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TO: Office of the City Administrator

ATTN:  Dan Lindheim

FROM: Community and Economic Development Agency

DATE:  April 13, 2010 !

RE: Report and Resolution Adopting Oakland’s Preferred Design Option (“Locally
Preferred Alternative”) to be Included and Analyzed in AC Transit’s Bus Rapid |
Transit Project Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental !
Impact Report (Final EIS/R)

SUMMARY

A resolution has been prepared adopting the City’s preferred project design option for AC
Transit to study in the Final Environmental Impact Statement/Report (Final EIS/R) for their
proposed East Bay Bus Rapid Transit project (Project). The project to be studied is planned to
travel between Berkeley, Oakland and San Leandro. Federal funding guidelines require AC
Transit to include in the Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact
Report (Final EIS/R) a project scope that is preferred for study by the City of Oakland. This
preferred design option identifies the Project route and stations as it travels through the City,
primarily on Telegraph Avenue and International Boulevard. In the technical terminology of the
Federal Transit Administration, this choice is called the “Locally Preferred Alternative”
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City staff has been working with AC Transit staff for the past several months to investigate and
address issues related to the Project. Staff presented a draft design option to the community in a
series of public meetings in January, followed by review and comment by the Planning !
Commission in February. On the basis of those meetings, staff is proposing some minor changes |
to the design, and is seeking Council approval of the amended design option for study in the |
Final EIS/R as the Locally Preferred Alternative. Staff is also recommending that AC complete
further study of additional design options that will result in less parking impacts to the corridor.

It should be noted that the adoption of this design by the City does not constitute final agreement
with, or approval of the Project or concept. If the project design is approved, the Final EIS/R
must address the project impacts identified therein and AC Transit must enter into operating and
maintenance agreements with each of the cities affected.

FISCAL IMPACT

There 1s no direct fiscal impact associated with the current proposed action. -Should the Project
be approved and fully funded, staff will return to Council to discuss fiscal impacts to the City.
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BACKGROUND , |

I
Project Description !
AC Transit proposes a 17-mile Bus Rapid Transit project, primarily along Telegraph Avenue a.nd
International Boulevard, starting in downtown Berkeley, proceeding through downtown_Oakland'
and ending at the Bay Fair BART station in San Leandro (Project). This proposal has been the
subject of many years of study and planning by AC Transit. As currently proposed, the project
will replace the current Routes 1 and 1R with a Bus Rapid Transit system operating largely in
exclusive lanes and with stops about every 1/3 of a mile. In order to provide the Bus Rapid
Transit line with exclusive (bus-only) lanes, a vehicle lane in each direction would be ehmmated
resulting in a smgle through lane remaining available for all non-bus traffic (tum lanes would be
provided at major intersections).
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The project will include bus stations with bus ticket vending machines and slightly raised - |
platforms for level boarding. The Bus Rapid Transit system will prowde significantly faster and '
more reliable service in the corridor and largely for those reasons is forecast to attract more l
riders than the current local and rapid buses.

Project Status and City Role »

'AC Transit is currently preparing a Final Environmental Impact Statement/Report (Final EIS/R)
for the proposed Project, and plans to apply for Federal Transit Administration “Small Starts”.
funding of $75 million to support project construction. To do that, AC Transit requires that the
City of Oakland provide its input for the route and stations to be studied in the final
environmental document. The “Locally Preferred Alternative” is-the Federal Transit
Administration’s technical term for this input from the City.

|
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AC Transit’s current schedule assumes completion of a Final EIS/EIR in 2010, followed by

preliminary and final engineering, with construction beginning as early as 2012 and completion -
by 2015.

The purpose of submittal of a City-preferred design option proposal now is to enable AC Transit
to analyze the alternative in the Final EIS/R. The adoption of this proposal by the City does not
constitute final approval of any aspect of the Project. The Final EIS/R must first address impacts
identified in a number of areas, most notably traffic, parking, construction and economic i
impacts, among others. ‘ |

The City’s role in approving the BRT will occur after the Final EIS/R is certified by AC Transit
and the Federal Transit Administration (the responsible federal agency). At that time,
discussions will take place between AC Transit and each of the cities on construction of a
specific project and AC Transit will negotiate and enter into operating and maintenance
agreements with each of the cities affected. The City also will need to make its own CEQA
findings and determinations based on the Final EIS/EIR.
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Completion of Draft Design Option
City staff and consultants worked with AC Transit for the past several months to investigate and .
address issues related to the Project. The City team developed a design option that differed in
several key respects from AC Transit’s initial assumptions that were presented in the Draft
EIS/EIR in 2007. In developing the LPA, City staff took the opportunity to require that the bus |
route corridors be treated as “Complete Streets”, which incorporate not just transit improvements
but bicycle and pedestrian amenities. Specifically, the City’s design incorporates bike lanes, }
consistent with Oakland’s adopted Bicycle Master Plan, and adds additional pedestrian safety |
and access elements. Oakland’s design also includes more bus stations than were initially
proposed by AC Transit, and relocated some existing stops in order to better serve Qakland '
residents. (
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This design option, which staff has termed the “Maximum Build”, assumes that dedicated bus -
lanes would be provided to the greatest extent possible in order to maximize transit benefits. ‘
Staff therefore proposed no changes in the extent of dedicated bus lanes that were studied by AC !
Transit in the 2007 Draft EIS/EIR. In this optlon the only area in which the alignment leaves |
dedicated lanes and operates in mixed flow is along the Broadway corridor through Downtown
Oakland (11™ Street to 20™ Street), where converging bus routes would result in too many “bus- |
on-bus” delays to make a dedicated lane feasible, .

In general, this Maximum Build design option would improve transit, bicycle, and pedestrian
access, but would have negative impacts on vehicle congestion and would remove substantial
amounts of curb parking. The Maximum Build design option will be studied in the Final EIS/R
so that the most aggressive project would be environmentally analyzed, with the understanding
that if these impacts were found to be excessive in some locations, the project scope could be
reduced before final approval by the City. This design option, with minor changes discussed
below, is included as Artachment A, and 1s also posted at oaklandbrt.com.

Community Review

Oakland staff and consultants presented the Maximum Build design option in a series of
community meetings in January, including Fruitvale, Eastlake/San Antonio, East Oakland (2),
Downtown, and Telegraph. Approximately 175 people attended these public meetings. Staff
also presented informally to several Neighborhood Community Policing Committees along the
corridor, merchants groups, and church congregations to ensure that the community was aware
of the proposed project. Finally, staff developed a website (oaklandbrt.com) that provides
extensive information on the project, the proposed design, and all presentation materials from the
community meetings.
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Comments were submitted by meeting participants, and also via email and telephone messages. !
These comments have been transcribed and are included as Attachment B. Staff has received

approximately 150 written comments, critiques, and suggestions to date regarding the proposed
project. Although staff received both negative and positive reactions to the proposed design !
option, the preponderance of comments addressed its perceived impacts, particularly on parking, {
traffic, and loss of local bus service under the BRT operating scenario proposed by AC Transit.

Planning Commission Review

Oakland staff and consultants presented the Maximum Build design option to the Planning
Commission in February. The Planning Commission agreed that the project should be studied in
the Final EIS/R and declined to make any specific recommendations as a group about the Draft
Design Option. Individually, several Commissioners expressed their concems about the impacts
on parking, traffic, neighborhood business, and loss of local service implicit in the Draft Design -
Option. Aftachment C summarizes the comments of individual Planning Commissioners. l

KEY ISSUES AND IMPACTS '

Design Option - Selection and Timing

In order to meet AC Transit’s desire to complete the Final EIS/EIR, and apply for federal
funding, AC Transit has requested that the City of Oakland and other affected cities select a
design option by April 2010. Adhering to this schedule will permit AC Transit to complete the
environmental documentation in time to be included in the 2012 President's budget to Congress
for access to federal funding. If this schedule is delayed AC Transit could risk losing access to
federal funding for a minimum of one year, and potentially lose access to “Small Starts” funding
entirely.

-~

Community Concern over Potential Project Impacts

The Final EIS/R has not been completed, and the City’s preferred alternative has not yet
been analyzed; therefore, the full extent of impacts is not known at this time. The purpose
of selecting a design option is so that AC Transit can study a specific project in greater detail,
and identify impacts more precisely than in the 2007 Draft EIR. The purpose is also to ensure
that that other Oakland projects, such as those in the adopted Bicycle Master Plan, are included
in environmental analysis. The Draft EIR circulated in 2007 identified impacts to traffic,
circulation and parking, to name just a few. The Project, should it be approved for construction,
will require modification to mitigate very significant impacts likely to be identified in the Final
EIS/R. These mitigations could include changes to the extent of dedicated bus lanes or station
locations, bicycle lanes, as well as solutions to the elimination of parking along the corridor.
Parking mitigations could include acquisition of off-street lots to replace on-street supply.

Further, before implementation, AC Transit will be required to reach agreements with each of the
cities regarding roadway modifications, maintenance, landscaping, operational and other details,
including costs and responsibilities.
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However, it is clearly the case that if the draft design option that was presented to the community
were constructed, there would be very significant impacts, and there is therefore substantial
concern and opposition from some individuals and groups to forwarding certain aspects of this |
design option to AC Transit to study in the Final EIS/R. These concerns can be summarized as t
follows: ' !
a

1. Parking Impacts, particularly in neighborhood commercial areas |
Overall, this project would remove approximately 879 curbside parking spaces ".
directly along the project corridor, approximately 33% of the current supply. The Busl
Rapid Transit project alone is responsible for 24%, while the addition of a bike lane is
responsible for the remaining 9%. In neighborhood commercial areas, where curbside
parking may be considered as essential for individual businesses, this is a major
concern. While AC Transit will be required to mitigate the loss of parking through
several actions including the potential for the funding of additional off-street parking
spaces, prior to reaching agreement with the City of Oakland on the precise details of |
this mitigation, some merchants and community members are understandably '
concerned about the potential loss of this on-street parking. Parking loss has been
noted as a concern everywhere in the corridor, but particularly in the Temescal
District, San Antonio, Fruitvale, and in East Oakland in the vicinity of 82™ Avenue to

85" Avenue.

2. Increased traffic congestion, including diversion and cut through traffic

The Project will confine all non-bus traffic to one lane (with left-turn pockets) and
will eliminate through-access at a number of side streets, restricting left turns into and
out of said intersecting streets. These changes to the roadway system will increase
congestion and decrease travel speed within the corridor, and will divert some traffic
to other roadways, including residential streets. Traffic conditions will be studied and
modeled in the Final EIS/EIR,

3. Loss of Local Bus Service

Some community members, particularly seniors and those with mobility issues, have
noted that the replacement of the local Route 1 service (which stops approximately
every two blocks) with Bus Rapid Transit stops approximately every four blocks (1/3
of a mile) will cause personal hardship by requiring them to walk further from origins
or to destinations in the corridor.

4. Pedestrian safety and security

Some community members have raised a variety of concerns related to personal

safety in neighborhoods which are perceived as unsafe. These concerns include

purchasing cash fares at unmanned stations rather than on the bus, walking farther to
" access bus stops, and parking farther from destinations. These concerns were raised

primarily in East Oakland and San Antonio.
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5. Other Economic Impacts
In addition to the impacts of decreased parking and increased congestion, merchants |
along the corridor, particularly in Telegraph and Fruitvale, questioned the economic j
impact on merchants during project construction, and also questioned the impact on {
curbside loading once the project is complete. This concern was also raised at the |
Planning Commission. 1
|
{
!

Project Funding
The project is estimated to cost $234 million (in 2009 dollars), with $141 million estimated for

the Oakland portion. Until recently, the pI’O_]eCt had full funding commitments that would enable |
AC Transit to build the entire project, assuming receipt of a $75 million Federal Transit
Administration “Small Starts” grant. However, the current recession has forced AC Transit to
consider transferring a portion of dedicated Project funds to close a projected operating deficit
next year. The AC Transit Board of Directors 1s working with the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission and the Federal Transit Administration to allow transfer of up to $17.5 million in
Congestion Management & Air Quality funds from Bus Rapid Transit to AC Transit operations. l
Itis possnble that this current fundmg gap will lead AC to propose construction of less than the
full Project.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Staff Responses to Communitv Concerns —Modifications to Proposal

Staff recognizes that the current draft design option presents many difficult issues in balancing
the advantages of a faster and more reliable transit system and a fully implemented Bicycle Plan
and improved pedestrian facilities against increased vehicle congestion and loss of parking.

Staff’s intent in proposing the “Maximum Build” option was to ensure that all potential impacts
would be studied, because if a portion of the proposed project is not studied, it can not be
implemented without further environmental analysis. In particularly, this is why staff felt it
made sense to study the maximum extent of dedicated lanes and bicycle lanes, with the intent
that the project could be down-scoped to account for unacceptable environmental or community
impacts.

It is staff’s intent, at the conclusion of the environmental process, to work with AC Transit to -
reach a final design and bring that design back to Council for approval.

Despite the considerable and valid concern about potential project impacts, staff therefore still
recommends that the “Maximum Build” scenario be evaluated in the Final EIR/EIS as the
“Locally Preferred Alternative” with the following minor modlﬁcatlons from the proposal
presented to the public in January:
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Specific Modifications Recommended:

1. San Antonio District

We propose amending the draft Design Option between 14™ and 29™ Avenues to
eliminate left turns at 16th and 23rd. This action will provide 56 additional curbside
parking spots in front of neighborhood businesses and community facilities. This
change will not affect bus operations, but will cause minor changes in auto
circulation.

2. Fruitvale District

We propose moving a proposed station from 35" Avenue to 34" Avenue to better
serve the connection with Fruitvale BART station.

Mitigations to be Studied

Recognizing that the proposed Bus Rapid Transit system will have very significant impacts,
particularly in the heart of neighborhood commercial districts where there is competition
between parking, loading, through traffic, bus traffic, and bicycles, staff is proposing that AC
should investigate mitigations as design options to the “Locally Preferred Alternative”.
Specifically, staff requests that AC Transit study mitigations including, but not limited, to the

following:

1. Dual Door Buses

To date, AC Transit has proposed to design the Project with right-door loading
vehicles to conform to their existing bus fleet. 1f AC Transit were to acquire vehicles
which also opened on the left, the Project would have a significantly smaller impact
on curbside parking by requiring only one center station per stop, with the additional
ability to place stations on medians where they currently exist (such as in the
Fruitvale District and in East Oakland).

2. Parking Mitigations

AC Transit should work closely with the City and affected communities to prepare a
parking mitigation plan for any parking impacts created by the Project. If parking is
removed from the corridor, this parking mitigation plan should identify alternate on
street or off street parking supply, and should include AC acquisition of off-street
sites, if necessary to ensure adequate supply.

3. Conversion to a single BRT lane or mixed flow in areas of high parking and
traffic impact _

In areas of both high traffic and parking impact, an appropriate mitigation may be to
downscope the Bus Rapid Transit project to either a single-directional lane or mixed
flow. This option would have significant impacts to Bus Rapid Transit operations,
but may be necessary in specific neighborhood locations if parking and traffic
concerns cannot otherwise be acceptably mitigated.
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Additional Studies requested

To address additional community concerns, staff recommends that AC Transit fully address
economic impacts (both during and after construction), security concerns, and loss of local bus
service in their environmental analysis phase.

Staff Recommendation for study in the FEIS/R
Staff proposes that two projects should be studied in the Final EIS/R.

1. The refined draft design option, as summarized under Project Description (i.e. the
“Maximum Build” option), should be studied to meet Federal Transit Administration
requirements for a “Locally Preferred Alternative”.

AC should fully study mitigations to this Locally Preferred Alternative to minimize
its traffic and parking impacts, as detailed above.

2. A*Rapid Bus Plus” alternative should be fully described and studied to an
equivalent level of detail to the LPA in the Final EIS/R. This Rapid Bus Plus
alternative should incorporate all the features of Bus Rapid Transit (such as pre-paid
boarding, level-boarding at stations, additional stop amenities, signal pre-emption),
but without dedicated lanes.

Participants in several community meetings, as well as at the Planning Commission, expressed
that this alternative be given equal weight in AC Transit’s Final EIS/R, as some felt that AC
Transit had not done so to date. The purpose of studying the Rapid Bus Plus alternative is to
provide additional information to be able to judge the benefits and impacts of the full Project as
compared to both a substantial improvement to existing bus service (“Rapid Bus Plus™) and the
required “No Build” (existing) service, and allow policy makers to make an informed decision
on which project to approve for construction.

Adoption of a Locally Preferred Alternative for the FEIS/R
Selection of the refined draft design option as the Locally Preferred Alternative allows the

Project to proceed through the final environmental process and allows AC Transit to apply for
federal funding. Despite the title “Locally Preferred Alternative”, selection does not commit the
City of Oakland to this precise project, but simply selects the alternative the City would like to
be advanced through the review process. Project details will be finalized during the
environmental process and through the preliminary and final design processes.

SUSTAINABLE OPPORTUNITIES

Economic: There are no direct economic opportunities inherent in this action. However, design
and construction of the proposed Bus Rapid Transit system will have significant economic
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impacts (both positive and negative) to some residents and businesses in Oakland, both during
construction and upon completion. These impacts will be identified in the Final EIS/R.

Environmental: There are no direct environmental opportunities inherent in this action.
However, implementation of Bus Rapid Transit and improvement of bicycle and pedestrian
facilities in this corridor should increase the number of people traveling by bus, bicycle and foot,
and consequently decrease the number otherwise traveling by automobile. Specific
environmental impacts will be studied in detail in the Final EIS/R.

Social Equity: There are no direct social equity opportunities inherent in this action. However,
providing improved bus service in the most heavily utilized bus transit corridor in Oakland will
benefit lower-income transit-dependent citizens by providing better mobility options than they
currently enjoy. At the same time, community concerns have been expressed as the result of a
decreased number and further spacing of boarding locations (stations) and the elimination of all
local service along the Bus Rapid Transit corridor. Specific social equity impacts will be studied
in detail in the Final EIS/R.

DISABILITY AND SENIOR CITIZEN ACCESS

This report has no specific impact on disability and senior cmzen access. However
1mplementat10n of the Bus Rapid Transit project as proposed w111 replace local bus service (AC
Transit Route 1) with a new service which will have fewer, stops While all riders will enjoy a
faster, more reliable rlde along with the benefits of all-doors lével-floor boarding, according to
current AC Transit calculations, approximately twenty percent of current AC Transit riders will
have a longer walk to the nearest bus stop. While bus stops were located to the greatest possible
extent close to senior housing and facilities, inevitably some sentors and disabled citizens will
have more difficulty accessing this new service than the existing Route 1 (local bus service).

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED BUT REJECTED FROM FURTHER ANALYSIS

Bus Rapid Transit “Light”

Staff considered, and rejected, the option to down-scope the project to single-lane or mixed flow
in selected locations to account for known parking impacts and presumed traffic impacts. We
rejected this option because we feel that the City has much-more flexibility in fully
understanding the impacts of the “maximum build” project and adjusting it through mitigations,
rather than presumptively guessing where those adjustments are necessary. This option risked
rejecting a project component that could, in fact, be acceptably mitigated. While the final project
that the City approves for construction will very likely include downscoped segments, staff
believes that this discussion should take place after the enf.fironm'ental study 1s complete.
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Bus Rapid Transit Onlv

Staff considered, and rejected, proceeding with AC Transit’s proposal to analyze the Bus Rapid
Transit project as a transit-only project. Instead, City staff worked with AC staff to develop a
“Complete Street” treatment for the corridor which included pedestrian and bicycle
improvements. In particular, staff felt that bicycle facilities called for in the City’s adopted
Bicycle Master Plan and recommendations for pedestrian facilities that appear in the Pedestrian
Master Plan should naturally be included in any large capital project. As a matter of policy, staff
incorporates planned bike and pedestrian facilities into any roadway construction projects.

RECOMMENDATION AND RATIONALE

Staff recommends approval of the resolution identifying a Locally Preferred Alternative for AC
Transit to include and study in their Final EIS/R. Staff recommends the LPA reflect the draft i
design concept presented to the community and the Planning Commission, but incorporating the
minor modifications identified in this report (the “Maximum Build” option).

Adoption of a Locally Preferred Alternative will allow AC Transit to proceed with completion of
a Final EIS/R for the East Bay Bus Rapid Transit project. The successful completion of the Final .
EIS/R will altow AC Transit to apply for $75.0 million in Federal Transit Administration “Small |
Starts” funding for the project. Completion of the Final EIS/R will also allow the City to review .
the full impacts of the Project, and enter final negotiations with AC Transit to determine
mitigations or design changes necessary to ensure that the Project is acceptable to the City of
" Qakland. Project details will be finalized during the environmental process and through the
preliminary and final design processes. A final design, along with operating and maintenance
agreements with AC Transit, will be brought back to Council for approval at a later date.

Staff understands that the City is not required to adopt a preferred design option or “locally
preferred alternative” for AC to analyze in the Final EIS/EIR. However, this option would
effectively eliminate the Project’s chance at Federal Transit Administration “Small Starts”
funding. On balance, despite significant Project impacts, staff feels that a fully funded Project
can provide substantial benefits to the City and its residents.

If Council were to decide to not adopt a Locally Preferred Alternative at this time, AC Transit
would be delayed in completing the Final EIS/R, and their application for “Small Starts” funding
could be jeopardized.
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ACTION REQUESTED OF THE CITY COUNCIL

Approve the attached resolution adopting a Locally Preferred Alternative for analysis in AC
Transit’s Final EIS/R on the East Bay Bus Rapid Transit project.

Respectfully submitted,

JOucin 3ty —

Walter S. Cohen, Director
Community & Economic Development Agency

Reviewed by:

Michael J. Neary, P.E.

Deputy Director

Community & Economic Development Agency

Wladimir Wlassowsky, P.E., Manager
Transportation Services Division

Prepared by:

Bruce Williams,

Senior Transportation Planner
Transportation Services Division

APPROVED AN FORWARDED TO THE
PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE:

Ofﬁcé,g_f,th{e City Administrator
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Attachment A
Bus Rapid Transit Preferred Design Option

BRT Route and Stations
Ilustrative Segments

Preferred Design Option — Complete Plan
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East Bay BRT Telegraph Sample Segment
Telegraph Ave: Claremont Ave to 45" St
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Attachment B

Bus Rapid Transit Questions & Comments

Oakland’s Locally Preferred Alternative
Last ypdated.' 3/16/2010

Comments collected at public meetings on comment cards:

1

Please build more bus stops with sheiters and lights
The new bus should have more seats
The ticket to board the bus should be kept at a low price

2

Please review night time parking issues
Bus stops should have public art
Please make sure that bus stops are kept clean

3

Concerned about access to the Art Center at 23" and International. Please make sure
that there is still parking within one to two blocks because it is not safe

4

Hire security for stops

5

I will enjoy the bus rides

6

We would like to have the shelter put on both sides of the Street at 82" and

International




7

In Temescal:

(1) Loss of parking is unacceptable without mitigation

(2) Traffic reduction to one late is not viable — Mixed flow required approaching 51
N. Bound.

(3) Bike lanes need to be on Webster route not Telegraph )

{4) Traffic traveling N toward W Bound 24 should be rediverted from Tleg to
Shattuck at 46" ST

(5) Who is studying the other alternatives, nobuild/Rapid+

8

The DEIR state there would additional environmental review before deciding if
telegraph could support bike lanes along with BRT. Has that additional environmental
study been done? If so, where can | find it? If not, when'do you expect it to be released?

9

1) Keep local bus service — critically important for current + future (post
development} service on Telegraph.

2} Mitigate loss of parking. Cars will park up small side streets.

3} No L-turns means drivers will over-use small side streets, taking right turns
around the block.

4) Dedicated lanes bring too much congestion to Shattuck Ave + side streets.

5) City must plan for flatlands kids crossing Telegraph (to walk East to Claremont
Middle School) — better pedestrian crossing than plan needed. Thanks!

10

This meeting was inadequately noticed no info from Council office

Too costly for what it actually delivers — need shuttles, more coordination with BART, or
the lightrail on Broadway.

It's a jobs creation project — other infrastructure improvements deserve priority!! You
need to address congestion on other streets.




11
| am a resident of 49" st at telegraph & a daily bus rider from temescal to downtown
Oakland. _ _

e QOakland deserves great, reliable transit — | love the reliability element of BRT.

e I'm very excited about BRT along Telegraph / Int’| Ave. | wish the process was
quicker though.

e Please provide complete streets in Oakland w/ great transit, walking, biking.

e Am glad an “enhanced rapid bus” alternative is being studied, but I’'m concerned
about not having dedicated lanes.

¢ Please consider bike parking at the bus stops.

e To Mitigate any cross-through auto traffic on local roads perpendicular to the
route, please please do thorough traffic calming measures — like more speed
humps, tree planting, corner bulbouts. Also, please manage parking on side
streets for residents by instituting parking permits.

What | like about BRT:

- reliability

- quick boarding

- traffic calming — for pedestrians

-- potential bike lane — yes!

- Streets for everyone, not just cars.

12

First, I'd like to state my strong support for alternative 3, the fuli BRT corridor. Bicycle
and public improvements will have positive impacts on my neighborhood, my commute
and the value of my home.* | would also urge the city to do {1) relaxiland use and zoning
regulations along the corridor and (2) avoid creating dangerous pinch-points at
intersections in order to squeeze in a few extra parking spots.

e Currently under renovation at 40" and Ruby.

13

The City of Qakland needs to repair the underground infrastructure such as the ailing old
Sewer System before this Transit project. Most of Oakland’s Neighborhoods have Sewer
leaks, Leaking Raw Human waste into the Ground!

14
- Need a regional land use plan to support BRT ridership
- Remove impediments to higher density development around transit stops
- Parking mgmt to provide better quality, wayfinding parking spaces.
- Need to address traffic diverted to neighborhoods in meetings w/ mitigation
strategy & projections of mode shift.




15

Another alternative must be studied! What the Geary Blvd. BRT study calls Alternative 3
Side BRT. This is priority/dedicated bus lanes in right hand lane in each direction. And
maintain local bus service as well as BRT under this option.

16

Who needs this? What is wrong with what we have? Why waste our money? Other than
AC Transit, who wants this? The “left turn” solution offered | can’t see working during
rush hours. Is this really being driven by developer or AC Transit; Because is isn’t being
driven by riders or the local community Best, can tell were is an example of this really
working.

17

So far it looks well worth the effort. | drive Telegraph like many Temescal residents and
realize that traffic may be slowed somewhat as the result of the dedicated bus lanes.
But given how helpful BRT will be for creating a REAL transit alternative — with frequent,
reliable service — and given how critical it is that we drive less (for our climate & our -
wallets), this minor inconvenience is well worth the while.

18

Alternative Streets — Shattuck, MLK are now have speeders. The PSO are aware of this.
Fix the company before building.

Take away parking — Temescal does not have enough parking as it is

Cost — outlandish. When cost of ridership continues to rise

Deliveries will block the single lane so where do the cars go.

How to navigate bike lanes are a big joke — Telegraph main corridor traffic is already bad
but to take away 2 lanes will be a nightmare. New toy buses are the worse. Contact the
Police regarding the speeders. ‘

19

Great job, it’s a thankless position planning & visioning. My only suggestion is to addres
or estimate how many drivers might become riders & result in less traffic. The EIR may
have that detailed data, but it would be nice to acknowledge that possibility. I'm excited
about the possibility of BRT.




20
| favor BRT because it would encourage transit use and discourage car use. | favor this

for many reasons including that it makes for more liveable communities and reduces
climate change.

I am concerned that it sounds like AC Transit is working in isolation. I'd prefer that AC
Transit, Bart and other agencies work together.

21

Great job in considering pedestrians, public transit users + bicyclists. It a very forward-
thinking plan. Way to go to look forward becoming a city of the future.

22

I support the “Rapid Plus” — middle alternative — to maintain local as well as rapid
service, with priority bus lanes as opposed to dedicated Bus Lanes. The EBBRT Project is
problematic because (a) it costs too much for what it delivers; {b) removing or losing

more then % the parking spaces on Telegraph will likely bankrupt local businesses esp. in

Temescal. | think AC Transit service could + should be improved without building so
much addt’l infrastructure. Taking away a travel lane to created a dedicated bus lane is
problematic.

23

- The time savings isn't worth the money spent;

- The time savings isn’t enough to convert a driver to a transit rider
- The intermediate option should be researched

- Loss of parking is a big concern for Temescal businesses

- Dedicated lanes will add reliability to bus service

- Stops are a bit far apart for elderly/disabled

24

Please don’t do this, let Temescal stay vital!

At an Oakland Planning Committee sub-committee discussion of new zoning on
Telegraph (18 mos. ago) Chris Peeples spoke for AC Transit. He agreed for a height
increase on T to 65ft. he argued that this height is required to create density needed to
support BRT. People in neighborhoods along T accept (approve of}) a limit of 45ft. If BRT
requires 65ft for density, we do not want this. And if he was correct in his assessment,
then people in these neighborhoods should be publicly informed.

I have no other opposition to the project.




25

1. Oakland BRT decision should wait until operating results have been obtained
more. (Ideally, Geary corridor in 5.F.) This will greatly improve the reliability of
ridership projections.

2. Transfers between BRT + other bus lines: Very heavy now between 1/1R + 57
now. Possible interference. (Also at Ashby??) --- And Fruitvale: transfers. Also
35™ Ave. (to Merritt College)

26
Think about and remember we still pay State and Federal Taxes
1. Emergency vehicles access going + coming important
2. Parking on the street s/b available for visitors to Senior Citizens + handicapped + small
business.
3. Street crossing will be worst for seniors and handicapped
4. Seniors, handicapped + children are not able to walk long distances

27

This plan will take away parking It will effect emergency vehicles getting to patients
Safety issues for seniors crossing the street

Distance problem for seniors having to walk a long distance

28 .

As a long term resident of East Qakland, | am concerned about Parking on International Bivd
between 4™ avenue + 105" if you eliminate Parking it will affect small businesses as well as
seniors who drive.

29

Sr.’s cannot walk 4 blocks bet. BRT stops! Pot holes need to be repaired. Emergency vehicles
need more space to do their job quickly! | live at Allen Temple Arms. | am 73 and have a problem
cross at 82" and £. 14™ at the present time!

30

What have been discussed are all concerns of senior riders ____ please do not exclude seniors
who are suffering with physical disabilities that are powerless are ignored because they cannot
ride the BRT are only able to use or ride a car especially on Telegraph Avenue. There are more
SENIORS you see struggling are having hard time taking Telegraph buses, etc.

31 ‘
Without a computerized and effective control to empty the bus lane in the case of emergency
vehicles, | cannot support the Telegraph segment.




32

- This is a Bad Place for Buses.

- Dangerous for emergency vehicles
- “ " Seniors

- Bad for Business + Church Parking

- Expensive

- Fill Potholes By Bus Stops instead.

33
| take buses every day and | think that any improvements for convenience are good. The
elements for convenience are:

1) The running time of the bus
2) the location of bus stops.
34

The time to cross the road, 4-5 minutes, is too long. You’ve got to make this convenient
for the elderly. You must consider the walking time for the elderly.

35

Five minutes to cross the road is too long. It’s best to separate into three lanes: fast
lane, slow lane, pedestrian lane.

36

1) | do not agree that the bus stops should change from 2 blocks to 4 blocks apart.
This is less convenient.

2) t do not agree with the new reform to raise bus stops in the middle of the road.

It’s not convenient for the elderly because they need to cross the road in order to get to
the stop. You increase the pedestrian inconvenience, especially for the elderly, and you
increase danger. | suggest you keep all buses on the sidewalk as current configuration.
3) It’s not necessary to keep five minute headways every day. You’ve got to base it
upon commute times to adjust the headway times. For the commute time, five minute
headways, but for the rest of the time, keep the current headway. Therefore this would
save a lot of gasoline.




37

To the person in charge:

1} Public transportation in the city has to consider the interests and convenience of
people from different social stratifications.

2} The price for Rapid has to be higher than the slow buses because they save time,
and time is money.

3) Road repair and configuration is not the concern of public transit. The purpose is
to provide convenient, money-saving public transportation for citizens, and that should
be the goal of our reform.

4} In the urban center and congested areas, is it possible to consider building a
pedestrian cross-over, or an elevated flyover?

38

The reform of the new transit system is good. But it primarily considers how to provide
more convenience for healthy people. But for the elderly and the disabled, of whom
there are many of us, this is an inconvenience. Bus stop spacing is too far apart. Even
some bus stops are going to be established in the middle of the road.

39

At the new bus stops, elderly will not be able to remember where they will get off. And
if they pass the stop at which they were supposed to get off, they will need to walk back
to get to the stop that they need. That would be difficult.

40

To improve bus transportation routes, this is good. But you’ve got to first repair the
roads, because now many roads are broken and without repair. Therefore the roads
cause accidents, not only to pedestrians but to automobiles. Therefore | suggest that
Oakland fixes all the broken roads first, and then tries to improve the bus transportation
route.

We must also pay attention to improved safety.

41

Improvements shouldn’t just consider speed, they must also consider safety. Right now,
between the seats on the bus there is no handle for riders to use. When the bus stops
suddenly, it is easy for riders to fall down. Especially if the spacing between seats were
larger, this would be more dangerous.

Selling tickets at the bus stop is not safe. It is also more expensive.




42

Please, first of all, consider the elderly, weak, disabled and sick riders. Also, please
consider emergency services. Your plan completely ignores all of the above.
Please also consider the safety issue with buying tickets off-board the buses.

43

| think this plan for buses is not appropriate.

1) Poor safety parameters

2} Congested transportation

3} Not suitable for the elderly

4)

| think we should spend this money on improving the roads in Oakland because it's time
for the roads to be repaired. If the roads are not repaired or maintained, it will impact
the transportation flow for the road.

44

1) In order to prevent the dangerous situation from having pedestrian crossing the
road, please set up traffic lights at the intersections which would indicate how many
seconds are at the intersection. Currently, not all intersections have this.

2} Some bus stops already have the Next Bus sign, which is very good. Please
consider improving gradually until it is perfect.

(on back) If riders try to cross the road, and if they cannot cross completely, we could
set up a median so that they can stand there and wait for the crossing. This would be
good for wide roads, but for narrow roads this would not be possible.

45

This whole project seems (is) entirely superfluous! ...also, disruptive and un-necessary!!
What on Earth are you thinking! We have BART, we have shuttles (Emeryville, etc, etc)
we have the 1R + the 72R, etc,etc — so why can’t we just let these things BE enough. This
seems to me a ridiculous overkill + a BIG waste of $(our money}, money we voted for
on transportation

also, many people will not, no matter what, will not sTop driving!
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e Left turn pockets must be kept in proposal! This will be key to maintaining traffic
flow.
¢ Bike lanes -> © Glad it is included, will help foster healthier communities.
-> But how will it be successfully incorporated w/o hurting parking issues ~would
like to see more on this.
* What is this going to cost the public? — The project funding, the fare prices? (will BRT
be more expensive?) '

How is the “No Left Turn” street closures/blocks determined?

47
| love the project. Build it soon! Dedicated, and physical separated lanes are a must to
make this effective. For example | can beat the 72R on my bike during rush hour. Thank
you for providing bicycle lanes as it will make care — bike interactions safer.

Pavement longevity needs to be factored in.

How will the lanes be enforced?

48

This was a good workshop, facilitator was well informed and responsive (and patient}.
As far as project comments, | thought the suggestion to study using one-way corridors
near downtown (Webster & Franklin) was a good one. Also | want to urge AC Transit &
City of Oakland to put permeable surfaces wherever possible to prevent stormwater
pollution. The facilitator mentioned there was a great opportunity to study creating a
common “streetscape” with landscaping along the entire corridor. | would like as much
“green” as possible in the medians.

