSECTION

# OF
COLLISIONS

PERCENTAGE

# OF
COLLISIONS

PERCENTAGE

DUI

0

0%

1

1.8%

Improper Passing

0

0%

1

1.8%

Improper Turning

9

16.7%

4

7.3%

Other than Driver

0

0%

0

0%

Auto R-O-W

14

25.9%

14

25.5%

Ped R-O-W

-

-

-

-

Pedestrian Violation

-

-

-

-

Traffic Signals

2

3.7%

2

3.6%

Unsafe Speed

7

13.0%

2

3.6%

Unsafe Start/Back Up

0

0%

5

9.1%

Unsafe Lane Change

1

1.9%

1

1.8%

Wrong Side of Road

11

20.4%

20

36.4%

Other Hazard

6

11.1%

2

3.6%

Not Stated

3

5.6%

3

5.5%

Total

54

100%

55

100%

VIOLATION CATEGORY

Source: City of Pleasanton Bicycle and Pedestrian Collision Data, 2002-2007; Fehr and Peers, 2009.

B-7

City of Pleasanton Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan
Collision Analysis

TABLE B-4: VIOLATION CATEGORY OF PEDESTRIAN COLLISIONS BY LOCATION
MIDBLOCK
VIOLATION CATEGORY

INTERSECTION

# OF
PERCENTAGE
COLLISIONS
0%

# OF
COLLISIONS

PERCENTAGE

0

0%

DUI

0

Improper Passing

0

0%

0

0%

Improper Turning

1

5.9%

1

2.9%

Other than Driver

0

0%

0

0%

Auto R-O-W

1

5.9%

1

2.9%

Ped R-O-W

1

5.9%

21

60.0%

Pedestrian Violation

8

47.1%

7

20.0%

Traffic Signals

0

0%

1

2.9%

Unsafe Speed

1

5.9%

2

5.7%

Unsafe Start/Back Up

3

17.6%

1

2.9%

Unsafe Lane Change

0

0%

0

0%

Wrong Side of Road

0

0%

0

0.0%

Other Hazard

0

0%

1

2.9%

Not Stated

0

0%

4

11.4%

Total

17

100%

35

100%

Source: City of Pleasanton Bicycle and Pedestrian Collision Data, 2002-2007; Fehr and Peers, 2009.
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TABLE B-5: BICYCLIST AND PEDESTRIAN INJURY SEVERITY
BICYCLIST
INJURY SEVERITY

PEDESTRIAN

# OF
PERCENTAGE
# OF
PERCENTAGE
COLLISIONS
COLLISIONS

Fatal

1

0.9%

0

0.0%

Severe Injury

4

3.7%

6

11.5%

Other Visible Injury

62

56.9%

19

36.5%

Complaint of Pain

37

33.9%

25

48.1%

Property Damage Only

5

3.8%

2

3.8%

109

100.0%

52

100.0%

Total

Source: City of Pleasanton Bicycle and Pedestrian Collision Data, 2002-2007; Fehr and Peers,
2009.

TABLE B-6: CITY OF PLEASANTON INTERSECTIONS WITH MOST BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN
COLLISIONS
BICYCLE

PEDESTRIAN

BICYCLE &
PEDESTRIAN

INTERSECTION

# OF
INTERSECTION
# OF
COLLISIONS
COLLISIONS

INTERSECTION

# OF
COLLISIONS

W. Las Positas Blvd at
Stoneridge Dr.

6

Del Valle Pkwy.
at Main St.

2

W. Last Positas Blvd
at Stoneridge Dr.

6

Santa Rita Rd. at Mohr
Av.

4

Santa Rita Rd. at
Mohr Av.

2

Santa Rita Rd. at
Mohr Av.

6

Hopyard Rd. at
Inglewood Dr.

3

Santa Rita Rd. at
Francisco St.

2

Hopyard at
Inglewood Dr

4

Santa Rita Rd. at
Black Av.

3

Stoneridge Dr. at
Santa Rita Rd.

2

Stoneridge Dr. at
Santa Rita Rd.

3

Santa Rita Rd. at
Black Av.

3

Main St. at Stanley
Blvd

3

Source: City of Pleasanton Bicycle and Pedestrian Collision Data, 2002-2007; Fehr and Peers, 2009.
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APPENDIX C: LATENT DEMAND FORECAST
Appendix C includes the walking and bicycling demand forecasting approach
and results for the Pleasanton Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan. The
purpose of the forecasting model was to develop citywide “indices” of
bicycling and walking latent demand.

APPROACH METHODOLOGY
The demand analysis produces estimates of pedestrian and bicycling activity
at the block level. This methodology was based on research Fehr & Peers
conducted for the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) on the
relationship between the built environment and travel patterns. Through this
and subsequent studies, several factors have been shown to have significant
1
effects on the number of people walking and bicycling in a given area.
The analysis uses a combination of existing GIS data and newly collected
information to develop variables highly correlated with walking and bicycling
activity. The weighting of each individual variable was based on the results
of the EPA research described above.
The methodology for developing walking and bicycling indices was
comprised of the following steps:
Step 1: Compile data that will be used to create pedestrian and bicycle
demand model
Step 2: Perform GIS analysis and processing
Step 3: Join attributes for each variable to the City’s street centerline file
Step 4: Summarize walking and bicycling results scores
Because some variables are not equally correlated to walking activity and to
bicycling activity, there are several differences in methodology. We note
where these differences occur below.

1

The literature on travel behavior substantiates that 4 “D-factors” independently affect travel
behavior: land use Density, Diversity (land use mix); pedestrian Design, and access to regional
Destinations. Because these 4 Ds work at a very local level, most travel demand models are too
aggregate in scale to capture the effects of the 4 Ds. Two additional “D’s,” Distance to Transit
and population Demographics are also included based on their demonstrated relationship to
walking/biking.
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DESCRIPTION OF METHODOLOGY
Step 1: Compile Data
Because pedestrian and bicycle activity is highly dependent on many factors,
a number of variables were compiled to forecast pedestrian and bicycle
demand. They include the following:
Factor

Type

Date

Source

Variable Used

Built Environment (Density and Diversity of land uses)
1. Population Density

Polygon: Block Group

2000

Census 2000

Polygon

2000

ACCMA model

Polygon: Zoning

2008

City of Pleasanton

2. Employment Density
3. Land Use Mix

Score based on average density
within ½ mile buffer
Score based on average density
within ½ mile buffer
Index score based on mix of
land uses

Proximity Factors (Destinations)
4. Schools

Polygon

2008

City of Pleasanton

5. Parks

Polygon

2008

City of Pleasanton

6. Commercial Districts

Polygon

City of Pleasanton

Sum of acreage of schools with
½ mile (as a proxy for school
enrollment)
Value based on distance to
nearest park
Buffer of 100 ft around
designated districts

Demographics
7. Age

Polygon: Census Tract

2000

Census 2000

8. Income

Polygon: Census Tract

2000

Census 2000

9. Vehicle Ownership

Polygon: Census Tract

2000

Census 2000

Percent of population below 18
and above 65
Percent of population below
poverty level
Percent of population with zero
vehicles

Street Permeability / Accessibility (Design)
10. Street Segment Length

Polyline

2008

11. Intersection Density

Polyline

2008

City of Pleasanton
Street Centerline
File
City of Pleasanton
Street Centerline
File

Score based on length of street
segment
Score based on number of
intersections per square mile

Source: Fehr & Peers, 2008

Maps of the above variables are shown on the following pages.
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BUILT ENVIRONMENT FACTORS
Figure C-1: Population Density

Figure C-2: Employment Density
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Figure C-3: Land Use - Zoning

Figure C-4: Land Use Mix Grid
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PROXIMITY FACTORS
Figure C-5: School Locations

Figure C-6: Parks
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Figure C-7: Commercial Districts
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DEMOGRAPHICS FACTORS 2
Figure C-8: Percent of Population Under Age 18

Figure C-9: Percent of Population Over Age 65

2

Demographic data was sourced from the 2000 Census. Demographic
shifts in the population may have occurred since that time.
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Figure C-10: Percent of Under Poverty Level

Figure C-11: Percent of Population With Zero Vehicles
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STREET PERMEABILITY / ACCESSIBILITY VARIABLES
Figure C-12: Street Segment Length

Figure C-13: Intersection Density
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STEP 2: GIS DATA PROCESSING
Pedestrian and bicycle demand was estimated using factors that describe
land use characteristics, proximities to key destinations for walking and
bicycling trips, socio-economic attributes and accessibility/permeability of
streets in Pleasanton.
Factors were processed according to the following table:
Variable

Score

Rating

Processing Steps

0-6

0

6-8

25

8-10

50

10-12

75

12+

100

0 - 40
40 - 50
50 – 60
60 - 75
75 - 90
90 +
0 – 0.25
0.25 – 0.3
0.3 – 0.4
0.4 – 0.5
0.5+

0
20
40
60
80
100
0
25
50
75
100

0 - 330
330 - 660
660 - 1320
1320 - 2640
2640 +

100
75
50
25
0

175K+
125K – 175K

100

•

75

•

75K – 125K

50

20K – 75K

25

< 20K

0

Weighting
Ped

Bike

11/100

13/100

11/100

14/100

12/100

11/100

8/100

8/100

9/100

15/100

LAND USE

Population Density
(per acre)

Employment Density
(per acre)

Land Use Mix

•

•

•

•

•
•

Use kernel density (persons per
acre) to derive number of persons
within ½ mile radius of each street
segment using census block group
data
Assign average grid value to street
centerline

Use kernel density (persons per
acre) to derive number of employees
within ½ mile radius of each street
segment
Assign average grid value to street
centerline

Aggregate zoning to 8 types in new
field.
Create grid cells with diversity scores
based on numbers of different uses
in adjoining cells

PROXIMITY

Parks
(distance in feet)

Schools
(distance in feet)
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•

Using street centerline file and spatial
selection buffer, assign a value
based on distance to nearest park

Calculate acreage in schools layer as
proxy for school enrollment
Using street centerline file, assign a
value based on total acreage of
schools within ½ mile of each street
segment
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Variable

Score

Rating

Processing Steps
•

Neighborhood
Shopping Districts
(distance in feet)

In corridor

100

Not in corridor

0

Using street centerline
file, assign a value
based on streets within
100 ft of a commercial
corridor

Weighting
Ped

Bike

8/100

7/100

7/100

8/100

7/100

8/100

7/100

8/100

10/100

4/100

10/100

4/100

SOCIO-ECONOMIC
Age
(% under 18 and over
65)

Income
(% below poverty level)

Vehicle ownership
(% households with zero
vehicles)

Block size / street
segment length

Intersection Density
(per square mile)

0 - 31
31 -33
33 - 35
35 - 37
37+
0-3
3-6
6-9
9 - 12
12 - 15
15 +
0-3
3-6
6-9
9 - 12
12 - 15
15 +

0
25
50
75
100
0
20
40
60
80
100
0
20
40
60
80
100

•
•

•
•

•
•

Calculate percentage of
walking age population
Assign percentage to
street centerline file

Calculate percentage of
population with income
below poverty level
Assign percentage to
street centerline file

Calculate percentage of
households with zero
vehicles
Assign percentage to
street centerline file

STREET PERMEABILITY / ACCESSIBILITY
0 - 300
100
•
Calculate street segment
length
300 - 400
75
400 - 500
50
•
Assign values based on
scoring criteria
500 - 900
25
900 +
0
350 +
100
•
Use kernel density to
300 - 350
75
derive number of
250 - 300
50
intersections per square
210 - 250
25
mile using ½ mile radius
< 200

0

Source: Fehr & Peers, 2008
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STEP 3: DEVELOP FINAL DATABASE AND JOIN ATTRIBUTES
TO STREET CENTERLINE FILE
After GIS processing, the final database was used to derive the pedestrian
and bicycling model. After calculating scores for each input variable, the
overall pedestrian and bike demand score was determined using the weights
outlined in the table above.
Walking and bicycling demand scores were calculated for all street segments
within the City of Pleasanton (approximately total 3,600 street segments).