49

I work for a nonprofit developer in Oakland. And currently, we have properties that
have bus stops right in front of our doors. Having these stops in front are accessible for
our residents, however, these bus stops are also a nuisance to our property because
there are more people congregate. And as a result, there are more trash generated, and
noise that affect our residents. Often times, our own maintenance stuff have to pick up
the duty of cleaning the sidewalk where the bus stops are located. If the EBBRT passes,
AC Transit & City of Oakland should be accountable to the public on cleaning and
maintaining these bus stops. Especially this EBBRT project will be a huge expense and
changes to the community. * One point mentioned @ the presentation that the BRT
will decrease parking and the number of traffic lanes. In order to educate the
community especially “drivers”, the city + AC Transit will have to do more marking and
public education to the community about the perks of riding BRT. This will hopefully
increase ridership and decrease the number of cars on the road, which will achieve the
long term goal of public transportation and help the next generation.




50

(1)  hope that AC Transit can study the potential service benefits of splitting the BRT
into an E. Oakland segment and a N. Oakland segment with an overlap downtown.
Current AM peak northbound service headways are sometimes as long as 30 or 40
minutes. Splitting the service of the BRT could potentially improve reliability relative to a
single services. (2) Please study 2 dedicated bus lanes in each direction in downtown
Oakland (3) Please study parallel bike routes for the sections of the BRT that don’t have
room for bike lanes.

51

Here in St. Louis Bertrand Church we have every day activities beside kids from the
school has to cross the Blvd. Can we get a stop light at the 100" Ave. or any other safety
passage? Parking for the Merchant what could be resolved?

52

I would like to keep route 1 local service if possible.

53

Urbanists for a Livable Temescal Rockridge Area (ULTRA) is dedicated to creating a
livable, authentic community in North Qakland by promoting urban growth that is
environmentally sustainable and equitable.

ULTRA would like to propose a BRT alternative to study that would provide faster, more
reliable service without removing parking and two lanes of traffic, namely:

Curbside BRT.

Description: ‘ :

The Rapid Bus stops would be at bulb-outs at the far side of intersections. {See attached
plan labeled “BRT-lite.”) The bulb-outs mean a bus can save time because it does not
need to maneuver to a curb and then get back into the flow of traffic. So, ipso facto, a
bus priority lane is created and no parking is lost. To help prevent double parking, every
block with some commercial development on it should have a limited time loading zone.
By also having local buses, the Rapid Bus stops can be spaced about a half-mile apart.
The local only stops would remain at the curb so the Rapid can pass easily.

Try to locate Rapid stops where there is some existing activity, stores, coffee shops, etc.,
so people feel safe and can do something while waiting for the bus. Provide an
attractive, comfortable shelter with posted schedules and map, a working real-time
information display, and create place-making with trees and special paving.




Advantage of Curbside BRT over present proposal that removes parking and two traffic -
lanes (see attached plan “BRT w/ Dedicated Lanes” except it is worse than shown
because the center platform is 10-ft rather than 7-ft as drawn):
Curbside BRT respects the concept of Complete Streets. It accommodates all modes—
pedestrians, bikes, auto and truck vehicles, and buses.
The present proposal is not pedestrian friendly because it removes parallel parking
along sidewalks. Such parking serves as a barrier between pedestrians and traffic and is
considered an important element in the creation of safe pedestrian friendly streets by
New Urbanists like Peter Calthorpe. In addition, having to cross a lane of traffic to catch
a bus is a safety hazard. Without parked cars between them and traffic, pedestrians will
feel they are walking along a highway, and in this case, a speeding highway because the
dedicated lanes create a divided highway which encourages speeding.

The whole Public Realm must be considered. We need public spaces that
encourage community interaction. The bulb-outs that create spacious nodes add to a
lively streetscape.

Common characteristics between the two proposals:

Level boarding.

Select buses that decrease dwell time and make the riding experience a
pleasure. That means replacing the low-aisle Van Hools with true low-floor American
buses that do not have entry bottlenecks and treacherous seating.

Procure buses that are energy efficient, and will cut down on air pollution and
greenhouse gases such as diesel/electric hybrid buses. Better still, trunk routes are
perfect for electric trolley buses, zero emission buses with proven technology.

Provide signal priority and stops that are on the far side of a cross street.
Proof-of-payment {POP} is not advisable. It is used successfully on some rail lines
because they have fewer stops. But cheating is too easy on buses so it is used on very
few, if any, BRTs in the USA. But use of flash passes and Translink should be encouraged
through financial incentives. One city has encouraged the use of Smart Cards by
offering free transfers. Within a few weeks most riders were using them.

Further issues:
Split up the 1R route. It is asymmetrical. The East Oakland portion of the route has
heavy ridership and probably requires 60-ft buses but only 40-ft buses are needed on
Telegraph between downtown Qakland and downtown Berkeley. So the route from
East Oakland should follow the old 82 line and end at the West Oakland BART station
and the one from downtown Berkeley could have the Qakland Amtrak station in Jack
London as its terminus.

The Curbside BRT would be more cost effective because AC Transit would not
have to fund the paving and maintenance of a 17 mile two lane roadway!




Comments sent by mail
personal information has been removed to protect the privacy of the commenter

1

| understand the City of Oakland has developed a plan that will eliminate parking on
International Blvd. between Hegenberger and 98" Ave. Mr. Williams, there is a senior
resident at 82" Avenue and International Blvd. My Mother lives there, she is 97 year old
and | drive her to the doctor and shopping. | have to park on International Blvd. she can
not walk very far. So please do not stop the parking on International Blvd.

2

| war informed that there is a proposal to eliminate bus service between Hegenberger
Road and 98™ Ave. | oppose this idea. It is vital that the residents of East Oakland have a
means to get from the Airport area to 98" Ave, also the members of Allen Temple
Baptist Church use the bus to get to church. | personally park in the parking lot you are
proposing to eliminate. Why?

| am a tax paying member of Allen Temple Baptist Church. Please do not eliminate the
service, or the parking lot.

3

Already have installed stoplight control system for the existing rapid bus system. Why
do we need more? What has the impact been of that change?

Revising traffic flow on Telegraph is likely to affect College and Shattuck. Has that been
considered?

Proposal appear to have a big negative impact on Temescal district parking. Already
difficult, side streets are crowded with parked cars.

Right turn laes at Ashby, Alcatraz, 51st, 40th, & MacArthur will have a big impact.

Telegraph carries heavy traffic, particularly at commute hours. Reducing to one lane will
increase traffic problems.

Relates to route 24 — major in and off traffic in morning and afternoon may be
developed. What impact on 24 exit to Telegraph in morning commute?

Potential long backup on telegraph in ppm —impact on rte 13?
It seems like this is a ‘done deal’. While there is a political process. That does not mean

that it has any impact. Have the politicians and AC Transit already agreed on the
program? Is this review process just a sham?




Seems that the greater distance between stops will have a big impact on the elderly and
handicapped.
How is that factored into your planning?




Comments collected by email to brt@oaklandnet.com
personal information has been removed to protect the privacy of the commenter

1

While as a transit dependent citizen who advocates for better service, | have serious
disagreements with the current BRT plan as proposed by AC Transit. As | live one block
‘from Telegraph at Alcatraz, the Telegraph Avenue buses are my route of choice for most
trips. The 1R Rapid bus has been a great improvement over previous service levels.
Most useful is that with very few stops, it is very quick for errands in downtown QOakland
or trips in Berkeley. However, the proposed BRT plan with its "all in one -- no local '
service pattern” will actuaily degrade service for most riders either by slowing down the
Rapid as it exists or by forcing longer walks to and from the few stops.
The present Rapid only runs during weekday daylight hours as AC recognises that there
is NO market for the Rapid during evenings or weekends on Telegraph. Post evening
rush hour, ridership is very light thus many stops are skipped resulting in a return from
downtown just as fast as the Rapid, merely a randomly different set of stops. Auto
traffic in this time frame is also thin, thus no need for curbed off exclusive lanes.
AC Transit recently released a study of the present 1R service with recommendations for
improvements that can be done easily and soon.
http://www.actransit.org/aboutac/bod/memos/6091ef.pdf?PHPSESSID=9547ceall72e5
cc109a250e8dc47el1d8
The study makes clear that the major areas of bus delay are the commercial activity
nodes/business districts. which are where a majority of riders board/alight. While the
discussed Ticket Vending Machines would certainly speed boarding, an immediately
available option at several hot spots is to deploy "rear door loaders”. This is long time
transit industry program of posting an employee to load passengers thru rear doors
while checking for fares. Having riders enter at two points should cut the time in half,
thus speeding up the route. Given that AC is not likely to curb off special lanes in
downtown Oakland, these other solutions at locations such as 11th & Broadway SB are a
much better option. One should note that these loaders can speed other routes at such
multi route stops thus speeding up all passing buses.
So, to sum up, | do not support physicélly separate lanes as an unnecessary waste of
money, do not support the all in one express stops only plan, and see little point to full
bore "stations" in the middle of the streets.
I should further comment that the most recent proposal for dedicated buses assumes
center street platforms requiring entry/exit doors on both sides of the buses. This limits
equipment flexibility such that special spares for this service are required rather that
simply using a spare from the regular fleet in the event of either maintenance issues, or
extra ridership due to some special event.



mailto:brt@oaklandnet.com
http://www.actransit.org/aboutac/bod/memos/6091ef.pdf?PHPSESSID=9547ceall72e5

2 .
A Letter of Support for the BRT

| have lived and worked in Berkeiey and Oakland for over 60 years, retired as an Acting
City Traffic Engineer and served 32 years as an Elected Transit Director to AC Transit and
BART. During this time the population of the area has decreased but traffic has
increased almost 3-fold with a resultant increase in oil consumption, greenhouse gas
emissions, congestion, and pollution. Furthermore, Caltrans is constructing a fourth
bore for the Caldecott Tunnel which will further increase the amount of traffic in
Oakland while cities are in-filling with higher density development.

Cities are now considering the development of Transit Oriented Development (TOD) but
most are just in its planning stage. TODs will reduce traffic by providing-housing and jobs
in walkable neighborhoods, but it will require a well operating transit system to provide

mobility.

AC Transit is proposing to build an exclusive lane Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) system that will
operate along Telegraph and International Blvd in Oakland, which is projected to
provide over 40,000 trips per day. This is equivalent to what two four lane local arterials
carry, yet the buses will transport these riders using only two lanes, a ratio of 4 to 1.

RAPID BUS - Currently to enhance service AC operates a Rapid Bus having a signal

priority feature, but since the traffic on Telegraph Ave. and International Blvd is getting

more congested, buses have not consistently been able to take advantage of the few
extra seconds the priority provides due to being queued in mixed-flow traffic.

As traffic increases, the effectiveness of signal priority for Rapid Bus decreases even
more to point of essentially having no signal priority. One might say we should then
increase the priority time allowing bus passage, but it should not be increased for it will
begin to cause the delay of cross arterial traffic as well as affect pedestrian crossings
safely.

The current Rapid Bus is also slowed down by the need to pull in and out of traffic to
pick up and unload passengers at curbside bus stops. To get back into a mixed flow
traffic lane causes a few seconds delay, which adds up to several minutes over the run.
As traffic increases this delay will also increase.

Some say the Rapid Bus 1R can be improved with prepaid fare at stops and equal the
service of the BRT. However, the 1R will still become more unreliable, operating in the
midst of increasing traffic and encountering all the problems described above of not
clearing signalized intersections and delays due to the weaving in and out of congested
traffic. Due to this unreliability, today one often wili wait more than 20 minutes for a 1R
which should




operate every 12 minutes.

Because BRT will remove one existing traffic lane in each direction, many people are
concerned about an increase in traffic congestion in the remaining mixed flow lanes and
that curb parking will be lost in order to provide BRT platforms in the middie of the
street.

However - as‘mentioned - we will have more traffic congestion in the future since
existing streets are currently near capacity. Over time Telegraph Avenue and
International Blvd will become ever more congested and the existing Rapid Bus will
become slower and less reliable.

Others say we already have BART which makes the BRT redundant. If this is so, how
many will use BART to go to local destinations along Telegraph or International Blvd? To
use BART one is likely to travel well over half mile to access BART's widely spaced
stations, which is well beyond the distance one would walk to use transit. What are
other ways to access BART? Drive and pay for parking? But parking is limited. Wait and
catch the infrequent local bus, pay an extra fare and once at BART wait for the proper
train to get to their destination?

THE BRT - BRT stops will be located generally less than 1/3 mile apart and the serve the
greatest number of destinations in the East Bay - medical and governmental facilities,
businesses, schools, stores, parks and residences - for they are within a half mile of the
Telegraph and International Blvd corridors. BRT will provide easy access with frequent
reliable service for people along these corridors. Using BART to access these
destinations will be more costly and time consuming.

Since BRT will serve this corridor within easy walking distance it is projected to generate
a ridership of 40,000 trips a day. And during peak periods the BRT will carry about 3
times the number of people than the adjoining vehicular traffic lanes.

Cities are planning to build TODs along with well functioning, frequent, and reliable
transit systems. Sadly however, most of our current transit cannot keep to schedules
and is slow in operation since (1) it operates in mixed flow along with the auto and (2)
our roads are getting more congested. Should we thwart the effort to build well
functioning TODs by restricting the development of well functioning transit system that
is more reliable, faster, and convenient? A well functioning TOD needs reliable,
frequent, safe, and fast transit providing good mobility.

I have been to Sweden and Japan and seen their well integrated TODs with transit that
decreased the need for auto use to a fraction of what we use in the Bay Area. The
greenhouse gas emissions (GHGe) per capita from

these developments are at least a third of what we produce. Around their transit
centers for a block it is strictly pedestrian oriented where there is no car parking.




BRT with exclusive lanes will take full advantage of signal priority, unlike the existing
Rapid Bus where its value diminishes as traffic increases. Not only will BRT take full
advantage of signal priority providing faster and more reliable service but it will attract
many drivers who formerly drove due to their encountering greater traffic and
congestion that causes more delays and parking problems.

Recent study showed that using BRT one would travel from Berkeley to Oakland in
about 20 minutes. The Rapid Bus even with signal priority will take about 30 minutes
and this 30 minutes would be unreliable due to congestion.

GHGe - Then there is another important matter of the need to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions (GHGe), which BRT will aid in reducing. Excessive GHGe is causing climate
change that is producing dire impacts on our environment such as; temperature
changes, rise in sea level, reduction of our water supplies, melting of glaciers - not to
mention disastrous global impacts on flora and fauna. Our use of the auto is a major
contributor of GHG emissions. BRT can help to reduce these emissions by providing an
alternative to auto travel. Not only will the BRT attract former drivers but it will reduce
the subsidies needed to operate AC Transit due to its faster service as well as increase
revenue with greater number of riders.

In summary, the BRT operating on exclusive lanes can take full advantage of signal
priority. BRT will he more reliable, more frequent, faster, and more convenient than the
existing service. It will attract several thousand former drivers who will leave their cars
at home because of growing congestion. During peak periods the BRT will carrying over
3 times more peogple than the adjoining vehicle traffic lane, offsetting some of the
congestion. It will also lessen emissions of GHGe, due to more people using transit; it
will increase fare box revenue due to greater ridership; and it will reduce AC transit's
operating cost due to faster turnaround resulting in less public subsidies than the
current 1R and 1 local bus.

. Therefore Qakland should support the BRT for its maximum length using dedicated
lanes, using proof of payment fare collection with off-board payment, raised platforms
for level boarding, and signal priority. With a good alignment, future up-grades can be
instituted that will allow Bus Rapid Transit operating totally on exclusive lanes.

|




3

Subject: Objection to BRT Plans on International Blvd, Lower San Antonio District,
Oakland

To Whom It May Concern,

I'm writing to alert you of a major problem being created by the BRT plans for the lower
San Antonio district of Qakland and for the EastSide Cultural Center, 2277 International
Blvd.

The EastSide Cultural Center is located on International 8lvd, has cultural event
‘programming for the community 7 days a week, from early morning to late evenings,
and has tens of thousands of visitors every year. Qur center is the cultural hub of the
neighborhood, not to mention a shining example of a successful independent
}:ommunity center that is currently thriving. We have a uniquely diverse range of
events, gatherings and workshops that serve all ages and cultures of our neighborhood
and all of greater Oakland/Bay Area.

The BRT plans will have a devastating effect on our center, and our neighborhood in
general. Every day people use the parking along International Blvd to attend our events,
and especially to pick up and drop off attendees, participants, artists, musicians,
community groups and youth. This happens from morning to night, 7 days a week. We
already suffer from a lack of parking and open public space, and the BRT plans will
eliminate what little we do have.

We at the Cultural Center are also working hard to now provide daily programming for
neighborhood families and preschool children. In August of 2010 we will be launching a
parents playgroup cooperative, which will use the Cultural Center 5 days a week. We
will have children ages 0-5 using the space throughout each day. The proximity of fast
moving cars to the sidewalk creates a very hazardous environment and will jeopardize
our efforts to serve the children of our neighborhood. There is also another preschool
nearby located on International that will encounter major safety issues for their young
children.

Lastly, we and our fellow business and community members have worked hard to create
a neighborhood atmosphere near the center that invites pedestrian traffic. It is
essential for us and helps to develop our neighborhood culture. In this vein the city has
recognized 23rd Avenue at International as a focal point for commercial revitalization.
The BRT plans will create a high speed corridor that prohibits people from slowing down
and taking time to notice our center and the other businesses near us. Basically the BRT
will make the area around our center a drive-thru that will ruin business prosperity and
more importantly the neighborhood culture we and the city have been trying so hard to
have flourish.




Thank you for your time and consideration, we will definitely be in contact with you in
the very near future,

4

| am not in favor of the RAPID TRANSIST mess you are proposing on Telegraph Avenue
because it will:

. Force all non-bus vehicles into one lane each way

. Eliminate approximately 50% of the street parking on Telegraph
in the Temescal district ’

. Prohibit left-turns from over half of the cross streets on Telegraph
in the Temescal district

. Eliminate local bus service on Telegraph and would probably only
save approx. 2 minutes for the average rider.

. Build big concrete "stations" in the middle of the road

5

I oppose any reduction of traffic lanes on Telegraph Avenue and the loss of parking
spaces. Instead of adding this rapid bus, why not better serve the routes already in use?

I do NOT support BRT on Telegraph Avenue, which is already bottlenecked, especially in
Temescal's burgeoning Gourmet Ghetto.

I do NOT support any loss of traffic {anes.
! do NOT support any parking space loss.

Thank you.

6
Subject: Telegraph Avenue in North Oakland

No BRT on Telegraph Ave.

No dedicated bus fanes!

Keep 2 lanes of traffic each way on Telegraph Avenue!
Stop messing with OUR neighborhood!




7
Subject: Your Proposed BRT Project

As an active member and resident of the Temescal neighborhood, | strongly oppose
your misguided and destructive transportation plans for our Temescal District
neighborhood by the implementation of BRT.

1} You are attempting to destroy and consequently you will destroy by your proposed
elimination of the two lanes of traffic from Telegraph Avenue the commerce generated
by many successful businesses which have sprung up as a result of massive personal
efforts and great monetary cost over the last few years on Telegraph Avenue in our
neighborhood, and which have been successfully promoted and protected by the
Telegaph Avenue BID ;

2) you are attempting to destroy and you will consequently destroy commerce and
neighborhood quality of life by dedicating those two eliminated traffic lanes for buses
only; and ’

3) your are attempting to destroy and you will consequently destroy commerce and
neighborhood quality of life by eliminating approximately 50% of street parking on
Telegraph Avenue which will consequently destroy our neighborhood businesses and
our neighborhood quality of life by forcing traffic onto neighborhood side residential
streets to accommodate the extra volume of traffic which these streets are not designed
for. This street parking rightfully benefits the businesses on Telegraph Avenue by
staying on Telegraph Avenue. It belongs on Telegraph Avenue.

Your idea is totally wrongheaded and does not benefit our Telegraph Avenue Temescal
business neighborhood or the Temescal residents and neither does it benefit the City of
Oakland. It seems that project is designed only to benefit AC Transit.

I strongly urge you to scrap this destructive idea.

8
Subject: STOP BRT

Iride the 1 and 18 lines at least once a week, from my home at 45th and Telegraph to
my work, near International Blvd and 14th Ave. | adamantly oppose the implementation
of AC Transit's Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) plan. The havoc it woudl create for private autos
and everyone else using the Tlegraph corridor is well beyond reason, with no great
benefit to transit users. It would also make riding a bicycle on Telegraph Ave much less
attractive, being hemmed in by long lines of autos and large buses whizzing by. And the
‘idea that the City has no recourse to remove the infrastructure once the plan shows its
not useful is beyond gall.




Please stop this plan now.

Oakland, CA 94609

9
Subject: Stop BRT

The traffic congestion on Telegraph Ave. and the cross traffic forced onto my formerly
quiet neighborhood street are enough reason to stop BRT.

(94609)

10

To: standnorthoakland @gmail.com

Subject: BRT

! can't thank you enough for dropping your STOP BRT flyer on my Temescal home's
doorstep. | had heard nothing about this, and after reviewing various things on the
web about it this afternoon, | am thrilled. What a creative proposal to improve public
-transportation in our city and help the environment.

Your flyer, by the way, is a bit of a downer. More the "politics of nope” than a "politics
of hope." My reaction to people who "just say no" is to always look at the other side,
and in this case was so excited by the possibilities of Bus Rapid Transit that | have to
wholeheartedly support it. To that end, | am cc'ing _brt@oaklandnet.com_
(mailto:brt@ocaklandnet.com) with this comment: Yes to BRT!

11

Subject: Preserve the Temescal Neighborhood

I am a Temescal resident of almost 25 years. | have read a little of what 8RT would do to
Telegraph Avenue in Temescal. | am very much against any plan that would impede
traffic on Telegraph, remove available parking on Telegraph or change local bus service
on Telegraph. We are already severely impacted by Bart riders who park their cars in our
neighborhood during the week. | do rely on local bus service and | also must use
Telegraph as part of my commute to work. | will be glad to sign a petition against these
changes.



mailto:standnorthoakland@gmail.com
mailto:brt@oaklandnet.com

12

Subject: Telegraph ave. No dedicated bus lines... No parking loss...

This is to express my deep dissatisfaction and concern on the current plan for bus traffic
on telegraph Ave. The current plan, involving shutting down one lane to traffic,
removing parking and left turn options will adversely affect what is in short, a Oakland
success story. The Temescal district has enjoyed a renaissance over the past 4 years and
this plan will greatly affect the merchants and proprietors who have made it possible.
Further, this plan will likely increase congestion on neighborhood streets like Webster
and Shafter that will affect public safety.

Please do not proceed with the BRT.

We will see you on Jan 26th to voice our concerns in person.

13

Subject: NO BRT on TELEGRAPH AVE

I am strongly opposed to the proposed Bus Rapid Transit on Telegraph Avenue. | have
lived in the neighborhood for more than 10 years and have worked with others to
strengthen the merchants and restaurants along Telegraph. Slowly Telegraph Ave is
becoming a destination for folks to stroll, eat, and shop. We enjoy a summer street fair,
a regular farmers market, Halloween trick-or-treat, and a winter shop and stroll event.
This type of neighborhood activity would be disrupted by the BRT plan. Folks come from
other places in the Bay Area to visit Telegraph Ave businesses and need places to park.
Reducing parking and prohibiting left turns is definitely not a good idea. The residential
streets near Telegraph are generally peaceful with children and pedestrians out and
about. Changing the traffic pattern so that more and faster cars use these side
residential streets is likely to result in more traffic accidents and it will also make these
neighborhoods less desirable places to live.

My family uses the BART and bus system extensively, and while | would like to see a few
more buses running during the morning hours, | see no need for BRT. The current ride
times are reasonable.

Many people have worked hard to improve Telegraph Ave. and the surrounding
neighborhoods. We are beginning to enjoy the fruits of our efforts. The BRT plan is in
direct opposition to the kind of neighborhood the Telegraph Area is becoming. Please
stop pursuing this misguided plan.

Qakland 94609
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Subject: Telegraph Avenue Plan

| just learned the details of AC Transit's BRT plan to take over two lanes of Telegraph
Avenue for the sole use of your buses. This is an absolutely horrible plan which will have
negative impacts on our Temescal neighborhood as well as the entire length of
Telegraph towards downtown. There should be no dedicated bus lanes and no parking
loss. Left turns should not be prohibited This is a neighborhood and the left turns are
essential to maintain traffic flow and easy access to our homes, and to avoid heavy flow
on certain other residential streets. Further, you should not limit local bus service on
Telegraph - au contraire! you should increase local bus service. And DO NOT build
concrete stations in the middle of the road - what a horrible idea.

Whom are you serving? Apparently, you are not serving us, the people who use and
need bus service.Right now, Telegraph Avenue has a good flow of traffic and is
convenient for local and cross town travel. Parking is decent which is critical for our
merchants and residents.Your plan will drastically and negatively impact these positive
aspects of our neighborhood.

Further - you really need to listen to people about the awful Van Hool buses.

15 |
Subject: BRT

I've ridden AC Transit buses on Telegraph in Berkeley and Oakland for about thirty
years. Never has there been any bus more dangerous (for a senior) and uncomfortable
to ride than the BRT. In fact, | avoid BRT whenever possible, as do many others (witness
the low ridership; | often see near empty BRT lumbering down Telegraph). It's hard for
me to believe you know or care how passengers are thrown around inside the BRT .
trying to grab something to hold onto or sit on. Did you think drivers waited for
passengers to clasp something to hold onto or sit onto before driving off? It's fairly
obvious to we who ride buses that someone, somewhere, who never rides buses, took a
big bribe to authorize such a monsterosity. ~

16

Subject: | oppose BRT on Telegraph avenue in Oakland's Temescal

I am writing to express my oppostion to Bus Rapid Transit on Telegraph Avenue
between 40th and 51st Streets.

The Temescal neighborhood is fast becoming an Oakland success story, with new
restaurants and cafes continuing to open. With all the challenges facing Oakland, and
especially in this economy, we need to do all we can to nurture this success by
maximizing the charm, walkability, and access to street parking on Telegraph Avenue.




The last thing we need to do is create an opportunity for the buses to go faster in this
area. The buses drive at an unsafe speed as it is. A few years ago | was almost run
down as a pedestrian by an AC Transit bus when | had the walk light; only another
pedestrian, seeing the bus run the red light on the cross street, saved me.

I understand some of the arguments for the BRT; however, the need to nurture
this Oakland economic and cultural success story in Temescal far outweighs other
needs.

Oakland, CA 94609

17
Subject: supporting BRT

Hi, I'm a District 1 Oakland resident and | wanted to voice my support of BRT via email
since | won't be able to attend this week's meetings. | live near 58th and MLK and
would happily also take BRT on Martin Luther King, Market, or Adeline Street. Is the
route on Telegraph because that's where ridership is heaviest?

18

Subject: no dedicated bus lanes

i am writing to add my voice to the opposition of the proposed AC Transit Plan for BRT
on telegraph avenue in oakland.

i live in the temescal neighborhood. i am deeply concerned about the plan's the direct
impact on traffic and traffic patterns, congestion, and the re-routing of cars into the
residential streets.

i cannot attend the meeting on january 26th and am adding my voice through this email
message.

19
Subject: NO DEDICATED BUS LANES/NO PARKING LOSS

I am a small business owner. | have been in busy in Oakland for 7 years. | just moved
my office to Telegraph Avenue from 29th and Summit, last November. | moved for
several reasons, but the main reason was the parking issue. Anybody and everybody
who knows anything about Pill Hill, know that the parking situation is really big problem,
it always has been. It has gotten worse over the past few years. There use to be an in-
and-out surface parking lot on the corner of 29th and Summit. The owner was leasing
the space from the Mercedes Dealership. They decided use the land for their own

1




purpose and the lot is no longer. Without out that lot, parking became a nightmare for
the patients and clients of the businesses on the "Hill". We all thought the parking
situation would get bad {(worse than it was) but we had no idea how bad. | have had
clients more than 20 minutes late because they were driving around looking for a
parking space. A lot of my clients made their appointments after 5PM weekdays or on
Saturdays, when the parking was a non-issue.

When | made the decision to move my office, | talked it over with my clients. My clients
made me promise that | would find a location where the parking would not be a issue.
It took me a year and a half to find the perfect space. My new office is on the corner of
Telegraph Avenue and North. The parking is somewhat a non-issue. | haven't had one
client who was 20 minutes late because they couldn't find parking. All of this would
change if AC Transit's plan to take over two lanes of Telegraph for the sole use of their
buses.

In this economy, small businesses are suffering more than the big corporations. We can
not afford to have one more reason for our clients/customers to find another location
for services, etc.

20
Subject: Another Family Against Telegraph Ave 8RT

Hello,
My family and | have lived in Temescal for over 15 years. We use Telegraph Avenue on

a daily basis to get to and from work, shopping, etc. We are solidly against the BRT
proposal because:

* It would cut the number of through traffic lanes by half, thereby
doubling commute times.

* The longer commute times will increase generation of pollution and
greenhouse gasses.

* The proposed loss of parking will be devastating to local
businesses.

* The prohibition of left turns on many cross streets, along with the

dedicated bus lanes/elimination of two traffic lanes will force traffic onto
"side streets were our children play.

Please stop this dangerous and inappropriate BRT plan NOW.

Oakland, CA 9460
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Subject: Opposed to dedicated Lanes on Telegraph

| am a Resident of the Temescal Neighborhood that will be effected by the proposed
taking of public traffic lanes and creating dedicated bus lanes.

| am opposed to the proposal for creating dedicated bus lanes on telegraph avenue.

In my opinion it will disrupt the flow of traffic and have a negative impact on the
neighborhood.

If t have a vote as a taxpaying owner resident - | vote no on the issue of dedicated bus
lanes on telegraph avenue -- and ask that you find alternative solutions

Oakland, CA 94609

22
Subject: BRT, Yes!

Please support the continued efforts of planning staff to find a viable "Locally Preferred
Alternative" (or "LPA"} for BRT as soon as possible.

To really address any anticipated impacts, we need to understand how the project
would be implemented in detail, on a block by block level. Developing an LPA would be
the next necessary step to help us all better understand what specific issues need to be
addressed before going forward with BRT, or not. We also need an LPA in place so that,
if the city approves of BRT in the future, funding can be sought out and directed toward
the project.

As part of a BRT system, dedicated lanes might be able help to keep transit vehicles out
of traffic, making transit service fast, frequent, and reliable. BRT stations may be able to
create safer, more comfortable places to wait for transit, and proof-of-payment
systems, and level, all-door boarding could all work together to make existing transit -
and a future BRT system- a viable alternative to driving. However, BRT may also create
too much congestion on the corridor, cause "cut-through" traffic into neighborhoods
that paralltel the route, or may displace parking that may be critical to future. The only
way to know for sure is to do a closer study through developing and studying a full-build
LPA. ‘

Again, please do everything you can to help develop an LPA so that we can more
thoroughly study how BRT might look in the Bay Area, if we choose to implement it.

Emeryville, CA 94608
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Subject: No dedicated bus lanes. Danger to residents.

Taking two lanes of Telegraph for bus use will ruin our beautiful neighborhoods. Cars,
trucks, large vehicles will crowd the local neighborhood streets. There are seven
children in our block on Shafter alone. The huge increase of vehicular traffic in our
community streets from reducing two lanes of traffic will be a bodily and respitory
hazard to all in Temescal and other communities. | have lived in Temescal for 20 years. |
travel on Telegraph every day and | have never experienced a problem from too much
traffic. We do not need it; we do not want it. Drop the plan now.

24

please do not eliminate any traffic lanes or parking spots along telegraph avenue for a
dedicated bus lane. i travel frequently on telegraph by both bicycle and car and do not
think this new plan would be safe.

oakland, 94618
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Subject: Opposed to current alignment of proposed BRT

| am writing to voice my opposition to the proposed BRT along International Blvd and
Telegraph Ave. Why is a fixed alignment public transit route being proposed that will
basically mimic an already existing public transit route (BART)? In many cases a lot of the
stops for the proposed BRT are at BART stations! How does this help anyone, other than
AC Transit slightly increasing it's ridership by pulling a few people off BART? AC Transit
should be improving its local bus service in these neighborhoods to better connect to
the existing BART stations, not duplicating BART service. | am not opposed to BRT in
general, or for OQakland, but | do not support the currently proposed alignment.

Qakland 94602
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Subject: BRT in the San Antonio neighborhood

Hello BRTcommittee, my name is ~ and I'm a core member of Eastside Arts Alliance
where you had a community meeting January 12. | was in attendance at this meeting
and was a part of the discussion of the plans and impact of the BRT in the San Antonio
neighborhood.




As | described in the meeting January 12, Eastside is a community cultural center that
has programing 7 days a week. This programming includes multi-generational
community members from various background engaging in classes, performances, art
exhibitions, community forums, film series and conferences. Qur space has a lot of foot
traffic as well as parents dropping off and picking up youth, production load in and load
out of instruments, props and sets. We are building a parent collective as well as
developing plans for a park and more public art that is best enjoyed and experienced
when walking in this neighborhood. Qur programming also is in need of additional
parking space to support the capacity of constituents that attend our evening and
weekend programming.

The BRT will greatly and negatively affect Eastside Cultural Center and the community
we serve. Having only 2 lanes for traffic and no stopping rules will be a huge
inconvenience for everyone that comes to our art center. Furthermore the diminished
parking spaces will make it even more challenging for lack of parking spaces we already
are challenged with.

l understand the BRT is a way to support Oakland's growing population and that the
convienence of the rapid line will help people to feel better about catching the bus. |
personally catch AC Transit everyday and feel it's deplorable that the City of Qakland
makes it's citizens stand in filth and squalor while waiting for this public service. There
are so many bus stops that are simply disgusting for days and weeks on end with trash
and food. There are sticky sidewalks from gum, candy, spilled soda and juice and the
heavy foot traffic of the hundreds of people that use the bus stops daily. If we, the
citizens get this new BRT service | hope the city does not keep the terrible habit of not
keeping all the bus stops clean everyday. My understanding is that the BRT will have
more stops. Will that make it harder for the City to keep them all clean? I would like to
ask the City of Oakland to currently keep all the bus stops clean and littler free and
that will be a way to make people feel better about catching the bus. Please start this
now! Moving forward into the future, | hope the lines of the BRT will have a higher
standard of cleanliness that what we the citizens of Oakland are subject to now.

I think it's a good idea for the BRT to run down E.12 from 4th Avenue to 14th Avenue.
My suggestion is that the BRT continue down East 12th from 14th Avenue through the
Fruitvale. | also suggest there be a BRT bus stop on E. 12 and 23rd Avenue to support
the people that use the 23rd Ave corridor. Please do plan the BRT line down E.14
through the San Antonio neighborhood, E.12 is a much better route. | thank you for your
time and effort to get community input on this project.
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Subject: STOP BRT on Telegraph Ave

Regarding Telegraph Avenue, please take into your consideration:
NO dedicated bus lanes.
No parking loss.

Spending more money when you have little to gain is not consistent with good
management.

Oakland CA 94609
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Subject: BRT, Yes!

BRT Project Team

Please support the continued efforts of planning staff to find a viable "Locally Preferred
Alternative” {or "LPA") for BRT as soon as possible. -

To really address any anticipated impacts, we need to understand how the project
would be implemented in detail, on a block by block level. Developing an LPA would be
the next necessary step to help us all better understand what specific issues need to be
addressed before going forward with BRT, or not. We also need an LPA in place so that,
if the city approves of BRT in the future, funding can be sought out and directed toward
the project.

As part of a BRT system, dedicated lanes might be able help to keep transit vehicles out
of traffic, making transit service fast, frequent, and reliable. BRT stations may be able to
create safer, more comfortable places to wait for transit, and proof-of-payment
systems, and level, all-door boarding could all work together to make existing transit -
and a future BRT system- a viable alternative to driving. However, BRT may also create
too much congestion on the corridor, cause "cut-through" traffic into neighborhoods
that parallel the route, or may displace parking that may be critical to future. The only
way to know for sure is to do a closer study through developing and studying a full-build
LPA.

Again, please do everything you can to help develop an LPA so that we can more
thoroughly study how BRT might look in the Bay Area, if we choose to implement it.

Oakland, CA 94609
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Subject: BRT Oakland comment

Hi,

| would like to officially voice my family's concerns about the traffic and parking
implications of the BRT project along Telegraph in the Temescal neighborhood. | am a
supporter of public transportation, bicycling, walking, and all non-personal automgcbile
modes of transportation. | do not own a car and rely on these modes of transportation
myself. Therefore, | typically support infrastructure improvement projects that improve
these options.

| live on Rich Street, a typically quiet, narrow, one-way street, conducive to neighbors
talking and kids playing. The character of the street is part of what attracted us to this
area. Since moving here, however, we have found that a rediculous number of non-
residents leave their cars on Rich Street. People leave their cars daily and walk to
MacArthur BART, and also leave their cars for extended periods while they are out of
town, as there is no street sweeping on Rich Street. We find it very frustrating when this
happens, and guests or my wife cannot park their car. Another surprise was that a
number of people who do not live here prefer to zoom down Rich Street, rather than
using the wider streets surrounding us. This is dangerous for the young children who live
on the street.

My concerns with the BRT project are that:

1) By eliminating parking on Telegraph, even more cars will seek parking on Rich Street
and surrounding neighborhood streets, increasing what on Rich Street is already a
nuisance situation.

2) To avoid congestion on Telegraph, drivers will use the residential streets in our
neighborhood, decreasing the walkability and bikeability of the neighborhood, part of
what attracted my family to this area.

Please address these concerns as part of the BRT project, and you will have the
enthusiastic support of my family. Perhaps residential permit parking should be
implemented on Rich Street. | would support that. Perhaps traffic contro! gates gates,
like those used in Berkeley, should be installed on streets like 42nd and Webster, to
prevent those streets from turning into major through routes.

Any feedback you have will be appreciated.
QOakland, CA 94609
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Subject: BRT in Oakland

Hi,

I missed the community meeting tonight, but 1 would like to support the proposal for
the BRT. | commute from Downtown Qakland to 101st and International every day, and
would definitely take advantage of the BRT. Let me what | can do to show support.
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Subject: BRT: Please, NO dedicated bus lanes and NO parking loss!

To Whom It May Concern:

I have recently learned about AC Transit's plan to take over two lanes of Telegraph
Avenue for the sole use of their buses. While | am a big supporter of mass transit and
consider buses a critical element of any mass transit system that is absolutely essential
for future sustainability, | strongly oppose the BRT plan.

Our Temescal neighborhood is finally gaining some traction for real improvement.
Eliminating street parking and local bus service would reduce access to the heart of our
revitalized commercial center and deal a very harmful blow to the positive trends we
have been working on for more than a decade--and that have been very slow in
coming!!

Eliminating two lanes of traffic from Telegraph would force traffic onto side streets,
which would seriously degrade the residential areas of our neighborhood. Prohibiting
left-turns from over half of the cross streets on Telegraph in Temescal would negatively

impact traffic, which we are already struggling with at peak times of the day.

The benefit of reduced travel time for riders would be small compared to the extreme
negative effects on our neighborhood. The cost-benefit for BRT is just not there.

I strongly urge you to reject this plan!

Oakland, CA 94609
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Subject: Comment on draft BRT route

I have a very specific comment about the draft BRT route (available here:
http://www.oaklandnet.com/government/ceda/docs/011210_poa_ebrtp_figures_26_3
4.pdf}. | am very concerned about the replacement of half of the existing median along
International between 34th and 35th Avenues.

In the draft proposal, the eastern part of this segment of median will be replaced by two
BRT lanes. This is seen at point A1-B1 on page 32 of the draft route. Currently, there is a

wonderful median here, with well grown trees and a well used high-visibility cross walk.

Additionally, there is an pedestrian "island" on the north-west corner of the intersection
of International and 35th Ave.

In the draft route, a large stretch of this median will be torn out, and replaced with bus
lanes. Rather than a "high visibility" cross walk, only a normal cross walk would be
installed. And the pedestrian island that facilitates pedestrian access across both
International and 35th would be removed to allow southbound trucks on 35th to turn
westbound onto International.

This will destroy much of the walkability of the area. This walkability is extremely
important, as this is the heart of the Fruitvale shopping district. The existing median
facilitates pedestrian use of the area by providing a place for pedestrians to wait while
crossing International. The pedestrian island provides the same function.

Currently, the walk from the north side of International to the south side is broken into
three short segments which encourages people to walk across the street. In the draft
plan, pedestrians will be faced by a very long walk across the street. This will discourage
people from crossing the street and hence discourage overall pedestrian use of this
shopping district. This would be a significant setback as the intersection of 35th and
International is really the heart of the Fruitvale retail shopping district.

Moreover, the removal of the well grown trees currently on the median will diminish
the overall character of the shopping district. It is well understood that mature foliage is
more inviting to pedestrians than concrete streetscapes or streetscapes with low
foliage.

I welcome the addition of the additional new median between 36th and 37th, but the
‘beneficial effects of this new median will be dramatically stunted by the break or
“pinch" at 35th in the current plan.

Here, | offer a suggestion'that would preserve the existing median and also minimize the
break between the existing median and the proposed additional median.



http://www.oaklandnet.com/government/ceda/docs/011210_poa_ebrtp_flgures_26_3

I would change the draft route in the following way. | would relocate the westbound
BRT stop to a new location on the east side of the intersection, so that both of the BRT
stops are located on International between 35th and 36th. If buses with doors on both
sides are really going to be used, then this could be accomplished without significant
alteration to the current draft plan. The new BRT stop could be located in between the
two BRT lanes, in the space currently designated as a sliver of landscaped area and
marked with a "traffic signal.”

If buses with doors only on the right will be used, then | would propose eliminating the
small sliver of landscaped area south of the BRT lanes between 35th and 36th, moving
the westbound station slightly to the east (closer to the intersection, to the area
currently marked as hardscape, then having the slight rightward curve in the westbound
lane occur sooner, then having a companion curve in the eastbound lane. Hence, in the
area exactly south of 36th, the eastbound BRT lane would occupy the space currently
marked with the "traffic signal." Then, the place where the eastbound BRT lane used to
be (where it currently is in the proposed draft, exactly south of 36th) could be used for
the relocated eastbound BRT station. This station would be accessible by the proposed
high visibility crosswalk over International at 36th.

By moving the eastbound BRT station from the west side of the 35th intersection to the
east side of the intersection of 35th and International, we can keep the existing median
between 35th and 34th. This is precisely the median that provides the most benefit to
the area in terms of pedestrian walkability.

Furthermore, [ would propose keeping the pedestrian island discussed earlier and
simply prohibiting southbound truck traffic on 35th from turning eastbound onto
International. | live in this neighborhood and use 35th every day and | rarely see
extremely large trucks making this turn. Even if there are trucks that currently use this
turn, they can easily be re-routed. Instead of proceeding south on 35th, they can turn
onto Foothill, at 35th and Foothill, and by this way take an alternate route to
fnternational.

If this is slightly burdensome to truck traffic, so be it. The changes | have proposed are in
defense of the pedestrian walkability of the Fruitvale shopping district. This pedestrian
walkability is much more important to the success of retail in this area than saving slight
inconvenience to the trucks that service this retail.

Thank you for your time and attention, | hope you will consider my suggestions carefully
and | would appreciate a considered response.
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4

Subject: no dedicated bus lanes

Hello. | am a concerned citizen living near Telegraph. | am completely opposed to
dedicated bus lanes because it would make traffic much worse, prevent street-parking,
and completely eradicate bike lanes! _

In addition, almost all of the bus drivers drive too fast and recklessly!

~
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Subject: BRT LPA comments

| am a resident of Oakland and live on upper Telegraph Ave. | am a regular transit rider
(both BART &
AC).

| attended the community meeting on January 27th at

City Hall. The following is in answer to your request for community comments
regarding the Oakland Staff Proposal for the Locally Preferred Alternative on
AC Transit's proposed BRT project.

1. Specific suggestioné that should be studied to build a
better-operating project (if built):

a. Split the route. Two routes connecting at the 20th St Transit hub/19th St BART would
increase on-time performance. Transferring between BRT vehicles could be easily
accomplished by a properly-constructed covered

transfer platform.

b. Relocate the route from Broadway to Webster from 20th and 14th/12th where there

is less traffic and room for
dedicated lanes.

2. Areas that need to
be addressed/studied in the EIR:

a. Partial-Build as well as Full-Build and No-Build
alternatives.

b. A split-route proposal (see 1.a above)

c. A comprehensive survey of residents and workers within %




mile of the proposed route regarding their current transit & private

vehicle use, and likelihood that they would use BRT. This must include travel patterns
(ie. What

percentage of their destinations are along the BRT corridor?). Can BRT service them if
they travel down International Blvd and then across town to Hegenberger?

d. The traffic study needs to include random surveys of

drivers/passengers regarding their travel patterns, and whether their

destination or point of origin is within BRT's

or AC Transit's reach. For example, a .

significant percentage of the existing level D-F afternoon traffic along upper
Telegraph is composed of commuters to UC Berkeley and Alta Bates who travel
Telegraph only to reach the Hwy 24 freeway. Incentives must be proposed to get a
significant number of these commuters

on BRT to avoid gridlock. Any private developer who proposed to

decrease the level of traffic flow as proposed by BRT would be required by the City to
implement significant traffic mitigation

measures, at significant cost.

e. The traffic study also must include likely traffic shifts

to residential side streets in addition to nearby corridors, and the potential

effects on pedestrian safety, schools & children, and parks along these
neighborhood residential streets. There

is already a significant flow of congestion-avoidance traffic through the
upper-Telegraph/lower Rockridge neighborhood on weekday afternoons toward the
Hwy 24 onramps.

f. the creation of multiple turn lanes off Telegraph at
freeway access points needs to be studied

g. The likelihood of Blight along the BRT corridor due to business disruption during
construction as well as decreased ease-of-access

both during and after construction.

The complete removal of parking and LOADING along the entire

west side of Telegraph from 40th to 52nd (except for 6 spaces by 42nd)

and along the east side of Telegraph from 41st to 48th has a strong probability of
significantly affecting the viability of the

existing businesses and discouraging future businesses from locating along the
corridor.

h.. Emergency vehicle access points to residences and
businesses adjacent to the Stations need to studied and plans altered as needed
to provide more than one access point.




i. Comparisions of air pollution levels from traffic/busses/BRT need to be made for all
Build-level alternatives. Will the cars and delivery vehicles sitting

in a single lane waiting for truncated signal times both along and crossing the
corridor create more pollutants than the current mix of cars/delivery trucks,

and Rapid-Bus/local busses moving along multi-lane streets? Likely decreases in
average single-vehicle

pollution levels must be factored into all projections {2025 models, etc).

k. Quality-of-life, health, and potential BLUGHT

probabilities to residents along the corridor must be studied regarding the
currently-proposed 24 hour-a-day service at 5 minute intervals. Current Rapid-Bus
vehicles cause noticeable

vibration within residential structures along the corridor when passing over
broken surfaces or significant seams in the roadway. Mitigation proposals for vibration
(a

rubberized roadbed?) and noise (both vehicle and 'stop announcement') reduction
need to be made. During evening hours

current stop announcements are clearly audible indoors along and adjacent to

the corridor.

l. A below-ground infrastructure assessment needs to be

completed as part of the EIR. This must include information regarding the

likely effects of increased heavy-weight traffic & vibration levels on the

severely-aged water and sewer mains, as well as gas mains, buried under the
_corridor. Oakland has already determined that many of the sewer lines are in need of
replacement;

the probability of failure due to BRT construction and vehicles needs to be studied and
solutions proposed. ‘
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Subject: BRT draft LPA comments

In conclusion, let me state that | am opposed to the current BRT project, on both
environmental and operational grounds. | do not believe that it will actually get people
out of their cars, nor reduce pollution. Perhaps more importantly, | do not believe that
AC Transit currently has the ability to effectively run & maintain a functional BRT
system. Rebuilding ridership and effective management of the current AC Transit
system need to be shown before a project of this area-wide significance is undertaken.
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Subject: BRT Comment Card

| attended the January 12th BRT focus group for the Eastlake neighborhood. It was a
very informative session and the consultant team was very engaging. In general, | felt
that even though it was supposed to cover the Eastlake neighborhood, no one from that
neighborhood attended. A potential reason was that the meeting was held 10 blocks
outside the boundary of the neighborhood. Also, | don't know if the Eastlake Merchants
Association was informed of the meeting.

My specific comments are as follows: )

It is crucial that AC Transit and the City of Oakland create a maintenance and operation
agreement between the two jurisdictions so that the public will get effective services.
Too often, the riders do not know who to call to report vandalism, trash, incidents of '
crime because it could be one of two jurisdictions. What ends up happening is that the
bus stops suffer from neglect and the nearby property owners are left to shoulder the
responsibility of maintaining it. It will be crucial to instill confidence in the service,
create a safe environment, maintain a high ridership in order to make the BRT successful
and reduce congestion.

AC Transit should attempt to enforce the no left turn areas so that it avoids accidents
and delays on the bus route. It should be physically prohibited as well as enforced by
the patrol in charge of the BRT service.

Please maintain the Eastlake neighborhood streetscape along E. 12th St & International
Blvd. and take cues from the neighborhood when designing the bus stops. -

Make clear areas for pedestrian crossings and physically prohibit pedestrians from
crossing in an unsafe manner to access the BRT stops. Consider installing Pedestrian
Crossing priority signals at the stops to cut down on unsafe jay walking to reach the
platform. )

Thank you for this valuable process. | believe that the BRT will be a fabulous addition to
the International Blvd. corridor that will make life easier for a large number of riders.
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Subject: Concerns about BRT in the lower San Antonio district

| am writing to voice some serious concerns | have about the BRT plans that run through
the lower San Antonio District of Oakland from 14th Avenue to Fruitvale Avenue. |
believe that the elimination of parking along International Blvd. in this area will have a
huge negative impact on the businesses and residents located along this street.

Issues the City of Oakland should address are:

1. Local businesses along this street already struggle to survive, sustain and grow,
and a "no stopping, no parking, no left turns along International Blvd." policy would




probably shut them down. BRT's disregard of existing businesses points to either a
blatant lack of research or what seems to be red-lining of an extremely diverse, lower-
income neighborhood largely populated by people of color.

2. BRT would make International Blvd. a faster street, endangering neighborhood
residents, especially children and elderly who need to cross the street daily. BRT along
this route would make the neighborhood less safe by resulting in even less foot traffic
and "eyes on the street". _

3. Several nonprofit, community-serving organizations will also be impacted. The
EastSide Cultural Center {(where | am employed), Oakland Ready to Learn, and Cycles of
Change, all located at international Blvd. and 23rd Avenue, are reliant on spaces in front
of our building which allow parents to pick-up and drop-off their children; equipment,
instruments, art to be loaded-in and loaded-out; and students, participants, residents,
audience members, elders, families with young children all need to be able to park or
pull-up to the building and access the sidewalk. There is also a building at International
Blvd. at 25th Avenue that houses many community service organizations which will be
similarly impacted.

4. Bicyclists choose International Blvd. as opposed to E. 12th Street because traffic
is slower and because there are pedestrians, International Blvd. seems safer.

I would like to propose that BRT run on e. 12th Street instead of International Bivd. The
street is already a fast thoroughfare. It is wider, less pedestrians, less businesses that
require foot traffic or streetside parking to survive, and it already has several
intersections where cars cannot turn left onto the Avenues.

As a twelve year resident of Eastlake who daily takes public transportation and/or
bicycles to work on International Blvd. and 23rd Avenue, | am very familiar with this
entire route, - the people who ride the buses, the small businesses that are located
here, the pace of traffic, where families pull over to stop in at a market, grocery or
restaurant, pull in to an auto repair shop, go for services, or attend an event at the
EastSide Cultural Center along International Blvd. | also know that the City supports
development of small businesses and nonprofit organizations along the 23rd Avenue
corridor (International Blvd. runs through the heart of the corridor) - street scaping has
been in process for 7 years.

Please do not allow BRT to jeopardize the difficult steps that residents, organizations,
and local businesses have made toward building a vibrant, safe and sustainable
neighborhood. Do not allow BRT to ignore us!

Oakland, CA 94606

|
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Subject: BRT

I live and operate a business on Telegraph. My customers and | are very
much opposed to loss of parking and dedicated bus lanes on Telegraph in
Oakland.

39
Subject: Telegraph Ave.

| live right off of telegraph ave. near the macarthur bart station. I've recently heard of
AC transit's plan. | think its a terrible idea and ask you not to consider it. Telegraph has
finally come back to life in part & that success needs to be expanded to other parts of
Telegraph. This will not enhance the part that has become successful now nor will it
improve any other part of this street. | was born in this neighborhood & grew up here. 'l
moved to east oakland but was constantly back to visit. | have now moved back here
permanently. So | know how dead Telegraph Ave. has been and I'm happy that part of it
is doing well and hope that will expand to all of it. Do not consider this brt plan,it's not
good for traffic. It will force even more people to park on the residential streets off
Telelgraph, it's hard enough now to be able to park near your house on the street. It's
won't improve anything and seems to me it would make

things more dangerous for pedestrians. Thanks.
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Subject: Re: Opposed to current alignment of proposed BRT

Thank you.Bruce Williams (with the City) has responded to most of my comments.

Not sure what to do but | would just like it officially noted that | (as an Oakland resident
and downtown business owner) oppose the proposed alignment of the BRT.

Thanks!
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I am writing to voice my opposition to the proposed BRT along International Blvd and
Telegraph Ave. Why is a fixed alignment public transit route being proposed that will
basically mimic an already existing public transit route (BART)? In many cases a lot of the
stops for the proposed BRT are at BART stations! How does this help anyone, other than
AC Transit slightly increasing it's ridership by pulling a few people off BART? AC Transit
should be improving its local bus service in these neighborhoods to better connect to
the existing BART stations, not duplicating BART service. | am not opposed to BRT in
general, or for Qakland, but | do not support the currently proposed alignment.

Thank you,

Oakland 94602
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| have a very specific comment about the draft BRT route (available
here: http://www.oaklandnet.com/government/ceda/docs/011210 poa ebrtp figures

26_34.pdf). | am very concerned about the replacement of half of the existing median
along International between 34th and 35th Avenues.

in the draft proposal, the eastern part of this segment of median will be replaced by two
BRT lanes. This is seen at point A1-81 on page 32 of the draft route. Currently, thereis a

wonderful median here, with well grown trees and a well used high-visibility cross walk.

Additionally, there is an pedestrian "island" on the north-west corner of the intersection
of International and 35th Ave.

In the draft route, a large stretch of this median will be torn out, and replaced with bus
lanes. Rather than a "high visibility" cross walk, only a normal cross walk would be
installed. And the pedestrian island that facilitates pedestrian access across both
International and 35th would be removed to allow southbound trucks on 35th to turn
westbound onto International.

This will destroy much of the walkability of the area. This walkability is extremely
important, as this is the heart of the Fruitvale shopping district. The existing median
facilitates pedestrian use of the area by providing a place for pedestrians to wait while
crossing International. The pedestrian island provides the same function.

Currently, the walk from the north side of International to the south side is broken into
three short segments which encourages people to walk across the street. In the draft
plan, pedestrians will be faced by a very long walk across the street. This will discourage
people from crossing the street and hence discourage overall pedestrian use of this
shopping district. This would be a significant setback as the intersection of 35th and
International is really the heart of the Fruitvale retail shopping district.

Moreover, the removal of the well grown trees currently on the median will diminish
the overall character of the shopping district. It is well understood that mature foliage is
more inviting to pedestrians than concrete streetscapes or streetscapes with low
foliage.

| welcome the addition of the additional new median between 36th and 37th, but the
beneficial effects of this new median will be dramatically stunted by the break or
"pinch" at 35th in the current plan.

Here, | offer a suggestion that would preserve the existing median and also minimize the
break between the existing median and the proposed additional median.



http://www.oaklandnet.com/government/ceda/docs/011210

I would change the draft route in the following way. | would relocate the westbound
BRT stop to a new location on the east side of the intersection, so that both of the BRT
stops are located on International between 35th and 36th. If buses with doors on both
sides are really going to be used, then this could be accomplished without significant
alteration to the current draft plan. The new BRT stop could be located in between the
two BRT lanes, in the space currently designated as a sliver of landscaped area and
marked with a "traffic signal.”

If buses with doors only on the right will be used, then | would propose eliminating the
small sliver of landscaped area south of the BRT lanes between 35th and 36th, moving
the westbound station slightly to the east (closer to the intersection, to the area
currently marked as hardscape, then having the slight rightward curve in the westbound
lane occur sooner, then having a companion curve in the eastbound tane. Hence, in the
area exactly south of 36th, the eastbound BRT lane would occupy the space currently
marked with the "traffic signal." Then, the place where the eastbound BRT lane used to
be (where it currently is in the proposed draft, exactly south of 36th} could be used for
the relocated eastbound BRT station. This station would be accessible by the proposed
high visibility crosswalk over International at 36th.

By moving the eastbound BRT station from the west side of the 35th intersection to the
east side of the intersection of 35th and International, we can keep the existing median
between 35th and 34th. This is precisely the median that provides the most benefit to
the area in terms of pedestrian walkability.

Furthermore, | would propose keeping the pedestrian island discussed earlier and
simply prohibiting southbound truck traffic on 35th from turning eastbound onto
International. | live in this neighborhood and use 35th every day and | rarely see
extremely large trucks making this turn. Even if there are trucks that currently use this
turn, they can easily be re-routed. Instead of proceeding south on 35th, they can turn
onto Foothill, at 35th and Foothill, and by this way take an alternate route to
International.

If this is slightly burdensome to truck traffic, so be it. The changes | have proposed are in
defense of the pedestrian walkability of the Fruitvale shopping district. This pedestrian
walkability is much more important to the success of retail in this area than saving sllght
inconvenience to the trucks that service this retail.

Thank you for your time and attention, | hope you will consider my suggestions carefully
and | would appreciate a considered response.
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Please support the continued efforts of planning staff to find a viable, BUILT "Locally
Preferred Alternative" (or "LPA") for BRT. as possible.

| have lived and in East Bay for over 60 year, worked over 40 years in Public Warks and
retired as an Acting City Traffic Engineer, plus served 32 years as an Elected Transit
Directar to AC Transit and BART. During this time the population of inner cities have
generally decreased, but traffic has increased about 3-fold within these years, resulted
in increased oil consumption, pollution, greenhouse gas emissions, and congestion,
Furthermore, Caltrans is constructing a fourth bore for the Caldecott Tunnel and
population in East Bay cities will increase because of ABAG?s requirement for inner-city
development which will further increase traffic.

Because of ABAG?s requirement, most Cities are planning more Transit Oriented
Development {TOD) along transit centers and corridors to encourage more transit use to
reduce traffic. These developments will provide more housing and jobs to be in
walkable areas. However local transit has been having difficulties maintaining reliable
service because of increased traffic.

AC Transit is proposing to build an exclusive lane Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) system that will
operate along Telegraph and International Blvd in Oakland and San Leandro, which is
estimated to provide 40,000 trips per day. This is roughly equivalent to what two four
lane local arterials carry, yet the BRT buses will be using only two lanes, aratioof 4to 1,
transporting these riders,

Rapid Bus 1R

Currently AC Transit operates a Rapid Bus 1R utilizing signal priority, but since the traffic
on International Blvd is getting more congested, these buses have not consistently been
able to take advantage of the few extra seconds the priority provides due to being
queued with mixed flow traffic and unable to reach and clear the intersection within the
few seconds allocated. As traffic increases further, the effectiveness of Rapid Bus with
signal priority will decrease to point of signal priority being useless. Then some say we
should increase the priority time to allow for bus passage, but it should not be increased
for it will begin to cause the delay of cross arterial traffic as well as affect pedestrian
safety in crossing streets.

The Rapid Bus is also slowed down by the need to pull in and out of traffic to pick up and
unload passengers at curbside stops. To get back into the mixed flow traffic lane causes
a few seconds delay, which adds up to several minutes over the total route and again as
traffic increases this delay will increase.

Some say the Rapid Bus1R can be improved with prepaid fare at stops that equal the
service of the BRT. However, the 1R will still become more unreliable operating midst of




increasing traffic and will encounter increased described problems of not clearing the
signalized intersections due to longer queue and delays due to the weaving in and out of
greater congested traffic. Even today, the 1R which is scheduled to operate every 12
minutes but due to its growing unreliability, one often needs to wait more than 20
minutes.

Other Concerns

Also people say we already have BART, which makes the Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
redundant. If this is so, how many will use BART to go to local destinations along
International Blvd? To use BART, it is likely one needs to travel well over half mile to
access BART?s widely spaced stations, which is well beyond the distance most would
walk to use transit. 5o what other ways are there to access BART? Drive to a BART
station and park? But one needs to pay for parking and it is limited. Or use the
infrequent local feeder bus, pay an extra fare and at BART wait for the proper train to
get to ones destination? '

Most bus trips are local trips between 1-1/2 to 4 miles, whereas BART trips are longer

Integrated land Development

Many cities currently are planning TODs and greater density along corridor where there
exists well functioning, frequent, and reliable operating transit. Sadly however, most of
our current local bus transit is and having difficulties keeping schedules since (1) it
operates in mixed flow along with the autos and (2} our roads are getting more
congested. Should we thwart the effort to build well functioning TODs by restricting
the development of well functioning transit system that is more reliable, faster, and
convenient than present worsening transit?

| have been to Sweden and Japan and seen TODs that are well integrated with transit
that decreases the need for auto use to a fraction of what we currently use in the Bay
Area. Since they use transit, their greenhouse gas emissions (GHGe) per capita from
these developments are at least a third of what we produce. Around their transit
centers for about a block it is strictly pedestrian oriented where there is no car parking.

Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)

Because BRT will take up two existing traffic lanes ? one in each direction - many are
concerned about the increase in traffic congestion on the remaining mixed flow lanes
plus removal of some curb parking that will be lost to provide BRT platforms in the
median of the street.

However - as mentioned earlier - even without BRT - in the near future we will have
more traffic and congestion since existing streets are currently near capacity and in a
short time International Blvd will become more congested and the existing Rapid Bus
will become slower and less reliable and all travel will be affected.




The greatest number of destinations in the East Bay - medical and governmental
facilities, businesses, schools, stores, parks and residences - are within a half mile of the
Telegraph and International Blvd corridors. And BRT stops will generally be located less
than 1/3 mile apart. Therefore, the BRT will provide easy access with frequent service
for people to access these destinations along this corridor. Using BART to access these
destinations will be more costly and time consuming. '

Since BRT will serve this corridor within easy walking distance it is projected to generate
a ridership of 40,000 trips a day. And during peak periods the BRT will carry about 3
times the number of people than the adjoining mixed flow lanes.

BRT with exclusive lanes can take full advantage of signal priority. This will not only
provide faster service and more reliable service but will attract many drivers who
formerly drove due to their encountering greater congestion and more delays, whereas,
in contrast the BRT will provide as fast and comparable service. Recent study showed
that BRT trip from Berkeley to Oakland would take in about 20 minutes. Whereas, the
Rapid Bus even with signal priority will take about 30 minutes and this time would
increase and become unreliable due to operating in increased mixed flow and
congestion,

Greenhouse Gas emissions (GHGe)

Then there is the important problem on the need to reduce greenhouse gas emissions
because if we continue ?business as usual? it will accelerate climate change and
produce dire impacts on our environment including temperature rise, rise in sea level,
more storms, reduce glaciers ? not to mention other disastrous global impacts. And our
use of the auto is a major contributor of GHG emissions. For the Bay Region
transportation is responsible for half of our emission.

BRT will help to reduce these emissions by providing an good alternative to auto use.
Not only will the BRT attract former drivers but it will reduce AC Transit?s operating
costs due to its faster more reliable service that will increase greater number of riders,
increase revenue and lessen the subsidy needed for operation.

Summary

In summary, the BRT operating on exclusive lanes will take full advantage of signal
priority. BRT will be more reliable, more frequent, faster, and more convenient than the
existing deteriorating service. And BRT will attract several thousand former drivers who
will find BRT will provide travel time comparable to driving due to congestion and they
will not need to search for parking near their destination. During peak periods the BRT
will be carrying over 3 times more people than the adjoining mixed flow lane, offsetting
some of the congestion. It will also lessen emissions of GHGe, due to more people using
transit. BRT will increase fare box revenue from increased ridership; and it will reduce
AC transit-operating cost due to faster operation resulting in less public operating
subsidies than the current1R and 1 local bus. ‘




Conclusion

Therefore San Leandro should support; the BRT to its maximum length using dedicated
lanes; with proof of fare payment; collection for off-board payment; raised platforms for
level boarding; and signal priority. With a good alignment, future up-grades can be
instituted making Bus Rapid Transit operating totally on exclusive lanes.

Again, please help develop an LPA so that we can more thoroughly study how BRT might
look, if we choose to implement it.

Berkeley, CA 94707
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Please support the continued efforts of planning staff to find a viable, BUILT "Locally
Preferred Alternative" {or "LPA"} for BRT as soon as possible.

To really address any anticipated impacts, we need to understand how the project
would be implemented in detail, on a block by block level. Developing an LPA would be
the next necessary step to help us all better understand what specific issues need to be
addressed before going forward with BRT, or not. We also need an LPA in place so that,
if the city approves of BRT in the future, funding can be sought out and directed toward
the project.

As part of a BRT system, dedicated lanes might be able help to keep transit vehicles out
of traffic, making transit service fast, frequent, and (most importantly) reliable. BRT
stations may be able to create safer, more comfortable places to wait for transit, and
proof-of-payment systems, and level, all-door boarding could all work together to make
existing transit -and a future BRT system- a viable alternative to driving.

However, BRT may also create too much congestion on the corridor, cause "cut-
through" traffic into neighborhoods that parallel the route, or may displace critically
needed parking. The only way to know for sure is to do a closer study through
developing and studying a full-build LPA, including dedicated lanes and stations.

Again, please do everything you can to help develop an LPA so that we can more
thoroughly study how BRT might look, if we choose to implement it.

Oakland, CA 94609
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Please support the continued efforts of planning staff to find a viable, BUILT "Locally
Preferred Alternative” {or "LPA") for BRT as soon as possible.

To really address any anticipated impacts, we need to understand how the project
would be implemented in detail, on a block by block level. Developing an LPA would be
the next necessary step to help us all better understand what specific issues need to be
addressed before going forward with BRT, or not. We also need an LPA in place so that,
if the city approves of BRT in the future, funding can be sought out and directed toward
the project.

As part of a BRT system, dedicated lanes might be able help to keep transit vehicies out
of traffic, making transit service fast, frequent, and {most importantly) reliable. BRT
stations may be able to create safer, more comfortable places to wait for transit, and
proof-of-payment systems, and tevel, all-door bbarding could all work together to make
existing transit -and a future BRT system- a viable alternative to driving.

However, BRT may also create too much congestion on the corridor, cause "cut-
through" traffic into neighborhoods that parallel the route, or may displace critically
needed parking. The only way to know for sure is to do a closer study through
developing and studying a full-build LPA, including dedicated lanes and stations.

Again, please do everything you can to help develop an LPA so that we can more
thoroughly study how BRT might look, if we choose to implement it.

Oakland, CA 94609
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BRT Project Team

Please support the continued efforts of planning staff to find a viable, BUILT "Locally
Preferred Alternative" (or "LPA") for BRT as soon as possible.

To really address any anticipated impacts, we need to understand how the praject
would be implemented in detail, on a block by block level. Developing an LPA would be
the next necessary step to help us all better understand what specific issues need to be
addressed before going forward with BRT, or not. We also need an LPA in place so that,
if the city approves of BRT in the future, funding can be sought out and directed toward
the project.

" As part of a BRT system, dedicated lanes might be able help to keep transit vehicles out
of traffic, making transit service fast, frequent, and (most importantly) reliable. BRT
stations may be able to create safer, more comfortable places to wait for transit, and




-

proof-of-payment systems, and level, all-door boarding could all work together to make
existing transit -and a future BRT system- a viable alternative to driving.

However, BRT may also create too much congestion on the corridor, cause "cut-
through" traffic into neighborhoods that parallel the route, or may displace criticaily
needed parking. The only way to know for sure is to do a closer study through
developing and studying a full-build LPA, including dedicated lanes and stations.

Again, please do everything you can to help develop an LPA so that we can more
thoroughly study how BRT might look, if we choose to implement it.

San Leandro, CA 94577
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BRT Project Team

Please support the continued efforts of planning staff to find a viable, BUILT "Locally
Preferred Alternative” {or "LPA") for BRT as soon as possible.

To really address any anticipated impacts, we need to understand how the project
would be implemented in detail, on a block by block level. Developing an LPA would be
the next necessary step to help us all better understand what specific issues need to be
addressed before going forward with BRT, or not. We also need an LPA in place so that,
if the city approves of BRT in the future, funding can be sought out and directed toward
the project.

As part of a BRT system, dedicated lanes might be able help to keep transit vehicles out
of traffic, making transit service fast, frequent, and (most importantly) reliable. BRT
stations may be able to create safer, more comfortable places to wait for transit, and
proof-of-payment systems, and level, all-door boarding could all work together to make
existing transit -and a future BRT system- a viable alternative to driving.

However, BRT may also create too much congestion on the corridor, cause "cut-
through" traffic into neighborhoods that parallel the route, or may displace critically
needed parking. The only way to know for sure is to do a closer study through
developing and studying a full-build LPA, including dedicated lanes and stations.

Again, please do everything you can to help develop an LPA so that we can more
thoroughly study how BRT might look, if we choose to implement it.

Thank you for your time and service.

Berkeley, CA 94703




48
BRT Project Team

Please support the continued efforts of planning staff to find a viable, BUILT “Locaily
Preferred Alternative" (or "LPA") for BRT .

To really address any anticipated impacts, we need to understand how the project
would be implemented in detail, on a block by block level. Developing an LPA would be
the next necessary step to help us all better understand what specific issues need to be
addressed before going forward with BRT, or not. We also need an LPA in place so that,
if the city approves of BRT in the future, funding can be sought out and directed toward
the project.

| have mentioned in the past that a single two-way busway on Telegraph between
Bancroft and Dwight Way is possible but have not heard any response to this idea. This
will minimize the impact of other vehicle use of Telegraph Ave.

it takes about a minute for a bus even traveling at 12 mph to traverse this section and if
the peak headway during peak periods is 5 minutes, | believe it is possible. One may be
concerned with buses bunching but if AC has good GPS system that locates where the
buses are, by controlling the dwell time at each stop along the route at a minimum
specific seconds which is a few seconds longer than all the passengers boarding,
bunching could be minimized. With each stop held few seconds beyond the time all
passengers board at most stops, then in cases where a stop needs more time for all to
board at one stop, dwell time at subsequent stops can be made shorter, making up for
the stop that took longer dwell time. This will keep the buses on schedule.

Therefore, at 5 minute headway, with 1 minute for a bus to drive through this section
between Bancroft to Dwight Way, the opposing bus will have a 4 minute window to
enter this section in the opposite direction. There may be occasions where the
opposing bus is considerably off schedule but with the Bancroft/Telegraph stop a major
stop where dwell time will be longer, it is also near the beginning of this run, thereby,
one could easily adjust to any developing system irregularity of schedule.