STEP 4: SUMMARIZE WALKING AND BICYCLING RESULTS
SCORES
The walking and bicycling demand model results, shown in Figures C-14 and
C-15 below, indicate many streets near Downtown, the Pleasanton Sports
and Recreation Park, and along the Santa Rita Road corridor in Pleasanton
are attractive to walking and biking uses. Vital streets that serve as a link to
a variety of uses and destinations score particularly well, including Santa Rita
Road/Main Street, Hopyard Road, and the western part of Vineyard Avenue.
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Figure C-14:
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Figure C-15:
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APPENDIX D: PRIORITIZATION
BICYCLE NETWORK IMPROVEMENTS
The methodology employed to prioritize the bikeway projects was developed
by Fehr & Peers specifically for the City of Pleasanton, but is similar to that
used by other agencies in their bikeway plans, including the City of Dublin.
There are a total of 16 possible points based on four elements:





Latent Demand for Walking and Bicycling
Connectivity
Safety
Relative Ability to Implement

The methodology used to score projects within each element is described
below:

Latent Demand for Walking and Bicycling (5 points)
Locations with the most potential for walking and bicycling were identified.
These factors were assigned a weight which, when taken together, measure
an area’s latent demand for walking and bicycling. This analysis helps
identify locations that have the greatest potential to serve a large number of
cyclists and pedestrians.
The factors identified that have a measurable impact on the decision to walk
and/or bicycle include:







Presence of/proximity to schools, parks and commercial areas
Population Density measured as people per acre
Employment Density measured as employees per acre
Demographics, including age, income and vehicle ownership
Mix of uses measured as a ratio of employees to population
Street Design, including block lengths and intersection density

Each project has been assigned a score between 1 and 5.

Connectivity (five points): This criterion evaluates the ability of a bicycle
facility to provide access to transit, major streets, to provide connections
between activity centers, and to connect to and extend existing bicycle
facilities.
Projects with high connectivity received five points, moderate connectivity
received two points, and low connectivity received one point. A more detailed
description of how each proposed bikeway was evaluated is shown below.
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A proposed bikeway receives five points if it meets one of the following
conditions:






connects to a regional transit hub
connects to existing bikeways and/or activity centers on both ends
bridges a gap in an existing "crucial" bikeway (defined as a bikeway
that provides cross-town access or is on a major arterial)
serves as a collector of other bikeways or residential streets
passes through the entire city

A proposed bikeway receives two points if it meets the following conditions:




does not qualify for five points
connects to existing bikeways and/or activity centers on one end
serves as a bypass to busy arterial streets

A proposed bikeway receives one point if it meets two of the following
conditions:



does not qualify for two or five points
connects to a proposed bikeway on one or both ends

Safety (three points):
On-street projects: The methodology for assessing the safety of on-street
lanes and routes is based on the number of bicycle collisions within a half
mile over the past five years:




Projects that provide a bikeway facility within a half mile of more than
10 collisions over the past five years receive three points.
Projects that provide a bikeway facility on a roadway within a half
mile of 5 to 9 collisions over the past five years receive two points.
Projects that provide a bikeway facility on a roadway within a half
mile of fewer than 5 collisions over the past five years receive one
point.

Off-street projects: The methodology for assessing the safety of off-street
bicycle trails is based on the potential for conflicts with motor vehicles:
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Intersection improvement projects and grade separation projects
receive three points.
Trail and path projects that cross roads and driveways fewer than
one time per mile receive three points.
Trail and path projects that cross roads and driveways fewer than
two times per mile receive two points.
Trails and path projects that cross roads and driveways fewer than
three times per mile receive one point.
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Relative Ability to Implement (three points): The relative ability to
implement a project was determined through a review of existing plans, field
review of the study area, and the level of construction required for
implementation.
The methodology for assessing ability to implement each project was as
follows:
On-street projects:




High implementation ability: projects that do not require re-striping or
modification of existing street layout receive three points
Moderate implementation ability: projects that require re-striping and
minor modifications to the existing layout receive two points
Low implementation ability: projects that require major construction
or inter-jurisdictional coordination receive one point

Off-street projects:
 High implementation ability: projects along existing maintenance or
access roads that do not require significant grading receive three
points.
 Moderate implementation ability: projects that require moderate
grading and construction receive two points.
 Low implementation ability: projects that require major construction,
significant grading, bridges, or require coordination with multiple
agencies receive one point.
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APPENDIX E: BICYCLE AND TRAIL IMPROVEMENTS AND
COSTS

City of Pleasanton Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan
Bicycle and Trail Improvements & Costs

TABLE E-1: PROPOSED ON-STREET BICYCLE FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS WITH ESTIMATED COSTS
PROJECTS OF MODEST TO MODERATE COMPLEXITY

Projects are listed in order of Priority
ID

Length
(Miles)

Street

Cross Street 1

Cross Street 2

Proposal

Class

Cost

20

0.5

Santa Rita
Frontage Rd

Francisco St

School St

Northbound
Bike route

3

$2,000

27

0.5

First St

Abbie St

Vineyard Ave

Sharrows
Signage

3

$2,000

26

0.1

Abbie St

Main St

First St

6-foot bike lanes

2

$7,000

28

0.1

First St

Bernal Ave

Abbie St

6-foot bike lanes

2

$7,000

63

0.10

Valley Ave

Santa Rita Rd

Intersection improvement

2

$7,000

22

0.2

Del Valle
Parkway

Hometown Way

Main St

6-foot bike lanes

2

$14,000

25

0.2

Main St

Old Bernal Ave

Bernal Ave

6-foot bike lanes

2

$14,000

18

0.3

Santa Rita Rd

Valley Ave

Black Ave

Southbound
6-foot w/buffer

2

$21,000

16

0.4

Santa Rita Rd

Mohr Ave

Valley Ave

Improved bike route

3

$2,000

64

0.10

Vineyard Ave

First St

Intersection improvement

2

$7,000

15

0.4

Santa Rita Rd

Stoneridge Dr

6-foot bike lanes w/buffer

2

$28,000

2

$28,000

3

$2,000

Mohr Ave

Southbound
Option A: 5.5-foot bike
lanes
Option B: 6-foot bike lanes
w/buffer
Modest: Class III bike route
Moderate: 6-feet bike lanes

17

0.4

Santa Rita Rd

Mohr Ave

Valley Ave

13

0.3

Hopyard Rd

Secretariat Dr

Black Ave

21

0.4

Division St

Del Valle
Parkway

St Mary St

Sharrows
Signage

3

$2,000

24

0.5

Main St

Del Valle
Parkway

Old Bernal Ave

Bike Route

3

$2,000

62

0.10

Stoneridge Dr

Santa Rita Rd

Intersection improvement

2

$7,000

65

0.10

Bernal Ave

Sunol Bl

Intersection improvement

2

$7,000

39

0.2

W Las Positas
Bl

Santa Rita Rd

Owens Dr

5.5-foot bike lanes

2

$14,000

40

0.2

W Las Positas
Bl

Owens Dr

Stoneridge Dr

5-foot bike lanes

2

$14,000

23

0.3

St Mary St

Division St

Main St

6-foot bike lanes

2

$21,000

41

0.6

W Las Positas
Bl

Stoneridge Dr

Hacienda Dr

5.5-foot bike lanes

2

$42,000
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TABLE E-1: PROPOSED ON-STREET BICYCLE FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS WITH ESTIMATED COSTS
PROJECTS OF MODEST TO MODERATE COMPLEXITY

Projects are listed in order of Priority
ID

Length
(Miles)

Street

Cross Street 1

Cross Street 2

Proposal

Class

Cost

32

0.9

Owens Dr

East Bart Rd

W Las Positas Bl

5-foot bike lanes

2

$63,000

35

1.0

Stoneridge Dr

Santa Rita Rd

Hacienda Dr

2

$70,000

2

0.3

Foothill Rd

Stoneridge Dr

Deodar Way

3

$2,000

12

0.1

Hopyard Rd

Valley Ave

Secretariat Dr

2

$7,000

9

0.2

Hopyard Rd

W Las Positas
Dr

Arthur Dr

2

$14,000

10

0.2

Hopyard Rd

W Las Positas
Dr

Arthur Dr

2

$14,000

47

0.3

Valley Ave

Northway Road

Greenwood Road

Eastbound
6-foot bike lane

2

$21,000

11

0.4

Hopyard Rd

Arthur Dr

Valley Ave

6-foot bike lanes

2

$24,500

14

1.1

Willow Road

Owens Dr

W Las Positas Dr

5.5-foot bike lanes

2

$77,000

36

1.3

Stoneridge Dr

Hacienda Dr

I680 Overpass

6-foot bike lanes

2

$91,000

29

0.4

Second Street

Spring St/
Kottinger Drive

Abbie St

Bicycle Boulevard

3

$2,000

50

0.2

Alameda
Drive

Greenwood
Road

Amador
Community Park

Bike Route

3

$2,000

44

0.6

Valley Ave

Hopyard Rd

Paseo Santa Cruz

Bike Route

3

$2,400

3

0.1

Foothill Rd

Deodar Way

Canyon Way

Northbound
6-foot bike lanes

2

$7,000

61

0.10

Foothill Road

Stoneridge Dr

Intersection improvement

2

$7,000

6

0.3

Hopyard Rd

I-580 Overpass

6-foot bike lanes

2

$21,000

37

0.3

Stoneridge Dr

I-680 Overpass

Stoneridge Mall Rd

5-foot bike lanes

2

$21,000

7

0.4

Hopyard Rd

I-580
Interchange

Gibraltar Dr

5-foot bike lanes

2

$28,000

8

1.0

Hopyard Rd

Gibraltar Dr

W Las Positas Dr

6-foot bike lanes

2

$70,000

53

0.7

Bernal Ave

Valley Ave

Pleasanton Ave

Westbound
6-foot bike lanes

3

$2,800

54

0.7

Bernal Ave

Valley Ave

Pleasanton Ave

Eastbound
6-foot bike lanes

2

$10,500
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Westbound
6-foot bike lanes
Northbound Only
Class III w/ signage,
sharrows
6-foot bike lanes
SouthboundModest: 5-foot
bike lanesMajor: 6-foot
bike lanes
Northbound
6-foot bike lanes
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TABLE E-1: PROPOSED ON-STREET BICYCLE FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS WITH ESTIMATED COSTS
PROJECTS OF MODEST TO MODERATE COMPLEXITY

Projects are listed in order of Priority
ID

Length
(Miles)

Street

Cross Street 1

Cross Street 2

Proposal

Class

Cost

59

0.2

Pleasanton
Sunol Bl

I-680
Interchange

Castlewood Dr

6-foot bike lanes

2

$14,000

2

$21,000

33

0.3

Owens Dr

East Bart Rd

Willow Rd

Eastbound: 5-foot bike
lanes
Westbound: 6-foot bike
lanes

34

0.3

Owens Dr

Willow Rd

Hopyard Ave

5-foot bike lanes

2

$21,000

45

0.3

Valley Ave

Paseo Santa
Cruz

Koll Center Pkwy

5-foot bike lanes

2

$21,000

31

0.1

Tawny Dr

Norton Way

Touriga Dr

Westbound
Bike Route

3

$400

43

0.6

Churchill Drive

Fairlands Drive/
Churchill Ct

Fairlands Drive

Bike Route

3

$2,400

49

0.7

Northway
Road

Blackbird Drive/
Valley Ave

Valley Ave

Bike Route

3

$2,600

42

1.1

Fairlands
Drive

W Las Positas
Dr

Pimlico Drive

Bike Route

3

$4,400

51

0.1

Bernal Ave

Foothill Road

Arroyo de la
Laguna

Westbound
6-foot bike lanes

2

$7,000

58

0.2

Sunol Bl

Arlington Dr

I680

6-foot bike lanes

2

$14,000

46

0.3

Valley Ave

Koll Center Pkwy

Bernal Ave

6-foot bike lanes

2

$21,000

38

0.4

Stoneridge Dr

Stoneridge Mall
Rd

Foothill Rd

6-foot bike lanes with
buffer

2

$28,000

52

0.5

Bernal Ave

Arroyo de la
Laguna

Valley Ave

6-foot bike lanes

2

$35,000

4

0.2

Foothill Rd

Muirwood Drive
(north)

Highland Oaks
Drive

Northbound
6-foot bike lanes

2

$14,000

30

0.2

Tawny Dr

Bernal Ave

Norton Way

Westbound
5-foot bike lanes

2

$14,000

57

0.3

Valley Ave

Sunol Bl

Case Ave

Westbound
6-foot bike lane

2

$21,000

60

0.3

Castlewood
Dr

Pleasanton
Sunol Bl

Foothill Rd

Class III

3

$1,200

1

1.0

Dublin
Canyon Road

Foothill Road

Canyon Meadow
Circle

6-foot bike lanes

2

$70,000

Class III bike route to
connect Class II bike lane
segments

Modest:
Class III
Moderate:
Class III
with
improved
shoulder

N/A

5

4.7

Foothill Rd

Canyon Way/
Canyon Rd

Castlewood Dr
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TABLE E-1: PROPOSED ON-STREET BICYCLE FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS WITH ESTIMATED COSTS
PROJECTS OF MODEST TO MODERATE COMPLEXITY

Projects are listed in order of Priority
ID

Length
(Miles)

Street

Cross Street 1

Cross Street 2

Proposal

Class

Total Cost
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Cost

$1,119,200
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TABLE E-2: PROPOSED ON-STREET BICYCLE FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS WITH ESTIMATED COSTS
MAJOR COMPLEXITY OR OPPORTUNISTIC