As part of a BRT system, dedicated lanes will make transit service fast, frequent, and
(most importantly) reliable. BRT with proof-of-payment systems, level all-door boarding
and taking full advantage of signal priority could all work together to make transit a
viable alternative that will be comparable to driving. It will transport more than three
times the riders than the adjoining mixed-flow traffic will carry during peak periods
relieving some of the congestion.




However, BRT may also create congestibn on the corridor but we will experience
congestion in the near future since Telegraph is near capacity plus Cities are building to
meet ABAG?s requirements of infilling and Caltrans is building the 4th Caldecott tunnel.
With increased traffic parking will also increase the demand for parking but thereis a
question of addressing parking for we need to consider the reduction of the use of the
car because of its emission and effect on Climate Change. We need to do a closer study
of a full-build LPA, including dedicated lanes and stations which has the potential to
address this GHG emission rather than maintaining status quo.

So, please help develop an LPA with maximum use of busway so that we can more
thoroughly study how BRT might help reduce the primary emitter of GHG, our
automobile.

Thank you for your time and service.

Berkeley, CA 94707
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BRT Project Team

Please support the continued efforts of planning staff to find a viable, BUILT "Locally
Preferred Alternative" (or "LPA") for BRT as soon as possible.

To really address any anticipated impacts, we need to understand how the project
would be implemented in detail, on a block by block level. Developing an LPA would be
the next necessary step to help us all better understand what specific issues need to be
addressed before going forward with BRT, or not. We also need an LPA in place so that,
if the city approves of BRT in the future, funding can be sought out and directed toward
the project.

As part of a BRT system, dedicated lanes might be able help to keep transit vehicles out
of traffic, making transit service fast, frequent, and (most importantly) reliable. BRT
stations may be able to create safer, more comfortable places to wait for transit, and
proof-of-payment systems, and level, all-door boarding could all work together to make
existing transit -and a future BRT system- a viable alternative to driving.

However, BRT may also create too much congestion on the corridor, cause "cut-
through" traffic into neighborhoods that parallel the route, or may displace critically
needed parking. The only way to know for sure is to do a closer study through
developing and studying a full-build LPA, including dedicated lanes and stations.




Again, please do evérything you can to help develop an LPA so that we can more
thoroughly study how BRT might look, if we choose to implement it.

Thank you for your time and service.

Berkeley, CA 94708
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I am a 20+ year resident of the Temescal Neighborhood and | am opposed
to the proposal for creating dedicated bus lanes on Telegraph Avenue.

In my opinion it will disrupt the flow of traffic in and around our
neighborhood and have an overall negative impact for both the
merchants and residents of our area.

Commuter congestion around 51st and Telegraph is already an issue.
Last week after exiting the freeway at 3:10 p.m., | observed the left
hand turn lane onto Telegraph and watched only 4 of the 6 cars waiting
to turn - complete their left turn towards Berkeley. This happened
prior to the commuter rush hour peak and even then 2 cars could not
turn - and there are two lanes to turn into. Who thinks for a second
that eliminating one lane is even feasible? | am concerned that

having less traffic lanes on Telegraph will also cause increased

traffic on Shafter Avenue.

Our Temescal Neighborhood has been working hard towards a positive
neighborhood renaissance - and less parking and traffic congestion
does not support that goal. '

If | have a vote as a taxpaying owner resident - | vote NO on the

issue of dedicated bus lanes on telegraph avenue -- and ask that
you find alternative solutions

Oakland, CA 94609
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| want to air my complete and utter disapproval for removing two driving lanes on
Telegraph Avenue in conjunction with the proposed Bus Rapid Transit. There is no way
this will enhance my living experience in Oakland. It will cause massive congestion on
this primary thoroughfare connecting Oakland and Berkeley, forcing frustrated drivers
to look for alternative routes through my neighborhood. Additionally, it will add 10
minutes to my work commute just to reach the nearby freeway on-ramp.

One of the reasons I've lived in Oakland for the past 30 years is that it is a "user friendly"
city. This proposed bus usurpation of public streets for the small minority of people
who ride AC Transit is the type of project that will make me move out of Oakland.

This is another example of government not focusing on the needs of its citizens.
/

4
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This is an absolutely ridiculous idea! Streets in Berkeley are always busy,
and Telegraph is definitely no exception. Parking is hard enough to find,
and even metered parking is difficult to obtain! BRT will be more of a
public disturbance than anything if it is implemented. There are already
plenty of buses, and the 1 line even has a rapid line (the 1R) that

basically travels the same route as the proposed BRT route. BRT is a waste
of time and money and completely unnecessary. Just don't do it. Please.

-- Cindy Nguyen.
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I am writing to make known my disagreement with the plan to place rapid
transit buses on Telegraph. This Temescal area is just now recovering from
the BART construction of the 60s, any removal of parking for dedicated bus
lanes would kill any economic activity in the area. Please find other routes

to use for this experiment such as Broadway or San Pablo. With the Kaiser
hospital on Broadway it would seem to make sense to use that for an anchor.
Anyone traveling to UC Berkeley is on bicycle going down College or
Telegraph. Please forward or provide a copy of this message to Jane Brunner
letting her know there is no local support for this plan.

Thank you
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This is a perfect plan to put us out of business and turn Telegraph back
into a dreary wasteland.

Oakland, Ca. 94609

{
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I am against taking away two traffic lanes on our main street. My sister works in 1
downtown Cleveland and says it's awful.Kathy Doyle Doyle Chiropractic400 40th St. '

Oakland, CA 94609 ;
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BRT Project Team

You will soon be asked to vote on a "Locally Preferred Alternative" (LPA) for Bus Rapid
Transit (BRT) for our city. Along with TransForm, | am asking you to please vote in favor
of studying a robust BRT system with a maximum number of proposed stations and
dedicated lanes (also being called a "full-build LPA"), but in awareness that voting for a
full- build LPA is not necessarily a vote in support of BRT.

I am aware that some merchants have begun to express concerns about impacts to
parking and that some residents have begun to express concerns about stop-spacing.
However, | believe that BRT can be implemented in a way that addresses these issues.

Existing.bus stops at popular destinations for seniors and people with limited mobility
could and should be improved by locating BRT stations in their place. Shelter, seating,
lighting, and other security amenities would be welcomed at these stops as an
improvement to existing (or lack thereof) facilities, and could attract even more riders.

The City could also use BRT as an opportunity to improve existing parking conditions,
such as implementing a "performance-based pricing" strategy for parking along the BRT
corridor. Letting the market determine the cost of premium, on-street parking would
lead to increased revenues, 100% of which could be re-invested in the district where the
revenues were generated. Those new revenues could then be spent on a local shuttle
service (like the Emery-Go-Round), transit passes for local workers (Eco-passes), more
lighting, increased security, or other improvements desired by local merchants. Old
Pasadena, and Redwood City offer incredible examples of how to do this, as described in
Donald Shoup's book "The High Cost of Free Parking".

Increased traffic and other issues have all but eliminated transit reliability while
simultaneously increasing maintenance and operations costs. BRT offers a tremendous




opportunity to address these issues. However, without a study of "how much" BRT
could be implemented, we cannot know how to proceed.

Again, please vote in favor of studying a "full-build LPA" for BRT, which will then help us
determine which configuration, if any, would best serve the community.

Thank you for your time and service to the City.

Richmond, CA 94801
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BRT Project Team

You will soon be asked to vote on a "Locally Preferred Alternative” (LPA} for Bus Rapid
Transit (BRT) for our region. Along with TransForm, | am asking you to please vote in
favor of studying a robust BRT system with a maximum number of proposed stations
and dedicated lanes (also being called a "full-buiid LPA"), but in awareness that voting
for a full build LPA is not necessarily a vote in support of BRT.

I am aware that some merchants have begun to express concerns about impacts to
parking and that some residents have begun to express concerns about stop-spacing.
However, | believe that BRT can be implemented in a way that addresses these issues.

Existing bus stops at popular destinations for seniors and people with limited mobility
could and should be improved by locating BRT stations in their place. Shelter, seating,
lighting, and other security amenities would be welcomed at these stops as an
improvement to existing (or lack thereof) facilities, and could attract even more riders.

Our region can use BRT as an opportunity to improve existing parking conditions, such
as implementing a "perfofmance-based pricing" strategy for parking along the BRT
corridor. Letting the market determine the cost of premium, on-street parking would
lead to increased revenues, 100% of which could be re-invested in the district where the
revenues were generated. Those new revenues could then be spent on a local shuttle
service (like the Emery-Go-Round), transit passes for local workers (Eco-passes), more
lighting, increased security, or other improvements desired by local merchants. Old
Pasadena, and Redwood City offer incredible examples of how to do this, as described in
Donald Shoup's book "The High Cost of Free Parking".

Increased traffic and other issues have all but eliminated transit reliability while
simultaneously increasing maintenance and operations costs. BRT offers a tremendous
opportunity to address these issues. However, without a study of "how much" BRT
could be implemented, we cannot know how to proceed.




- Again, please vote in favor of studying a "full-build LPA" for BRT, which will then help us
determine which configuration, if any, would best serve the community.

Thank you for your time and service to the City.

Kensington, CA 94707
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BRT Project Team

You will soon be asked to vote on a "Locally Preferred Alternative” {LPA) for Bus Rapid
Transit (BRT) for our region. Along with TransForm, | am asking you to please vote in
favor of studying a robust BRT system with a maximum number of proposed stations
and dedicated lanes (also being called a "full-build LPA"), but in awareness that voting
for a full build LPA is not necessarily a vote in support of BRT. | also think it is critical to
include bike lanes in the project to ensure safety along Telegraph Avenue and keep
traffic moving smoothly.

| am aware that some merchants have begun to express concerns about impacts to
parking and that some residents have begun to express concerns about stop-spacing.
However, | believe that BRT can be implemented in a way that addresses these issues.

Existing bus stops at popular destinations for seniors and people with limited mobility
could and should be improved by locating BRT stations in their place. Shelter, seating,
lighting, and other security amenities would be welcomed at these stops as an
improvement to existing {or lack thereof) facilities, and could attract even more riders.

Our region can use BRT as an opportunity to improve existing parking conditions, such
as implementing a "performance-based pricing" strategy for parking along the BRT
corridor. Letting the market determine the cost of premium, on-street parking would
lead to increased revenues, 100% of which could be re-invested in the district where the
revenues were generated. Those new revenues could then be spent on a local shuttle
service (like the Emery-Go-Round), transit passes for local workers (Eco-passes), more
lighting, increased security, or other improvements desired by local merchants. Old
Pasadena, and Redwood City offer incredible examples of how to do this, as described in
Donald Shoup's book "The High Cost of Free Parking”.

Increased traffic and other issues have all but eliminated transit reliability while
simultaneously increasing maintenance and operations costs. BRT offers a tremendous
opportunity to address these issues. However, without a study of "how much" BRT
could be implemented, we cannot know how to proceed.




Again, please vote in favor of studying a "full-build LPA" for BRT, which will then help us
determine which configuration, if any, would best serve the community.

Thank you for your time and service to the City.

Qakland, CA 94610
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BRT Project Team

You will soon be asked to vote on a "Locally Preferred Alternative" (LPA) for Bus Rapid
Transit (BRT) for our region. Along with TransForm, | am asking you to please vote in
favor of studying a robust BRT system with a maximum number of proposed stations
and'dedicated lanes (also being called a "full-build LPA"), but in awareness that voting
for a full build LPA is not necessarily a vote in support of BRT.

| am aware that some merchants have begun to express concerns about impacts to
parking and that some residents have begun to express concerns about stop-spacing.
However, | believe that BRT can be implemented in a way that addresses these issues.

Existing bus stops at popular destinations for seniors and people with limited mobility
could and should be improved by locating BRT stations in their place. Shelter, seating,
lighting, and other security amenities would be welcomed at these stops as an
improvement to existing (or lack thereof) facilities, and could attract even more riders.

QOur region can use BRT as an opportunity to improve existing parking conditions, such
as implementing a "performance-based pricing” strategy for parking along the BRT
corridor. Letting the market determine the cost of premium, on-street parking would
lead to increased revenues, 100% of which could be re-invested in the district where the
revenues were generated. Those new revenues could then be spent on a local shuttle
service (like the Emery-Go-Round]), transit passes for local workers (Eco-passes), more
lighting, increased security, or other improvements desired by local merchants. Old
Pasadena, and Redwood City offer incredible examples of how to do this, as described in
Donald Shoup's book "The High Cost of Free Parkihg".

Increased traffic and other issues have all but eliminated transit reliability while
simultaneously increasing maintenance and operations costs. BRT offers a tremendous
opportunity to address these issues. However, without a study of "how much" BRT
could be implemented, we cannot know how to proceed.

Again, please vote in favor of studying a "full-build LPA" for BRT, which will then help us

determine which configuration, if any, would best serve the community.




Thank you for your time and service to the City.

Alameda, CA 94501
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BRT Project Team

You will soon be asked to vote on a "Locally Preferred Alternative" (LPA) for Bus Rapid
Transit (BRT) for our region. Please vote in favor of studying a robust BRT system with a
maximum number of proposed stations and dedicated lanes.

We need the maximum mobility provided by dedicated lanes for a BRT system that will
move people and commerce in the future. Concerns about parking limitations are short
sighted as we must rely on increased public transportation to move people as single
occupancy automobile transit becomes prohibitive.

Again, please vote in favor of studying a "full-build LPA" for BRT, which will then help us
determine which configuration would best serve the community.

Thank you for your time and service to the City.

Berkeley, CA 94705
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BRT Project Team

You will soon be asked to vote on a "Locally Preferred Alternative" (LPA) for Bus Rapid
Transit (BRT) for our region. Along with TransForm, | am asking you to please vote in
favor of studying a robust BRT system with a maximum number of proposed stations
and dedicated lanes {also being called a "full-build LPA"}, but in awareness that voting
for a full build LPA is not necessarily a vote in support of BRT.

| am aware that some merchants have begun to express concerns about impacts to
parking and that some residents have begun to express concerns about stop-spacing.
However, | believe that BRT can be implemented in a way that addresses these issues.

Existing bus stops at popular destinations for seniors and people with limited mobility
could and should be improved by locating BRT stations in their place. Shelter, seating,
lighting, and other security amenities would be welcomed at these stops as an
improvement to existing {or lack thereof} facilities, and could attract even more riders.

Our region can use BRT as an opportunity to improve existing parking conditions, such
as implementing a "performance-based pricing" strategy for parking along the BRT




corridor. Letting the market determine the cost of premium, on-street parking would
lead to increased revenues, 100% of which could be re-invested in the district where the
revenues were generated. Those new revenues could then be spent on a local shuttle
service (like the Emery-Go-Round), transit passes for local workers {Eco-passes), more
lighting, increased security, or other improvements desired by local merchants. Old
Pasadena, and Redwood City offer incredible examples of how to do this, as described in
Donald Shoup's book "The High Cost of Free Parking”.

Increased traffic and other issues have all but eliminated transit reliability while
simultaneously increasing maintenance and operations costs. BRT offers a tremendous
opportunity to address these issues. However, without a study of "how much" BRT
could be implemented, we cannot know how to proceed.

Again, please vote in favor of studying a "full-build LPA” for BRT, which will then help us
determine which configuration, if any, would best serve the community.

Thank you for your time and service to the City.

oakland, CA 94612
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BRT Project Team

You will soon be asked to vote on a "Locally Preferred Alternative” (LPA) for Bus Rapid
Transit (BRT) for our region. Along with TransForm, | am asking you to please vote in
favor of studying a robust BRT system with a maximum number of proposed stations
and dedicated lanes {also being called a "full-build LPA"), but in awareness that voting
for a full build LPA is not necessarily a vote in support of BRT.

| am aware that some merchants have begun to express concerns about impacts to
parking and that some residents have begun to express concerns about stop-spacing.
However, i believe that BRT can be implemented in a way that addresses these issues.

Existing bus stops at popular destinations for seniors and people with limited mobility
could and should be improved by locating BRT stations in their place. Shelter, seating,
lighting, and other security amenities would be welcomed at these stops as an
improvement to existing (or lack thereof) facilities, and could attract even more riders.

Our region can use BRT as an opportunity to improve existing parking conditions, such
as implementing a "performance-based pricing" strategy for parking along the BRT
corridor. Letting the market determine the cost of premium, on-street parking would
lead to increased revenues, 100% of which could be re-invested in the district where the




revenues were generated. Those new revenues could then be spent on a local shuttle
service (like the Emery-Go-Round), transit passes for local workers (Eco-passes), more
lighting, increased security, or other improvements desired by local merchants. Old
Pasadena, and Redwood City offer incredible examples of how to do this, as described in
. Donald Shoup's book "The High Cost of Free Parking”.

Increased traffic and other issues have all but eliminated transit reliability while
simultaneously increasing maintenance and operations costs. BRT offers a tremendous
opportunity to address these issues. However, without a study of "how much" BRT
could be implemented, we cannot know how to proceed.

Again, please vote in favor of studying a "full-build LPA" for BRT, which will then help us
determine which configuration, if any, would best serve the community.

Thank you for your time and service to the City.

Berkeley, CA 94702
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You will soon be asked to vote on a "Locally Preferred Alternative” (LPA) for Bus Rapid
Transit (BRT} for our region. Along with TransForm, | am asking you to please vote in
favor of studying a robust BRT system with a maximum number of proposed stations
and dedicated lanes (also being called a "full-build LPA"}, but in awareness that voting
for a full build LPA is not necessarily a vote in support of BRT.

[ am aware that some merchants have begun to express concerns about impacts to
parking and that some residents have begun to express concerns about stop-spacing.
However, | believe that BRT can be implemented in a way that addresses these issues.

Existing bus stops at popular destinations for seniors and people with limited mobility
could and should be improved by locating BRT stations in their place. Shelter, seating, .
lighting, and other security amenities would be welcomed at these stops as an

improvement to existing (or lack thereof) facilities, and could attract even more riders.

Our region can use BRT as an opportunity to improve existing parking conditions, such
as implementing a "performance-based pricing"” strategy for parking along the BRT
corridor. Letting the market determine the cost of premium, on-street parking would

lead to increased revenues, 100% of which could be re-invested in the district where the

revenues were generated. Those new revenues could then be spent on a local shuttle
service (like the Emery-Go-Round), transit passes for local workers (Eco-passes}, more
lighting, increased security, or other improvements desired by local merchants. Old




Pasadena, and Redwood City offer incredible examples of how to do this, as described in
Donald Shoup's book "The High Cost of Free Parking".

Increased traffic and other issues have all but eliminated transit reliability while
simultaneously increasing maintenance and operations costs. BRT offers a tremendous
opportunity to address these issues. However, without a study of "how much” BRT
could be implemented, we cannot know how to proceed.

Again, please vote in favor of studying a "full-build LPA" for BRT, which will then help us
determine which configuration, if any, would best serve the community.

Thank you for your time and service to the City.

Berkeley, CA 94709
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You will soon be asked to vote on a "Locally Preferred Alternative" {(LPA) for Bus Rapid
Transit (BRT) for our region. Along with TransForm, | am asking you to please vote in
favor of studying a robust BRT system with a maximum number of proposed stations
and dedicated lanes (also being called a “full-build LPA"}, but in awareness that voting
for a full build LPA is not necessarily a vote in support of BRT.

I am aware that some merchants have begun to express concerns about impacts to
parking and that some residents have begun to express concerns about stop-spacing.
However, | believe that BRT can be impiemented in a way that addresses these issues.

Existing bus stops at popular destinations for seniors and people with limited mobility
could and should be improved by locating BRT stations in their place. Shelter, seating,
lighting, and other security amenities would be welcomed at these stops as an
improvement to existing (or lack thereof) facilities, and could attract even more riders.

Our region can use BRT as an opportunity to improve existing parking conditions, such
as implementing a "performance-based pricing"” strategy for parking along the BRT
corridor. Letting the market determine the cost of premium, on-street parking would
lead to increased revenues, 100% of which could be re-invested in the district where the
revenues were generated. Those new revenues could then be spent on a local shuttle
service (like the Emery-Go-Round)}, transit passes for local workers (Eco-passes), more
lighting, increased security, or other improvements desired by local merchants. Old
Pasadena, and Redwood City offer incredible examples of how to do this, as described in
Donald Shoup's book "The High Cost of Free Parking".

Increased traffic and other issues have all but eliminated transit reliability while
simultaneously increasing maintenance and operations costs. BRT offers a tremendous




opportunity to address these issues. However, without a study of "how much” BRT
could be implemented, we cannot know how to proceed.

Again, please vote in favor of studying a "full-build LPA" for BRT, which will then help us
determine which configuration, if any, would best serve the community.

If Berkeley is serious about implementing a police to reduce our emissions and fight
global climate change then improved transit options such as a full build LPA for BRT
should definitely be one of those options.

Thank you for your time and service to the City.
Berkeley, CA 94708
Hello,

I have attached a PDF of my comments regarding Oakland's BRT proposal.
Please feel free to contact me if you'd like to discuss them.

Thanks,

65
Oakland, CA 94609

Comments on the Oakland BRT Probosal
Qakland, CA 94609

Overall, this is a great plan, and | am excited to see it impiemented. Not only will it
improve transit service along the Telegraph and International corridors, but it effectively
seizes this as an opportunity to create more traffic - calmed, pedestrian - and

bicycle - friendly streets. | hope it can be funded and built quickly. | have a number of
more specific comments regarding the draft design. Some of them are corridor - wide
concerns, while others are specific to particular locations. As a North Oakland resident, |
have focused my attention on the Telegraph corridor. Thank you for considering these
suggestions.

Corridorwide: ,

1. A mountable curb should be provided between BRT lanes and travel lanes to minimize
the temptation of illegal entry.

2. Where the bus lane is along the side of the street, the illegal entry problem is likely to
be particularly acute; similar bus - only lanes in Washington, D.C. are a joke during rush
hour, and buses are left to sit in gridlock like everyone else. Even outside rush hour, the
lanes are frequently blocked by double - parked delivery trucks. A solution to this issue




needs to be spelled out. It could be an automated enforcement system (eg cameras on
buses) that will provide an adequate incentive not to block the {anes.

Or, could the bus lane be relocated on the outside of the parking lane with a narrow
median (for parked car access) between them and separate signals for buses and
turning traffic? .

3. Shared bike/bus lanes are not ideal, since bikes move at a constant slow speed while
buses move faster but stop frequently. The lane will also need to be easily permeable by
bikes, which will need to pass stopped buses and also switch lanes to turn left. Rumble
strips, for example, are not biker - friendly. Of course, both making the lane permeable
to bikes and discouraging illegal use are conflicting goals. Could a bike lane also be
separated on the outside of the parking lane, as has been done on 7th Ave. in NYC?
Combined with the outside bus lane suggested in #2 above, the order would be:
sidewalk, bus lane, bike lane, narrow median, parking lane, travel lanes. Again, this
would require separate signal phases for bikes/buses and rightturning traffic.

4. Where possible, larger “striped areas” should be upgraded to landscaped medians to
improve aesthetics and reduce stormwater runoff. Ideally, these could be swales or
similar “green streets” features.

5. Wherever possible, extend medians to both sides of a crosswalk to create “refuges.”
This has been done in some areas, like 47th & Telegraph, but not in many others.

6. Many intersections include pedestrian bulb - outs into Telegraph, but many should
also extend around corners to shorten distances across the cross - streets (eg 51st St,
27th St.)

7. Make sure all traffic signals are fully bicycle - activated, including turn lanes.

8. Check the BRT plan for consistency with the Bicycle Master Plan so that left turns and
crossings of the BRT route are not prohibited on bike routes {(example: 41st St.).

9. How will other buses (eg 12, 18) travel along Telegraph? Ideally, accommodations
would be made so they can use the BRT {anes, unless the boarding platforms aren’t
compatible. Otherwise, locations for stops will need to be provided.

Location - specific comments by sheet

Sheet 2

1. 65th: Why is the stop at 65th, rather than Alcatraz? 65th provides no through
eastwest pedestrian connectivity, which means fewer people would have a short walk
to the stop. A platform on the far side of Alcatraz in each direction also might preserve
slightly more parking.

2. At Alcatraz: Add pedestrian bulb - outs where possible at corners to shorten crossing
distances.

Sheet 3

1. 61st: Shorten northbound left turn lane, replace with extended hardscape on north
side of 60th St. crosswalk and landscaped space.

2. 58th/Racine: a straight pedestrian crossing does not appear possible at the location
shown (the curb line looks misaligned from the base aerial, making it appear there is
room for a median and slip lane where there is not). Consider eliminating the slip lane or




realigning it to enter Telegraph at closer to a 90 degree angle. This would also minimize
bicycle lane conflicts and reduce the overall complexity of the intersection.

Sheet 4 _

1. Aileen: Extra care is required here because of speeding traffic exiting the freeway.
Tighten the curb radius at the northeast corner to reduce pedestrian conflicts with
right - turning cars. Also, move the Telegraph crossing to the north side of the
intersection and add a curb bulb - out; this will reduce pedestrian conflicts with
leftturning traffic trying to beat the light.

2. 56th: If possible, tighten the southeast curb radius.

Sheet 5

1. Claremont: Eliminate the northbound right turn slip lane to reduce pedestrian and
bicycle conflicts and create space for a couple more parking spaces. If this would cause
too much vehicle delay, instead make sure the continuing bike lane and pedestrian
crossing are prominent (other cities have used colored bike lanes, for example).

2. 51st: Add/extend bulb - outs around the corner onto 51st to reduce pedestrian
crossing distances and enfarge the narrow corner sidewalks. Build a new median with a
refuge area on the west side of 51st St. in place of the double left turn lane that is no
longer needed. Extend the 51st St. median on the east side to create a small refuge
area.

Sheet 6

1. 48th St.: The BRT stop here is too far from the center of the Temescal commercial
area, and should be closer to traffic generators like Walgreens and the Post Office. |
recognize there may be too many space demands near 51st due to turn lanes, but it
could at least be moved to 49th St.

2. 42nd St. to 49th St.: There is too much wasted space along this stretch in the form of
“striped areas,” while too many parking spaces are lost. If the BRT stop is moved to 49th
and turn lanes are shortened (eg not much traffic turns left at 42nd St.), could more
parking be provided? Alternatively, all that striped area could at least be landscaped.

3. 46th: When Shattuck is closed, straighten the 46th St. curb to allow two - way traffic
and right turns onto Telegraph.

4. 45th/Shattuck: Add curb bulb - out at southwest corner. Also, | like the idea of closing
off the end of Shattuck and adding more sidewalk on Telegraph, but what will happen to
that right of way? Will it be landscaped?

Sheet 7

1. 41st: This street is proposed as a bike boulevard on the Bikeway Master Plan, but the
BRT proposal does not ailow turns to and from southbound Telegraph. Could a

bicycle - only left turn lane be put in to resolve the inconsistency?

2. 40th: Bulb - outs and/or refuge areas extending across the sidewalk would help
pedestrians cross this wide and busy intersection.

3. 39th: Why is the BRT stop here, and not at 40th St. with platforms at the far sides of
the intersection? A stop at 40th would provide better east - west pedestrian access and
more convenient BRT rider transfers to the 57, 18, Emery - Go - Round, BART station,
etc.




Sheet 8

1. MacArthur: Shorten pedestrian crossing distances by extending medians across all
four crosswalks to create pedestrian refuges and adding bulb - outs on Macarthur.
Sheets 11 - 12

1. 27th: Same as for MacArthur, but here the 27th 5t. medians could also be widened at
the intersection to create a larger refuge.

2. 20th, 21st, 23rd, 25th, Sycamore, 26th: Add bulb - outs in parking lanes at crosswalks.

There seem to be fewer here than in other sections.
3. Grand: Same as for MacArthur and 27th: refuges, bulb - outs.
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You will soon be asked to vote on a "Locally Preferred Alternative" {LPA) for Bus Rapid
Transit {BRT) for our region. Along with TransForm, | am asking you to please vote in
favor of studying a robust BRT system with a maximum number of proposed stations
and dedicated lanes (also being called a "full-build LPA"), but in awareness that voting
for a full build LPA is not necessarily a vote in support of BRT.

| am aware that some merchants have begun to express concerns about impacts to
parking and that some residents have begun to express concerns about stop-spacing.
However, | believe that BRT can be implemented in a way that addresses these issues.

Existing bus stops at popular destinations for seniors and people with limited mobility
could and should be improved by locating BRT stations in their place. Shelter, seating,
lighting, and other security amenities would be welcomed at these stops as an
improvement to existing (or lack thereof) facilities, and could attract even more riders.

Our region can use BRT as an opportunity to improve existing parking conditions, such
as implementing a "performance-based pricing" strategy for parking along the BRT
corridor. Letting the market determine the cost of premium, on-street parking would
lead to increased revenues, 100% of which could be re-invested in the district where the
revenues were generated.

Increased traffic and other issues have all but eliminated transit reliability while
simultaneously increasing maintenance and operations costs. BRT offers a tremendous
opportunity to address these issues. However, without a study of "how much” BRT
could be implemented, we cannot know how to proceed.

Again, please vote in favor of studying a "full-build LPA" for BRT, which will then help us
determine which configuration, if any, would best serve the community.

Thank you for your time and service to the City.

94611
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| fully support Bus Rapid Transit throughout Qakland. This cannot occur fast enough.
Thank you for your efforts Jim, Bruce and other staff for making this happen soon.
Best regards,

Oakland
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You will soon be asked to vote on a "Locally Preferred Alternative” (LPA) for Bus Rapid
Transit (BRT) for our region. Along with TransForm, | am asking you to please vote in
favor of studying a robust BRT system with a maximum number of proposed stations
and dedicated lanes (also being called a "full-build LPA"); but in awareness that voting
for a full build LPA is not necessarily a vote in support of BRT.

I am aware that some merchants have begun to express concerns about impacts to
parking and that some residents have begun to express concerns about stop-spacing.
However, | believe that BRT can be implemented in a way that addresses these issues.

Existing bus stops at popular destinations for seniors and people with limited mobility
could and should be improved by locating BRT stations in their place. Shelter, seating,
lighting, and other security amenities would be welcomed at these stops as an
improvement to existing (or lack thereof) facilities, and could attract even more riders.

Our region can use BRT as an opportunity to improve existing parking conditions, such
as implementing a "performance-based pricing" strategy for parking along the BRT
corridor. Letting the market determine the cost of premium, on-street parking would
lead to increased revenues, 100% of which could be re-invested in the district where the
revenues were generated. Those new revenues could then be spent on a local shuttle
service (like the Emery-Go-Round]), transit passes for local workers (Eco-passes), more
lighting, increased security, or other improvements desired by local merchants. Old
Pasadena, and Redwood City offer incredible examples of how to do this, as described in
Donald Shoup’s book "The High Cost of Free Parking". ’

Increased traffic and other issues have all but eliminated transit reliability while
simultaneously increasing maintenance and operations costs. BRT offers a tremendous
opportunity to address these.issues. However, without a study of "how much" BRT
could be implemented, we cannot know how to proceed.

Again, please vote in favor of studying a "full-build LPA" for BRT, which will then help us
determine which configuration, if any, would best serve the community.




Thank you for your time and service to the City.

Oakland, CA 94606




Attachment C

East Bay Bus Rapid Transit Project
Planning Commission Comments
February 17, 2010

The Planning Commission decided that they didn’t need to make a collective formal
finding regarding the BRT alignment, but they agreed to forward the project on to the
Public Works Committee and endorse further study of the project in the Final
Environmental Impact Statement/Report. Following is a summary of individual
Commissioners concluding commaents.

Commissioner Boxer

Commissioner Boxer stated that he wasn’t confident making a decision about the BRT,
based on the historic role of the Planning Commission and his own expertise.

He stated that he hears both sides of the issue on the merits of the project. He noted
that there seems to be little opposition on International Boulevard, compared to
Temescal and Upper Telegraph, and posited that perhaps International Boulevard is
more suitable for this project.

He expressed the concern that “Spending is a zero Sum game now — we've got to be
careful who gets money and who doesn't.” Generally, he felt that there needs to be a
better argument for BRT if it is going to be constructed, given the concern that many
people have expressed about project impacts.

Commisioner Gibbs

Commissioner Gibbs raised questions about the impacts on corridor businesses both
during and after construction, asked whether staff and consultants were aware of any
studies on this subject in other cities, and requested that there should be a study on
what would happen in Oakland. He was particularly concerned given the current
economic climate. )

Commissioner Gibbs expressed concern about the high cost of the project
{approximately $250 million dollars), and wanted assurance that the City of Oakland is
not using or foregoing funds that could be better used for other issues. He also
expressed concerns over AC's attempt to transfer BRT funds to general operations.




Commissioner Gibbs wants to ensure that the City of Oakland will have control over the
design and impacts of the project within its borders, and also that the City should insist
that AC will have full responsibility for maintaining its facilities.

Finally, Commissioner Gibbs expressed concern for the loss of local bus service
{Replacing the 1 and 1R with the BRT). Although he stated that he does not ride the
bus, he was concerned for elderly people who would have to walk further to get to the
BRT station.

Commiissioner Truong

Commissioner Truong stated that economic times are tough on businesses right now.
But she said there is comfort in knowing this potential investment in the BRT by the
public will catalyze private investment and help businesses nearby. She feels that
Oakland's working families need reliable public transit in tough economic times and this
will help. In addition, she stated that this project will be good for the environment.

Commission Chair Huntsman

Commission Chair Huntsman expressed the feeling that the ultimate project should be
less than “full BRT” along the whole corridor. He was very concerned about the impacts
of the projects on parking, not only for shoppers but for employees as well. In
particular, he noted these concerns in Fruitvale and Temescal, where there is currently a
large demand for parking.

Like some of the other Commissioners, Commissioner Huntsman expressed concerns
about the removal of local stops, particularly for people with mobility restrictions.

Finally, he expressed the desire that IF the project is constructed, Oakland should seek
to ensure local hiring provisions in construction contracts. ‘
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RESOLUTION NO. C.M.S.