ID

Length
(Miles)

Street

Cross Street 1

Cross Street 2

Proposal

Class

Cost

27

0.5

First St

Abbie St

Vineyard Ave

Class II bike lanes

2

$35,000

19

0.3

Santa Rita
Rd

Valley Ave

Black Ave

Northbound 6-foot
bike lanes

2

$21,000

13

0.3

Hopyard Rd

Secretariat Dr

Black Ave

6-feet bike lanes

2

$21,000

16

0.4

Santa Rita
Rd

Mohr Ave

Valley Ave

Northbound
6-foot bike lanes

2

$91,360

2

0.3

Foothill Rd

Stoneridge Dr

Deodar Way

Northbound Only
6-foot bike lanes

2

$21,000

53

0.7

Bernal Ave

Valley Ave

Pleasanton Ave

Westbound
6-foot bike lanes

2

$49,000

56

0.3

Bernal Ave

Vineyard Ave

Stanley Blvd

6-foot bike lanes

2

$21,000

55

0.5

Bernal Ave

Kottinger Dr

Vineyard Ave

6-foot bike lanes

2

$35,000

48

1.1

Valley Ave

Santa Rita Rd

Stanley Blvd

6-foot bike lanes

2

$425,480

38

0.4

Stoneridge Dr

Stoneridge Mall Rd

Foothill Rd

6-foot bike lanes with
buffer

2

$28,000

5

4.7

Foothill Rd

Canyon Way/
Canyon Rd

Castlewood Dr

Class II bike lanes

2

N/A

Total Cost

$747,840
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TABLE E-3:CITY OF PLEASANTON BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN MASTER PLAN
PROPOSED OFF-STREET BICYCLE FACILITIES / PEDESTRIAN TRAIL IMPROVEMENTS
PRIORITIZATION

17

Length
(Miles)
--

20

--

21

--

2

--

26

--

various

--

--

Develop open space trails per Community Trails Master
Plan, and in coordination with the EBRPD

--

--

Pleasanton
Canal Bridge
Improvements

Alamo Canal
trail

Pleasanton
Canal

Change bridge railings to meet Caltrans standards, 55"
height. (Coordinate with Zone 7)

$43,560

Val Vista Bridge
Improvements

Val Vista
Community
Park Trail &
Arroyo de La
Laguna

--

Update bridge railings to met Caltrans standards.
(Coordinate with Zone 7)

$43,560

Arroyo de la
Laguna

W. Las Positas

Access gate and pathway from north side of W. Las Positas
Rd.

$115,000

ID

9

5

--

7

0.1

1

0.1

12

0.9

Trail
Arroyo Mocho
Pleasanton
Canal
Pleasanton
Sports &
Recreation Park
Arroyo de la
Laguna Access
Improvements

W. Las Positas /
Arroyo de la
Laguna Trail
Access Point
Arroyo de la
Laguna / Alamo
Canal Trails
Iron Horse Trail

Cross
Street 1
Hopyard Rd
Arroyo de la
Laguna

Cross Street
2
Santa Rita Rd
Hopyard Rd

Trail Access Improvements

$14,520

Hopyard Rd

Omega Cir

Trail Access Improvements

$14,520

Add trail access gate near Commerce Drive, Crosswalk
improvements

$14,520

Commerce Dr

Interstate 580

Access improvements from Parkside neighborhood

Interstate I-580 undercrossing

Dublin/Pleasan
W. Las Positas
ton BART
Blvd
Station

13

0.9

Iron Horse Trail

Busch Rd.

Stanley Blvd

15

2.8

Arroyo Mocho

Hopyard Rd

City Limit near
Busch Rd

3

0.4

Val Vista
Community Park
Trail

Arroyo de la
Laguna

Johnson Dr /
Stoneridge Dr

19

0.7

Pleasanton
Canal

Arroyo de la
Laguna

Hopyard Rd
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Proposal

Trail Alignment Study
10' paved bikeway. Compacted soil / decomposed granite
side path for pedestrian/runner/equestrian use from Busch
Rd. to Stanley Blvd. at Shadow Cliffs Regional Park
Entrance. Intersection / trail crossing improvements at
Busch Rd and Valley/Stanley intersection, and railroad
crossing. Coordinate with EBRPD and railroad.
South bank:
10' paved bikeway
Compacted soil / decomposed granite side path for
pedestrian/ runner/equestrian use. Provides connection to
future trails to Livermore.
East bank:
10' paved bikeway
Compacted soil / decomposed granite side path for
pedestrian/ runner/ equestrian use
North bank:
10' paved bikeway
Compacted soil / decomposed granite side path for
pedestrian/ runner/ equestrian use. Provides connection
Tennis & Community Park and Pleasanton Sports &
Recreation Park

Estimated
Cost *
$14,520

$2,550,000

--

$1,205,160

$3,223,440

$500,940

$820,380
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TABLE E-3:CITY OF PLEASANTON BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN MASTER PLAN
PROPOSED OFF-STREET BICYCLE FACILITIES / PEDESTRIAN TRAIL IMPROVEMENTS
PRIORITIZATION
Length
(Miles)

Trail

4

1.0

Val Vista
Community Park
Trail

6

1.1

Arroyo de La
Laguna

11

0.2

Iron Horse Trail,
Saginaw Ct.

24

0.9

Regional Trail

18

0.2

Arroyo Mocho Fairlands
connector

10

1.4

Chabot Canal

8

1.8

Arroyo de La
Laguna Trail South Extension

22

1.8

Arroyo del Valle

16

1.0

Arroyo Mocho

25

1.0

Regional Trail

23

0.04

Main St / Santa
Rita to Stanley
connector

ID

Cross
Street 1

Cross Street
2

Estimated
Cost *

Proposal

South & east banks:
Johnson Dr
10' paved bikeway
Johnson Dr /
$1,176,120
North / Interstate Compacted soil / decomposed granite side path for
Stoneridge Dr
pedestrian/runner use. Intersection / trail crossing at
580
Hopyard Rd
East bank:
10' paved bikeway
Arroyo Mocho Arroyo del Valle
$1,241,460
Compacted soil / decomposed granite side path for
pedestrian/ runner/ equestrian use
Class 1 Multi-Use Trail, parallel to Saginaw Ct. in existing
easment. Intersection Improvements at West Las Positas to
W. Las Positas Arroyo Mocho
$965,580
connect with Creekside Park. Requires bridge at Arroyo
Mocho.
10' concrete pedestrian/bike path
6' decomposed granite multi-use path (per Master Plan for
Bernal Ave
Stanley Blvd
$2,265,120
the Downtown Parks & Trails System.) Intersection / Trail
Crossing Improvements
In coordination with any future major redevelopment of the
Nob Hill shopping center site at the SW corner of W. Las
Arroyo Mocho
$400,000
W. Las Positas
Positas and Hopyard, provide a multi use trail connecting
trail
from Fairlands Elementary School to the Arroyo Mocho trail.
Consider new bike/pedestrian bridge for this connection.
10' paved bikeway
Compacted soil / decomposed granite side path for
pedestrian/runner use
Owens Dr /
W. Las Positas
Intersection Improvements at West Las Positas, Inglewood,
Dublin/Pleasan
Blvd / Arroyo
$1,960,200
Stonridge, Gibraltar, Owens. Requires bridge at Arroyo
ton BART
Mocho Trail
Mocho. Provides between Arroyo Mocho Trail and
Station
Dublin/Pleasanton BART, and Hart Middle School.
(Constraint: multiple mid-block crossings.)
10' paved bikeway
Compacted soil / decomposed granite side path for
Near south end pedestrian/runner use.
Arroyo del
$2,649,900
of Laguna Creek Requires new bike/ped bridge at junction of Arroyo del
Valle
Valle. Intersection Improvements at Bernal Ave. Potential
Ln
access points at Lylewood Dr, Bernal Ave, and along
Laguna Creek Ln
Shadow Cliffs
Main St
Trail improvements per Community Trails Master Plan
$2,069,100
Regional Park
Access
Access improvements from Fairlands Park and Meadows
Improvement:
Park neighborhoods. North Bank:10’ paved bikeway
Near
City Limit to
$14,520
compacted soil/decomposed granite side path for
Gulfstream near Busch Rd
Pathway:
pedestrian/runner/equestrian use. Provides connection to
$1,074,480
future trails to Livermore
Class 1 Multi-Use Trail, connecting with planned East Bay
City Limit near
Regional Parks District Trail south. (Coordinate with
$2,501,070
Bernal Ave
Interstate 680
EBRPD)
South end of
Realign existing path on east side of Main St. south side of
Santa Rita
Stanley Blvd
the railroad. Add bike/ped crossing gate at the railroad
$80,000
frontage Rd
crossing from Santa Rita frontage road southbound.
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TABLE E-3:CITY OF PLEASANTON BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN MASTER PLAN
PROPOSED OFF-STREET BICYCLE FACILITIES / PEDESTRIAN TRAIL IMPROVEMENTS
PRIORITIZATION
ID

14

Length
(Miles)

1.3

Trail

Tassajara Canal

Cross
Street 1

Rosewood Dr /
Interstate 580

Cross Street
2

Proposal

Estimated
Cost *

W. Las
Positas Blvd
/ Arroyo
Mocho Trail

10' paved bikewayCompacted soil / decomposed granite
side path for pedestrian/runner useIntersection
Improvements at Rosewood, Owens, Stoneridge, West Las
Positas. Requires bridge at Arroyo Mocho. Study Potential
for crossing at I-580 to connect with Tassjara Creek Trail
(EBRPD, regional trail) in Dublin. (Constraints, multiple midblock crossings, current adjacent landuses are commercial
office / industrial parks which turn backs to canal with no
access points.)

$2,860,440

Total Cost

$27,818,110

* Master Plan Estimated project cost estimates are preliminary -- large cost variations may occur based on changing field conditions, selected options, continued
level of refinement, etc. Costs are estimated construction costs, and do not include project soft costs
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APPENDIX F: PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS AND COSTS

City of Pleasanton Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan
Pedestrian Improvements & Costs

TABLE F-1
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENTS
City Core
Object Length
ID
(Feet)

Street
Type

Street

Side

323

3,159

Arterial Valley Ave

324

1,802

Arterial Stanley Blvd. south

325

1,209

Arterial Stanley Blvd. north

90

586

Arterial

91

761

Arterial

93

180

Arterial

101

444

Arterial

W Las
Positas Blvd.
W Las
Positas Blvd.
W Las
Positas Blvd.
W Las
Positas Blvd.
W Las
Positas Blvd.

east

South

Cross Street 1 Cross Street 2
Bernal Ave.
Santa Rita
Rd.
Santa Rita
Rd.
Apache Dr.

Existing
Condition

Paseo Santa
Cruz

no sidewalk

First Str.

no sidewalk

Del Valle Ct.
Santa Rita Rd.

no sidewalk
Off Street
Sidewalk
Off Street
Sidewalk

Proposal
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk

Cost
$236,925
$135,150
$90,675

Widen From 4' to 5'

$8,793

Widen From 4' to 5'

$11,422

South

Apache Dr.

South

Stoneridge
Dr.

Springhouse
Dr.
Springhouse
Dr.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$2,701

South

Cranwood Ct.

Thistledown Ct. Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$6,664

South

Muirwood
Drive

DMV

No Sidewalk

Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk

174

1,748

Arterial

61

545

Arterial Sunol Blvd.

East

Mission Dr.

Bernal Ave.

No Sidewalk

96

279

Arterial Bernal Ave.

North

Main St.

Old Bernal
Ave.

Paved

Widen From 4.5' to 5'

$2,089

145

749

Arterial

North

Mavis Dr.

Adams Ave.

Paved

Widen From 3.5' to 5'

$16,859

Vineyard
Ave.

146

756

Linden Way
Arterial & Vineyard
Ave.

147

479

Arterial

25

115

26

183

27

111

28

86

29

84

30

76

31

304

32

277

F-2

Minor
Arterial
Minor
Arterial
Minor
Arterial
Minor
Arterial
Minor
Arterial
Minor
Arterial
Minor
Arterial
Minor
Arterial

No Sidewalk.
Note: area
Recommend Paving a
not within City
Sidewalk
limits at this
time
DirtTrail.
Note: Area
not within City Widen From 4' to 5'
limits at this
time

$165,100
$40,856

West &
Vine St.
North

Ewing Dr.

Vineyard
Ave.

North

Linden Way

Bernal Ave.

Main St.

West

Del Valle
Pkwy.

Ray St.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$1,719

Main St.

East

St John St.

Spring St.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$2,743

Main St.

East

St Mary St.

Spring St.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$1,659

Main St.

West

Division St.

St Mary St.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$1,287

Main St.

East

W Neal St.