RESOLUTION ADOPTING OAKLAND’S “LOCALLY PREFERRED
ALTERNATIVE” TO BE INCLUDED AND ANALYZED IN THE FINAL
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/REPORT FOR THE AC
TRANSIT EAST BAY BUS RAPID TRANSIT PROJECT

WHEREAS, in 1998 the AC Transit District (“AC Transit” ) initiated work on the “Major
Investment Study” to closely examine alternatives for transit service on several transit corridors
in their service area; and

WHEREAS, in 2000 a Major Investment Study Policy Steering Committee comprised of
members from all affected jurisdictions, including the City of Oakland (“City”) was convened to
provide guidance to the study from a corridor-wide perspective; and

WHEREAS, in 2001 the Policy Steering Committee recommended a preferred route or “Locally
Preferred Alternative™ (LPA) for a Bus Rapid Transit project that specified the corridor
alignment of Telegraph Avenue to International Boulevard/East 14™ Street in the cities of
Berkeley, Oakland, and San Leandro; and

WHEREAS, Bus Rapid Transit is a mode of transit service that has some or all of the following'
characteristics: Dedicated Travel Lanes; Level Boarding Platforms; Off-Board Fare Collection;
and Real-Time Arrival Signs; and, '

WHEREAS, in May 2007, AC Transit in collaboration with the Federal Transit Administration
released a Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Report (“Draft EIS/R™) for the continued
development of the East Bay Bus Rapid Transit Project (Project); and

WHEREAS, in July 2007 the City of Oakland formally submitted comments in response to the
Draft EIS/R, with comments focused on route alignment, traffic, parking, economic,
construction, roadway maintenance and operational impacts, among other concerns; and,

WHEREAS, AC Transit wishes to complete a Final Environmental Impact Statement/Report
(“Final EIS/R™) for the Project in order to compete for Federal Transit Administration “Small
Starts” Funding; and




WHEREAS, According to Federal Transit Administration rules, AC Transit is required to

consider a “Locally Preferred Alternative” adopted by Qakland, to be analyzed in the Final
EIS/R for the Project; and L

WHEREAS, the City of Oakland’s General Plan Policy T3.6 Encouraging Transit calls to
“encourage and promote use of public transit... on designated “transit streets”, and Policy T3.7
Resolving Transportation Conflicts call for the City to “resolve any conflicts between public
transit and single occupant vehicles in favor of the transportation mode that has the potential to
provide the greatest mobility and access for people...”; and

WHEREAS, the City of Oakland adopted a Bicycle Master Plan in 2007 that identifies planned
bicycle facilities on sections of the proposed Bus Rapid Transit route, and

WHEREAS, City staff has worked with AC Transit staff to refine the Project design to the
extent possible, to meet City goals and to implement a project incorporating transit, bicycle,
pedestrian and vehicle improvement; and

WHEREAS, in January, 2010, City staff presented a draft preferred design option to the
community in a series of public meetings, and in February, 2010, City staff presented the draft
preferred design option to the Planning Commission for review and comment; and

WHEREAS, City staff carefully reviewed public comment and concerns and proposed
refinements to the proposed design of the Project; and

WHEREAS, the City’s adoption of a “Locally Preferred Alternative” for inclusion and analysis
in the Project Final EIS/R is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act pursuant to, | *
without limitation, CEQA Guidelines section 15262; now, therefore be it

RESOLVED: That the City adopts as its “Locally Preferred Alternative” to be included and
analyzed in the Project Final Environmental Impact Statement/Report (“Final EIS/R”) the draft
design option presented to the public in January and February, 2010, as modified by staff in
March 2010, and attached hereto as “Exhibit A”; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED: The City requests that AC Transit investigate including left-door
loading vehicles in the Project in order to minimize parking impacts associated with construction
of stations, especially in Fruitvale and East Qakland; and be it E
FURTHER RESOLVED: The City requests that AC Transit include in the Final EIS/R a full t
analysis of: parking losses and potential mitigations, the impacts of loss of local service on the
elderly and disabled, security issues related to off-bus cash payment and increased walk distance |
to stops, and economic impacts to local businesses during and post-construction; and be it

|
FURTHER RESOLVED: That the City, in addition to adopting said “Locally Preferred :
Alternative”, will request that AC Transit fully analyze a “Rapid Bus Plus” option that includes
all of the facilities of Bus Rapid Transit but without dedicated bus-only lanes; and be it

t
\ l



FURTHER RESOLVED: The City reserves the right to make changes to the Project at the
conclusion of the Final EIS/R, based on the studied impacts and the adequacy of proposed
mitigations of these impacts.

IN COUNCIL, OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA, . 20

PASSED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE:
AYES - BROOKS, DE LA FUENTE, KAPLAN, KERNIGHAN, NADEL, QUAN, REID, and PRESIDENT BRUNNER
NOES - ‘ '

ABSENT -

ABSTENTION -
ATTEST:

LaTonda Simmons
City Clerk and Clerk of the Council
of the City of Oakland, California




Exhibit A

Bus Rapid Transit
“Locally Preferred Alternative”




+ IHND

L133H1S W99 OL 133HLS YALSAIM -JANTAY HdvHDITRL

BT =10 B W, Crac s WA= | B it ahas I\ DCALES TR nvlllbl/_lﬁ.__l)vh..«.nu.“._wﬂ

GNVIANVO HOd LISNYHL GldVH SNE

ATINO NOISSNOSIQ HO4

ASYNINITFS S

IWIS JiHdYY3
0cz 0ol 0 00l

INMIW HYND

04 HOTOD NI iNfe

AV ZVEIV DY \

TWild) NSRS

"S537 4O SIHONI ZL OL NOUVOLIOOW * am o
| H3LIND 3JN03Y SINYT INE 1004-¥ T o O T BURL T DBRRL 3N TEL gy
_T——— - "
hnu\.N. . C1T3HIS WDe [T S TR BT LD AT 7 T “Tssmval
| ONY L3S 30NN “33v1d ONNMOD .- : EESr i p——— -
IV SNOWBIMO¥ Nuni=143% *t - . N > = - \
TIOR

B9

SA0VdS § = HE14Y

e

mm-ﬂdﬁm €1 = JHOI3g

A LI,
A Wi

£ 3YN9I3 335 ~ INMHILYW

S3IVdS 0 = HAIJY

18 w59 §32vdS ¥ = H3aldy
oL S3avdS & = JHO4389
NOUWYDLIQON H3LIND S3an03Y
IVNOIS D14Vl

QN33 MONHEYHS

PLIECA] E!ZO

VEY QIS

VINY QIAVISANVI
SNYIILSZOd 204 3dwISaHvH
3NV1 338

4015 18

xR B ZTUQQMDWNY UMD nony STn

ANV N @O

Hel LS JONVAQY HUM
HIWMSSOHD ALNIBISIA HOIR

S30Vds |1 = Ju0438

o
L2

N
R
=2 = Hd Trg=1v) u350408d
i s SOSaW1 30050 R
— /MO0S chomva o TN TR Iwibe 0 19 W T G odiwe Siacte aces W D VKL amue aeie w3 30 p
sl Tl o T 0 1 o | o 181 £ f(sama] [Swisl o 1 o IR R
: - . =y 3 e e i . . : o L — . . T e

TR
A

W

w
o
©




wags 4] 100 L e ] oo Lo ] oe |

SOEwALK/  BKE £ SR
LANDSCAPE LANE" TRAVEL LANE ‘STATION

BIKE

BRY LAE MEDAN  TRAVEL LANE ) gyres

SIDEWALK/
LANDSCAPE

vm|ss[~['[ [T T A T T Y | 4" | varigs |

L'{vm_zs_i L!A&ES{,'E_ w Lo | oy

SIEWALK/  EIKE BIE PARKRNG  SIDEWALK/
s =EM'TRAVELUNE TURN LARE  BAT LANE BAT LANE WVEWENE ANE

[' | val

LANDSCAPE.

VK
MR

E

[T
[

— -
o5

HIGH VISIBILTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

DEDICATED BRT LANE

MIXED FLOW LANE {AUTOMOEILE & BRT)
BRT STOP

BIKE LANE

"HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS

LANDSCAPED AREA
STRIPED AREA

; r— ON-STREET PARKING
19 | 1o wees| B |5 1 L o1 | o | ot | s ] s jwaes]
SHARROW LEGEND
SOUAK/ PR BKE mup uwp BT LNEBRTLWE RN LME D SKE SOBOLK SoolR/ BRG BXE magouee BRTLeE e ed e T PEIRG STRMLY :
LATSCAE LANGIAPE Laoser TRAFFIC SIGNAL
PROPOSED (83-B3) ERQPOSED (A4—B4)
. RECUIRES GUTTER WMOOIFICATION
10 ) BEFORE = 7 SPACES BEFORE = 5 SPACES BEFORE = 7 SPACES BEFORE = § SPACES ) . Ta
86th 5T AFTER = 3 SPACES

AFTER = [ SPACES

i At

e T
PRV 4

MATCHLINE — SEE FIGURE 1

AFTER = B SPACES

815t AVE

VARES 175" ] 11 | 11 | 10| 175 Jvames
DAL T LoE TIREG LN (AL AL ARG
EXISTNG (YPICALY

NOTES:

1.

LEFT-TURN PROHIBITIONS AT:
B5th STREET, NQRTH STREET,

&1rd STREET AND 62nd STREET. "Z

et S
4-FOOT SIKE LANES REQUIRE GUITER i
NOOIFICATION 10 42 WCHES ORL LESS. .

¥ Lot ]
.t : . LlJ B
&"- QE VA ‘ti‘ ) %
s bt o
kY g I
(V)
i
(2]
1
i
z
=
&
Z
=
SFHR U e et A
BEFORE = { BEFORE = 9 SPACES BEFQRE = 7 SPACES ACES e
AFTER = 3 SPACES AFTER = 5 SPACES AFTER = 7 SPACES ‘AETER = 6 SPACES 11 AVE

FRINT IN COLOR FOR
CLEAR VIEWING

100

200

GRAPHIC SCALE

A

FEHR & IiEERS

L+1] L4 TANT, .

PRELIMINAR Y

FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

‘ BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKIAND
TELEGRAPH AVENUE- 6§6th STREET TO 62nd STREET

Jun W, ZHO FPA
M\ PRILECTEN RIIAWCNS— 4 Qaidond DRTVOKT\Wiridng drwwings\Futoprapd Py 1-12%10l ScbrmBiu\30LY Tulegraph_Mg 1 {2y

FIGURE 2




'Li [ T A Tk & 'L'Lmﬁi'l,

wes ) 7 L I - - L T L L e S 'Lvs‘j
SO PR BE e e orwe  omow wmwe TP S5 T SO 4o BE s srie e mom e S5 TOR° SO

vaesl,'[ 1w | e v ] oo | e |

|,+‘Lvm1€5j, Lmzs{_vvl_ i | g | e Jo | m' L 10 Ltl_vwsl_

- &
Seouly BT e i TR LWE BT WE BRI LAE oy TRVEL L e ook ML WATLLNE snox B LML BT LN RN WE Tor BC ST
PROPOSED (A3-83) PROPOSED (A4-B4)
T0 BEFORE = 4 SPACES _ BEFORE = 8 SPACES BEFORE = 12 SPACES

é2nd 57

62

MATCHLINE — SEE FIGURE 2

BEFORE = 7 SPACES

AFTER = 6 SPACES

AFTER = 0 SPACES AFTER = 6 SPACES

AFTER = 0 SPACES

HIGH MSIBUTY CROSSWALK
WITH AOVANCE STOP BAR

DEDICATED BRT LANE

WMIXED FlOM LAME (AATOUORNE & BRTY
BRT STOP

BIXE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIPED AREA

ON-STREET PARKING

3 SHARROW LEGEND

4] TRAFFIC SIGNAL

.

REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATICN

i
MATCHLINE — SEE FIGURE 4

g W v'?.‘i ' . % A LT TR “ : ! 3 £
10 “BEFORE = 4 SPACES GEFORE = 3 SPACES BEFORE = 17 SPACES BEFORE = 7 SPACES To
nd ST~ AFTER = 0 SPACES AFTER = 5 SPACES AFTER = 8 SPACES AFTER = 2 SPACES , STIh AVE

ROTES:

1. LEFT-TURN PROMIEITIONS AT: CLEAR VIEWING
- 60th STREET, MeAULEY STREET AND
| VARIESE_ 17.5" + L D T & B P | 172.5 |VARIES], 5Bth STREET. ___[_—_-::7 .
— ) H 10
PROGTRAEL e, e TG LT TRRIL LAt - VoA : 2. 4—FOOT BIKE LANES REOURE GUTTER __.=-_-—-_—*:C“%‘ m— 9 0 200
Exw MODIFICATION TO 12 INCHES OR LESS. 1" =100 GRAPHIC SCALE

PRINT IN COLOR FOR,

Fenr & PxERS

b © PRELIMINARY

FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

TRARSFQATATION COMEULTANTS

o OG, BHO A
MNPRGIECTEN MO

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
TELEGRAPH AVENUE- 62nd STREET TQ 58th STREET

WO JNAS Owbdorsd BNTACAL\Warkdng g 1—ram . Teagraph_fig S1—12.4my

FIGURE 2




|vris | 8 L'[ 1w | v | L'[ 8 | vames|

lﬂsh[ w0 {19 ) 1 o s |_‘|_

HIGH VISIBIUTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

DETICATED 8RT LANE

LR

SIDEWALK/  PARKING

BkE
UNDSCAPE  ANE L TTAVEL LANE  BRT LANE

EKE PARKING  SOEWALK/
BRT LANE  TRAVEL LANE LME  LAHE  LANDSCAE

J‘mssis'l, i | o1 Lo Lo ] e | o i'Lvmgs_],

Lvares | MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BRT)
SOBHLY/ BKkE  TRAEL  TURN TWEL  EKE PARNG | SOEMALK/ BRT STOR
LANDSCAPE LANES  LANE pwe  OFTLAND BT LAME MEDUR e e LAKDSCAPE
PROPOSED (A2-82) NG LaE
68" HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS

{wu:s[‘{ 10 L e |1 1w | o | o1 | e 'L'I-V“El

LANDSCAPED AREA
STRIPED AREA
ON-STREET PARKING

SEWAK/ BIXE BKE SOEWALX/
mmmﬂw’[ TURN CMME  BAT LAMNE  BAT LANE WETHAN mﬂwﬁw!m

SOEWALKY MYRNELLANE WN

: BNE SODRALKY
RULME BT UNE RN LNE T e s, SIEELK

SHARROW LEGEND

LAMDSCAPE LANE*
TRAFFIC SIGNAL
PROPOSED (A3-B3) PROFOSED (A4-54)
. REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
T0 BEFORE = 11 SPACES BEFORE = 13 SPACES BEFORE = & SPACES BEFORE = 7 SPACES ) T
56th ST AFTER = 11 SPACES AFTER = 13 SPACES AFTER = 4 SPACES

AFTER = 0 SPACES

CLAREMONT AVE

MATCHLINE — SEE FIGURE 5

L8
w
&
>
o
T
Ll
Ld .
Ll e R e .
T T L e
I R T L A e TN L T L
AR e S
() s
iR o e
I i T4 Ca
5
=
=
—AELs o B EBRE )
10 BEFORE EFORE = 7 SPACES
58th ST AFTER = 9 SPACES AFTER = 12 SPACES - i AFTER = 0 SPACES
VARIES
NOTES:
: — 1. LEFT=TURN PROMIBIMONS AT:
|VARIES], 178 | 1 L 1 | 17.5 JVARIES 57th STREET.
[ F— 2. 4—FOOT BIKE LANES REQUIRE GUTTER
e L AR TURRG L TROR. LAE e MODIFICATION TO 12 INCHES OR LESS.
EXSTING (TYPICAL)

AFTER = 0 SPACES

52nd AVE
PRINT IN COLOR FOR
CLEAR VIEWING
| R i 103 . 0 100 200

GRAPHIC SCALE

fi

Feur & PsERS

TRANSPORIATION n Janty

PRELIMINARY
FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
TELEGRAPH AVENUE- 58th STREET TO 85th STREET

dan 00, WO M
MEMCLISETE,_ e\ wecl— ) Oudoratl MITACAD\Wanang Srowwngs \Taigragh Py |—-12% 15t BtweRial\J043 Tolapragh Mg O1=1L4ug

FIGURE 4




{'[ oo

TS| T

sL TS T 1 S P 1 S | 1w -

HICH WVISIBIUTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

OEDICATED BRT LANE

‘l -

I,vwsst.' w | oo |

— ———-— MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BRT
[vages | 7 [ 1 | n | vapies | | vamiEs )
; B s
SIEMAK/ PRYUG BME me Lo BT LE AT LW ReE Lavg BKE PARGNG SoOWk/ o soewa/  TRELLAE npy e ooerime  eer Loe e e BAE PAKNG SDERLk/ :
¥/ SHIRROW LANDS AP
UMOSCIFE AN LANE e TWE oste s Y/ LNE  LWE 3 BKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS

J_MSL'L o jpon b | e | o

LANDSCAPED AREA -
STRIPED AREA
ON-STREET PARKING

L'L 8

11 L 15 15l 8 | wemes ,I, VARIES.
SIDEWALK BIKE PARKING  SIDEWALK/  STEWALS/ BIKE BKE FARKNG  SIDEWALK/
wasw’; %E.muaa TURN LWE  BRT LME  BRT LAKE  TRMEL LWE i TR DR MNNG‘PE.UNE'W\& UHE  BRF LMNE IRTLAE TURN LANE REL L S PTRRS SERRRE
PROPOSED (A3-B3) ERQPOSED . (A4-B4)
T0 BEFORE = 20 SPACES ., BEFORE = 0 SPACES
55th ST AFTER = 18 SPACES

SHARROW LEGEND

TRAFFIC SIGNAL

-

BEFORE = 13 SPACES

REQUIRES GUTTER MOOGIFICATION

_tdd *&u—r—u—rf_r. 7 uu.':%

AFTER = 3 SPACES

i l\\‘n\hWi\l'i"ull\lil\[alll\l\‘k
4.\\““‘1\11‘1\'.\&]\\ I

MATCHLINE — SEE FIGURE 4

T
St

BEFORE = 24 SPACES

AFTER = 13 SPACES

‘ T iy
i m\mum\m\l'.w TR mmm‘é.“:.-‘ - B
_& % - m

BEORE & SPACES

VARIES

AFTER = 12 SPACES

i
BEFORE = 11 SPACES

AFTER = 0 SPACES

AFTER = 0 SPACES

' ] . . PRINT IN COLOR FGR
‘ _ : 1. LEFT-TURN_PROHEBITIONS AT: CLEAR MIEWING
|VARIES|  18.5" R R P S O N -5 |VARIES] 49th STREET. '
J— RAOLTARG 2. 4—FOOT BIKE LANES REQUIRE GUTTER 100 0 100 200
o TRAL LA TLRNNG LANE TRAVEL LANE s MODIFICATION TO 12 INCHES OR LESS. \ = o100 CRAPHIC SCALE
EXISTING (TYPICAL) _ér% =

ﬁ BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOﬁ OAKLAND
Ffil;] P:":S% gEEFESs FOR DISCUSSION ONLY TELEGRAPH AVENUE- 55th STREET TOQ 4%th STREET
u‘-‘m“-wa Osbdond. SRT\CAD \Warideg LT A\I643 Tekagraph Mg Ori—10ubug

FIGURE 5




maut wofoe o | ow | ow [ ['Lv

lwees o] 10 | 10 | i J | w | 0 |+ |wees|

HISH VISIEIUTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

TUTTEEY  DEDICATED BRY Lang
= e . MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BRT)

SIOBUALK/ BIKE o &RT BKE SOEWALY/  SIDEWALR/ BIKE e BKE  SIDEWALK, BRT STOP
el BERvmL e iy BTLee B SR eem e FE ST BRSNS M mes Uee wmee BT OME BRI LME TURN G TR L RE SOERALY —
PROFOSED {A1-B1) PROPOSED (AZ-82) .
- HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
P o ™
i LANGSCAPED AREA
STRIPED AREA
: = ‘ . D v " . . i ON-STREET PARKIN
jwaes | 77 I8t w | 1ot | o | ost o 16 e vames | |wvames]4] 100 | 900 | o ] o | 100|100 |4 ] wames ¢
: SHARROW LEGEND
STEWALK/  BXE TRAVEL TRAVEL BKE STEWALK BIKE BKE  SIDEW,
L DL WD AN LeE  GATLNE BT UNE DN AT DuE STEWAK/  SOORLY BXC ML LWE  WEDAN  BRTLME  BRT LWE T e T Lng IS, SN0y G SioNAL
W ~
PROQPOSED {A3=RI) PROPOSFD (A4—B4)
: . REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
10 BEFORE = 12 SPACES BEFORE w 11 SPACES BEFORE = 7 SPACES BEFORE = 6 SPACES TO
asth ST AFTER = § SPACES AFTER = D SPACES FACES

AFTER = 0 SPACES 43rd ST

’l AFTER = 0 SPACES

T AN s - £
\‘Ml““\“'l\l“\‘ \\\\l\k\\\‘l\.‘\ '\\\\'.ww.'\\mxmu\\\\ \“\l“\
3 't“i\ \‘I\\“\l \\\|\m\\\\\m\m\\\w\\\\\\\\\\\\mmm\ AN

[Ty}
[F5]
s 4
2
Q
[ A ———
u aé ; i
# e;z SRR
|

Lu)
=z
|

x

2

<<
=

e . ‘ i
TO BEFCRE = 5 SPACES BEFOFIE e 5 SFACES

A%th 857 AFTER = 0 SPACES ~ AFTER = 0 SPACES

TR i 1= .
"\\\\..\\m\\m\\\\\n\mmm!m
iy n\t\\\\\\\m\\'m\\\\\\«“ LR R “\“'\‘:"W{l‘\:‘\":a

- SEE FIGURE 7

BEFORE = 8 SPACES BEFORE = 4 SPACES

MATCHLINE

BEFORE = 6 SPACES TO

=4 = o
BEFORE - ‘I SPACES

LVEEF_

18.3"

|var

AFTEH = } SPACES AFTER = 0 SPACES

1, LEFT-TURN PROHIBITIONS AT:
4B6th STREET AND 44th STREET.

2, 4—FOOT BIKE LANES REQUIRE GUTTER
MOCIFICATION TQ 12 INCHES OR LESS.

AFTER = 0 SPACES 7 AFTER = 0 SPACES A% 5T

FRINT IN COLOR FOR
CLEAR VIEWING

100 200
GRAPHIC SCALE

i 1" = 100"

FEHR & PEERS

TRAMSFOATATION CONSULTAMTS
dun WL NG M
FENSROLIPETSS, )

PRELIMINARY
FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
TELEGRAPH AVENUE- 48th STREET TO 44th STREET

NCOE\WCOR— 2047 Culdgnd INTACAT\Wardry sysingy\Toograph Fig 1—12% 10l Subwekia\2943 Pelagrach_Pg 01-11dmg

FIGURE 6



gsL4[ R S AR S Y S A R N T S 1 14‘wa

Luwes | &

s e o SXE SOERALK/
oGS o AL W T, BT WE BT LRE WD TRVEL L R Rl

I,'L 7 [\m@l‘

lwmes |4 1 ] o | o | o |

[vs|,4'1 10 'L 10" L u' L o1 ] o Lo

[ S L L T [ [4'[va_[
STERAK/ PAKIG BKE mam, L BT LN BT LME TR e T L SIE, SOEXALKS
PROPOSED (A2-£2)
70

|_' LVARIES |

SIDDAMLK/ BKE
DSCARE Lanee TRAVEL LUE TURM LAKE

AFTER = 0 SPACES

SIDEWAK/  BIKE
UANDSCHPE LaREY TOVEL LAE

AFTER = 0 SPACES

WEH

BKE PARKING SIDEWALY/ BKE
GO LN BT E TRMEL e R0 PAENG SEERALY BT LWE  BRT LN TURN L v g BXE STEIALK/
PROPQSED (A3-83) ERQPOSED (A4-B4)
10 BEFORE = 7 SPACES BEFORE = 8 SPACES . BEFORE = D SPACES

HIGH VISIETUTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

m\m\\m

DEDICATED BRT LANE

—_— ——t—— MIXED FLOW LANE {AUTQMOBILE & BRY)
BRT §TOP
BIKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS

LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIPED AREA

ON—STREET PARKING
SHARROW LEGEND o~
TRAFFIC SIGNAL

REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICANON
BEFORE = 20 SFACES TO

AFTER m 6 SPACES

IR

SEE FIGURE &

“ i e e
mﬂt\"’\\\\\xﬁm\mmm\w T
it .‘i\m T L AT Vo
A T 1 TR [ 3 e e I |

RS B R e o

AR \\\\A.'ﬂ'\\"lh"_\‘n\\ \\\‘:n
L AT I A I LY )
~ A AR 2

1

w

E
=
5
g
=

T RRE - 3zt iz C e T e rimin B 17 £eriaiod L
10 BEFORE = § SPACES BEFORE =7 5PACES BEFORE = 4 SPACES 'BEFORE = 18 SPAI:E

44th ST i AFTER = 0 SPACES AFTER = 5 SPACES AFTER = O SPACES

AFTER = 8 SPACES

T St o T T e
e R m\"\\@c\\

o : .mm'm\ WAL, ‘\'\‘.u\\“‘\‘ ST "'“\.,‘\‘..‘“_'.l'.‘..,

MATCHLINE - SEE FIGURE 8

VARIES 8.8 I R I VO & B | 18.5' {VARIES
WW TRUEL LOE TLRRAG LAKE TRAVEL LAKE _wml.{:‘mn

HOTES:

1. u-:rr—g;g ETPRDHlamous AT: CLEAR MEWING
+3rd , 415t STREET AND .
39th STREET. C///
) 100 4] 100 200
2. 4~FOOT BIKE LANES REQUNRE GUTTER ’é::f‘Z‘ y
MODIAICATION TO 12 INCHES OR LESS. A " =00 GRAPHIC SCALE

AFTER = & SPACES

FRINT IN COLOR FOR

fp

FrarR & Prers

TRANSPQRTATION COMSULTAMTS

PRELIMINARY

FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
TELEGRAPH AVENUE- 44th STREET TO 39th STREET

dan 00, 2019 FRA
N\PROLPTTEN ) W04 Qeblond IET\CAD\Werldng dresings’\Tologranh Fig 1=12\1sl Subemithal\ 49 w O1=tddag

FIGURE 7




[vares | 8 I_‘L LA TN LA 1 L‘{ 8 ivnl_ _'5'1[ LY

lwees|¢| 10 | o | | w | ar

| varues |

SIDEWALK/  PARKING aKE suc[ PARKING  SIDEWALK/ SERALK/ EIKE BIXE PARONG SIDEWALK/

DP‘; UNE TRAVEL LANE BT LANE ERT LANE  TRAVEL LANE LANE  LANDSCAPE mmm,mﬂllﬂi MEDAN BRT LANE BRT LANE. T?A\ﬂuNEM LANE  LANDSCAPE
70

' L'lvﬁl

HIGH VISIBIUTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

Q{\\\X\x\\l\\\\\\

DEDICATED BRT LANE
— —w—  HIXED FLOW LANE {ALTOMOBILE & BAT)
B osee
SIKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIPED AREA

AN
\.\mm‘\mu\

BEFORE 8 SPACES BEFORE =7 SPACEE

] , ——— - , . . — . ON-STREET PARKING
fwars] & sl o L o ] o ] w1 |wees| & Js' [ v ] oo | ow | o s o8 Lvnes §
SIOEWALK, " PARKIHG i~ BIXE SIDEWALK/ snsmx/' PARKEG  BE BIEE  PARKING  SIDEWALK/ SHARROW LEGEND
/ BKEm\ﬂ_M BRI LANE BHT UWE WMMMM'W LHOSCAE LAE WETHNELUNE BAT LaE BRT LANE MEMM LNE  LANDSCAPE TRAFFIC SIGNAL
PROPOSED (AS-83) ERQPOSFD (A4—f4)
. . REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
10 BEFORE = 1 SPACES BEFORE = § SPACES BEFORE = g SPACES P 10
A0th ST AFTER = 1 SFACE AFTER = b SPACES AFTER = 8 SPACES
md“
¥4
™~ w_: r
2 L
w
m .2__5. .
8 PR il
s ===
e A arTery - e ‘ - L2 3
W Fr T ms\m\u\mmw\.\\m\\m\!\N\\M\\N\\\W\mu\mm TP T e e AT Y
7! m\\\\\m\.\\“ m\h\\" iy T m\\\\m\mmw\&m\m\\\m\\mmm.m\v.m\\\mm\\\\ \\i\.\a.l.\\\\‘\\n\m\\"\\u\\1\\\\\\\\\\1‘\\\\\1‘\\%\‘ \m\\ml\\l\m\'.\\\\1\\M.\\mt:'m‘ma\\%n%}i&mm\“\
_ Pra p T TPITo
| = =
j)
z
3
5
3

MATCHLINE — SEE FIGURE 8

BEFQRE 9 SPACES

AFTER = 0 SPACES i AFTER = 2 SPACES

NOTES:

AFTER = B SPACES "

FRINT IN COLOR FOR

VIESL

|

vJ_EjJ

| 185

e

AL WE TG e TR L TV TARAE

EXISTING (TYPICAL)

1. LEFT-TURN PROHIBITIONS AT:
APGAR STREET, "3ath STREET, 37th STREET
AND 35th STREET.

2. 4-FOOT BIKE LANES REQUIRE GUTTER
MODIFICATION TO 12 INCHES OR LESS.

CLEAR VIEWING

0 100

200

\ﬂ 100
=

= 100’ GRAPHIC SCALE

fp

FEHR & PEERS
IBANSFONTATLON CONSULTAMTS
don OB, BHO PR

NAPROIECTEN_WOor\

PRELIMINARY

FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND

TELEGFIAPH AVENUE- 39th STREET TO 36th STREET

WOOR= 2043 Ogldard INTNDAT \Wgrdng drwmings’\Totograph g 1 -1\ [t Subruithel\243 Telagraph_Mg £1-11smg

. FIGURE 8



RIGH VISIBIUTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

¥ . ; 4 TR R DEDICATED 8RY LANE

y . - : . . " " - ‘ — - MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BR
[wes{ & |8 ] 0 | ar L o91m | 11t ls ) o8 |vares wres| 4] 19 |10 | -t ] o100 |10t {4 vemes ( m
I cerosor
PARKING  STDCW BKE S0 :
m PARWC DIC ML WE  BRTLME BT LWE TRAEL L ne "N wmgg{ m&‘,mnm MEDWS  BRTUWE  BAV LANE  TURN LaE TRevL wae BIE, mo% Se e
BROPOSED (A1-—81) PROPQSED (AZ-B2)

HERDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS

LANDSCAPED AREA

Ty swe oEa
A
d

ON-STREET PARKING

Lvmua[L 10'{ wo Lo o | oe | e Ll,vamss I,vs'l_r u | e i) g 11 J_4'[v

SIDEWMK/ EIKE SKE STEVALK  SIDEWALK/ BIKE il
ANSFE s TAVEL LAV TURN LARE  BRT LAE  BAT LWE  MEDAR  TRAVEL LAE LAROSCRE Langr VL L

SHARROW LEGEND
. B BUE  SIDDIALK/
g smon BRTLWE BT LME  oph,  TRAVEL LANE

LME! LMNOSCAPE TRAFFIC SIGNAL
PROPOSED (A3-83) ' EROPOSED (A4~Ed}
REQUIRES GUITER MODIFICATION
T0 BEFORE = 256 SPACES - BEFORE = 10 SPACES BEFORE = 17 SPACES ™
36th ST . AFTER = 24 SPACES AFTER = 0 SPACES

AFTER = 13 SPACES 30th ST

§ i

[ o

Iy =}
© i ‘ln f & =

i fa:} Lk L

2 T, g

E — 8 -+ — e

= e : - = .

i T o ‘ ' £ e i TR, Y I e
‘? Y TN R X A R T R T T ; ":’
L e [ SIS IS - =t A i T

% ‘ i . ""f' el —I G ol o %

4 e = Z

z LI S £

2 <i # e

2 i AR 2

L - i . : - gy A per i - - T - BT,
BEFGRE = 19 SPACES ] BEFORE = 15 SPACES
35th 5T AFTER = 12 SPACES AFTER = O SPACES
70
' . PRINT IN COLOR FOR
NOTES: 7 CLEAR VIEWING
| VARIES |, L L 1’ | ' | 18 = - N e STREET AND 32D STREET ‘\Z‘
VARIES 18.5° 11 ! ' 5 VARIES 33rd E
- + : ,é; 100
PG g LiE TRRS LMD TR, LUE  TRATTARN 2. 4—FOOT BKE LANES REQUIRE GUTTER \ 105(3 - g 200
ue N | MODIFICATION TO 12 INCHES OR LESS. 1" = 100 GRAPHIC SCALE
EXISTING (TYPICAL) . :

f\? . ‘ BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
FR};] Rnu&l; I:EE{'AP"\Ss FOR DISCUSSION ONLY TELEGRAPH AVENUE- 36th STREET TO 32nd STREET
08, EHO ™R ‘
profusyl o gAY

FIGURE ¢
WO Oabhret BTSN Warkdng Srourgd\Tabigraph P 1—10\1sf, Tipmltal\J0L3 Tbagiis Pl 113




MEL4 1w | o Lo Loy | s ] o8 | vames _I,_sL4L 10 [ I N N N W

], = | | visues

HIGH MISIBILITY CROSSWALK:
WITH ADVANCE STOP BaR

TR OEDICATED 8RY LANE

—— MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BRT)

Sy B EXE PG SOEWAK/  SDEWAY/ BXE
SOOPAS) SKEmemL e AN RTLNE  eerowe Tem e Do POGS SRRl

LANDSCAPE LANE*

TRA a!mmmsww
VEL LAME TURN LANE  GRT 4ANE  BRT LANE  TRAVEL LaNE T LANooeARE

BRT STOP
BIKE LANE

HAROSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS

Lvmsss'[ i’ w | 1 i 3 | l‘er_sL _LvsL g |_5' 12 Lo ] o I, "

(s Lo |wes)

LANDSCAFED AREA
STRIFED AREA
ON-STREET PARKING

LANISCAPE LANE®

SOEVAK/ B o Low Tum e BV LWE BRTLME (RO o LWE e SODIAKY m’”‘""-l__gé PARCNC B TRAEL LWE BT LWE  GRTLWE  TRWE Lok S PRGOS SDONLR/

SHARROW LEGEND

\\\‘L\\ﬂ!\\l\ \'.\i.!\\\'. \\\\)\\\'\\n\\.\\\5\‘1\\\\\1\\“\\\&:\“\“\!\‘: |'..\\\\\.n\m\wm\‘n\\::.5m ' .\“\\\\l‘\\\‘\\‘\
| '\t\\\\\\\\\m\m\mm\w\\\m\\w\m Tl '.\\\\\\\.‘#‘-'-.h A \\WL‘.‘\‘\\N\'.\\Y\\\\

- SEE FIGURE 9

LANOSCAPE TRAFFIC SIGNAL
PROPOSED (A3=83)
. REAUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
BEFORE = 14 SPACES BEFORE = 9 SPACES ) " To
HAWTHORNE AVE AFTER = B SPACES AFTER = 5 SPACES 27 ST

\.\\\\N\N\'\\'ﬁ‘.l‘\m\\'l‘\\\\“\ n\m\\mmmw 5 | ‘-

“ \\\\\\\\\\\\\‘\\ A ARV ‘\‘ﬂ (ALY \\\\]\\ i\\m

MATCHLINE

BEFOHE = 10 SPACES

M . _
BEFORE = § SPACES

L
ETTY R L a0 00 S P MN.L
B "\‘\\\\\'\‘a\'-\\l\“\‘hl\ \\\\'\‘."\‘\'\.“T ‘\\'\'-l\l'\\ TR \\\'\\\\“.\\\\\\“‘.\T\\'ﬂ!\\‘\“\\\‘L“.x(\\l\'t\\‘.‘;‘.\\\‘.\\\“\

WEAL \h'.“\“\ RTINS MO \\n\\\\\.\\ \‘\\ m'\mm C\\‘\:\\l\.
T Lok BB
-—====—

s

MATCHLINE - SEE FIGURE 11

BEFORE = 1o SPACES BEFORE = 7 SPACES To

AFTER = 0 SPACES

waigs, 185 | 41' ] 11" Loy 185" Lp.n

PHEIGARSEL  [Ram LOE TG AE TRREL UL e

AFTER = Q SPACES

NOTES: _
1. LEFT-TURN PROHIBITIONS -AT:
J1st STREET, 30th STREET,
MERRIMAC STREET AND ZBth S'TREET

2. 4-FQOT BIKE LANES AREQUIRE GUTTER

MODIRICATION TO 12 INCHES OR LESS.

AFTER = 4 SPACES T AFTER = 3 SPACES 2Th ST

PRINT IN COLOR FOR

CLEAR VIEWING
\ j

"éf‘z\‘ . 102505=10%==2r00 )
t =500 GRAPHIC SCALE

ﬁ)

FtHR & PrEns
'lsélslﬁlf.lftgl SEISULTAITS

PRELIMINARY

FGR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
TELEGFIAPH AVENUE- 32nd STREET TO 28thSTREET

o 0 E0IS PR
ENPROJECTS', SN WCTS-2043 Dabtred GAT\OMT\ Wiy devwings\Tuligrepe g 1—1T\1ol Bbralanf\2041 Thugash Mg 0512w

FIGURE 10




HIGH MISIBIUTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

DEDICATED BRT LANE

MED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOSILE & BRT)

LVANEI.4|. 10 e L osv Lo |1 | iJ.VmESi. lvames | 8 [ 5] v ) |_ | e ﬁ i3 [4'

BRT STOP
SUDMKS BKE mpum Lwe  wae o uwe BT LeE iy e Tove uwe BIE SROMKS SEEWKS PGS DI map oy o U BRI L Tumn woe roav uee SO, SEOMLK
LHOSCAPE LREX BIKE LANE
PROP -8 PROPOSED (A2-B2}
- 70 HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS

LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIPED AREA

l,vsss['[ R S T A T [T L'L\'M R T R (< A £ M AL L o |5 & LV

ON-STREET PARKING

ERT BKE SDEWAX/  SIDEWALK/ EIKE BUE PARKNG  SIDOWALKS SHARROW LEGEND
oMK G wmuee I BIWE BT g, TR GNERNR BORR e e TR WE TN e o e BT we e e GG PRRS R0 TRAFFIC SIGNAL
- PROPOSED (A4~f4)
PROPQOSED {A3-B3) ‘ = REQUIRES GUTTER WODIFICATION
10 BEFORE = 4 SPACES _ BEFORE = 4 SPACES ) BEFORE = 10 SPACES ) BEFORE = 4 SPACES BEFORE = 8 SPACES Ta
28thST —+ AFTER = & SPACES AFIER = 0 SPACES - AFTER = 0 SPACES AFTER = 0 SPACES AFTER = 7 SPACES 29rd ST
.
4
© ‘ o
At ke
W
% =
> e a
a by ]
[} 5 i ey
=24 z u | BT A LHr=o =
L v T o ) e . & e ey W
0 T L e TR TR SN S e R e W
¥ {m A o R A A A ﬁt&mm\m iy
1 4 ———u iy Al e e
T, ;i = w
‘-i-' =z
3 z
5 3]
= =
< 2
oy : : o L ’ P20k
“BEFORE = 8 SPACES ] BEFORE = 7 SPACES - BEFORE = 8 SPACES T™©
AFTER = 6 SPACES AFTER = 7 SPACES AFTER = 0 SPACES AFTER = 0 SPACES 23 ST
70°
] BOTES: PRINT IN COLOR FOR
1. LEFT-TURN FROHBITIGNS AT: CLEAR VIEWING
- : MERRIMAC STREET, 26th STREET, \ ﬂ
|VARIES 25th SYREET AND 24th STREET. Wk
2. 4—FOOT BIKE LANES REQUIRE GUTTER \ 190 g 100 200
. MODIFICATION TO 12 INCHI:ZS QR LESS. ) -|" = 100' GRAPHIC SCALE
. U ! Y BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
FEHR & DEERS FOR DISCUSSION ONL TELEGRAPH AVENUE- 28th STREET TO 24th STREET
Q0. 2010 FPA FIGURE 11
MAPROETTE, WOO\WOOS-TU40 Ousdend SRTA\CAD\iartdng drwmings\Taigraph g 1— 12310t Subwtie\IO4S Telegraph_Sg 01— 1ZLaug




5]

o] )

Ts 1w ]

| vARIES s L4 L

Largs |+ |

T | mmes

VARIES o b o Lo o 100 L oo Lo Lo Lo |1
SIDEWALK/ BKE BKE PARKING  SICEWALK, SIDEWALK/  BKE BIE  SDEWALK/
I.lM?H:»\P‘é LE= TRAVEL (AME  WEDIAN BRT LANE. BRT LAE  TRAVEL LANE LANE  LANE LANDSC»\P’; LANDSCAPE. LANE® TRAVEL LANE TURN LANE  BAT LANE BRT LANE MEDWN  TRAVEL LANE UANE® LANDSCAPE
PROPOSED (A1=B1) - PROPOSED (A?-B2)

T

HIGH VISIBIUTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

DEDICATED BRT LANE
MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BRT)

BRT S70P

BIKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIPED AREA

: e — ' S - " — ON-STREET PARKING .
|vmies | & i Joow foe | o100 |5 ]vames] 10 | w1 o ]
) SHARROW LEGEND
SDEW SIEW; BE BXE  FARMING S
SOkl PRGN BXE mun Lo GRTLWE B UNE  WEDAN TRAVE. LW Dk S SUEWAX/ BXE oo LE TR LANE  BRTUWE  BRT LWE TRWEL Lig IE  PARKS oo © somL
PROPOSED (A3-B3) PROPOSED (A4—B4)
. REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
To BEFORE = § SPACES BEFORE = D SPACES BEFORE = 3 SPACES BEFORE = 5 SPACES
24th ST AFTER = 2 SPACES AFTER = 0 GPACES AFTER = 1 SPACE AFTER = & SPACES 1
SEE FIGURE
e ———
[ o]
I
o A
2 il
ek e L e R W T =
Ll e S AT aketuk 9 47 it & priFE 2 TSR] IR —
L T T T AT e e TR, AR BTN,
» TR 5 A s AN TR AT DY
; o ATt H 2 i AT b3 s S e .\
ol
=
—_
I
e
=L
=

5 L & ok
6 SPACES

[VRIL

TRAVEL LAE TURMRG LAXE TRAVIEL LANC

EXISTNG _(TYRICAL]

TAVEL/PARING
UE

BEFORE = 4 SPACES

AFTER = 4 SPACES AFTER = 0 SPACES

NOTESD
1. LEFT-TURN PROHIBITIONS AT:
22nd STREET AND 21st STREET.

2. 4—FOOT BIKE LANES REQUIRE GUTTER
MODIFCATION TO 12 INCHES OR LESS.

AFTER = 0 SPACES

PRINT IN COLCR FOR
CLEAR VIEWING

iy

4
Z\‘ 100 9
: 1" = 106’

100 200
GRAPHIC SCALE

Frur & Prers

TRANSFQATATION CONSULTANTS

Jon B, BHO TR
NON\PRARTT, Y

PRELIMINARY
FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
TELEGRAPH AVENUE- 24th STREET TO 20th STREET

WOTE—Z45 O] SATACAT\Weridog ot \Tobogragt P 1—1Z%0 0l SUralio\ZHE Tebagrish_y 07+ 120wy

FIGURE 12




TO
11th ST

NGO CHANGE

IN PARKING

HIGH VISIBILUTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR
DEBICATED BRT LANE

MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BRT)

BAT s70P

BIKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS

nl
%
[=]
g
3
a
3

STRIPEC AREA

ON—STREET PARKING
SHARROW LEGEND

TRAFFIC SIGNAL

REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION

A
]

PRINT IN COLOR FOR
CLEAR VIEWING

200
GRAPHIC SCALE

100

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
BROADWAY- 20th STREET TO 11th STREET

PRELIMINARY
FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

TATIQK NSCLTAKTS

ANgE

Frur & Prers

hi

FIGURE 13

HAPEIPTE, OO WCOR— S48 Cabiord BITEAC ity depebrgs\Thrntimm Py 131510k Subrtie\Y843 My 13Ty




54"

HIGH VISIBIUTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

DEDICATED BRT LANE

MIXED FLOW LANE (ALTOMOBILE & BRT)

LVIL s | 1% | 12 ' 12" | g [gﬁg_l lvames] 100 | 12° L 12’ ] 12’ | & Y[Am[_

SOEWALK/  PARKING PARKING  SDEWALG/ i/
WHE  LANDSCARE

BRT STOP
STENALK, . PARKING.  SDERALK/
LWOSCARE | LAME BRT LANE TRAVEL LANE TAMEL LANE \woscape BT STATON BRT LARE TRAVEL (ANE TRAVEL LAKE LOE  LAKDSOVE

8IKE LANE
HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA
STRIPED AREA
ON-STREET PARKING
SHARROW LECEND

 TRAFFIC SIGNAL

) . REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
BEFORE = 2 SPACES . BEFORE = & SPACES BEFORE = 12 SPACES BEFORE = 8 SPACES TC
AFTER = 2 SPACES - AFTER = 8 SPACES AFTER = 12 SPACES AFTER = 6 GPACES  ALICE ST

el
-
Lt
ac
2
0 <
— Lo
(W] Ll
g S |
b -
3] jur
&
<
v @ 5 L. o .
Sl R : B n | aoam e E, TE|TE . e
BEFCRE = 5 SPACES BEFORE = 11 SPACES BEFORE = 9 SPACES
1 AFTER = 5 SPACES T AFTER = 11 SPACES A AFTER = B SPACES 1 JACKSON &7
54"
PRINT IN COLOR FOR
CLEAR VIEWING
-
b AN
JVARIES |, 100 0 100 200
G LA . [ r——— . —— e ———]
FRcGa e “‘I”“ e ‘ml e T/ . _ 1" =100 GRAPHIC SCALE
EXISTING_(TYPICAL) ‘
ﬁ" ' . BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
FEHR & PEERS FOR DiSCUSSION ONLY 11th STREET- BROADWAY TO HARRISON STREET
- I Do T FIGURE 14
MEPROJECTTN, Davdand IRTAGAC ettt Dt 1Y u——n\mm My 1320y ] .




TO § BEFORE = 11 SPACES

BEFORE = 6 SPACES

HARRISON ST AFTER = 11 SPACES

ONINNEN R LSANCE S0P o

LR, DEDICATED BRT LANE

— ———— MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOHILE & BRT)

BRY STOP

BIKE LANE

HAROSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANOSCAPED AREA

STRIFED AREA

ON--STREET PARKING
SHARROW LEGEND

TRAFFIC SIGNAL
. REQUIRES GUTTER MOQIFICATION
BEFORE = % SPACES

AFTER = 6 SPACES

AFTER =9 SPACES

SEE FIGURE 16

BEFORE = 21 SPACES

)

Foe

BEFORE = 12 SPACES _

BEFORE = 0 SPACES

AFTER = 21 SPACES

powes, 17| L 47

PABCPE /P LHE TROAL L TRIRAEL LA T/ PARANG LANE

EXISTING _(TYPICAL)L

AFTER = 12 SPACES

AFTER = 0 SPACES

PRINT IN COLOR FOR

CLEAR VIEWING
A
. 100 -0 . 100 200
e ——— e —
"= 100" GRAPHIC SCALE

FeHr & PEERS

PRELIMINARY

FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
11th STREET- HARRISON STREET TO OAK STREET

WO 2040 Ot BAT\CID\Warking vl Ry 1T\ \2840 Py 13«T1owy

FIGURE 15



Las[ 10" L 1'|, rE 1z |_a‘

AR
AT

—

|vames] & | % ! P | 12 | & Jvmes|
SDEMALK/  PARKONG 1 PARKING  SDENAMI/  SUEHAK/ PIRIH ST
o A BT LaE TRAVEL LANE TRAEL LANE DeE. e wosoer DR STAION BRTLWE TRREL LANE TRVEL LNE oA
EROFOSED (A1-81) PROP =
BEFORE = 8 SPACES BEFORE = 9 SPACES BEFORE = 10 SPACES

AFTER = 8 SPACES

HIGH WISIBIUTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

OEDICATED ERT LANE

MiXED FLOW LANE {AUTOMOBILE & BRT)
EBRT STOF

BIKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR T-'ED.ETR!ANS
LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIPED AREA
ON-STREET PARKING
SHARROW LEGEND
TRAFFIGC SIGNAL

REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION

AFTER = 9 SPACES

AFTER = 10 SPACES

.

. £ -
RN

R

BEFORE = 6 SPACES

PR =
e TR
Bt -~

Fhde h ikt Wit m AT S

il

T4,

k“"i ' n'::Ef:

i ". "-_.. i -
%%%ﬁ:} o 3 A

BEFORE = 12 SPACES T BEFORE = 13 SPACES

AFTER = 6 SPACES

| vARIES], ‘ 17 ] L 0' [. 10' i 17" Lv .
FMEQL/RWVE (NE  TROE UM TRVEL LNE TRVEL/PIRKNG LU
EXISTING_ (TYPICALY

3 fE
-t PR M B T et 255 =R | ¥

AFTER = 12 SPACES AFTER = 13 SPACES

. BEFORE = 8 SPACES TO

AFTER = B SPACES ALICE 5T
o

[v)

@

3

(0]

il

(]

wl

(2}

|

L

4

=

xI

I

T

=

_BEFORE = 11 SPACES ‘TI
AFTER = 11 SPACES JACKSON ST
PRINT IN COLOR FOR
CLEAR VIEWING
100 ) 100 200

GRAPHIC SCALE

TrHR & I‘:EERS

INARSFORTATION TANTS

PRELIMINARY .

FOR DISCUSSION- ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND

12th STREET- BROADWAY TO HARRISON STREEY

den 00, 201G DO
HPROETTES, WIS\ WD 1543 Debdond BTG\ Wivttng drseinge\Downtyen Mg 1527416 S\ Jnin Py 13-10dey

FIGURE 18



54 54

LEGEND:

WITH ADVANCE STOP BaR

EANUNES  OEDWCATED eRY Lane

— MOED FLOW LAME (UITOMARME. & BRATY

ETNEEE  fHoH VISIBIUTY CROSSWALK
A} R

T e osor

BIKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIPED AREA

ON-5TREET PARKING .

SHARROW LEGEND

TRAFFIC BIGNAL
- REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
TC " BEFCRE = 10 SPACES ) BEFORE = 14 SPACES " BEFORE = 10 SPACES
HARRSON ST AFTER = 10 SPACES AFTER = 14 SPACES

AFTER = 8§ SPACES

; .
o) o
- i
1
4 i
=2 !
E ; = L. D™
LI T ™ -\\u\\ SN i...lm e
w R R |
o] O A e T e Ry T e 2 g b
@ PRI L R Ve D ey e e by W e T
e i Ty ¥ o § e v
|
w 1>
3 ;g
S H
Q i
E 5 S
= e =R
A 5 A 2 - AN | N
TO BEFORE = 11 SPACES BEFQRE = 10 SPACES
HARRISCN ST 1 AFTER = 11 SPACES AFTER = 10 SPACES i AFTER = 13 SPACES

FRINT IN CCLOR FOR
CLEAR VIEWING

100 0 100 200
—
1" =100 GRAPHIC SCALE

PRELIMINARY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
FeuRr & PrERs FOR DISCUSSION ONLY 12th STREET- HARRISON STREET TO OAK STREET
dan %0 2010 PPR. FIGURE 17
PENPAGAEETS, WO\ WO 2045 Dablond BRCIA\GAD\Wasldng e g 1=\t o\ Mg 13-Thiwy




59"

|ves | & | s | 1r [ o | st loa | vames]

SILEUAK/ PARKING  RXE BIKE  PARMBNG  SIDEWALK/

UHOSCARE  UNE  LNE B0 WME TRWELLWE TRAELLWE L “lar umsoat
BROPOSED (AY-B1)

|variEs{ 8" | 1.5 | 16 | 10" | 115
P PEIIC (el e AL e TROEL VE AL g MRS SCEMG

EXISTING (TYPICAL)

BEFORE = 10 SPACES

HIGH WISIBILUTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

N\w“\\"\\\\\\\\i\ DEDICATED BRT LANE

—_— MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BRT)

BRT STOP

BIKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIFED AREA

ON-~STREET PARKING
SHARROW LEGEND

TRAFFIG SIGNAL

. REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFRCATION
BEFORE = 13 SPACES

AFTER = 10 SPACES

AFTER = 13 SPACES 1 sth AVE

BEFORE = 14 SPACES

mm!’“ 3@
g - B

MATCHLINE — SEE FIGURE 21

BEFORE = 14 SFACES

AFTER = 5 SPACES
NOTES:;

LEFT—TURN FROHIBITICNS FROM E 1Z2th
STREET AT: 3rd AVENUE AND 4th AVENUE.

AFTER = 14 SPACES Sth AVE

PRINT IN CDLOR FOR
CLEAR VIEWING
~

100 0 100 200
-\\ 1" = 100 GRAPHIC SCALE

£ -

Frun & PrEeRs

FRANSPORTATION CONSULTANTS

PRELIMINAR Y
FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
E 12th STREET- 15t AVENUE TO 4th AVENUE

D
M PRCIECTT_JCON\WCOR 2047 Qaidone| INT\LAT\Waeiing dravings\Sareniwen Py 13-Z1\1a Suorminer\2640 My 13-31.wg

) FIGURE 18




E12th

¢ LEFT-TURNS FRO

=1 e

MATCHUINE — SEE FIGURE 20

AVE.,;’ B

ST

5

‘ﬁr'

vaiess| 8 ] 16 L 1o | 1o 1 100 |5 | vames Jvamgst o0 | Lo ] 1@ | 1w |5 |Lvarss
SOEWALK/  PARKING BRT LAHE/ BKE SHIMALKS SOERA K/  BRT BRT LANE/ Bk SOEWALK/
LWBSCAE  UANE ooy AL LAE TURN WNE TRREL LWE L ey LNOSCAPE STATOH Sukol  TVEL LANE TURN LN TRWEL TNE (e
ERQEGSEQ {A1=-B1) PROPOSED (A2-52)
59°
waes| 8 |5 ] 1 b s b1 s | 8 Fumes] i
SO/ PARGNG  BNE BIXE  PARKING  SIDEWALK/
LNCSTAPE  LANE  Lu O ME TROEL LME TATLLNE e TIGE wbstase
PROPOSED (A3—-BJ)
10 BEFORE = @ SPACES BEFORE = 4 SPACES B BEFORE = 6§ SPACES
ath AVE AFTER = 2 SPACES AFTER = 1 SPACE

RN

—

BEFORE = 4 SPACES

AFTER = 9 SPACES

Tar ot e f et

|-
e
BEFORE = 7 SPACES

HIGH WISIBILTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

DEDICATED BRT LANE

MWIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BAT)
BRT STOP

BIKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIPED AREA

ON-STREET PARKING

SHARROW LEGEND

TRAFFIC SIGNAL

REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
BEFORE = 5 SPACES

AFTER = 4 SPACES

AFTER = 7 SPACES

BEF

AFTER = 4 SPACES
L . 59"

ivaRES| 8 | 115 1 19" | 10 ] 115 | & [v.\mg
T, PGS g e T e TWEL LOE TreeL Lse PIC SCEMLY

K.

AFTER = 7 GPACES
NOTES:
LEFT-TURN PROHIBITGNS FROM E

12th STREET AT: 6th AVENUE, 7ih
AVENUE AND Bth AVENUE

AFTER = 6 SPACES

MATCHUINE — SEE FIGURE 22

AFTER = B SPACES 9th AVE
PRINT IN COLOR FOR
CLEAR MIEWING
100 4] 100 200
1= 00 GRAPHIC SCALE

EXISTING (TYPICALY
f

Feur & Prrrs
IRANSPORTATEON COMSUITANTS
ey 08, 2010 OD

PENPACIEETEN WO

PRELIMINARY

FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
E 12th STREET- 4th AVENUE TO ath AVENUE

WOmA- 2043 Dutdord ONTACAT\Wasidng drowingi\luncin. MY 13~20% (st Bub@ha\T843 Py 1321wy

FIGURE 18




|,vl & [ 18 - 1| 5'[ 8 | varis |

BKE S00UALK/
oy TAELLME FWEL e PRE P PTECHY

| 5L 8 | wanes
SIOEWALK/  PARKNG  BKE BHE FAKNG  SIOEWALK/
LNISCAPE  LWE unE O UNE TRAVEL WNE TAEL UWE e LAHE LANDSCAPE

BEFORE = 5 SPACES

Mssl, L'L i 1o

lwes| & | a5 | a ] oar

1‘.!_ | vames |

SOOMAKS  BRT
LANDSCAPE  STATION

BROPFOSFD (A2-82)

BEFORE = & SPACES

BRT LANE/ o3 SDEWALK/
ousRos VL LME TR e B PRNG L

"

BEFORE = 9 SPACES

HIGH VISIBILITY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BaR

DEDICATED BRT LANE

MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BRT)
@Rt ST0P '
BIKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED - AREA

STRIPED AREA

ON-STREET PARKING

SHARROW LEGEND

TRAFFIC SIGNAL

REQUIRES GUTTER MOOIFICATION

8th AVE 1 AFTER = 5 GPACES

©  PROHL
-TURNS FROME
E12| i" |

AFTER = § SPACES

AFTER = 11 SPACES

#in X
BEFO!RE B SPACES

" BEFORE = 5 smces

AFTER = 8 SPACES

JvaREsS], 8 | 115 1 1@ | 10" ["115 | & |wRES|

e, RCIO TRREL LUE WEL LeE TheR, Lok TRWEL Lug PARER 8

BEFORE 5 SPACES

AFTER = 2 SPACES
NOTES;
1. LEFT-TURN PRCHIBTIONS FROM E 12th

STREET AT: 9th AVENUE, 10th AVENUE,
11th AVENUE AND 12th AVENUE.

AFTER = 8 SPACES

PRINT IN COLOR FOR
CLEAR WIEWING

100 0 109 200
= 100 GRAPHIC SCALE

il A
EXISTING (TYPICAL)
B

Feur & PEERS

TRANJFORTATION CONSYLTANTS

PRELIMINARY

FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
E 12th STREET- 8th AVENUE TO 12th AVENUE

Jen M. HHO

O848 Oabdond BTG \Sbing '

LR o AT oy Mg 1321wy

FIGURE 20




56"

[wres{ & |s ] 1m ] s | 1 |5 |5 |vames|
oo b R RRITEE men e e e B gpou e SRRULAT

J_ijgs[ 3 | 11' I_ID.' ] 105 | 1wt o1t | 9 |vames
BRT SDENMK/
STAION  LANOSCAPE

SDENALK/
LANDSCAPE PARGNG  TRAYEL LANE TRAVEL LANE TRAVEL LANE TRAVEL LANE  BRT LANE

INTERNATIONAL BLVD

SEE FIGURE 27

o
A
e

ACES

PROPOSED (A2-B2)
o
ol
LJ
o
=1
=
L
(")
L
in
i =
ul
=
r}
I
=
E:
1o BEFCRE = B SPACES
12th AVE AFTER = B SPACES

| 135 4] 11' | 135 |vagss]

[vARES| 14

Soewak) -

omr  TRLWE TR E WL TR E Twe ke OO
" EXIGNING (TYPICAL)

AFTER = 0 SPACES 1

5
12?5:—«
/J"

HIGH VISIBIUTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BaR

DEDICATED BRT LANE

MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BRT)
BRT §TOP

BIKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIPED AREA

ON-STREET PARKING

SHARROW LEGEND

TRAFFIC SIGNAL

REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATON

\ PRINT 4 COLOR FOR

Ve CLEAR MIEWING

\ ‘100 0 100 200
1" = 100 GRAPHIC SCALE

Frr & PEERs
TRANSPORTATIZN {OuSYILTANTS

PRELIMINARY

FOR OISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
E 12th STREET- 12th AVENUE TO 14th AVENUE
14th AVENUE- E 12th STREET TO INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD

dmn 801G OO
N\ JRELETIEN, MCEN, WCTE- 2SS Oalione BT CaO murking -

~

FIGURE 21



s5'

HIGH VISIBILITY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

TR
SRR

joest & | v | e | owm | o1rr | & fweses]

SHEWALK, 50

fyree wé PARKNG  TRAVEL LMNE  WEDWN  TRAVEL LWE  BRT LANE PARKING wm
PROPQSED (A3-03)

BEFORE = B SPACES

BEFORE = 11 SPACES

- DEDICATED BRT LANE
J‘_VﬂES g |l ' | & | 1 o L s lwees) lwmes|y| e | a0 L | e L& |3 uines) — ——  MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & ERT)
OO PROC  TWELLNE MW TRRLWE  Wu o, S SO paon AR RVLWE  BTWE Mew SO BRT $T0P
BROPOSFD (A1=81) ' BEQPOSED (A2-£2) BKE LaNE
55

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIPED AREA

ON-STREET PARKING
SHARROW LEGEND

TRAFFIC SIGNAL

- REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
BEFCRE = 9 SPACES

AFTER = 7 SPACES

-

= :
Ae | Wellihaey § sl |

- A
\ =~ 3HET =t
BEFORE = 2 SPACES

stt i

AFTER = 11 SPACES

Y,

v anur,

@

s

£31

S P

3

BEFORE = 8 SPACES

AFTER = 9 SPACES

AFTER = § SPACES

|vARES] 17.% | [ R

|

17.5°  JVARES]

mwzm TRAEL LE  TAAVEL LME

EXISTING (TYPICAL)

TRAVEL/PARIING

LAE

AFTER = 8 SPACES

HOQIES:

3. LEFT-TURN PROMIBIMONS FROM
INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD AT:
2nd AVENUE. 3rd AVENUE AND
4th AVENUE,

AFTER = 12 SPACES

PRINT IN COLOR FOR
CLEAR VIEWING

-

100 200
GRAPHIC SCALE

fp

Frur & PEErs
Y!lli?ﬂ!fll’lgl SOMBYLTANTY

PRELIMINARY

FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND

LRSI
LTSN e

W= 24T Dasbard BRTAGAT Jwviory drwmings \dotamutiveal My 24-T7\ | &l Silrakin\J04% Fy 20— 2hidy

INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 15t AVENUE TO 4th AVENUE
- FIGURE 22



9 Lvares | ES 1

55'

vARLSS |, 35 | e | st | 1o | 15 | o 'l wo Lo | & | vames)
SIDEWALK/ BRY SEEW) SDEWALK, SDEN
TRAEL LN TR WME  TRMEL LAE BRT LWE sy S/ St /e e TURN LWE  TRAWELLWE  BRT LWE  PARKNG AL/
PROPOSED (A1-B1) PROPOSED (A2-B2}
58° P

LEGEND:
Wt ADVANCE STOP AR
. DEDICATED 8RY LANE
—_— MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BRT)
BRT STOP
8IKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA

y STRIPED AREA
: : : " n r——— ON-5TREET PARKING
lwres| 8 | v [ & L vt ] 1t ] e |vemes] |wses]¥] & | ouw ] ont ] s | 8 ]3| vmes
7 ~ i SHARROW LEGEND
SDEWAK/  puphy  TRAVEL LAME  MEDAN  TRAVEL LAME  BRT LAE PagnG SIS/ SORMAK/  ppginG - TRAVEL LWWE TRAVEL LAKE  BRT LAXE PARKNG  SDEWALK/
LANDSCAPE LANDSCAPE LANDSCAPE LANDSCAPE
TRAFRC SIGNAL
PROPOSED (A3-83) EROFQSFD (At-E4)
i . REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION

TO BEFORE = & SPACES BEFORE = 3 SPACES L BEFORE = 7 SPACES . BEFCORE = 3 SPACES BFEFORE = 5 SPACES T0

4th AVE AFTER = 6 SPACES AFTER = 3 SPACES AFTER = 7 SPACES AFTER = & SPACES AFTER = 5 SPACES Sth AVE

+ 7]

o o~
Lt

& &

5

[+ ]

™™ w

i m

44] e e g g e 2 AR A Rt T £ b Ay o e o £ )

I |

d w

z z
wd

5 5

=t =
Z

3 3

P EET L4z Sty £
10 BEFQRE = 6 SPACES BEFORE = 4 SPACES BEFORE = 8 SPACES 10
4thAVE  AFVER = 3 SPACES 1 AFTER = 3 SPACES AFTER = & SPACES AFTER = 7 SPACES T AFTER = 7 GPACES 9th AVE
. 55 ’
‘ NOTES: PRINT IN COLDR FGR
i. LEFT-TURN PROHIBITIONS FROM CLEAR MIEWING
y . ; - INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD AT: Ve
waRES| 175 [ 10 | 10' | 17.5  [vaRms| Bth AVENUE, 7th AVENUE AND %
JAey—— S Ath AVENUE. / 100 0 100 200
LE TRAEL LAE  TRAMEL WNE iy = "
EXISTING (TYPICALY 1" = 100 GRAPHIC SCALE

FiHR & PEERS
TRANSPORTATEON CONSUYITANTS
Jun W ZIT DD

PRELIMINARY
FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 4th AVENUE TO 8th AVENUE

WEOR—MLY Gt METNGAS \Waekiid. dtweinge'Inbernationsl i 14—T7\ st Subrakini\3045 Fy 13-23.amy
v

FIGURE 23




AFTER = 6 SPACES

AFTER = 11 SPACES

— 53’ LEGEND:
R U e
) DEDICATED ERT LANE
Jwres |3 & | vt o | o f 9 |¥|wwess] |wees|3)-8 | 1 | a1} v | B ]3] vames) — WIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBRE & ERT)
3’@&»‘*’5 PARGH;  TRAVEL LME KL GWE DT L T ooy WO e TAEL UM TRELUNE  ORTOKE ARG m BRI STOR
_ " _82) BIKE LANE
. : HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA
STRIPED AREA
" ON-STREET PARKING
) SHARROW LEGEND
TRAFFIC SIGNAL
- REQUIRES GUTTER MOMFICATION
. “:gVE BEFORE = 7 SPACES BEFORE = 8 SPACES BEFORE = 10 SPACES BEFORE = 10 SPACES To

AFTER = 10 SPACES AFTER = 10 SPACES "~ 13th AVE

MATCHLINE — SEE FIGURE 25

SRS

MATCHLINE — SEE FIGURE 27

BEFORE = 9 SPACES

AFTER = 7 SPACES

HOTES:
1. LEFT—TURN PROHIZTIONS FROM
INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD AT:

AFTER = & SPACES AFTER = 7 SPACES

FRINT IN CDLOR FDR
CLEAR VIEWING
4 .

James| 7.8 ) 0 L 10" ] 75 {varEs Sth AVENUE, 11th AVENUE AND é
ey Y2t AVENUE. 7 100 o 100 200
EXISTING (TYPICAL) " =100 GRAPHIC SCALE
—

fo

FEHR & DPEERS

IRAMSPONTAYIN CONFULTANTS
e 98 M0 0O

PRELIMINARY
FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS HAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- Bth AVENUE TO 12th AVENUE

Mwm\mmwmu-mmmmm

FIGURE 24



LEGEND:
AR G Moy CRossw

T DEDICATED BRT LANE

|vaes| & | 1n | ® L 1 1’ ‘[\mmesL vma g | a1 o 11 BN | & | vares]| — MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BRT)

SOEWALK,/ £ uEDAN TRAEL UNE  BRT PARIGNG  SIOEWALK/ SDENAK/ g £ RN ; BT spewx, BRT STOP
PAKNG  TRAEL LK Wi / SO NG TRAEL LAN WE TEL LWE BRTLME /
BIKE LANE
PROPQSED (A2-82)
HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA
STRIFED AREA
s — : _ ON-STREET PARKING
|wmes | & | 1z | w0 s | 8 | varEs .
i RROW
SENK/ pews  BAUTAR g Lk TRAm e BT e pag SOBIMKS Sein LEGEND
UROSCAL . LanCSTAPE TRAFFIC SIGNAL
PROPOSED (A3-B3)
REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
70 . BEFORE = 5 SPACES L BEFORE = 2 SPACES T
121h AVE AFTER = 4 SPACES AFTER = 7 SPACES 18th AVE

NOTES:

o
o~
w 1. LEFT-TURN PROHIBITIONS AT:
&- x 13th AVENUE AND 15th AVENUE.
. s .
i o
- i
L
Ll ‘
[=] v
o~ 1 50"
L
uwl
5 S _ l
i} .
= z =] = .
o g VARIES |, 18 [T 18’ JVARIES |,
@ MRGLTE e LWE RO UE ity
|
w ISTING {TYPI
-
par ]
I
2
< y; PRINT IN COLOR FOR
é CLEAR VIEWING
/
— BEEORE = 8 SPACES BEFORE = 3 SPACES TO 100 0 100 200
12th AVE AFTER = & SPACES 4 AFTER = 6 SPACES 18th AVE e T oTC SCALE

f - | PRELIMINARY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
FeoR & Preas FOR DISCUSSION ONLY INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 12th AVENUE TO 15th AVENUE
:ﬂm-m-m Oubiand, BATVCAT\Suting #etinga\bernwbanel Mg 24-Z7\1el Sbram(\29es My Zi-dry ‘ FIGURE 25 -~




| 1'.' |

| vares | V 3' :

] 1 | 1'1' | & | vames]

SOBENK/  PARKAG
ey laf”  TRAVEL LA R LG
PROP

TO BEFORE = 12 SPACES

PARGNG  SIDEVIALK/
BRT LAKE  TRAVEL LANE e [ nemade

A—

LEGEND:
RN
QTR

—i—

HIGH MISIBILTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

OEDICATED BRT LANE

MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBIE & BRT)
BRT STOP

GIKE LANE |

KARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIPED AREA

ON-STREET PARKING

SHARROW LEGEND

TRAFFIC SIGNAL

- REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
BEFORE = § SPACES TO

AFTER = 12 SPACES

< BEFORE = B SPACES

AFTER = 8 SPACE

AFTER = 10 SPACES $19th AVE

..-Jlg;';g“
LEFI'-WRNSE
[Ty] [14]
o [a]
%3] w
14 o
o ) >
Q o
[ w
t‘:‘;’ e ; ”‘%//’//).////// S S e e e g
Vm,y’,:fz//:////{a//// ‘ § e W/////A//////W//%/MW/% /M /////////
! WWW m "SR TR G Al | - LAY, v G B o R AT R i ST T (A AL A s 1 \
=T e ph PRI L T N LT R
LJ [}
8 I =
7 7
¥
o O
= : =
T <
= . =
iy | | i Gl i 0 R J74 i
10 BEFORE = 11 SPACES BEFORE = 12 SPACES BEFORE = B SPACES TO
151h AVE AFTER = 11 SPACES g AFTER = 12 SPACES K] AFTER = 11 SPAGES 19th AVE
PRINT IN COLOR FOR ~
NOTES: CLEAR VIEWING
e ; 1. LEFT-TURN PROHIBITIONS moiu 7
JvarEs| 18 A S N - S R | LVARIES], INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD A - 100 a 100 200
POITITNL g e e VLIROC 16th AVENUE. 17th AVENUE. D 18th ;
| BOSING (PPIGA) e "= ORAPRIC SCALE

f

Feur & PEeEms
T!Aliﬂg!l‘ll !I ;ﬂ!suLTINTS

FPRELIMINARY

FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 15th AVENUE TO 18th AVENUE

e IL X010 O
L)

2643 Ouciared INT\CAEN N\

ll.a-u\mmlua-u;q

FIGURE 26




HIGH VISIBILITY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

. DEDICATED BRT LANE

v — 1 MIXED FLOW AUTOMOBILE & BR
lVARESL 12 { 1Q l 13° L 1" I_ 18" LVHIESi VARIESl, 18" l. " l. 1 |. .t |. lVARIESl ED FLOW LANE {, it T)
BRT STOP
m TRAVEL LWE  TURM LOE  EAT LaE BAT LANE me e SOEKLG ool mem e BT WE BT UNE TURILME e L ek
BIKE LANE
EROPOSED (AZ-HZ) '
HAROSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA
STRIPED AREA
ON-STREET PARKING
SHARROW LEGEND
TRAFFIC SIGNAL
. REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
T0 BEFORE = 12 SPACES . BEFORE = 8 SPACES BEFORE = 8§ SPACES ) I (-]
18th AVE AFTER = 0 SPACES AFTER = 2 SPACE AFTER = 10 SPACES 19th AVE

oy
A[Ees

T AL
7 ,:///"A'/é,ﬁ
= %

T t-

2 :7/77/

i

MATCHLINE — SEE FIGURE 27

BEFORE = 11 SPACES

aEFonF. =12 SPACES

= e T
{é/ e T S
ik e

o YL ST N L Lo T ) w,

e
%/‘VMJIZ’Z’

(=]

3]

Lt

[

=]

o

[
el
s

|

w

4

|

£

2

<

=

BEFORE = B SPACES ‘

15th AVE AFTER = 4 SPACES 1

vARIES| 18’ | 12 I_ 20 18" | VARES)

RE TARE

AFTER = 4 SPACES

HNOTES:
1. LEFT-TURN PROHIBITIONS AT:
17th AVENUE AND 1Bth AVENUE.