Division St.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$1,253

W Neal St.

North

Main St.

Railroad Ave.

Paved

Widen From 3.5' to 5'

$1,715

Main St.

West

W Rose Ave.

W Angela St.

Paved

Widen From 4.5' to 5'

$2,277

Main St.

East

W Rose Ave.

W Angela St.

Paved

Widen From 4.5' to 5'

$2,076

$56,694

$7,191
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TABLE F-1
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENTS
City Core
Object Length Street
Street
ID
(Feet)
Type
251
912
Collector Case Ave.
252
388
Collector Case Ave.
253
220
Collector Case Ave.
326

766

68

472

261

451

265

26

266

27

269

190

274

199

282

188

283

111

284

54

285

281

286

550

287

294

70
130
132
136
138
140
142
144

392
33
23
24
21
15
14
17

148

591

Local

154

144

Local

155

1,443

Local

66

1,134

268

262

Local

271
277

44
25

Local
Local

Cross Street 1 Cross Street 2

Existing
Condition
Paved
Paved
Paved

Proposal

Bernal Ave.
Bernal Ave.
Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.
Valley Ave.
Valley Ave.

Fair Str

733 Divison St. no sidewalk

East

W Angela St.

Bernal Ave.

No Sidewalk

West

Fairgrounds
Rd.

Bernal Ave.

No Sidewalk

Kottinger Dr. South

Pinehill Ln.

Amaral Ct.

No Sidewalk

Kottinger Dr. North

Amaral Ct.

Cabernet Ct.

Paved

Widen From 3' to 5'

$772

Kottinger Dr. North

Amaral Ct.

Cabernet Ct.

Paved

Widen From 3.5' to 5'

$619

Kottinger Dr. South

Cabernet Ct.

Mirador Dr.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$2,844

Kottinger Dr. South

Mirador Dr.

Tamur Ct.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$2,989

Kottinger Dr. South

Tamur Ct.

Sharab Ct.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$2,824

Kottinger Dr. South

Sharab Ct.

Moselle Ct.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$1,672

Kottinger Dr. South

Sharab Ct.

Moselle Ct.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$810

Kottinger Dr. South

Moselle Ct.

Salvador Ct.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$4,216

Kottinger Dr. West

Salvador Ct.

Sherry Ct.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$8,255

Kottinger Dr. South

Sherry Ct.

Bernal Ave.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$4,403

W Angela St.
Adams Ave.
Adams Ave.
Adams Ave.
Adams Ave.
Adams Ave.
Adams Ave.
Adams Ave.
Vineyard
Place

North
East
East
East
East
East
East
East

RRX
Vineyard Ave.
Vineyard Ave.
Vineyard Ave.
Vineyard Ave.
Vineyard Ave.
Vineyard Ave.
Vineyard Ave.

Augustine St.
Kottinger Dr.
Kottinger Dr.
Kottinger Dr.
Kottinger Dr.
Kottinger Dr.
Kottinger Dr.
Kottinger Dr.

Paved
Paved
Paved
Paved
Paved
Paved
Paved
Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'
Widen From 3' to 5'
Widen From 3' to 5'
Widen From 3' to 5'
Widen From 3' to 5'
Widen From 3' to 5'
Widen From 3' to 5'
Widen From 3' to 5'

$5,883
$987
$694
$734
$634
$450
$420
$518

East

Vineyard Ave.

Deadend

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$8,858

Nevis St.

North

Santa Rita
Rd.

Wells St.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$2,167

East

Quarry Ln.

Quarry Ln

No Sidewalk

East

Vineyard Ave.

Kottinger Dr.

No Sidewalk

West
East

Kottinger Dr.
Del Sol Ave.

Del Sol Ave.
Bonita Ave.

Paved
Paved

Pleasanton
Ave.
Pleasanton
Ave.

Serpentine
Ln.
At the South
Adams Ave.
Mirador Dr.
Mirador Dr.

Widen From 4' to 5'
Widen From 4' to 5'
Widen From 4.5' to 5'
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk

Cost

West
West
West
Northea
st

Collector Division Str
Res
Collector
Res
Collector
Res
Collector
Res
Collector
Res
Collector
Res
Collector
Res
Collector
Res
Collector
Res
Collector
Res
Collector
Res
Collector
Res
Collector
Res
Collector
Local
Local
Local
Local
Local
Local
Local
Local

Side

Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Widen From 3' to 5'
Widen From 3' to 5'
Total City Core

$13,685
$5,822
$1,650
$57,450
$85,019
$35,427
$33,856

$108,200
$19,651
$1,332
$748
$1,209,437
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TABLE F-1
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENTS
Central Pleasanton
Object Length Street
ID
(Feet)
Type
Res
168
575
Collector
Res
203
354
Collector
Res
207
109
Collector
Res
308
272
Collector
Res
310
154
Collector
111
1,292
Local
166
1,661
Local
169
1,634
Local
172
661
Local
159
382
Local
160

1,173

Local

161

501

Local

Street

Side

Cross Street 1 Cross Street 2

Existing
Condition

Proposal

Cost

Ruxton Ct.

W Las Positas
Blvd.

Paved

Widen From 3.5' to 5'

$12,946

Paseo Santa
South
Cruz
Paseo Santa
North
Cruz

Camino
Segura

Valley Ave.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$5,306

Corte Munras

Camino
Segura

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$1,633

Kolln St.

Orloff Dr.

Valley Ave.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$4,086

Dorman Rd.

East

East

Rennellwood
Way
Chelsea Dr.
Singletree Way
Dorman Rd.
Herrin Way
Parkside Dr.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$2,315

Paved
Paved
Paved
Paved
Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'
Widen From 4' to 5'
Widen From 4' to 5'
Widen From 4' to 5'
Widen From 4' to 5'

$19,377
$24,914
$24,508
$9,919
$5,724

Curlew Ct.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$17,594

Skylark Way

BlackBird Way

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$7,508

Camino Del
Cino
Via De Los
Cerros

No Sidewalk

Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk

$40,786

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$10,825

Newton Way

No Sidewalk

Kolln St.

East

Pergrine Way

Fairlands Dr.
Payne Rd.
Denker Dr.
Mason St.
Arthur Dr.

South
West
South
East
West

Churchill Ct.
Holland Dr.
Mason St.
Inglewood Dr.
Cheryl Circle
Longspur
Way

Blackbird Dr. North
Woodthrush
Rd.
Camino Del
Lago
Camino
Segura

South

205

544

Local

206

722

Local

219

478

Local

Dennis Dr.

East

223

429

Local

South

Fressia Ct.

Paved

Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Widen From 4.5' to 5'

224

274

Local

South

Dennis Dr.

Cupflower Ct.

Paved

Widen From 4.5' to 5'

225

891

Local

North

Gatch Ct.

Dennis Dr.

No Sidewalk

226
227
228

99
248
99

Local
Local
Local

South
South
South

Laursen Ct.
Alpina Ct.
Wheatman Ct.

Paved
Paved
Paved

191

Local

Santa Rita Rd.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$2,859

293

167

Local

Santa Rita Rd.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$2,499

294

324

Local

Foxglove Ct.
Laursen Ct.
Alpina Ct.
Apperson
Way
Apperson
Way
Apperson
Way

Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Widen From 4.5' to 5'
Widen From 4.5' to 5'
Widen From 4.5' to 5'

292

Dennis Dr.
Snowdrop
Circle
Snowdrop
Circle
Dennis Dr.
Dennis Dr.
Dennis Dr.
Morganfield
Rd.
Morganfield
Rd.
Morganfield
Rd.

Corte Del
Cino
Camino Del
Lago
Rathbone
Way
Daylilly Ct.

Kolln St.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$4,865

295

1,080

Local

Florio Circle

Moller Dr.

Florio Circle

No Sidewalk

296

874

Local

Moller Dr.

Florio Circle

Harms Dr.

No Sidewalk

297

492

Local

Harms Dr.

Moller Dr.

Harms Dr.

No Sidewalk

298

134

Local

Harms Dr.

Moller Dr.

Harms Dr.

No Sidewalk

299

338

Local

Harms Dr.

Moller Dr.

Harms Dr.

No Sidewalk

300

771

Local

Elliott Circle

Elliott Circle

No Sidewalk

301

1,023

Local

Groth Circle

Groth Circle

No Sidewalk

F-4

North
West

South
South
South
Inside
Circle
Inside
Circle
Inside
Circle
Inside
Circle
Inside
Circle
Inside
Circle
Inside
Circle

Trimingham
Dr.
Trimingham
Dr.

Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk

$35,832
$3,216
$2,053
$66,837
$746
$1,862
$745

$80,999
$65,513
$36,866
$10,059
$25,382
$57,790
$76,693
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TABLE F-1
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENTS
Object Length Street
ID
(Feet)
Type
Central Pleasanton
304

92

Local

Street

Oxsen St.
Trimingham
Dr.
Trimingham
Dr.

305

1,163

Local

306

598

Local

857

Local

Oxsen St.

141

Local

Oxsen St.

586

Arterial

302
303
90
91
93
101
174

761
180
444
1,748

Arterial
Arterial
Arterial
Arterial

North Pleasanton
Object Length Street
ID
(Feet)
Type
55

422

71

637

73

3,074

327

2,138

3

982
675

Street

Arterial Owens Dr.
Minor
Johnson Dr.
Arterial
Minor
Johnson Dr.
Arterial
Minor
Johnson Dr.
Arterial

Stoneridge Mall
Object Length Street
ID
(Feet)
Type
2

W Las
Positas Blvd.
W Las
Positas Blvd.
W Las
Positas Blvd.
W Las
Positas Blvd.
W Las
Positas Blvd.

Street

Stoneridge
Mall Rd.
Stoneridge
Collector
Mall Rd.
Stoneridge
Collector
Mall Rd.
Collector

Side

Cross Street 1 Cross Street 2

Inside
Trimingham
Circle
Dr.
South &
Kolln St.
East
Danbury Park
South
Dr.
Inside
Trimingham
Circle
Dr.
Inside
Trimingham
Circle
Dr.

Oxsen St.

No Sidewalk

Valley Ave.

No Sidewalk

Elliott Circle

No Sidewalk

Oxsen St.

No Sidewalk

Oxsen St.

No Sidewalk

South

Apache Dr.

South

Apache Dr.

South

Stoneridge
Dr.

Springhouse
Dr.
Springhouse
Dr.

South
South

Side

Existing
Condition

Santa Rita Rd.

Off Street
Sidewalk
Off Street
Sidewalk

$2,701

Cranwood Ct.

Thistledown Ct. Paved

Widen from 4’ to 5’

$6,664

Muirwood Dr.

DMV

Cross Street 1 Cross Street 2

No Sidewalk

Existing
Condition

East

Gravel

West

EB I-580

Stoneridge Dr.

Gravel

east

EB I-580

720' N of
Stoneridge Dr.

landscaping,
but no
sidewalk

15

1,112

Collector

Stoneridge
Mall Rd.

South

16

1,012

Collector

Stoneridge
Mall Rd.

West

$10,604

Widen from 4’ to 5’

720' North of
Stoneridge Dr.

South

$64,290

Paved

Stoneridge
Dr.

731

$44,828

$11,422

NoSidewalk

4

$87,256

Widen from 4’ to 5’

Access Rd.

West

$6,928

$8,793

Willow Rd.

West

Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk

Cost

Widen from 4’ to 5’

South

Side

Proposal

Cross Street 1 Cross Street 2
Canyon Way.
Deodar Way
Springdale
Ave.
Top South
side of
Stoneridge
Mall Rd.
Intersection at
Embarcadero
Ct.

Deodar Way
Laurel Creek
Way
Stoneridge
Mall Rd.

Existing
Condition
No Sidewalk
No Sidewalk
No Sidewalk

Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Total Central
Pleasanton
Proposal
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk

$165,100
$1,070,843

Cost
$31,631
$47,763
$230,566

pave a sidewalk

$160,350

Total North
Pleasanton

$470,310

Proposal
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk

Cost
$73,685
$50,634
$54,820

Stoneridge
Mall Rd.

No Sidewalk

Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk

$83,437

Stoneridge
Mall Rd.

No Sidewalk

Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk

$75,881
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TABLE F-1
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENTS
18

1,054

Collector

Stoneridge
Mall Rd.

19

323

Collector

Stoneridge
Mall Rd.

20

339

Collector

Stoneridge
Mall Rd.

21

275

Collector

22

283

F-6

Stoneridge
Mall Rd.
Stoneridge
Collector
Mall Rd.

North & Stoneridge
West
Mall Rd.
Intersection of
North
Springdale
Ave.
Intersection of
North
Laurel Creek
Way
intersection of
East
Deodar Way
South

Canyon Way.

Stoneridge
Mall Rd.

No Sidewalk

Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk

$79,087

Stoneridge
Mall Rd.