2. REQUIRES A B-FOOT LANE SHIFT FOR
BRT THROLIGH SIGNALIZED INTERSECTICN
AT 16th AVENUE.

AFTER = 11 SPACES

PRINT {N COLOR FCR

CLEAR VIEWING
-~
-~
100 0 i00 200
. e
= 100 GRAPHIC SCALE

fp

Fenr & PrErs
TRANSPOATATION CONSY|TANTS

PRELIMINARY
FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
INTEHNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 15th AVENUE TO 18th AVENUE

Jen 90, ZOI9 DO
PRI WCOS\ WS- 240 Outbiiet BRTACAG \Nurtdeg. drwedenge’Jednrvuriiaas! Mg 2820\ 1nt Tommine\8ed Fy TH-34ey

FIGURE 26




LEGEND:

KIGH VISIBILTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

DEDICATED BRT LANE

AT

: — : - . . P . MIXED FLOW LENE (AUTOMOBILE & BR
fvames| & ] v | v ] o o |8 |vames) | varEs | 14 [T S ORI A W G | vARES ¢ &
BRT STOP
SN/ PG wm e e Lwe  BRTLNE T uwe PR STEMLG ool mem e N mTueE BT LNE AL e SO
BIKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS

LANDSCAPED AREA
AN STRIPED AREA
; : b e ON-STREET PARKING
VARKES |, 16" | IR A T S A S A P | VARIES 16 | R L R - ! j, VARIES |, a
i J } | > SHARROW LEGEND
SCEWAK/ L e B LNE  BRT LNE  gine,  TRAELUNE  SUEWALK/ SOEKALKS e LM B LWE  OAT NE WEDKW  TRAVEL L SDEMLK/
LARDSCAPE STATION LANDISCAPE LANDSCAPE Lnaseapt 4, TRAFFIC SIGNAL
BROPOIED (43-B31 BROPOSED (A4=f4)
. REQUIRES GUTTER MOIFCATION
10 BEFORE = 12 SPACES BEFORE = 12 SPACES BEFORE = 13 SPACES . Ta
181h AVE AFTER = 12 SPACES AFTER = 16 SPACES AFTER = 0 SPACES 22nd AVE

MATCHLINE - SEE FIGURE 28

MATCHLINE — SEE FIGURE 30

T e s
T e | e A e
TR EDR A AT SR phieds "‘“W"?'”‘.’-‘m = g B iy o SN
o ) NTERNATIONAE 3!
Flme o 31 ~ 1 EE e o ;
TQ BEFORE = 13 SPACES BEFORE = 11 SPACES Q
18th AVE AFTER = 13 SPACES 1 AFTER m 11 SPACES 1 AFTER = 0 SPACES 22nd AVE
NOTES: PRINT IN COLOR FOR
CLEAR VIEWING
‘ . 1, LEFT~TURN PROHIBITIONS AT: $/

VAR 18 12' i 19th AVENUE, 20th AVENUE
EVARIES]| | L S N - 16 J_VMES AND 218t AVENUE. -~ 100 0 100 200

PRSI e Lt e we  TPHELPROG . v -

EXISTING_(TYPICAL) 17 =100 GRAPHIC SCALE

f

Feun & Premrs

PRELIMINARY

FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND

RS NSPONTATION CON§yITANTS INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 18th AVENUE TO 21st AVENUE
dn G0 2019 00 N FIGURE 27
' PROLRTTEY WO WOOS 3048 Cupteiniond -ﬂ:mﬁ mm‘ H\I. Tadralztat\ 244 My —Jdaey




12"

[wum:s

10 | 1 | vamies |
SDERALK/ SOENLY/
Dhbscpe  TAELUAE TURN LE BT LNE BRI Lk TRAVEL LANE

VARIES | 186" L v ] v | o6 f 127 |vmes)
. SoReuK,
SOCU] TRMEL LN WULWE BT LME  TURN LME TRMEL Lawe omet

A t‘\,'f—fﬁ }\“D%ﬁ'#gg g&%‘-"
R DEDICATED BRT LANE
—_— ——

MDED FLOW LANE {AUTOMOBILE & BART)
BRT STOP

BIKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANCSCARED AREA

STRIPED AREA
= ‘ — — ON-STREET PARKING
RN = - S A L L W C R A ¥ GO N GO A W ;1Y vaRES | 15 | vt | ow | e ) s | vaRies
7 7 SHARROW LEGEND
SIDEWALK/  PARKING TRAVEL PARKING  SIDEWALK, S0 BRT SIDEwALK,S
v A £omwe  mwe W TS AR Wﬁ"‘.s”cﬁ TROEL LWE  BRTUNE BT LNE g TReR Lwe TR I
PROPOSED (A3~B3)
. AEQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
T0 BEFQRE = 5 SPACES BEFORE = 21 SPACES BEFORE = 11 SPACES
21st AVE AFTER m 0 SPACES AFTER = 13 SPACES AFTER = & SPACES mzﬂmz
TR -
I~ [+4]
o™ o
Ll
y &
a 3
L —— S p A, o
i s s L. e e e s e £
e e e T T e T =T s Il
| E ey ey e . = T A A e T | PR A TR AL TR Z .~ S ST,
g |3 g g | e e AR = h T S AR |
z 2 & z
3 H P G | =
I 1 i L %
= - 4T St 3 -1 e
T ¥ : GlLE 7 2
= [ S 3 -
—- . ‘N i ! ‘ .
N ; . . !:
cidbe — MF gE iy 2 N
BEFORE = 15 SPACES BEFORE = 10 SPACES 10
AFTER = 7 GPACES AFTER = 7 SPACES f 25Th AVE
3. LEFT-TURN PROHIBITIONS AT:
MUNSON WAY AND MILLER AVENUE. PR"éT " {:VoléwclRNGFDR
2. LEFT—TURN PROHIBITION FROM INTERNATIONAL ‘$/
BOULEVARD AT: Z3rd AVENUE - 100 a 100 200
2. REQUIRES A 6-FOOT LANE SHET FOR 5
BRT THROUGH SIGNAUZED INTERSECTION =100 GRAPHIC SCALE
AT 22nd AVENUE

Fenr & PEERS

TAANSPOATATION CONSULTARTS
e T MO 0O
L)

PRELIMINARY

-‘FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND

'INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 21st AVENUE TO MILLER AVENUE

OO~ 3043 Oukiivel IT\CAD\Sriing drwwtnge\dsternationsl Fig 28-38\t el Suheuru'\ B0 My 28-3doey

FIGURE 28



[ L 15" | vamies |
ew w SDEWALK/
SOOI TWELNE gD BRTUNE  BRTLWE  TRWELLME  onenl)

B' | o

| varies | LN L & | vamiEs |
SDEWAL/  PARKING PARKIG  SIDSHALK/
LUDSTIFE  LME Lig BRTLME  BRTLME  TRNEL LME “iup (s
PROPOSED {(A2-02}
50"

LEGEND;
BRI
(R

HIGH VISIBIUTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

DEDICATED BRT LANE

MIXED FLOW LANE (ALTOMOBILE & BRT)

BRT STOP

BIKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIPED AREA

| VARIES], 18 o122t | 18 YARIES
i TS AL TeEL e TMAVEERIK
EXISTING (TYPICAL)

NOTES:
1. LEFT-TURN PROHIBITIONS AT:

24th AVENUE, 25th AVENUE AND
26th AVENUE,

2. REQUIRES A 6~FOOT LANE SHIFT FOR
BRT THROUGH SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION

AT 27th AVENUE.

fé/

. — ' . . ; d penow ON--STREET PARKING
N 7. =-15 R S N - G NN & LU RO & G M [ | varues | | varis | 8 T T 12 | variEs ‘
SBHLY e UME TURN LWE BRT LWE BT LANE TRavEL Lkt 0B/ SO/ ’ SOERALK/ 3 SHARROW LEGEND
LABSEAPE UL LWE  BRTLME  OF LWE TN L TRAVEL W
UNDSOWE . LDSE a)) TRAFFIG SIGNAL
PROPOSED {A3—B3) PROPOSED (A4—B4)
! . REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
T0 BEFCRE = 3 SPACES BEFORE = 20 SPACES BEFORE = 4 SPACES TG
MILLER AVE AFTER = 3 SPACES AFTER = 15 SPACES AFTER = 0 SPACES MITCHELL 8T
+
5
o ;
g % o
5
Ll sa]} [
g \ 2 i
<) Vo, T Boredieme TS et b S o
e e T «-'.‘g?% f; [
wl T S i = .
w R LT T, MHEALEALL T ettt ] I}
w R, 25 e t
i B o o G P T |
ik i TS X
(") Lt
= P -
| =
z ’
L g
= =
AU . 5y
0 BEFORE = § SPACES BEFORE = 12 SPACES
MILLER AVE AFTER = 2 SPACES AFTER = 15 SPACES AFTER = 4 SPACES 20th AVE

PRINT IN COLDR FOR
CLEAR VIEWING

100 0
1" =100

100
GRAPHIC SCALE

200

Frur & Prens

TRAMSPORTATLON CONSU|TANTS

PRELIMINARY

FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- MILLER AVENUE TO 27th AVENUE

dry 8, 210 00
HApEETS, Weos)

WSS ekt RTVGAT M, drvsiegs\iarariionol Mg 29~ 01 Sl 2645 Uy -3y

.. __FIGURE23 . __ __ _



| vamies | 15 | 1 | e

9 | 15" | vagies |

SDEVALK/
LA EARE TRAVEL LAE BRT LANE BRI LANE

| varees | 15 L 9 | 1w | o 15’ VARIESL

SDERALL/ BAT ’ S0EAALY/
emeore TR LA stann BT LUNE  BRTLNE  TROMEL LM [ nectd

SEE FIGURE 31

AFTER = 0 SPACES

LEGEND:
[T
AT

— e —

= P P o o ON-STREET PARKING
| varigs | 16" [T ) | 100 ] 120 jwsses] |waes| 8 | 1 L o | s Lot Lo |8 | vaes
J v SHARROW LEGEND
Lﬁm TRAVEL LANE BAT UKE  BAF LAWE  TURN LAME  TRAVEL LANE azm'; | UMK/ PR fom LNE GRTLWE  WEDWN BT UNE AL LAE Thige SootAK/ . fe SIONAL
PROPOSED (A3-B3) EROPOSED (A4-B4)
. REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
TO BEFORE = 6 SPACES 4 BEFCRE = 9 SPACES ) BEFORE = 15 SPACES L BEFORE = 6 SPACES 0"
2Tth AVE

HIGH MISIBIUTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

DEDICATED BRY LANE

MIXED FLOW LAME {AUTCMOSILE & BRT)
BRT STOP

BIKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIPED AREA

AFTER = 0 SPACES -

PR o

=

s
k=,

A SRS,

= 5 _rl"

e ST iy

T
e

AFTER = 1 SPACES

Zri

AFTER = 6 SPACES  31st AVE

SEE FIGURE 33

| b =5 = 3] | N |
" B AL A5 VRN R e |5 L T “__"ﬁ.i_-?' Lt
3 VD~ Ry E %‘?ﬁ{'ﬁ 3
7 I
g R Bkl o
< o g <
= i % ” =
! B W% b e R ’ ; . ol a .
BEFQRE = 0 SPACES BEFORE = 0 SPACES BEFORE = 7 SPACES
26th AVE AFTER = 0 SPACES 1 AFTER = 3 SPACES d AFTER = 7 SPACES | 10
ROTES: 3131 AVE
1. LEFT-TURN PROHIBITIONS AT: PRINT IN COLOR FOR
MITCHELL STREET, 28th AVENUE CLEAR VIEWING
_ . 30th AVENUE AND DERSY -~
VARIES) 18 L 12 L 12| 18’ |vARES| AVENUE. /‘é :
nm&':m O LA TWAEL LUE m.fmr:_m 2. SREEL{lﬁsguﬁéHG;FOOY L.g;El SHJFTEE?%N 10&__-_ 9 100 290
" BOSTING (TYPigal) ST, THROUGH SIGNALIZED (NTERS 1" = 100 GRAPHIC SCALE
. : BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR QAKLAND
FE‘:‘ R. SE EEE}}S: FOR DiSCUSSION ONLY INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 27th AVENUE TO DERBY AVENUE
dun 08 2010 DO

WCDG—24T Dabbend BTLCAD\Wuridrg g,

FIGURE 30



Lvmlss 16' | ¢ 1 a1 |

|_&

SDEWALK/
LANDSCAPE

T lvgl

8RT PARKING  SIDEWALK,
ol BUWE BT LN Ui TReE g P A

LANDSCAPE

|wars ) & 1‘ 0 37

(TS La' VARLES_],

AN LANDSCAPE

SDEWALK/  PARKING PARKING  SIDEMALK/
L TRAVEL LA BRTLANE  BRT LWNE  TURN LANE TRAVEL LANE

PROPOSED (A3-B83)

BEFORE = 5 SPACES

(N HIGH VISIBILITY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

R
TGN DEDICATED BRT LANE

. ; ' MDED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BRT
vares| 15 ] 1o | v L o e} o | [vmgl ( !
SOEAS/ e LE TURNM LANE BRT UWE  BRT LE  MEDWN TRAEL LNE PRKING SOEvaut/ BRT sre
LANDSCAPE LANE  LANDSCAPE
BIKE LANE
72 5 HARDSCARE FOR PEDESTRIANS

LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIPED AREA ~

GN-STREET PARKING

SHARROW LEGEND

- TRAFFIC SIGNAL

REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATICN

Jvares |- & ) o L v ) a2 b v ) v ) vemes)
Soowk/ PG mr we BT GE VDM BRTLNE TR U (i SOBMK/
PROPQSED (A4-B4)

BEFORE = 17 SPACES

AFTER = § SPACES

AFTER = 17 SPACES ( a5th AVE

Q o
M La}
(RN ) ul
[+ o
> )
@ o
[T [T
jin ) [¥1)
L Cer s FhoTast @
| i B3 g W S AR 1
J [N
= =
7 2
3] )
2 by
= =
10 BEFORE = 3 SPACES BEFORE ciasPACEs e T ““BEFORE = 15 SPACES
DERBY AVE  AFTER = 0 SPACES 1 AFTER = 0 SPACES AFTER = 13 SPACES T AFTER = 7 SPACES a5th AVE
) 72
’ “ NOTES: ' PRINT IN COLOR FOR
CLEAR VIEWING
| = 1. LEFT-TURN PHOHIBITIONS AT: N |
lwmes; 200 | 10t ) 10" | | 20 jwRis) i AVENUE A
FARRG /TN rmm:uncm:m ey — . ’ ’ ‘C’OL a 100 200
Ling " e 2. ARECONSTRUCT WEDIAN BETWEEN : 5 . "
EXISTING {TYPICALY . 33rd AVENUE ANO 35th AVENUE : ¥ =100 . GRAPHIC SCALE
& BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR QAKLAND
FeHR & PEERS FOR DISCUSSION. ONLY INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- DERBY AVENUE TO 34th AVENUE
b L T @ FIGURE 31
APRGNTTY, _VCON WO 2043 Oustond BRTNZAD\Markhg o'y g 20~ o g TE-3hatwy




VARES |

| & |waes)

SOEWALK/

LANGSCAPE TRAEL UME  TURN LANE

BRT LANE

BRT LAME

PARKING  SDEWALK/

TRAVEL LME " anpScart

wAEs | @ ik

L!A_HEEL

SOEWALX/  PARKING
e TRAVEL LAKE

LANDSCAPE

BRT LAKE

BT UNE  TURN LANE TRAVEL LANE

PARKNG SOEWALK/
LME  LANDSCAPE

| A A T O S [vares] |wmesl 15 L ww | v | o Lo 15" Lveaes |
uumnsmm FIRET TRAEL WE BRTUSE  JEDUN BRTLWE TRMEL LWE lags SOOWLKL SOBMMK/  meg e veas  BRUME BRT LG U e e uee SDOHAK
PROPOSED (A3-B3} PROPQSFD (A4-P4)
10 BEFORE = @ SPACES BEFORE = 4 SPACES BEFORE = 12 SPACES

AFTER = 9 SPACES

MATCHUINE — SEE FIGURE 31

AFTER = 4 SPACES

Tl
BEFORE = 6 SPACES

BEFORE = 7 SPACES

HIGH VISIBUTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BaR

DEDICATED BRT LANE

WIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BRT)
BRT STop

BIKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIPED AREA

ON-STREET PARWING

SHARROW LEGEND

TRAFFIC SIGHAL

REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
BEFODRE = § SPACES TG

AFTER = 14 SPACES

AFTER = 5 SPACES

it
/"t"é‘"
SR

?2\ aer /// . pieier
I

T
BEORE 5 SPACES

AFTER = 6 SPACES

VARIES| 20 | L S A B

FRRGITNL T, LA AN LN TRAEL LV

EXISTING (TYPICAL)

AFTER = & SPACES

1 AFTER = 5 SPACES

" NOTES:

1. LEFT-TURN PROHIBITIONS AT:
J6th AVENUE AND 37th AVENUE

2]
M
|51
24
)
(&)
v
////j// B u
37//4//" 77 =
e e I
AT b «M/M%’é&. @
: eSS |
[*¥)
=z
S
5
]
=
"BEFORE « 10 SPACES _ " BEFORE = 7 SPACES T0
1 AFTER = 2 SPACES 1 AFTER = & SPACES gk ANE
L]
PRINT IN COLOR FOR
CLEAR MIEWING
-
160 g 100 200
e — )

17 =160 GRAPHIC SCALE

FeHr & PEERS

TALNSPQETATIOR COHNFULTANTS

PRELIMINARY

FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND

INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 34th AVENUE TO 38th AVENUE

W TX, M0 O

D0 Ot DTCMA WA Srvarga \Anstn FY 28-JEAT Suenkia 48 My 20-Mdwy

FIGURE a2



vaRies L 16" | ¢ | v} v | e | g

TRAVEL LANE

| vames |

SOEWAK/
LANDSCAPE

LvmlmLa'J_ 12' I, 16 | 1 12

R

—_— ——

SIDEWALK/  PARKING PARIGNG - SDEWALK/
e UNE TRAVEL LWNE BRT LAME  MEDUN  BRTLANE TRAEL LWE L mbschic
72'

| 8 | vaies lvames| & | v |le Ll n | o1 | o 15 | vasigs |
SDEMALY/  PARKIG PARKIG SOEWALL/  PARKING SDERALK/
RCLK[ PRGC RAT e TURYLGE BT LNE BT LNE TR WE Thoeo SDEULG BIEIES P mem i umon o LNE T WNE TURN LeE TR L Dl
PROPOSED (AZ-B3) PROPOSED (A4—B4} .
T0 BEFCORE = 10 SPACES BEFORE = 7 SPACES BEFORE = 4 SPACES
28th AVE AFTER = 10 SPACES

' tePTTUmS ) 3
 EaA) |

e

= ey i )
I A AR
R e T
ighcs Shuirhn R TR 5 H

AFTER = B SPACES

pema BTV

N H

T Y R

A

SAE et G E
e e AT g e e

DL Mk o]

1

e AR il
.BEFORE = 8 SPACES

AFTER = 4 SPACES

PPt

R TE ST :
e e e

St 71

T ENTIATY.

Ly RGN -

oo .&T"' »
BEFORE = 8 SPACES

HIGH VISIBILUTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

GEQICATED BRT LANE

MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BRT)
BRT STOP

BIKE, LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIPED AREA

ON-STREET PARKING

SHARROW LEGEND

TRAFFIC SIGNAL

REQUIRES GUTTER MWODIFICATION
BEFORE = 4 SPACES T0
AFTER = §t SPACES " HWGH ST

| g | oy O
V) DT PR,

NN

MATCHLINE — SEE FIGURE 36

AFTER o 8 SPACES

HOTES;

AFTER = 8 SPACES {

AFTER = 4 SPACES

PRINT IN COLOR FOR

. Ewil
. 1. F-;’E;T—%RN PRUHIBITIOVNES AET: - CLEAR WIBWING
0 y : . g th AVENUE, NU
JUARIES), 18 NS N P 28 A o 18 JURES] AND 418t .‘\El-:N‘Lll:‘é.h A g 100 0 109 200
. PROETIAN. Ry e TIREE UWE TRV LaE  TVE/PARSE h 5
l - EXISTING_(TYPICAL) . 1 = 100 GRAPHIC SCALE
& l BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
FEP.{ R; SE EElEr.FerE FOR DISCUSSION ONLY INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 38th AVENUE TO 42nd AVENUE
o FIGURE 33
LTI OO\ MCOS— 2043 Oastand BIT\CAT\Wasiing g’ g 2-\a g -3leey




1z LEGEND:
= ENENEER Wi AOuanice sop aar

EFTROET]  DEDICATED 8RT LANE

MIXED FLOW LANE {AUTOMOBILE & BRT)

wries) 18 I_ woLw ] | e |vames | fvsmes) 16 | 9 | o it L 1e | e’ J_ww[

SIOEWALK/
LANDSCAPE

BRT STOP
SDEWALY/  SIDEWALK/ BRT SIDERALK/
TRAEL LOE  TURN LMME BT INE  BRT LME  guno TMELLME  Dlheoarr  Lumsore  TRAELLWE UL BT LNE  BRT LOE TURN LUME TRAEL Lee SR

PROFOSED (A1-B1) . PROPQSED (A2-B2)

" BIKE LANE

VARDESCAPT FOR PERESTRSNS

LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIPED AREA
ON-STREET PARKING

VARIB a' 31 L 11’ 12' ol oar | o LVARHL

SHARROW LEGEND
SIDEAMLK/  PARKING FARKING  SIDEWALK/
fh TRAEL LAME  BRT LINE MEDWN BRT LANE  TRAVEL LANE LWE  LANCSCAPE

LaDSAPE TRAFFIC SIGNAL
PROPOSED (A3-B3) .
REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
To ) BEFORE = 7 SPACES ) BEFORE = 12 SPACES ‘ T
42nd AVE AFTER = O SPACES AFTER = 12 SPACES 461 AVENUE

EIRTEAE e SR It i ] s m.'u —— P A e e Tl
EeaxaTnxe E A o TR AT ki S e T
Terr e e e N e

. 2 o o 22 ‘a‘{/-‘-’

gz%%/%f
: iz Bz

o Tt

e T i 3

s
e e

MATCHLINE — SEE FIGURE 35
MATCHLINE- — SEE FIGURE 37 .

T g

BEFORE = 5 SPACES T
AFTER = 3 SPACES AFTER = 8 SPACES i : 47TH AVENUE
HNOTES; ’ PRINT IN COLOR FOR
. CLEAR MEWING
1T RO T e A -
: 100 0 100 200
1" =100 . GRAPHIC SCALE
BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
FEHR & PEERS FOR DISCUSSION ONLY INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 42nd AVENUE TO 45th AVENUE

Jan 08, 9 20
! WOSE~IHE Cubdnd BETAGAT\Wurbing. o'y LT 2 Y \I45 Mg T0-Jdawy ) ] . FIGURE 34




TEERENR S ViSmuTY crosswc
: : 4 . . : T DEBICATED BRT LANE
was| # | 17 | 10 L 1w b o | 12 | & Lees J.l&ES[ ) 15 Lg L v | ar J p L 16 I.V-LHIE_L — —— MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBIE & BRT)

BRT STOP
Sbow/  PARKNG PARKNG SDEWAK/  SDEWALK/ BRT 5
Solwix/ PR [ LOE TURY WNE BT LWE BT UNE  TRWEL WHE FAaee SOCMUKL MUY mem e wows ok BT (DL eduee ooty SKE LNE
727’ HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS

LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIPED AREA

lvames | & | 12 1 o1 | 1o |t | 12t | o8t | vames wees| 8} 1z ] ont | & ] ot | b3 18 | vames
oo PES M Lo BRT UM WD B LNE TROVEL LE U et LiChAK] PANEC  TRweL e BRT LWE WEaN BT URE T Lo T g PR SOBMLK/

QN-STREET PARKHNG

SHARROW LEGEND
TRAFFIC SIGNAL

BROPOSED (AJ--53) ‘ BROPQSED (A4_P4#}
” ) - REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
o BEFORE = 17 SPACES DEFORE = 3 SPACES ) BEFORE = 11 SPACES ) BEFORE = & SPACES , BEFORE = 8 SPACES 0
45th AVE AFTER = 17 SPACES AFTER = 3 SPACES ~ AFTER = 7 SPACES AFTER = 5 SPACES AFTER = 4 SPACES 51st AVE
w o
" ~
W w
& i
o | =2
o Q
[ - [
w B \\:\h S e Ty, AT - = g = E )
[} ;| TR AT i EEEeR AT T Y e B ]
7] T S St AXE LI S sy e S AR e PR ey ] AT
B e R P TRERINE e B R R L § 3 ne e
; i hpa AR e T e P T e : P
W = — - T W
= =
- 7
o I8}
= g
= =
;JE'-_—: X LT miy J s [T . e . 3 Cas ¥
BEFORE = 10 SPALES BEFDRE = B SPACES BEFORE = 5 SPACES BEFDRE = 6 SPACES 10
45th AVE "AFTER = 12 SPACES AFTER = B SPACES i AFTER = b SPACES i AFTER = 3 SPACES I AFTER = 6 SPACES 518t AVE
: PRINT IN COLOR FOR
NOTES: CLEAR VIEWING
1. LEFT-TURN PROHIBTIONS AT: ﬁl
: . : 0 g 47th AVENUE, 48th AVENUE AND
LvaRIES |, 18 ] 1t | e .L i 18 [varnEs| ) +3th AVENUE - 100 0 100 200
Pmlf'ﬂm TRAVEL LI TURNISS LAKE TRAVEL LANE WWMD w
EXISTING (TYPICAL) . . : 1" = 100 GRAPRIC SCALE
FP ND
FEHR & PEIRS FOR DISCUSSION ONLY _ BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLA
IxAmgH A [ ] N TAWY.

INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 45th AVENUE TO 50th AVENUE

WCOR-240 o ETACAD\)Saridng drvainge’ Fig ST\ la f\ Bty FIGURE 35

dun PG XHO 00
LA




T S N A - 6 M - A U A A T+ J- 12 | & | vames | varies |, 8 | 122 | 10t | [a'ﬁ[ Ls"l, 12 | & | vames
OS] PR WALy 6T LeE U urm@hw:mwprM SUEALK/ FARKING ) Lan TURN LANE, ORT LANE WEDU B7 LIAE WEDWAN TRAVEL e AN SOEMALK/

[ o STy CRoSswaLK

TR DEDICATED BRT LANE

MIXKED FLOW LANE {AUTCMDBILE & BRT)

8RT ST0P
BIKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA

1

STRIPED AREA
' i - ' ‘ s d Puoic ON~STREET PARKING
|wmes |6 [ 18 | s |1 be | v | g | 14 |4 [vares] VARES | 14 l+] 11t ] w8 || 14  |wres 3
) o YARES | ) ! ’ SHARROW LEGEND

SDBMLK/ BULE- 2R BRT BULS- SEEVAK/  SHEWAI/ BKE SDERALK/

eDSCAE  Ou1 TPAVEL WE con BRTUNE MEDAN ERTLAE ouno, TRMEL LARE Coor poncl poreder  TOMEL LWNE MEDUN BT LME  BRTLAE o) MEDWN TRAVELLWE oo nt

. 4] TRAFFIC SIGNAL
PROPOSED (A3-B83) EROPQSED (Ad4_B4) .
. * REQUIRES GUTTER MQDIFICATION
TG y BEFORE = 7 SPACES , AEFQRE = 13 SPACES " BEFORE = 15 SPACES 10
S0tk AVE AFTER = 6 GPACES " AFTER = 14 SPACES AFTER = 10 SPACES 55th AVE

BICYCLEAND 7|
PEDESTRIAN

[ s

" " BEFORE = & SPACES

r~ el o .
- ]
o Sl w
o d 4
= =]
o ]
i - [ &
i S e s S e e
@ TR TS SN o T

Yo R A A P Ry repeni 7 ¢ T NI AR T A L
| T A AT RTNEINRI

um-— T v e A
w B w
2 : 7 z
o 59 wig 5
= i . o =
< REMOVE{TRAFHC " <
= . H SIGNALZH - :

e B ROMIBITIALLY,

3

BEFORE = & SPACES o
AFTER = § SPACES AFTER = 7 SPACES AFTER =3 SPACES 55th AVE
NOTES: PRINT IN COLOR FOR
CLEAR VIEWING
4. LEFT-TURN PRCHIBITKONS AT: ﬁ/
515t AVENUE AND 53rd AVENUE. . -~
B 2" ' e
INTERNAT A o0
INTERRATIONA 1" =100 GRAPHIC SCALE
BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
MET&E FOR DISCUSSION ONLY INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 50th AVENUE TO S4th AVENUE
:c ™, it po ettt P ~ FIGURE 25




HIGH VISIBILTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BaR

\\\\\\x\\\\\m DEDICATED BRT LANE

. = V- . : — — . . — —_— - MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BR
waes| 5] 100 | oe 1 o |y | 15 | B | varies wwaes| & |5 | 100 ] o1 L o9 | 10 5] 8 |umes ¢ & BAT)
BAT STOP
SOEwALK/ BIKE BKE TRAVEL LeE/ PARKING  SIOEWALK/ SDEWALK/  PARKING BKE BE mmc SDEWALK /
UWISCAFE Lae TV UWE gy g BT LANE BT LANE SHARROW LNE LAWDSCHPE  LANDSTAE  Lwe L T WHE BRTLAE BRTLAE TRAVEL LMNE |, LIRDSCAPE BIKE LANE
PROPOSED (AZ-52)
HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA
y : STRIPED AREA
; — ON-STREET PARKING
waesf 60 | g2 1 1 Lo | o L o |8 | wames]
7 7 7 SHARROW LEGEND
SOBULK/  BIXKE BIKE  SDEWALK/
TRAVEL AL BRI LAE BAT URiE TURN LANE  TRM/EL UANE
LRQSNPE  LANE LANE  LANDSCAPE TRAFFIC SIGNAL
PROPQSED (A3-B3)
. REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
10 ) BEFORE = 8 SPACES ) BEFORE = 11 SPACES ) BEFORE = 18 SPACES . )
54th AVE ‘ AFTER = 8 SPACES AFTER = B SPACES AFTER = O SPACES SEMINARY AVE

o o
el <+
L w
o= [
= =
3 3
[F [
o TR b N \ T T ?’ R e o
© ”"\ AETITO NN AN ) ST -ar:_‘ Lo | ISR BT \u\m\\&“\{\‘{“\\“}\‘{‘\‘}@“‘}}%“““'\}}‘_\“@\g »
[ z s S C¥ “'*"ﬂr -ﬂﬁ NI T 1
L [}
z z
= 3
i T
2 =
§ <
=
T© ) el ) “HEFORE = 31 SPACES T ) ~BEFORE = 15 SPACES

5ath AVE AFTER = 6 SPACES . 7 ~ AFTER = b SPACES

NOTES: PRINT IN COLOR FOR
CLEAR MIEWING
1. LEFT-TURN PROMIBITIONS AT: N
|vamES] 175 | | U L v ) 175 [vaRiEs) SN AVENUE - 100 0 100 200
Ay — " 2. BICYCLE LEFT-TURN ONLY FROM ,
LinE L - INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD TO - _ .
EXISTING (TYPICA) INTERNATIONA 1 = 100 GRAPHIC SCALE
) ( : BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
Feir & PEERS FOR DISCUSSION ONLY INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 54th AVENUE TO 57th AVENUE
:‘ " IHe

Gl
WOO0U 240 Cabdarat BRTACAY\arkdeg drwminge\jnbermasonst fig 37—i8\Iot BLInTIR\TI4S Mg Xetd g FIGURE a7




| umies | 14 ] 11 1 10

[vnmg'['

HIGH VISIBIUTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

DEDICATED BRT LANE

lvwmhl_ 1’ ’ 10° l n it

| g L'l g VAEJ,

SDERMK/  BuE m FARKING §
UMY DT WL LAE RN LOE BT LGE  OR LWE  TRMEL LM ARG SEEWAK/

" , " , . — — —e—  MXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BN
| o | | vares | 14 boe 1w ] ow |ore |1 |4 vares) ¢ 7
; BRT STOP .
SO, TRrLan AN LN BRTLNE e uwe R TACLLAES SIOW o SOWL  TRAEL MG BRE meriee e e AN D TRe uwg G SIOAE
OSCAE . el SHARRD) BIKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS

’L 8 Ls' 10 L " 1 10

LANDSCAPED AREA

ON--STREET PARKING

| w ' LVARIE'L

SHARROW LEGEND

NN smrep area )
&

tSDEWAK/ PARKNG BYE pep (uME  BRTLAME  BNT LME  TURN LANE TREL Lang BIE SDXWALK/
LANOSCIPE  LWNDSCAE  LANE  LINE LAEY LANDSCAPE TRAFFIG SICNAL .
PROPQOSED {AS-B3) PROFOSED (A$-84)
REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
10 BEFORE = 12 SPACES . BEFORE = 12 SPACES ) BEFORE = 12 SPACES ©
57th AVE AFTER = 8 SPACES AFTER = B SPACES AFTER = 6 SPACES B84th AVE

‘\\\\\\\m\\\\m
AR \m\\m\\\\\\\x\

[=2]
=
Ll
&
5
)
[t
i
uw
i
|
W
z
-
T
2
<
=

AFTER = 0 SPACES

57 e - '
BEFORE = 6 SPACES

| VARES] 17.5" l | T O & A

17.5 JVaRIES

BEFORE = 4 SPACES BEFORE = 8 SPACES
AFTER = b SPACES

\L_ “!“&\\\\\\\\\\'\‘;‘\\\\\\h\\\\\\i\k\\?\‘

SEE FIGURE 41

T ‘“ \\\\\\\\\\m\\\\\\\u\\\m

MATCHLINE —

BEFORE = § SPACES BEFORE = 7 SPACES 1o

AFTER = 8 SPACES

1. LEFT-TURM FROHIBMIONS AT:

SBih AVENUE, §0th AVENUE,
Giat AVENUZ AND B3rgd AVENUE

AFTER = 0 SPACES 1 AFTER = & SPACES 54th AVE
PRINT IN COLOR FOR
CLEAR WIEWING

A

- 100 Q Q0 200
PRODG/TRAEL  rpp LuE TUDED LD TRAVEL Lae  TOVEL/PARGKG .
- EXISTING (TYPICAL) e B EEATON o1 MOMES on 258, = 300 TORAPHIC SCALE
BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
EEHR & PEERS FOR DISCUSSION ONLY INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 57th AVENUE TO 63rd AVENUE
PR, MOLSAYOES- 343 Oeame wTCavmaning A g ST g ey

FIGURE 36




is | 5] &

| vamies | & I

SREIARS
LANCSCAPE

| VAREL

PARAING WAL BIKE  FARANG SLEEMR
WHE . Une TOVEL LNE AT UWE  BRT LNE TRMEL WE Do T SRR

Lmlss[ 13 '[ o' L 1 [ | e ’L 13 | vamEs |

SDEUK/  TRAVEL LiE/ TRAVEL LNE/  SDEMAK/
LAHCSCAPE TURK LONE BT LAKE AT WRE TURN LE e oo™ Cutsoart

Lvares| & | 1o I,a‘ " 1 | g [ 10° ,‘m@

BEFORE = 0 SPACES

“‘\\\‘S \\\» = T
PR ot E r—n=='.