No Sidewalk

Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk

$24,216

Stoneridge
Mall Rd.

No Sidewalk

Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk

$25,447

Stoneridge
Mall Rd.
Embarcadero
Ct.

No Sidewalk
No Sidewalk

Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Total Stoneridge Mall

$20,629
$21,220
$509,055
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TABLE F-1
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENTS
Southeast Pleasanton
Object Length
Street
ID
(Feet)
Type

Street

Side

Cross Street 1 Cross Street 2

Existing
Condition

Proposal
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk

Cost

86

1,103

Arterial Bernal Ave.

East

Stanley Blvd.

Nevada Ct.

No Sidewalk

112

715

Arterial Bernal Ave.

East

Pamela Place

Hearst Dr.

No Sidewalk

114

1,003

Bernal Ave.

Concord St.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$15,046

115

491

Bernal Ave.

Concord St.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$7,368

East

Kottinger Dr.

500' North of
Kottinger Dr.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$6,795

East

Hearst Dr.

Garibaldi Place No Sidewalk

Res
Kottinger Dr. South
Collector
Res
Kottinger Dr. North
Collector

116

453

Arterial Bernal Ave.

117

554

Local

Garibaldi
Place

118

986

Local

Casterson Ct. West

Casterson Ct.

119

966

Local

Casterson Ct. East

Casterson Ct.

120

1,444

Local

Remillard Ct. East

Remillard Ct.

121

1,400

Local

Remillard Ct. West

Remillard Ct.

122

662

Local

Pons Ct.

North

Pons Ct.

Hearst Dr.

No Sidewalk

123

1,463

Local

Hearst Dr.

North

Concord St.

Pons Ct.

No Sidewalk

124

951

Local

125

526

Local

Chadbourn
Ct.
Concord St.

126

728

Local

Hearst Dr.

80

722

Arterial Sunol Blvd.

1040' South of
Hearst Dr.
1040' South of
Hearst Dr.
1500' South of
Hearst Dr.
1500' South of
Hearst Dr.

No Sidewalk
No Sidewalk
No Sidewalk
No Sidewalk

West

Bordeaux St.

Concord St.

No Sidewalk

East

Grillo Ct.

Bordeaux St.

Paved

North

Locke Ct.

Concord St.

No Sidewalk

West

Valley Ave.

Opp. Cemetery No Sidewalk

Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Widen From 3.5' to 5'
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Total Southeast
Pleasanton

$82,719
$53,591

$41,577
$73,975
$72,484
$108,273
$105,006
$49,645
$109,745
$71,320
$11,827
$54,604
$54,150
$918,125

F-7

City of Pleasanton Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan
Pedestrian Improvements & Costs

TABLE F-1
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENTS
West Pleasanton
Object Length Street
ID
(Feet)
Type

Street

Side

239

1,802

Arterial Foothill Rd.

West

240

292

Arterial Foothill Rd.

West

241

127

Arterial Foothill Rd.

West

242

122

Arterial Foothill Rd.

West

243

1,947

Arterial Foothill Rd.

West

Cross Street 1 Cross Street 2
Tehan
Canyon Ct.
W Las
Positas Blvd.
W Las
Positas Blvd.
W Las
Positas Blvd.
Oak Creek
Dr.

Existing
Condition

W Las Positas
Blvd.

No Sidewalk

Oak Creek Dr.

No Sidewalk

Oak Creek Dr.

No Sidewalk

Oak Creek Dr.

No Sidewalk

Muirwood Dr.

No Sidewalk
No Sidewalk
No Sidewalk

Tehan Canyon
No Sidewalk
Ct.
Edge of
No Sidewalk
Paragon Circle

Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk

End of Bridge

Bridge

Widen From 4' to 5'

Start of Bridge

No Sidewalk
No Sidewalk
No Sidewalk

244

1,169

Arterial Foothill Rd.

West

Equus Ct.

Foothill knolls
Dr.

245

816

Arterial Foothill Rd.

West

Old Foothill
Rd.

Jorgensen Ln.

246

1,604

Arterial Foothill Rd.

West

Jerlin Place

Old Foothill Rd. No Sidewalk

247

884

Arterial Foothill Rd.

West

Foothill knolls
Dr.

Jerlin Place

No Sidewalk

248

130

Arterial Foothill Rd.

West

Muirwood Dr.

Equus Ct.

No Sidewalk

249

1,605

Arterial Foothill Rd.

West

Sernity Ter.

313

449

Arterial Bernal Ave.

North

314

236

Arterial Bernal Ave.

On the
Bridge

318

105

Arterial Bernal Ave.

South

Meadowlark
Dr.
160' west of
Meadowlark
Dr.
Meadowlark
Dr.

Proposal

Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk
Recommend Paving a
Sidewalk

Cost
$135,154
$21,886
$9,511
$9,127
$146,002
$87,679
$61,228
$120,323
$66,263
$9,743
$120,345
$33,684
$3,535
$7,847

319

366

Arterial Bernal Ave.

South

Tapestry Way

Meadowlark
Dr.

324

522

Arterial Bernal Ave.

South

End of Bridge

Foothill Rd.

230

361

Maywood Dr. North

Oakdale ct.

Willow View Ct. No Sidewalk

Maywood Dr. North

Willow View
Ct.

Stonedale Dr.

No Sidewalk

Springdale
Ave.

Ivy Ct.

Oakdale ct.

No Sidewalk

Muirwood Dr. North

Forest Hill Dr.

Springdale
Ave.

Paved

Widen From 4.5' to 5'

$8,654

Muirwood Dr. East

Flagstone Dr.

Hillview Ct.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$6,189

Muirwood Dr. East

Flagstone Dr.

Hillview Ct.

Paved

Widen From 4' to 5'

$2,873

231

598

229

536

233

1,154

235

413

236

192

Local
Local
Res
Collector
Res
Collector
Res
Collector
Res
Collector

East

Total West
Pleasanton

F-8

$27,484
$39,155
$27,070
$44,880
$40,188

$1,028,821
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TABLE F-2
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED ADA IMPROVEMENTS
City Core
Object ID

Street Type

Street

Cross Street
1

Existing
Condition

Cross Street 2

Proposal

Sidewalk Obstructions
49

Arterial

1

Cost
$143,45
0

Vinyard Ave.

Adams Ave.

Vineyard Place

Utility Pole/Hydrant

Minor Arterial

Main St.

Vervais Ave.

Ray St.

2

Minor Arterial

Main St.

St John St.

Spring St.

60

Collector

Case Ave.

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

Street Light Pole

61

Collector

Case Ave.

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

Street Light Pole

62

Collector

Case Ave.

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

Street Light Pole

58
59
63

Collector
Collector
Collector

Case Ave.
Case Ave.
Case Ave.

Bernal Ave.
Bernal Ave.
Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.
Valley Ave.
Valley Ave.

Hydrant
Hydrant
Hydrant

64

Res Collector

Kottinger Dr.

Amaral Circle

Adams Ave.

Utility Pole

65

Res Collector

Kottinger Dr.

Amaral Circle

Adams Ave.

Utility Pole

42

Local

Adams Ave.

Vinyard Ave.

Kottinger Dr.

Utility Pole

43

Local

Adams Ave.

Vinyard Ave.

Kottinger Dr.

Utility Pole

44

Local

Adams Ave.

Vinyard Ave.

Kottinger Dr.

Utility Pole

45

Local

Adams Ave.

Vinyard Ave.

Kottinger Dr.

Utility Pole

46

Local

Adams Ave.

Vinyard Ave.

Kottinger Dr.

Utility Pole

47

Local

Adams Ave.

Vinyard Ave.

Kottinger Dr.

Utility Pole

48

Local

Adams Ave.

Vinyard Ave.

Kottinger Dr.

Utility Pole

50

Local

Cristobal Way

Santa Rita Rd.

Alvarado St.

51

Local

Nevis St.

Santa Rita Rd.

Wells St.

66
67

Local
Local

Mirador Dr.
Mirador Dr.

Kottinger Dr.
Del Sol Ave.

Del Sol Ave.
Bonita Ave.

Sign
Utility Pole/Planter
Box
Sign
Sign

16

Local

W Angela St.

RRX

Harrison St.

Tree

17

Local

W Angela St.

RRX

Harrison St.

Tree

W Angela St.

Harrison St.

Augustine St.

Tree

Ramp/StreetLight
Pole
Patio Railing/Bike
Rack/Tree/Planter
Box

Relocate utility
pole
Relocate street
pole
Relocate bike
rack & planter
box
Relocate street
pole
Relocate street
pole
Relocate street
pole
Relocate hydrant
Relocate hydrant
Relocate hydrant
Relocate utility
pole
Relocate utility
pole
Relocate utility
pole
Relocate utility
pole
Relocate utility
pole
Relocate utility
pole
Relocate utility
pole
Relocate utility
pole
Relocate utility
pole
Relocate sign
Relocate utility
pole
Relocate sign
Relocate sign
Remove and
replace
Remove and
replace

$5,000
$5,000
$500
$5,000
$5,000
$5,000
$20,000
$20,000
$20,000
$5,000
$5,000
$5,000
$5,000
$5,000
$5,000
$5,000
$5,000
$5,000
$250
$5,000
$250
$250
$1,200
$1,200

Local
18

Remove and
replace

$1,200
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TABLE F-2
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED ADA IMPROVEMENTS
Object
ID

Street Type

Street

Cross Street
1

Existing
Condition

Cross Street 2

19

Local

W Angela St.

Harrison St.

Augustine St.

Tree

20

Local

W Angela St.

Augustine St.

Peters Ave.

Tree

21

Local

W Angela St.

Augustine St.

Peters Ave.

Tree

Proposal
Remove and
replace
Remove and
replace
Remove and
replace

Curb
Ramps

$1,200
$1,200
$1,200
$104,75
0

383

Collector

Case Avenue

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

384

Collector

Case Avenue

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

385

Collector

Case Avenue

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

386

Collector

Case Avenue

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

387

Collector

Case Avenue

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

388

Collector

Case Avenue

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

389

Collector

Case Avenue

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

390

Collector

Case Avenue

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

391

Collector

Case Avenue

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

392

Collector

Case Avenue

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

393

Collector

Case Avenue

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

394

Collector

Case Avenue

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

395

Collector

Case Avenue

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

396

Collector

Case Avenue

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

397

Collector

Case Avenue

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

398

Collector

Case Avenue

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

399

Collector

Case Avenue

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

400

Collector

Case Avenue

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

401

Collector

Case Avenue

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

402

Collector

Case Avenue

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

403

Collector

Case Avenue

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

F-10

Cost

Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome

$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
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TABLE F-2
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED ADA IMPROVEMENTS
City Core
Object ID

Street Type

404

Collector

405

Collector

406

Collector

407

Collector

408

Collector

219

Res Collector

220

Res Collector

157

Local

158

Street
Case
Avenue
Case
Avenue
Case
Avenue
Case
Avenue
Case
Avenue
Greenwoo
d Rd.
Greenwoo
d Rd.

Cross Street
1

Cross Street 2

Existing
Condition
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

Alameda Dr.

Valley Ave.

Alameda Dr.

Valley Ave.

Crestline
Rd.

Crestline Way

Valley Ave.

Not ADAaccessible

Local

Crestline
Rd.

Crestline Way

Crestline Way

Not ADAaccessible

159

Local

Crestline
Rd.

Crestline Way

Crestline Way

Not ADAaccessible

160

Local

Crestline
Rd.

Northway Rd.

Crestline Way

Not ADAaccessible

167

Local

Crestline
Rd.

Ridgevale
Way

Northway Rd.

Not ADAaccessible

168

Local

Crestline
Rd.

Ridgevale
Way

Ridgevale Way

Not ADAaccessible

169

Local

Crestline
Rd.

Ridgevale
Way

Ridgevale Way

Not ADAaccessible

170

Local

Crestline
Rd.

Black Ave.

Ridgevale Way

Not ADAaccessible

179

Local

Harvest
Rd.

Golden Rd.

Crestwood Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

180

Local

Harvest
Rd.

Crestwood Ct.

Pebblewood Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

181

Local

Harvest
Rd.

Oakview Ct.

Black Ave.

Not ADAaccessible

182

Local

Harvest
Rd.

Pebblewood
Ct.

Oakview Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

Proposal
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome

Cost
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000
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TABLE F-2
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED ADA IMPROVEMENTS
City Core
Object ID

Street Type

Street

Cross Street
1

Cross Street 2

Existing
Condition

Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

183

Local

Harvest
Rd.

Pebblewood
Ct.

Oakview Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

184

Local

Harvest
Rd.

Crestwood Ct.

Pebblewood Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

199

Local

Wingate
Dr.

Tanglewood
Way

Tanglewood
Way

Not ADAaccessible

200

Local

Wingate
Dr.

Tanglewood
Way

Tanglewood
Way

Not ADAaccessible

201

Local

Wingate
Dr.

Beachwood
Way

Tanglewood
Way

Not ADAaccessible

202

Local

Wingate
Dr.

Beachwood
Way

Tanglewood
Way

Not ADAaccessible

203

Local

Wingate
Dr.

Beachwood
Way

Beachwood Way

Not ADAaccessible

204

Local

Wingate
Dr.

Beachwood
Way

Beachwood Way

Not ADAaccessible

205

Local

Wingate
Dr.

Greenwood
Rd.

Beachwood Way

Not ADAaccessible

228

Local

Alameda
Dr.

Deadend

Brooktree Way

Not ADAaccessible

229

Local

Alameda
Dr.

Deadend

Brooktree Way

Not ADAaccessible

161

Local

Northway Rd.

Crestline Way

162

Local

Northway Rd.

Crestline Way

163

Local

164

Local

165

Local

166

Local

206

Local

207

Local

Crestline
Rd.
Crestline
Rd.
Crestline
Rd.
Crestline
Rd.
Crestline
Rd.
Crestline
Rd.
Wingate
Dr.
Wingate
Dr.

Ridgevale
Way
Ridgevale
Way
Ridgevale
Way
Black Ave.
Greenwood
Rd.
Greenwood
Rd.

Northway Rd.
Northway Rd.
Ridgevale Way
Ridgevale Way
Beachwood Way
Beachwood Way

Proposal
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome

Cost
$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250

Harvest Rd.
208
City Core

F-12

Local

Northway
Rd.

Valley Ave.

$250
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TABLE F-2
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED ADA IMPROVEMENTS
Object ID

Street Type

209

Local

210

Local

212

Local

215

Local

222

Local

223

Local

224

Local

227

Local

261

Local

262

Local

264

Local

265

Local

266

Local

267

Local

Street
Northway
Rd.
Northway
Rd.
Northway
Rd.
Northway
Rd.
Alameda
Dr.
Alameda
Dr.
Harvest
Rd.
Harvest
Rd.
Via De
Los
Milagros
Via De
Los
Milagros
Via De
Los
Milagros
Via De
Los
Milagros
Via De
Los
Milagros
Via De
Los
Milagros

Cross Street
1

Cross Street 2

Existing
Condition
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome

Proposal

Cost

Valley Ave.

Harvest Rd.

$250

Harvest Rd.

Crestline Way

Valley Ave.

Harvest Rd.

Valley Ave.

Harvest Rd.

Brooltree Way

Greenwood Rd.

Brooltree Way

Greenwood Rd.

Parkview Ct.

Golden Rd.

Golden Rd.

Crestwood Ct.

Valley Ave.

Corte Mente
Ave.

Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

$250

Valley Ave.

Corte Mente
Ave.

Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

$250

Valley Ave.

Corte Mente
Ave.

Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

$250

Corte Mente

Corte Libre

Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

$250

Corte Mente

Corte Libre

Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

$250

Valley Ave.

Corte Mente
Ave.

Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

$250

$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250

Total City Core

$248,20
0

Proposal

Cost

Central
Pleasanton
Object ID

Street Type

Street

Cross Street
1

Cross Street 2

Existing
Condition

Sidewalk
Obstructions

$41,150

28

Local

29

Local

35

Local

38

Local

54

Local

56

Local

Fairlands
Dr.
Fairlands
Dr.
Fairlands
Dr.
Fairlands
Dr.
Dennis
Dr.
Dennis
Dr.

Remove and
replace tree
Remove and
replace tree
Remove and
replace tree
Remove and
replace tree

Churchill Ct.

Gresham Ct.

Tree

Churchill Ct.

Gresham Ct.

Tree

Chillingham Ct.

Tree/Planter Box

Dickens Ct.

Tree/Planter Box

Rathbone Way

Hydrant

Relocate hydrant

$2,500

Street Light Pole

Relocate street
pole

$5,000

Chippendale
Ct.
Chippendale
Ct.
Huff Dr.
Daylilly Ct

Arronia Ct.

$1,200
$1,200
$1,200
$1,200
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TABLE F-2
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED ADA IMPROVEMENTS
57

Local

22

Arterial

23

Arterial
Object ID

Street Type

25

Arterial

26

Arterial

27

Arterial

Dennis
Dr.
W Las
Positas
Blvd
W Las
Positas
Blvd
Street
W Las
Positas
Blvd
W Las
Positas
Blvd
W Las
Positas
Blvd

Daylilly Ct

Carissa Ct.

Hydrant

Relocate hydrant

$20,000

Stoneridge Dr.

Springhouse Dr.

Street Light Pole

Relocate street
pole

$5,000

Weymouth Ct.

Montpelier Ct.

Sign/Hydrant

Relocate sign

$250

Proposal

Cost

Cross Street 1

Cross Street 2

Existing
Condition

Flemington Ct.

Rockingham Dr.

Tree

Remove and
replace tree

$1,200

Flemington Ct.

Rockingham Dr.

Tree

Remove and
replace tree

$1,200

Lansdown Ct.

Flemington Ct.

Tree

Remove and
replace tree

$1,200

Northway Rd.

Crestline Rd

Greenwood Rd.

Northway Rd.

Arthur Dr.

Hopyard Rd.

Arthur Dr.

Hopyard Rd.

Valley Ave.

Raven Rd.

Valley Ave.

Raven Rd.

Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome

Paseo San Leon

Corte Munras

Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

$250

Paseo San Leon

Paseo San Leon

Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

$250

Paseo San Leon

Paseo San Leon

Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

$250

Paseo Catalina

Paseo San Leon

Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

$250

Corte Munras

Camino Segura

Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

$250

Paseo San Leon

Corte Munras

Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

$250

Paseo Catalina

Paseo San Leon

Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

$250

Paseo Catalina

Paseo Catalina

Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

$250

Curb Ramps

$56,750

211

Arterial

213

Arterial

19

Res Collector

20

Res Collector

217

Res Collector

218

Res Collector

246

Res Collector

247

Res Collector

248

Res Collector

249

Res Collector

250

Res Collector

251

Res Collector

252

Res Collector

253

Res Collector

F-14

Valley
Ave.
Valley
Ave.
Parkside
Dr.
Parkside
Dr.
Greenwoo
d Rd.
Greenwoo
d Rd.
Paseo
Santa
Cruz
Paseo
Santa
Cruz
Paseo
Santa
Cruz
Paseo
Santa
Cruz
Paseo
Santa
Cruz
Paseo
Santa
Cruz
Paseo
Santa
Cruz
Paseo
Santa
Cruz

$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
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TABLE F-2
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED ADA IMPROVEMENTS
Paseo
Santa
Cruz
Paseo
Santa
Cruz
Paseo
Santa
Cruz
Paseo
Santa
Cruz
Paseo
Santa
Cruz
Paseo
Santa
Cruz
Paseo
Santa
Cruz
Paseo
Santa
Cruz

Corte Del Vista

Paseo Catalina

Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

$250

Paseo Catalina

Paseo Catalina

Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

$250

Camino Segura

Valley Ave.

Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

$250

Camino Segura

Valley Ave.

Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

$250

Corte Munras

Camino Segura

Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

$250

Corte Munras

Camino Segura

Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

$250

Camino Segura

Valley Ave.

Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

$250

Camino Segura

Valley Ave.

Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome

$250

Peregrine Way

Peregrine Way

Not ADAaccessible
Existing
Condition

Install truncated
dome

$250

254

Res Collector

255

Res Collector

256

Res Collector

257

Res Collector

258

Res Collector

259

Res Collector

260

Res Collector

263

Res Collector

412

Res Collector

Kolln St.

Street Type

Street

413

Res Collector

Kolln St.

Peregrine Way

Peregrine Way

Not ADAaccessible

34

Local

Payne Ct.

Denker Dr.

Holland Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

35

Local

Payne Ct.

Denker Dr.

Holland Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

101

Local

Chapman
Way

Homer Way

Guyson Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

102

Local

Chapman
Way

Homer Way

Guyson Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

103

Local

Chapman
Way

Guyson Ct.

Gibson Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

104

Local

Chapman
Way

Guyson Ct.

Gibson Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

Object ID

Cross Street 1

Cross Street 2

Proposal
Install
truncated
dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome

Cost
$250

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000
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TABLE F-2
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED ADA IMPROVEMENTS

105

Local

Chapman
Way

106

Local

Chapman
Way

Gibson Ct.

Garner Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

107

Local

Chapman
Way

Garner Ct.

Inglewood Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

29

Local

Woodthru
sh Rd.

Skylark Way

Skylark Way

Not ADAaccessible

30

Local

Denker
Dr.

Payne Rd.

Jefferson Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

31

Local

Denker
Dr.

Payne Rd.

Jefferson Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

32

Local

Denker
Dr.

Payne Rd.

Jefferson Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

33

Local

Denker
Dr.

Payne Rd.

Jefferson Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

99

Local

Payne
Rd.

W Las Positas Blvd.

Holland Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

100

Local

Payne
Rd.

W Las Positas Blvd.

Holland Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

108

Local

Denker
Dr.

Inglewwod Dr.

Beech Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

109

Local

Denker
Dr.

Inglewwod Dr.

Beech Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

110

Local

Denker
Dr.

Dorman Rd.

Inglewood Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

111

Local

Denker
Dr.

Dorman Rd.

Inglewood Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

112

Local

Mason St.

Rayland Ct.

Herrin Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

Street Type

Street

Object ID

Gibson Ct.

Garner Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

Cross Street 1

Cross Street 2

Existing
Condition

113

Local

Mason St.

Rayland Ct.

Herrin Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

114

Local

Mason St.

Rayland Ct.

Herrin Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

F-16

Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Proposal
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250
Cost
$250

$250
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TABLE F-2
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED ADA IMPROVEMENTS

115

Local

Mason St.

Prospect Ct.

Rayland Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

116

Local

Mason St.

Prospect Ct.

Rayland Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

117

Local

Mason St.

Inglewwod Dr.

Prospect Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

118

Local

Mason St.

Inglewwod Dr.

Prospect Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

119

Local

Mason St.

Inglewwod Dr.

Prospect Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

120

Local

Mason St.

Massey Ct.

Inglewood Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

121

Local

Mason St.

Massey Ct.

Inglewood Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

122

Local

Mason St.

Massey Ct.

Inglewood Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

123

Local

Mason St.

Denker Dr.

Massey Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

214

Local

Humming
bird Rd.

Raven Rd.

Sandpiper Way

Not ADAaccessible

234

Local

Camino
Segura

Corte Cerritos

Camino Del
Lago

Not ADAaccessible

235

Local

Camino
Segura

Corte Encinas

Corte Cerritos

Not ADAaccessible

236

Local

Camino
Segura

Corte Encinas

Corte Cerritos

Not ADAaccessible

237

Local

Camino
Segura

Via De Los Cerros

Corte Encinas

Not ADAaccessible

238

Local

Camino
Segura

Via De Los Cerros

Corte Encinas

Not ADAaccessible

239

Local

Camino
Segura

Via De Los Cerros

Corte Encinas

Not ADAaccessible

240

Local

Camino
Segura

Corte Montanas

Via De Los
Cerros

Not ADAaccessible

241

Local

Camino
Segura

Corte Montanas

Via De Los
Cerros

Not ADAaccessible

Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250
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TABLE F-2
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED ADA IMPROVEMENTS

242

Local

Camino
De Lago

Camino Del Cino

Camino Del
Cino

Not ADAaccessible

243

Local

Camino
De Lago

Camino Del Cino

Camino Del
Cino

Not ADAaccessible

244

Local

Camino
De Lago

Camino Del Cino

Paseo Santa
Cruz

Not ADAaccessible

245

Local

Camino
De Lago

Camino Del Cino

Paseo Santa
Cruz

Not ADAaccessible

270

Local

Dennis
Dr.

Guzman Pkwy.

Huff Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

133

Arterial

Fiesta Dr.

Hacienda Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

134

Arterial

Fiesta Dr.

Hacienda Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

Object ID

Street Type

135

Arterial

136

Arterial

137

Arterial

138

Arterial

271

Local

W Las
Positas
Blvd.
W Las
Positas
Blvd.
Street
W Las
Positas
Blvd.
W Las
Positas
Blvd.
W Las
Positas
Blvd.
W Las
Positas
Blvd.
Dennis
Dr.

Cross Street 1

Cross Street 2

Existing
Condition

Hacienda Dr.

Willow Rd.

Not ADAaccessible

Hacienda Dr.

Willow Rd.

Not ADAaccessible

Hacienda Dr.

Willow Rd.

Not ADAaccessible

Hacienda Dr.

Willow Rd.

Not ADAaccessible

Huff Dr.