Tkt IO mm
e Nﬁ\\\\.\\\\\\\&\“\\&\\\\\‘\\\\‘!\\\\\.\\".\A\\‘\\‘\\\' \\‘\
Y \)‘&\\\\l‘\“\\“\(\u\\\\\\‘h\\ \‘\\'\\\\\1\\
ok TTNRGER | LTI ST

W
TR, u\\\.\m\m\x\a\w\\\m
_\\\\\\\\‘“\\'\\\.“.\‘.‘\\\\\\N R \'\\'\\\‘\!"\’-\h\\\.ﬁ\&‘k
AT

MATCHLINE — SEE FIGURE 40

BEFORE = 11 SPACES

o COLMMKE BE mom e MW BRI LGE BT UNE  WED TRGEL Le T SOMLK/
PROPOSED (A%-B3) PROPOSFR) (A4—PB4)
10 BEFORE m 4 SPACES ) BEFORE = 8 SPACES N
62nd AVE AFTER = 6 SPACES AFTER = 5 SPACES

HIGH VISIBILTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

TR DEDICATED BRT LANE

e g MXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BRT)

BRT ToR

BIKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIPED AREA

ON-STREET PARKING
SHARROW LEGEND

TRAFFIC SIGNAL

REQUIRES GUTTER MOBIFICATION
BEFORE = 4 SPACES T0

AFTER = 0 SPACES

AFTER = 4 SPACES 67th AVE

. :&é \..::\e.m\rmw
“}‘}‘\%.\.\\Rk
EEZB

SEE' FIGURE 42

MATCHLINE —

O " BEFORE = 0 SPACES BEFORE &= 24 SPACES
63rd AVE AFTER = 11 SPACES i AFTER = 0 SPACES i AFTER = 17 SPACES
v
CLEAR VIEWING
o - b 1. LEFT-TURN PROH!BITIONS AT: ‘S/
i . v B4th AVENUE ARD B5th AVENUE. -
VARIES|, 17.5 | 1 17.5 | vaRIES]
L N eya— 2, 4-FOOT BIKE LANES REDUIRE GUTTER 100 9 00 .20
UNE " . [ MODIFKCATION TO 12 INCHES OR LESS. 1* =100 GRAPHIC SCALE

7

FEur & PEERS
15.!!!'&!7!7[!" ;QNS!}(T!HTS

PRELIMINARY

FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND

INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD 63rd AVENUE TO HAVENSCOURT BOULEVARD

dt 9, 209 DO
MAPRLECTEN_ WO\ RO 304 Ouamt BT\CAT\Westdny drvwings Unfamationdtl My 37—\ 1ot bt 2440 My X4ty

FIGLIRE39



lvames | @ ’L'{ 10° 7. 1 J, n' | e -[5'[ 8 VREJ

massl,tfl w ] e | 11‘ | & |

ENEEEEE G avance stop oa

TG DEDICATED BRT LANE

—_— - MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BRAT)

10 L' | varies |,

BRT STOP
SORMAK/  PARIONG  BIKE BXE  PARKNG SIDEWALK/ SIDEWALK/  BIKE BKE SIDEWALX/
MSE UNE Dop TWEL LWE BT LNWE BT LWE TRVEL LUVE [ap LMD LODRONE  LMNROAE Laes TVEL LE TURN LAE BRTUNE  BRTLAE  MEMAY TR LWE AR SORCHR BKE Lane
PROPQSED (A1=-B1) PROPOSED (A2-B2)
P HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA '
) , X STRIPED AREA
. n  — - DN-STREET PARKING
lvaes| 4] 100 | o8 ] 1t L owr | o | o100 |4 [ vames! .
> SHARROW LEGEND
SOEMAKS BUE rmap (we WEDAN  BAT LWE  BRT LWE  TUAN LWE TRAEL Lig SUE SEEVMK/
LANOSEAPE LANEY LANEY LANDSCAPE TRAFFIC SIGNAL
PROPOSED (AS—-83)
REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
™o BEFORAE = 6 SPACES BEFORE = 8 SPACES , BEFORE = 8 SPACES BEFORE = 3 SPACES . BEFORE = 7 SPACES To
HAVENSCOURT BLVD AFTER = 8 SPACES AFTER = 3 SPACES AFTER = b SPACES AFTER = 2 SPACES

e ST

7 PROHIBILALES:
% EERT-TURNS i

.

AFTER = 7 SPA 72nd AVE .

; it o
mﬁﬁaﬁﬁ
T,
TR

Lpwrirruge oy B, S Al e W A PR ¢
T L B AR

T T T
e e

“&\‘:-.‘l-&\’\\q AN

3] €

=
TR, R

MATCHUNE — SEE FIGURE 41

17.% .y

ARG,/ TRAEL TRWEL/PARNE
LAKE TRAVEL LAME  TURMIG LAKE  TRAVEL Lang INE

VARIES ],

Junes)

1. LEFT-TURN PROHIBITIONS AT:
67th AVENUE, 68th AVENUE,
70th AVENUE AND 71st AVENUE.

2. 4-FOOT BIKE LANES REQUIRE GUTIER
MODIFICATION TG 12 INCHES OR LESS.

Ne===—Trs m»w -4
3 * L e )

: O T
AN A AR am&%@“ﬁﬁm\\\\\\'\m AT,
s Sy | T :

BEFORE = 4 SPACES

T
W

/2070 i

AFTER = 2 SPACES

AFTER = 5 SEACES 1 T2nd AVE

PRINT I8y COLOR FOR

CLEAR WVIEWING
~
AN
100 4] 1QC 200
__ ——]
1" = 100 . GRAPHIC SCALE

f

FEuR & PiERs

TRAWSPOATATION CONFUITANTS

PRELIMINARY

FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- HAVENS COURT BOULEVARD TO 71st AVENUE

e OO Z0IG DO

\WCRE-2040 Cubtiond ERTVEAD\Shadin] S/Seiregd it Fiy 57— (ol Tl 040 My Xi-=dbiry

FIGURE 40




s a5 |

5] &

| vamies | & it | ] e | variES
SOEWMK/  PARKING BKE BKE  PARKNO SDEWALK/
LWDSCAE  LANE L TOAVEL UNE BRTUNE  BAT LANE TRAVELLME e LiE  LwgSCHE

| =

L‘L’&El 5]

' L m@'[

| o ‘[ 1

BRT BiE  SIOEWALK/
siangu  GRT LAE  BRT LANE THRNLMETMMMW

PROPOSED (A3-B3)

SIDEWALK/ PARKING  BIKE
LUOSCAPE  LE it VL WARE

BEFORE = 4 SPACES

L

g is] | 1w | o oo o ] o1z |5 vamest

SICENALK, PARKING BtKE BRT BIKE SDEWALK,

nscm'é TN LANE TLRN LAE BT LANE BT LaE o m\mmmmfé
PROPQSED (AZ-B2)

)

| vames | & 1 | 10 |5 ] & lwnres)
SIDEW PARKING  BIKE BIE  PARKRG
L PONET B pum owee BT e B e TRORL L RS PO STOMIK

EROPOSED (Ad4-B4)
BEFORE = 3 SPACES

BEFORE = 5 SPACES

LEGEND;

VI AVANCE STOP B

TR peoica™eD BRT LANE
MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BRT)
8RT STORP
BIKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIFED AREA

ON—~STREET PARKING
SHARROW LEGEND

TRAFFIC SIGNAL

REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
BEFORE = 7 SPACES .

AFTER = 0 SPACES

AFTER = 0 SPACES

MATCHLINE — SEE FIGURE 42

1. -m’t-m GLE= T
m\\\\\&\“&\'\“\\\‘\\&\\\‘ —\‘m\\\m""\
\\\\“\\\'ﬁ\\\‘\““\\hm‘im\\m‘hﬂ“ \\‘\\&'\.

REFGRE = 6 SPACES

AFTER = 1 SPACE

. AFTER = 7 SPACES

\\\\l\\l\\\\l ARG

ﬁg_ss e
B SR \\\‘k\\\l\\\\ M‘n\\h\\“\“‘\.\\\\\\\\\k\\\‘&\\!\‘i‘
; g\a\mw\\\m

..hN\\W}‘\\&\\»\‘\\Q&“\‘\\‘\\\\\\h\\\&\\\\"
CAEATLEA
e wmw

- F P
BEFORE 6 SPACES

MATCHLINE — SEE FIGURE 44

BEFORE - 9 SFACES

AFTER = B SPACES

ey

AFTER = g SPACES

1. LEFT=TURN PROHIBTWINS AT:
“72nd AVENUE, 74th AVENUE,

AFTER = & SPACES

PRINT N COLOR FOR
CLEAR VIEWING

.
17.% | A R TR S O S 17.5" | VARIES 75th AVENUE, SUNSHINE COURT .’ﬁ
A o ) AND 76th AVENUE. 100 0 100 200
e EXISTNG (FYPIGAL) e 1" = 100" GRAFHIC SCALE
BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
FruR & PEERS FOR DISCUSSION CNLY INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 71st AVENUE TO 76th AVENUE
Jun %0, 2010 0D . FIGURE 41
-840 Ol BIT\CAT\Maridog ! g —as\int Fy M=ddiey




LEGEND:

WNREREY  toH visiBuTy CRosswAlk

R DEDICATED BRT LANE

lwmes i & m' Lo fowe | oe f v lwees] Jwses) 1w ] g Love Lo | ow ] o Luess - MIKED FLOW LANE FMOMOEILE&SRT]

BRT STOP
SOBMAK/  TRAVEL LANE/ BT WAL UNE/  SOENAK/  SOEWMK/ TRWEL LMY/ BRT TRVEL LMIE/  SDEWALK/
WNOSCFE  SeaRaoy RN LKE BRTLME  BRTUNE oy SHRAON  LANDSCAPE  LAOSCAPE SN SIATON  OFTLWE BRTLWE TURNLMRE  Topppony™ | wpsoire BIKE LANE
PROPOSED (A1-B1) ‘ PROPOSFD (A2-67)
58° .

HARDSCAFE FOR PEDESTRIANS

LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIPED AREA

"I_ 10 J_ 11" 1" l 10° ,5'|. @ LVAEl

e ON-STREET BARKING
fwaes| 8
. SHARROW LEGEND
SIDENK/  PARKING BIKE BIKE  PARKING SDEWALK/ 3 .
DWOSCAPE.  LANE L AL IAE BT LAE BT LNETRAEL LS G L Laosoae & TRAFRC SIGNAL
PROPOSED (A3-83)
. REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION

10 BEFORE = 2 SPACES, BEFQRE = 5 SPACES ‘ BEFORE = 4 SPACES } BEFORE = 5 SPACES . BEFORE w 8 SPACES T0

76th AVE AFTER = 2 SPACES AFTER = 0 SPACES . AFTER = 0 SPACES AFTER = 5 SPACES AFTER = 3 SPACES — BISLAVE

pd ¢
. Lt [ 5] -

& &
5 5
3 3
b — =~ . .- .L"
w = i = a3 P = T o 3, S T — w
IVl el i U N B ey, o E S e R e S e e B Rati v
il Coreemt : ey o 7/ o e e e 5 B R e e

R = N T T b Ay T T e T T X T
I Y R T T L A R T

e oS al ¥ AT A il R e e K TR A S et b £ iy S [ 2 D e e AE'-‘\- = |
¥ z
)
T T

N L - PR EEEEES . BIME it :

T0 BEFORE = 6 SPA BEFORE = 2 SPACES BEFORE = 6 SPACES i
T6th AVE AFTER =4 SPACES 1 AFTER = 0 SPACES 1 AFTER = 0 SPACES AFTER = 8 SPACES AFTER = 2 GPACES 815t AVE
NOTES: . PRINT IN COLOR FOR
’ CLEAR VIEWING
1. LEFT-TURN PROHIBITIONS AT: Pl
VARIES 175 | o1 | w4 1T p 175 Jwwes] ‘ggm :“V,EEggE 79th AVENUE, : /ﬁ 160 0 100 200
EXISTING (TYRICALL - 1" = 100" GRAPHIC SCALE
. _ BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
Fror & DPrens FOR DISCUSSION ONLY INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 76th AVENUE TO 80th AVENUE
duev 8B, ZH4 DD

WCOI- B8 Ddind DIT\CAC\Neddng rvuings \emuBusal My 37~4a\ (ot SebveRin\ 2043 g 3dd sty . FIGURE 42




s T men L

[' ' o ] ow | e

| 5 | varies
SOENAK/ BRKE BUE  SOEWMK/
TSNS Laae TPVEL LMD WEDIN BT UAME BT LARE  TURN LANE TRAVEL LME [ie (uupstae

VARIES 'L 10

I_VAmEsl,sl_'m' | w0 | our bt

|6 L 1w |5 |waes|
SIDEWALK/  BIKE ' BIKE  SIDEWALK/
LANDSCAPE  LANE TRAVEL LANE TURN LANE  BRT LANE BAT WANE  WEDIAN TRAVEL LANE LANE LANDSCAPE
' PROPQSED (A2-B2)
a0’

E

HIGH WISIBIUTY CROSSWALK

TENEY  wim apvaice sTop B

TN OEDICATED 8RT LANE
— —— MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BRT)

. BRT STOP N
o .

BIKE LANE
HaRDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA

STRIFED AREA

: d — : oG ON-STREET PARKING
pweags) &} 0§ Lot §ovy }oe b fvames)  Jwemes) & )5 ) oo ) ot ) s ot oo L) e )vemes)
v 7 T T SHARROW LEGEND
SIDEANLK;  TRAVEL LANE/ BART BRI TRAVEL UANE/  SIDERALK/ SIEWALK/ PARKNG BIXE  TRAVEL TRAVEL  BIKE PARKING  SIDEWALK/
LOOSCAPE wariow stamon BT WWE BAT LR epng, SURROY  LODSCPE  LWDSCHE  LOE e Lee OO LWE MEDMN BT LANE e (or ke pumsowt k4 TRAFFIC SIGNAL
PROPQOSED (A4-D4)
. REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
BEFORE = § SPACES BEFORE = 8 SPACES BEFORE = B SPACES
BMh AVE AFTER = 0 SPACES

AFTER = 0 SPACES

,

}’ TR v paar v
AT MR
iR

£

MATCHLINE — SEE FIGURE 44

A
T
T R £

N

LT

VDR
] u.-i s, ST ,55
5

s s X : i . - <
BEFORE = 10 SPACES BEFORE = 7 SPACES

m=y

e L

e e e s
AN Rt .: :
TR -

IR
SR TN
- &

T
,,*‘.A“:; )

F o,

AFTER = 8 SPACES

|vamiEs, 175" | R T S T A S | 175 | vARIES|
PRISTOL A WE TR LUE ML Lug VARG

EXISTING {TYPICAL)

AFTER = 0 SPACES

AFTER = 2 SPACES

HOTES:
1. LEFT-TURN PROHIBITIONS AT:
83rd AVENUE, .

2. EXISTING 16-F0OT MEDIAN IS REDUCED
TO 12 FEET TO ACCOMMODATE B—FOQT
PARKING ZONES. THIS COULD DAMAGE
TREES. - .

PRINT IN COLOR FOR
CLEAR VIEWING

100 [¢]
1" = 100’

100 200
GRAPHIC SCALE

f

Frur & PEERS

TRANSPORTATION CEMEULTI TS

PRELIMINARY
FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

. BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 80th AVENUE TO 83rd AVENUE

W IHG 0
RAPROIECTIN WCOS\WCI 204 Oubiond BATACAG\Warking drewings'\intormational fly 37 —4ah\ Int Subraiinf\ 2043 Y Xi—tditmy

FIGURE 43



80

lvwesi B [s] 1w |

SIORwALK/  PARKING BIKE
LANOSCATE.  LANE L TAVEL, LAKE BT LAKE

Do R e TR LB PG Seee

8o’

HIGH MISIBILUTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

DEDICATED BRT LANE

AR
A
—t—

100 ['[v@

MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BRT)

] |

8IE AL E S

SUETRAVEL UNE BT LNE  UEDMN BT LNE TURN LKE g e SO
EROPOSED (A2-B2)

wes] 8 |5 10 |
SIDEWALK/  PARKNNG
NDSCHPE  LANE

"

| 1w |

LTy

BRT STOP

2 BIKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS

tANDSCAPED AREA
R =T sRPes AREA
- S pasrae ON-STREET PARKING
vartes [5'] 100 | ¢ | 1 b oo ] o e | g |5 | vames] 3
- T - SHARROW LE
SODULK/ BIKE TRAVEL mr ERT LANE MEDUAN BRT UHE BT TRAVEL  BIFE SM GEND
LANDSCAPE LAME  LANE STATICH - STATION LARE  LANE LANDSCAPE e TRAFFIC SIGHAL
PROPOSED (AS—B3)
- REOUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
10 BEFORE = 7 SPACES BEFORE = 3 SPACES BEFORE = 5 SPACES . BEFORE = 3 SPACES _ BEFORE = 4 SPACES TO
8313 AVE AFTER = 7 SPACES AFTER = 0 SPACES AFTER = 0 SPACES AFTER = 0 SPACES AFTER = 3 SPACES . 86th AVE
u I~
-~ <+
w [F1]
o o
o | pum
o o
o [
[¥3) wl
L 5 SESE Ll
v IHE SR T e A "
SRS
| L [ 5T I
w wl
z =z
-3 5
5 : VO gl 5
] 2, A v B
2 TR N =3 R T
= ; 1 3 ‘ =
sa el B A i FIpaE R | 1.]:; HE '.'t' 4! v LxnE ke
T0 BEFORE = 6 SPACES BEFORE = 9 SPACES BEFORE = 7 SPACES BEFORE = 6 SPACES 70
83rd AVE AFTER = 6 SPACES d AFTER = 8 SPACES AFTER = 0 SPACES f AFTER = 5 SPACES B8th AVE
NOTES:
LEFT-TURN PROHIBITIONS AT: B4th AVENUE, 86th PRINT I COLDR FOR
AVENUE, AUSEON AVENUE AND B7th AVENUE. \ CLEAR VIEWING
. . \ — Y . 2. REPLACE TREES BETWEEN 85th AVENUE AND 87th /
jvAmes), 20 J 12 ) 6" | o2 ] 20 jvarEs| AVENUE FOR LEFV TURN LANES AND BRT STOPS 100 0 100 200
TR e we e e TR 3. EXISTING 16-FQOR MEDIAN (S REDUCED TG 12 FEET TO / \ " 100"
ST I ACCOMMODATE 8—FQOT PARKING ZONES. THIS GOULD 1" =100 GRAPHIC SCALE
DAMAGE TREES. .
BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
FEAR & Prens FOR DISCUSSION ONLY INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 83rd AVENUE TO 87th AVENUE
%, o O =
:'Vwrlﬁ\m\m-w Owitared BSTACAT Warking ge'y g M-\ [CE ]

FIGURE 44




[5'[ 10"

J,i.n._@_gs‘ 10°

sl o | weaes |

HIGR WISIBILTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

OEDICATED BRT LANE

MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTCMOBILE & BR
| vasmes | & L 100 |5] & {vares] | | 1o ¢ 7
BRT STOP
SIDEWALK/ PARKING BIXE  TRAVEL TRAVEL  BKE PARNNG  SIOEWALK, SOEWAK/ BOE  TRAVEL TRAYEL BIKE PARKING  ROBVALK/
e T e T wmune wow e TR SCPIED SO e ne e MM we mTwe wom w8 BETURC SEol BHE Lane
PROPOSED (A2--B2} i
) o - HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA
=N STRIPED AREA
- - - ' : - ON-STREET PARKING
|varees § 51 L& ] 1 L osr | ow | o ]s') & lvaes] wees] |sf w | osv Lo | o foqer Lot | el vemes
" } ” d ” T SHARROW LEGEND
SIDEWNLK/ BIKE  TRAVEL TRAVEL  BKE PARKING  SIDEWALY/ SIDEW&I.X,’ PARKNG BIKE  TRAYEL TRAVEL BME SIDERALX/
WOSSAPE W o MW BRTLWE OMEDUNBRTLME L Gnp LME (NDSOPE  LANDSOFE LW L Leg O ME U BRTIME TURN UNE ety uwDsowE TRAFFIC. SIGNAL
PROPOSED (AY—B3) PROPQSED (A4—B4)
REQUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
10 . BEFORE = 8 SPACES . BEFORE = 7 SPACES ) BEFORE = 7 SPACES BEFORE = 20 SPACES TO
87th AVE AFTER = 6 SPACES AFTER = 7 SPACES AFTER = 6 SPACES AFTER = b SPACES 94th AVE
i I gemmgue 3
gmmm ALFEEE H
© Ler: TURNS' -
-+ ~
wi |78
[+ e
= jum |
s <}
ey [
Ll (e}
(] Ll
Wy TR i
! S I
d \“ L
= o 4 =
o] \’.& :l
o z
= =k 2
= e =
8
Y Qe | ;
0. i - g . ; i
10 BEFORE = 8 SPACES BEFORE = § SPACES BEFORE = 5 SPACES | BEFORE = 5 SPACES. 16
871h AVE d AFTER = B SPACES AFTER = D SPACES J AFTER = 0 SPACES K AFTER = 5 SPACES | AFTER = 5 SPACES 93rd AVE
B8g’
NOTES:
1. LEFT-TURN PROHIBITIONS AT: BSth AVENUE, 89th PRINT i COLOR FOR
! . AVENUE, 91st AVENUE AND 92nd AVENUE. . CLEAR VIEWING
vARIES| 20 L 12" ] 18 | 12 | 20 |VARIES| 2. REPLACE TREES BETWEEN 89th AVENUE AND 95tn \ 7
A - T AVENUE TO PROVIDE LEFT TURN LANES AND BRT STOPS. % 100 g 100 200
A TRAVEL LNE MEDAN TRV LME e - A
EXISTING (TYPICALL 3. EXISTING 18~FOOT MEDWAN IS REDUCED TO 12 FEET TO / \\ 1" = 100 GRAPHIC SCALE
ACCOMMODATE B—FOOT PARKING ZONES.

f

Frur & Prens

IRAMIPDATATION CONSUITANTE

PRELIMINARY .

FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD 87th AVENUE TO 92nd AVENUE

dJun 8, D¢ OO
WO 2045 Cphbond BATACAT\Wartng iaeiige'iibornstionsl fly 47-2Y\ist St hi4s Mg 40y

FIGURE 45




HIGH VISEBIUTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

DEDICATED 8RT LANE

?‘Eﬂ

/Z

m\\\_ \{\\ \\\\.&\‘a\‘\\mﬂ
\‘\t\\\"%.\\ \

i

7
b
’fsm

,23,.,.

E!E

|

MATCHLINE — SEE FIGURE 47

- = - —— - I . WIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBIE &
{ vaugs Ls I 19’ { 1 1w o [ e 1o L [ vapes (wreslsl w Lo | 1w § w | v | w | |5 |veres! ) o 84T
' o " 8RT STOP
SODWAK/ BKE  TRAVEL T, S SOEWALY/  SOCVA/ BINE TRWVEL  ORT TRAEL BKE SIDEWALK/
TURN LANE  BRT (ANC WEDIAN  BRT LWWE  WEDWN BRT LANE  WMEDUN BRT LANE  TURN LANE
LDSCAE LANE  LaE LWE LMDSCAPE  LWOSOHE LE LAE STAION LHE - LWE LaDsCE BIKE LANE
PROPOSED (A2-E2}
ARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS
LANDSCAPED AREA
. . STRIPED AREA
e —— - 5 ON~STREET PARKING
|vames | & |s' ] se -] v oz Lo | e s'L 8 | vames |
- i i ” - SHARROW LEGEND
SO/ PARKHG Big  TRAEL oo e T L v mmxmmw
LAMOSCAPE LAME  LARE  LANE LaNE LWNE  LANDSCAPE TRAFFIC SIGNAL
BROPOSED (A3-B3}
. REQUIRES GUTTER MOIXFICATION
10 BEFORE = 16 SPACES BEFORE = 13 SPACES TQ
92nd AVE AFTER = 8 GPACES AFTER = 13 SPACES . 98th AVE

e ]
\k\\\' "‘\\&\\\

BEFORE = f SPACES

MATCHLINE — SEE FIGURE 48

BEFDRE = 10 SPACES

10 BEFORE = § SPACES BEFORE m 9 SPACES
92nd AVE 1 AFTER = 0 SPACES 1 AFTER = 2 SPACES
a0
- NOTES:
= n 1. LEFT-TURN PROH/BTIONS AT: $3rd AVENUE, 95th AVENUE
AND 96th AVENLE
LVARES), 20 ] | N P S 20 VARIES 2. REPLACE TREES BETWEEN Bgdth AVENLE AND 9S5th AVENUE
T TO PROVIDE LEFT TURN LANES AND BRT STOPS.
P'mmﬂm VR WE AL LVE mu;r‘mm
EXISTING (TYPICAL) 3. EXISTING 16-FOOT MEDIAN IS REOUCED TO 12 FEET TO

ACCOMMQOATE B-—FOOT PARKING ZONES.

AFTER = 8 SPACES

PRINT IN COLCR FOR
CLEAR VIEWING )

| AFTER = 10 SPACES #7th AVE

o 190 200

% 100
. 0 (
2 =T GRAPHIC SCALE

B PRELIMINAR Y

Feur & Prems ' FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

ANTY
Jem DR IOIO0 DD
L

BUS RAFPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 92nd AVENUE TO g6th AVENUE

VOO 3645 Caldond ET\CAC\Weang drevings\intrvartional My 47—AT\I st Bubragf\2043 1y 48-d1.day

— z [ S
_— e —————————————
e ————— = —e— = = mm - —

FIGURE 4§




80

UNE  LME

VARIES |,_[ 1

9 1 w ] o ’L 3 |

L'Lv.mtasl vm:es 8 Ls[o' 1 | 1o .[ | ow |

an

vmnssl w i o | e 1’ L 10° Ls[ g [wmt_l Ls|_ 10 ]_a | av ] ow Lo Lo Lo

- HIGH VISIBUTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

DT

SODMALK/ BIKE  TRAYEL TRAVEL GIKE PARKING SDENALK/ SIEWMK/  BIKE I'RA\EL TRAYEL BKE. SDEWALK/
WMMMWWIEHTWE NEDUN BT LANE LNE  LANDSCAPE LAHOSCAE LANE MEDIN BT LAME LEDW BAT LANE TURN LAKE 0

DEDICATED BRT LANE
e — —s=—  WIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & Bi
[ 5 | variEs | ¢ 0
BRT STOP
WAE LANDSCAPE BIKE LANE

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS

100 |5 | varies |

LARRSCAPED AREA
STRIPED AREA
ON-STREET PARKING

SKEAMK/ BIE  TRAEL

AT TRAVEL A SDEVALY
LHOSIAPE LE  wE MM BT AE WA BRTWME ounny LN LnE LNDSCARE

BROPQSED (A4—P4)

BEFCRE = 14 SPACES

SEOuLy PG sz TR TuVEL  BxE
MGG o TIRTL T uwE  MEDM BT LANE  MEAN SOERRLES

L

SHARROW LEGEND

LAHE. LANDSCARE TRAFFIC SIGNAL

REOUIRES GUTTER MODIFICATION
BEFORE = § SPACES TQ

"’“73’ ‘..;‘4‘., % _
\\ \\&\\“ N S 3h

o »m"mu o ] H

=y

A
BEFORE = 6 SPACES

AFTER = D SPACES

W‘“&; TR R ] e e} ¢ [ 4 7
—— e B ]

AFTER = 0 SPACES 1015t AVE

e b

T"
\\\\\\&b&\ \N\\\\&\\;\.\\i\'& Sy
.u —

hh
“a\\:&\\x*\:ﬁ
e T

2
s:emu.um. =B

PRCHIBIT ALI.

'BEFORE = 3 SPACES -

MATCHLINE — SEE FIGURE 50

BEFCRE = 12 SFACES

AFTER = b SPACES

Ir

|vamES| 20 L 12 | 16 | 12 | 20 |wRES|
PRI el e WD TR e TaaRme

EXISTING (TYPICAL)

AFTER = 0 SPACES

HNOTES:
1. LEFT-TURN PROHIBITIONS AT: §7th AVENLE AND 99th
AVENUE.

2. REPLACE TREES BETWEEN 97th AVENUE AND 100th AVENUE
70 PROWIDE LEFT TURN LANES AND BRT STOPS.

3. EXISTING 16~FCOT MEDIAN (S REDUCED TO 10 -FEET TO
ACCOMMODATE B—FCOT PARKING ZDNES,

AFTER = 7 SPACES

PRINT IN COLOR FOR
CLEAR VIEWING

\é 100 0 100 200
\\ 1" = 100" GRAPHIC SCALE

£

Frur & Prers

TRAWSPQRTATTON COm§U{TANTS
Jun S8, IDIC DO

PRELIMINARY

FOR DISCUSSION ONLY

BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 96th AVENUE TO 100th AVENUE

WCUR2H4S Casond BRT\CAT\avidey drewinge'piemeticanl Mg 47-53\ 10l Kivertat\dded Fig 40-31.4ey

FiGURE 57




80" | a0’

HIGH VISIBILTY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

DEGICATED BRT LANE

sl i T Sl — —e= MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTOMOBILE & BR
waes| & |5 ] 1 1o | oz [ o | fs| o8 fvees| bweeslsl 1o | o9 ] osv ) o | o9 | o100 ]s] B Lvaees) ( ™
: ' " " . BRY STOP
SHEWAK/  PARKING BIKE  TRAVEL TRAVEL BKE PARKING  SIDEWALK, SIDEWALY/ BIKE  TRAVEL " BRT 2 ERT TRAVEL BIKE PARKING  SIDEWALK,
sr M Dwe we GTwe  weow  wwe TR SC PR uxnsw{: UACRE it W smon BT L e T ME cpmon LME  UNE LRE e BIKE LAKE
PROPOSED (A1-81) =
e oo HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS

LANDSCAFED AREA

n. . ST STiPED area
. : . vt - - - P ON-STREET PARKING
|wamies | 5] 10 Lot B v 3] o | e g s | 8 |vames| fvames| e |st] orer | ow | o4y ] e |0t )s] 8 |vames] 3 .
| L ! . > -+ ey SHARROW LEGEND
SIDEWALK/ BIKE  TRAVEL Eo2 TRAVEL  BIXE PARNING SIOEWALK/ SIDEWALK/ PARKING BIKE  TRAVEL 2’ TRAVEL BME PARKING SIDEWALK/
LAMOSCAPE LwE  Liwg LN BRTLNE D BRTUHE WEDWN o™ (nE UWE LWDSSHPE  LAMDSCPE LA L e DR URE oo BRTLME WO e oF LNE LwDsowe o TRAFFIC SIGNAL
PROPOSED (A3—B3) ' PROPQSFED (A4-B4) :
. REOURES GUTTER MODIFICATICN -
T0 BEFORE = 4 SPACES BEFORE = 7 SPACES BEFORE = 5 SPACES BEFORE = 7 SPACES 1c
100th AVE AFTER = 2 SPACES AFTER = 7 SPACES AFTER = § SPACES AFTER = 10 SPACES TUCKER ST

i E S e L T .
| AT st H B
38 AF X 7~ PROEBIL A . :
. il [ mis b ; . —
M it poo ' o
o i [r4
Y EE ‘ 2
o = 2 ot o dal w5 i [l
— = v h
w gg_ — £ 4 i
& S S e e e o m
e e s e e s e T i SsroneRRE
| B e e e ey o = > e Pr vy g R [=N=S2N w
g == = = = S
% 3 e %
5 5
s =
= <
= ﬁ =
it
B R i ) S T
TC BEFORE = 7 SPACES BEFCRE = 0 SPACES BEFORE = 4 SPACES BEFORE = 6 SPACES
100th AVE AFTER = 7 SPACES 4 AFTER = 0 SPACES K 1 AFTER = 0 SPACES i AFTER = O SPACES 1 AFTER = 3 SPACES 106th AVE
NOTES: - PRINT IN COLOR FGR
) CLEAR VIEWING
s . 1 LEFT-TURN BROMBITONS AT: 10TE AVENE. \
VARIES 1 20" VARIES' 102nd AVENUE, AND 103rd AVENUE.
Jane : / 100 0 100 200
MRUTAL R e e wn e TR0 % = = vt 2
/ \% 1" = 100 GRAPHIC SCALE
f\? . BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
Feir & PEERS FOR DISCUSSION ONLY INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 100th AVENUE TO 105th AVENUE

-t 0 B0 0O
L WCOY—-IA4S Oubdane SAT\ORT\Wesking o' ry gomus ", iy A1y . FIGURE 43




HIGH VISIBILITY CROSSWALK
WITH ADVANCE STOP BAR

DEDICATED ERT LANE

. . . MIXED FLOW LANE (AUTCMOSI R

Jowes| 8 |5 1o | o ] o Lo ] 18] 8 Juames] Jvames] e [ onr [ 8§ o L o100 | 14 |wees] { LE & BRT)
] . BRT STOR
M TREOE W mwe wne s TR BEURO SOUY O NRAY mawe i ume wwe mewe meewe SO0 Be une

HARDSCAPE FOR PEDESTRIANS

LANCSCAPED AREA

STRIPEQ aREA
ON-STREET PARKING

LLRLELL 14 | w 31 vy W wseigs | iﬂms'L 14‘4'L 3 11 o i '.s' Lvm_sij.

SHARROW LEGEND
SIDEWALK/ SDEWALK/ BT BRT SOEWALK/
Doy TRVELLAE  TURVUWE BRTUWE  MEDUN  BRT LWE AL LWE m Lo TR B BT UE BTLAE i, e e SOCGUY & SINAL
PROPOSED (A3-B3) EROPOSED (Ad4—Fi4)
: REQUIRES GUTTER MOOIFICATION
TO BEFORE = 9 SPACES , BEFORE = 14 SPACES
105th AVE : AFTER = 9 SPACES

AFTER = 17 SPACES

Pl Bt ettt b g

™ 2B g e N TR, PN .
TR

YNEW.

_‘._ [ = o ey
m\\§§%@WW AR

SEE FIGURE 50

S B IR
.S SRS
S [

Ll
"

“BRISTOL:

MATCHLINE —

A ra” ‘.!

oo, .
BEFORE = 6 SPACES E = 2 SPACES BEFORE = 12 SPACES (FRONTAGE ROAD)
105th AVE d AFTER = & SPACES i AFTER = 2 SPACES 1 AFTER = 12 SPACES (FRONTAGE ROAD)

1!

Gy

g b

82’
’ NOTES: "PRINT IN COLOR FOR
CLEAR VIEWING
i . . 1. LEFT-TURN PROHIBITIONS AT:
[vARIES], 20° | 1 | s 13 | 20 JvariEs| 106th AVENUE AND 107th AVEMUE. 100 o 100 200
PR hya WE M e lee  VELTARSG - n .
EXISTING (TYPICAL) . 1" =100 GRAPHIC SCALE
ﬁ’ BUS RAPID TRANSIT FOR OAKLAND
FEHR & PrERS + FOR DISCUSSION ONLY INTERNATIONAL BOULEVARD- 105th AVENUE TO DURANT AVENUE
.?l 0% 2019 DO

WS-8 Datdand BT \CAD \Wartdng e’ g -mas

FIGURE 49