Rathbone Way

Not ADAaccessible

Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Proposal
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Total
Central
Pleasanton

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250
Cost
$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$97,900

North
Pleasanton
Object ID

Street Type

Street

Cross Street 1

Cross Street 2

Existing
Condition

Proposal

Sidewalk
Obstructions

$15,000

14

Collector

15

Collector

53

Collector

Willow
Rd.
Willow
Rd.
Willow
Rd.

Owens Dr.

Gibraltar Dr.

Street Light Pole

Owens Dr.

Gibraltar Dr.

Street Light Pole

W Las Positas Blvd

Gibraltar Dr.

Utility Pole

Relocate
street pole
Relocate
street pole
Relocate
utility pole

Curb Ramps
131

F-18

Cost

$5,000
$5,000
$5,000
$500

Arterial

Hacienda
Dr.

W Las Positas Blvd.

Gibraltar Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

Install
truncated
dome

$250

City of Pleasanton Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan
2009

TABLE F-2
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED ADA IMPROVEMENTS

132

Arterial

Hacienda
Dr.

W Las Positas Blvd.

Gibraltar Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

Install
truncated
dome
Total North
Pleasanton

$250
$15,500

Southeast Pleasanton
Object ID

Street Type

Street

Cross Street 1

Cross Street 2

Existing
Condition

Proposal

Sidewalk
Obstructions

Cost
$2,650

40

Res Collector

41

Res Collector

39

Local

Kottinger
Dr.
Kottinger
Dr.
Concord
St.

Concord St.

Bernal Ave.

Concord St.

Bernal Ave.

Grillo Ct.

Touriga Dr.

Remove and
replace tree
Remove and
replace tree

Tree/Planter
Box
Tree/Planter
Box

Relocate sign

Sign
Total
Southeast
Pleasanton

$1,200
$1,200
$250
$2,650

West Pleasanton
Object ID

Street Type

Street

Cross Street 1

Cross Street 2

Existing
Condition

Proposal

Sidewalk
Obstructions
52

$5,000
Local

Highland
Oaks Dr.

Treewood Ct.

Capewood
Place

Utility Pole

Relocate
utility pole

$5,000
$135,25
0

Curb Ramps
W las
Positas
Blvd.
W las
Positas
Blvd.

Lakewood St.

Foothill Rd.

Not ADAaccessible

Foothill Rd.

Lakewood St.

Not ADAaccessible

Glenbrook Dr.

Maywood Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

334

Arterial

335

Arterial

272

Res Collector

Springdal
e Ave.

Street Type

Street

273

Res Collector

Springdal
e Ave.

Fairoaks Dr.

Glenbrook Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

274

Res Collector

Springdal
e Ave.

Fairoaks Dr.

Glenbrook Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

275

Res Collector

Springdal
e Ave.

Knollbrook Dr.

Fairoaks Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

276

Res Collector

Springdal
e Ave.

Knollbrook Dr.

Fairoaks Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

Object ID

Cost

Cross Street 1

Cross Street 2

Existing
Condition

Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Proposal
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome

$250

$250

$4,000

Cost

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

F-19
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TABLE F-2
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED ADA IMPROVEMENTS

277

Res Collector

Springdal
e Ave.

282

Res Collector

Springdal
e Ave.

Maywood Dr.

Hillsdale Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

283

Res Collector

Springfiel
d Ave.

Maywood Dr.

Hillsdale Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

284

Res Collector

Springdal
e Ave.

Hillsdale Ct.

Muirwood Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

285

Res Collector

Springdal
e Ave.

Hillsdale Dr.

Muirwood Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

302

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Flagstone Dr.

Highland Oaks
Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

303

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Springdale Ave.

Hill View Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

304

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Muirwood Ct.

Hill View Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

305

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Muirwood Ct.

Hill View Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

306

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Flagstone Dr.

Muirwood Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

365

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Northwood Ct.

Eastwood Way

Not ADAaccessible

366

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Arrowwood Ct.

Northwood Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

367

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Arrowwood Ct.

Northwood Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

368

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Fernwood Ct.

Redwood Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

Street Type

Street

Object ID

F-20

Chestnut Way

Knollbrook Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

Cross Street 1

Cross Street 2

Existing
Condition

Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Proposal

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

Cost
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TABLE F-2
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED ADA IMPROVEMENTS

369

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Fernwood Ct.

Redwood Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

370

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Fallwood Ct.

Fernwood Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

371

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Fallwood Ct.

Fernwood Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

372

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Fernwood Ct.

Redwood Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

373

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Fernwood Ct.

Redwood Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

374

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Creekwood Ct.

Fallwood Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

299

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Flagstone Dr.

Highland Oaks
Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

300

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Highland Oaks Dr.

Clovewood Ln.

Not ADAaccessible

301

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Highland Oaks Dr.

Clovewood Ln.

Not ADAaccessible

307

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Muirwood Ct.

Hill View Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

308

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Highland Oaks Dr.

Clovewood Ln.

Not ADAaccessible

309

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Highland Oaks Dr.

Clovewood Ln.

Not ADAaccessible

310

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Clovewood Ln.

Sierrawood Ln.

Not ADAaccessible

311

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Sierrawood Ln.

Clovewood Ln.

Not ADAaccessible

312

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Sandalwood Dr.

Tulipwood Circle

Not ADAaccessible

313

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Tulipwood Circle

Sandalwood Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install Curb
Cut &
Truncated
Dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$4,000

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250
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TABLE F-2
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED ADA IMPROVEMENTS

314

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Sierrawood Ln.

Clovewood Ln.

Not ADAaccessible

330

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Cottonwood Ln.

Tulipwood Circle

Not ADAaccessible

331

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

W las Positas Blvd.

Tulipwood Circle

Not ADAaccessible

336

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

W las Positas Blvd.

Olive Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

337

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Olive Dr.

Sheldon Circle

Not ADAaccessible

338

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Sheldon Circle

Palm Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

339

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Palm Ct.

Sheldon Circle

Not ADAaccessible

340

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Aspen Ct.

Amberwood
Circle

Not ADAaccessible

Street Type

Street

Object ID
341

Res Collector

342

Res Collector

343

Res Collector

344

Res Collector

345

Res Collector

346

Res Collector

347

Res Collector

348

Res Collector

349

Res Collector

350

Res Collector

351

Res Collector

352

Res Collector

353

Res Collector

354

Res Collector

355

Res Collector

F-22

Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.

Cross Street 1

Cross Street 2

Sheldon Circle

Aspen Ct.

Amberwood Circle

Alder Ct.

Alder Ct.

Amberwood
Circle

Amberwood Circle

Pecan Ct.

Pecan Ct.

Amberwood
Circle

Pecan Ct.

Joshua Circle

Pecan Ct.

Joshua Circle

Joshua Circle

Pecan Ct.

Joshua Circle

Pecan Ct.

Joshua Circle

Joshua Circle

Joshua Circle

Joshua Circle

Joshua Circle

Joshua Circle

Joshua Circle

Joshua Circle

Ginger Ct.

Joshua Circle

Ginger Ct.

Joshua Circle

Existing
Condition
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible

Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Install
truncated
dome
Proposal
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250

$250
Cost
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
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TABLE F-2
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED ADA IMPROVEMENTS
356

Res Collector

357

Res Collector

358

Res Collector

359

Res Collector

360

Res Collector

361

Res Collector

362

Res Collector

363

Res Collector

364

Res Collector

375

Res Collector

376

Res Collector

377

Res Collector
Object ID

Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.
Muirwood
Dr.

Ginger Ct.

Joshua Circle

Ginger Ct.

Joshua Circle

Elmwood Circle

Ginger Ct.

Elmwood Circle

Ginger Ct.

Elmwood Circle

Ginger Ct.

Elmwood Circle

Ginger Ct.

Lemonwood Way

Elmwood Circle

Lemonwood Way

Elmwood Circle

Lemonwood Way

Elmwood Circle

Alderwood Ct.

Creekwood Ct.

Creekwood Ct.

Fallwood Ct.

Foothill Rd.

Alderwood Ct.

Street Type

Street

378

Res Collector

Muirwood
Dr.

Foothill Rd.

Alderwood Ct.

278

Local

Maywood
Dr.

Oakdale Ct.

Liveoak Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

279

Local

Maywood
Dr.

Liveoak Ct.

Glenwood Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

280

Local

Maywood
Dr.

Liveoak Ct.

Glenwood Ct.

Not ADAaccessible

281

Local

Maywood
Dr.

Glenwood Ct.

Stonedale Dr.

Not ADAaccessible

286

Local

Kentwood Way

Lafayette Ct.

287

Local

Lafayette Ct.

Perry Ln.

288

Local

Lafayette Ct.

Perry Ln.

289

Local

Perry Ln.

Perry Ln.

290

Local

Flagstone Dr.

Muirwood Dr.

291

Local

Drywood St.

Muirwood Dr.

292

Local

Flagstone Dr.

Highland Oaks
Dr.

293

Local

Drywood St.

Muirwood Dr.

Forest Hill
Dr.
Forest Hill
Dr.
Forest Hill
Dr.
Forest Hill
Dr.
Drywood
St.
Flagstone
Dr.
Drywood
St.
Flagstone
Dr.

Cross Street 1

Cross Street 2

Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Existing
Condition
Not ADAaccessible

Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Proposal
Install truncated
dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install Curb Cut
& Truncated
Dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome

$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
Cost
$250
$4,00
0
$4,00
0
$4,00
0
$4,00
0
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
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TABLE F-2
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED ADA IMPROVEMENTS
294

Local

295

Local

296

Local

297

Local

298

Local

315

Local

316

Local

317

Local

318

Local

322

Local

323

Local

324

Local
Object ID

Street Type

325

Local

326

Local

327

Local

328

Local

329

Local

332

Local

333

Local

379

Local

380

Local

F-24

Highland
Oaks Dr.
Highland
Oaks Dr.
Drywood
St.
Highland
Oaks Dr.
Highland
Oaks Dr.
Sandalwo
od Dr.
Sandalwo
od Dr.
Highland
Oaks Dr.
Highland
Oaks Dr.
Highland
Oaks Dr.
Highland
Oaks Dr.
Cottonwo
od Ln.
Street
Cottonwo
od Ln.
Cottonwo
od Ln.
Cottonwo
od Ln.
Cottonwo
od Ln.
Cottonwo
od Ln.
Tulipwood
Circle
Tulipwood
Circle
Oak
Creek Dr.
Oak
Creek Dr.

Drywood St.

Muirwood Dr.

Capewood Dr.

Drywood St.

Flagstone Dr.

Highland Oaks
Dr.

Sandalwood Dr.

Sierrawood Ln.

Drywood St.

Sandalwood Dr.

Muirwood Dr.

Highland Oaks
Dr.

Highland Oaks Dr.

Muirwood Dr.

Drywood St.

Capewood Pl.

Capewood Pl.

Treewood Ct.

Driftwood Way

Foothill Rd.

Foothill Rd.

Driftwood Way

Muirwood Dr.

Bristolwood Way

Cross Street 1

Cross Street 2

Bristolwood Way

Driftwood Way

Bristolwood Way

Driftwood Way

Muirwood Dr.

Bristolwood Way

Muirwood Dr.

Bristolwood Way

Muirwood Dr.

Bristolwood Way

Muirwood Dr.

Tulipwood Ct.

Muirwood Dr.

Tulipwood Ct.

Lemoine Ranch Rd.
River Rock Hill Rd.

River Rock Hill
Rd.
Lemoine Ranch
Rd.

Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Existing
Condition
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible
Not ADAaccessible

Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Proposal
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Install truncated
dome
Total West
Pleasanton

$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
Cost
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$250
$140,
250
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TABLE F-3
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED BUS STOP IMPROVEMENTS
Object ID

Street Type

Street

Cross Street 1

Cross Street 2

Existing
Condition

Proposal

Cost

City Core
Arterial

Valley Ave.

Hopyard Rd.

Via De Los
Milagros

20

Collector

Old Bernal
Ave.

Augustine St.

Bernal Ct.

41

Collector

Case Ave.

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

42

Collector

Case Ave.

Bernal Ave.

Valley Ave.

Fairgrounds Rd.

W Bernal Ave.

Monaco Ct.

Mission Dr.

Hopyard Rd.

Via De Los
Milagros

Camino Segura

Valley Ave

Camino Segura

Valley Ave

Paseo Catalina

Paseo San
Leon

31

11

Res Collector

9

Local

Pleasanton
Ave.
Monaco Dr.

Lacks seating
and shelter
Lacks seating
and shelter
Lacks seating
and shelter
Lacks seating
and shelter
Lacks seating
and shelter
Lacks shelter

Install bench
and shelter
Install bench
and shelter
Install bench
and shelter
Install bench
and shelter
Install bench
and shelter
Install shelter
Total City Core

Lacks seating
and shelter
Lacks seating
and shelter
Lacks seating
and shelter
Lacks seating
and shelter

Install bench
and shelter
Install bench
and shelter
Install bench
and shelter
Install bench
and shelter
Total Central
Pleasanton

$21,500
$21,500
$21,500
$21,500
$21,500
$20,000
$127,500

Central Pleasanton
30

Arterial

32

Res Collector

33

Res Collector

34

Res Collector

Valley Ave.
Paseo Santa
Cruz
Paseo Santa
Cruz
Paseo Santa
Cruz

$21,500
$21,500
$21,500
$21,500
$86,000

North Pleasanton
23

Arterial

Hopyard Rd.

Coranado Ln.

Inglewood Dr.

24

Arterial

Hopyard Rd.

Coranado Ln.

Inglewood Dr.

25

Arterial

Hopyard Rd.

W Las Positas
Blvd.

Coronado Ln.

12

Minor Arterial

Johnson Dr.

Owens Dr.

Commerce Dr.

13

Minor Arterial

Johnson Dr.

Owens Dr.

Commerce Dr.

14

Minor Arterial

Johnson Dr.

Commerce Dr.

Stoneridge Dr.

15

Minor Arterial

Johnson Dr.

Commerce Dr.

Stoneridge Dr.

16

Minor Arterial

Johnson Dr.

Commerce Dr.

Stoneridge Dr.

28

Collector

Willow Rd.

29

Collector

Willow Rd.

W Las Positas
Blvd.
W Las Positas
Blvd.

Gibraltar Dr.
Gibraltar Dr.

Lacks seating
and shelter
Lacks seating
and shelter
Lacks seating
and shelter
Lacks seating
and shelter
Lacks seating
and shelter
Lacks seating
and shelter
Lacks seating
and shelter
Lacks seating
and shelter
Lacks seating
and shelter
Lacks seating
and shelter

Install bench
and shelter
Install bench
and shelter
Install bench
and shelter
Install bench
and shelter
Install bench
and shelter
Install bench
and shelter
Install bench
and shelter
Install bench
and shelter
Install bench
and shelter
Install bench
and shelter
Total North
Pleasanton

$21,500
$21,500
$21,500
$21,500
$21,500
$21,500
$21,500
$21,500
$21,500
$21,500
$215,000

Southeast Pleasanton
17

Arterial

Stanley Blvd.

El Charro Rd.

Bernal Ave.

Lacks seating
and shelter

Install bench
and shelter
Total
Southeast
Pleasanton

$21,500
$21,500

West Pleasanton
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TABLE F-3
CITY OF PLEASANTON
PROPOSED BUS STOP IMPROVEMENTS
Object ID

Street Type

Street

Cross Street 1

Cross Street 2

26

Arterial

Foothill Rd.

36

Arterial

Foothill Rd.

37

Res Collector

Muirwood Dr

38

Res Collector

Muirwood Dr

Pecan St.

39

Res Collector

Muirwood Dr

Ginger Ct.

Joshua Circle

40

Res Collector

Muirwood Dr

Fallwood Ct.

Fernwood Ct.
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Muirwood Dr.

Old Creek Dr.

W Las Positas
Blvd.
W Las Positas
Blvd.

Highland Oaks
Dr.
Tulipwood
Circle
Amberwood
Circle

Existing
Condition
Lacks seating
and shelter
Lacks seating
and shelter
Lacks seating
and shelter
Lacks seating
and shelter
Lacks seating
and shelter
Lacks seating
and shelter

Proposal
Install bench
and shelter
Install bench
and shelter
Install bench
and shelter
Install bench
and shelter
Install bench
and shelter
Install bench
and shelter
Total West
Pleasanton

Cost
$21,500
$21,500
$21,500
$21,500
$21,500
$21,500
$129,000

City of Pleasanton Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan
2009

APPENDIX G: BICYCLE ACCOMMODATION
IN DEVELOPMENT AND CONSTRUCTION
PROJECTS
The Federal Highway Administration’s Joint Statement, Accommodating
Bicycle and Pedestrian Travel: A Recommended Approach establishes
overall policy as well as performance measures for incorporating bicycle
facilities into transportation projects. The three key principles contained in
the statement are as follows:




Bicycling and walking facilities will be incorporated into all
transportation projects unless exceptional circumstances exist;
Municipalities should use approaches to achieving the policy that
have worked elsewhere as a model; and
Public agencies, professional associations, or advocacy groups
should adopt several action items to improve the overall conditions
for bicycling and walking.

Bicycle-related impacts should also be evaluated as part of a traffic study for
all new development projects. The following are recommended significance
criteria for bicycle-related impacts:
Bicycle impacts are considered significant if:
1. A project disrupts existing bicycle facilities.
Particular attention should be paid to on-street bicycle facilities on
roadways with project-proposed driveways.
2. A project interferes with planned bicycle facilities. This includes failure to
dedicate right-of-way for planned on- and off-street bicycle facilities
included in an adopted Bicycle Master Plan or to contribute toward
construction of planned bicycle facilities along the project’s frontages.
3. A project conflicts or creates inconsistencies with adopted bicycle system
plans, guidelines, policies or standards.
4. A project fails to provide a sufficient quantity of on-site parking for
bicycles.
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Bicycle parking should be required of non-residential projects at a
specified ratio (such as one bicycle parking space for each 20
vehicle parking stalls or per each 5,000 square feet of commercial
space); should be well located, preferably in a well lighted and visible
area; and should be functional and provide sufficient security to allow
bicycle owners to lock both tires and the frame. Bicycle parking
impacts can only be considered significant where local jurisdictions
have adopted policies related to bicycle parking. Where such
policies do not exist, impacts related to bicycle parking are
considered less than significant, and improvements are considered
recommendations rather than mitigation.
In addition to requiring a set number of bicycle parking spaces,
consideration should be given for the type of bicycle parking. Class I
facilities, which allow the locking of both wheels and the frame of the
bicycle, should be required in areas where bicycles will be parked for
long durations (such as employment sites) and where bicycle parking
is not highly visible (such as in parking structures). Class II facilities,
the most common of which is the inverted U rack, are appropriate for
high turn-over areas (such as on a commercial street) and should
interspersed for optimal convenience to destinations.
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APPENDIX H: TRAIL SURFACES
TRAIL SURFACING TREATMENTS
Trail surfacing choices depend primarily on intended trail uses and cost.
ADA accessibility, road bicycling, and in-line-skating require harder and
smoother surfaces while, runners, hikers, and equestrians prefer softer, more
natural surfaces. Cost considerations include installation cost, maintenance
cost, the life expectancy of the material, the availability of the material and
installer’s familiarity with the material within the region.
Environmental conditions, topography, and aesthetics may also factor into
surfacing choices. Below is a description a variety of trail surfacing
materials.
ASPHALT
Advantages





Provides smooth, level surface, suitable for bicycling and inline
skating, and using wheelchairs
Paving is ‘flexible’ and will conform to small changes resulting from
ground settlement
Readily available and easy to install
Requires only minor maintenance (such as crack patching), with life
expectancy of 7-10 years

Disadvantages





Hard surface is not suitable for equestrian use, and is less desirable
for runners (a softer material sidepath can be provided for
pedestrian/equestrian use)
Potential contamination from tar and oils
Appearance can be too ‘urban’ in more natural settings.

Variants



Though not common, top-seeding finishing treatments can be used
to create different colors and textures. These increase the cost
Permeable asphalt drains quickly and can reduce stormwater run-off.
Native soil permeability and sub-base must be considered in the
design.
Installation is typically more expensive because few
contractors and supplies are experience in providing the mix and
installing the material.
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Some asphalt mixes may include recycled materials such as
recycled asphalt chips, glass, or rubber

Construction Cost
Standard asphalt installation cost ranges from $8 to $10 per square foot
including subgrade preparation and seal coat.
Example installations

Multi-use asphalt trail
with concrete headers
and stabilized
decomposed granite
side trail at San Mateo
Shoreline Parks.
Concrete headers help
to contain the
decomposed granite
and prevent the edges
of the asphalt from
cracking off at the
edges. (left)
Multi-use asphalt trail at the San Francisco Presidio. The bicycle portion of the trail is
treated with a slurry coat for a smooth surface. The pedestrian portion of asphalt trail
is top-seeded with decomposed granite aggregate. This treatment provides a more
rustic look and helps visually distinguish the bicycle and pedestrian spaces. (Lower
two images)
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CONCRETE
Advantages






Hardest of all trail surfaces, well suited to areas of heavy use and
susceptibility to flooding
Provides smooth, level surface, suitable for bicycling and inline
skating, and using wheelchairs (sawcut joints, minimize noticeable
bumpiness to hard-wheeled trail users)
Readily available and easy to install
Requires only minimal maintenance (repair of uplift and settlement),
life expectancy of 25 years

Disadvantages




Hard surface is not suitable for equestrian use, and is not desirable
for runners (a softer material sidepath can be provided for
pedestrian/equestrian use)
Appearance can be too ‘urban’ in more natural settings

Variants



A wide variety of colors and finishing treatments are available,
although these increase the cost.
Permeable concrete drains quickly and can reduce stormwater runoff. Native soil permeability and sub-base must be considered in the
design.
Installation is typically more expensive because few
contractors and supplies are experience in providing the mix and
installing the material.

Construction Cost
Standard concrete installation cost ranges from $7 to $10 per square foot for
pedestrian strength concrete to $17 to $23 per square foot for vehicular
strength concrete.
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Example installations

Multi-use concrete path
in Santa Monica.
A low curb and change
in paving texture helps
distinguish the
pedestrian portion of
the trail.

Permeable concrete trail with additional color (above left) creates a more rustic
look. Surface is rougher than traditional concrete (above right).
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RESIN-STABILIZED GRANULAR STONE / DECOMPOSED GRANITE
Binding agents derived from tree products are used to stabilize granular
stone / decomposed granite.
Advantages






More natural, rustic aesthetic
Provides smooth, level surface, suitable for bicycling
In sensitive areas, material may be a more environmentally-friendly
alternative to asphalt
Hardness and durability similar to asphalt
Paving is ‘flexible’ and will conform to small changes resulting from
ground settlement

Disadvantages



Cost
Hard surface is not suitable for equestrian use, and is less desirable
for runners (a softer material sidepath can be provided for
pedestrian/equestrian use)

Variants


A wide variety of earth-tone colors are available

Construction Cost
To obtain a reliable and durable installation, the resin and aggregate are
mixed off-site. Cost may vary widely depending on distance to the supplier.
Example installations

Resin-stabilized granular stone
trail color blends with the
existing landscape at the
Lands End Coastal Trail,
GGNRA, San Francisco.
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DECOMPOSED GRANITE / CO-POLYMER STABILIZED DECOMPOSED
GRANITE
Advantages



More natural, rustic aesthetic
Provides softer, resilient surface preferable for pedestrians and
runners (good surface for pedestrian side paths on multi-use trails)

Disadvantage:





Soft, granular surface is not suitable for in-line skaters, and is less
desirable for cyclists
Subject to wear, rutting, and erosion. Requires regular maintenance
such as filling and patching
Requires header along edges to help confine the material
Not suitable for steep slopes or areas subject to flooding

Variants


Co-polymer stabilized decomposed helps hold particles in place,
lessening the effects of wear and erosion. Stabilizer must be reapplied every 2-3 years to maintain effectiveness.

Construction Cost
Non-stabilized decomposed granite installation cost ranges from $4 to $6 per
square foot including subgrade preparation and base rock. Co-polymer
stabilized decomposed granite ranges from $6 to $8 per square foot
including subgrade preparation and base rock.
Example installations

Non-stabilized decomposed granite path
at San Mateo Shoreline Park provides a
soft walk surface that blends with the
natural landscape.
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SOIL CEMENT
Soil cement is a mixture of pulverized native site soil, Portland cement, and
water rolled and compacted into a dense, hard surface. A seal coat helps to
keep out moisture and withstand wear.
Advantages




Cost is cheaper than asphalt
More durable than native soil
Rustic, natural appearance, color similar to native soil or added
aggregate and sand

Disadvantages






Can be difficult to achieve a consistent and durable installation
depending on the qualities of on-site soil and the experience of the
installer
Trail surface is subject to degradation such as cracking and erosion
due to heavy use by bicyclists and equestrians, significant
temperature changes, and stormwater flow
Not a stable, all-weather surface

Construction Cost
Soil cement cost ranges from $3 to $4 per square foot including subgrade
preparation and seal coat.
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NATIVE SOIL
Advantages






Lowest cost to build
Low maintenance
Softer surface suitable for runners, hikers, and equestrians
Rustic look suitable for natural settings
Can be altered for future improvements

Disadvantages




Dusty
Not an all-weather surface -- ruts when wet
Surface can be uneven and bumpy, limiting usage by road bicyclists,
not ADA accessible

Construction Cost:
Native soil trail construction costs range from $1.50 to $2.50 per square foot

H-8

