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September 28, 2015 

Jamar Stamps 
Contra Costa County 
Transportation Planning Section 

Jeremy Lochirco 
Walnut Creek 
Transportation Planning Division 

John Lieswyn 
Alta Planning 
Consultant on Project 

Re:  Comments on Draft I-680/Treat Blvd Bicycle & Pedestrian Plan 

Dear Team: 

Bike East Bay has reviewed the Draft I-680/Treat Blvd Bicycle & Pedestrian Plan and can’t tell 
you how disappointed we are to see what has to be one of the worst plans developed in a 
long time. I know you and your team have put in a lot of work on the plan, and have had 
limitations on the vision you were allowed to incorporate, but this plan is deficient is so many 
ways. With a Measure J reauthorization lurking, we have a problem. 

Deficient plans are always frustrating, but this one is particularly so because it was funded from 
the Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) program in Measure J, and has been 
released for public review right as the County is developing a new Measure J expenditure plan 
to take to the voters in 2016. While Bike East Bay asks for a Complete Streets Program in a new 
Measure J, this poster child project shows why the current TLC program is not working. We 
know that smoothing traffic flow is high on the minds of voters, and keeping 9 travel lanes for 
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cars is one way to do that, but disregarding the safety of residents walking and bicycling does 
not poll well, and projects like this complicate what should be a united effort to improve 
transportation in Contra Costa County.  

In addition to our substantive comments on the Plan and its recommendations, we also 
provide some additional requests for information to be included in the Plan in order to make 
the Plan more transparent to the public at large. After reviewing our comments, we hope you 
can use your resources and influence to fix this Plan so that we can get it right and take it and 
many other good projects to the voters and ask for their support to build them. As this Plan 
exists now in draft, Bike East Bay cannot defend it to our members, nor ask voters to support it. 

Substantive Problems with the Plan 

The Plan considers several different options, but they boil down to whether the project 
includes a road diet with separated bike lanes (Concepts 1B and 2), or a wider sidewalk and 
sharrows (Concept 4—the preferred option). Treat Blvd has 48,000 cars/day and high speed 
traffic. It is no place for sharrows, which ask Contra Costa residents to dodge traffic on their 
commutes. In fact, the traffic study says: 

PO Box 1736, Oakland, CA 94604 
510 845 RIDE (7433) • info@bikeeastbay.org



     BikeEastBay.org 

“The field observations on this corridor [Treat Blvd] indicate that there are high vehicle 
turning volumes that conflict with pedestrians, high weaving volumes that create a 
challenging environment for cyclists, and that the current infrastructure could be 
improved to better serve these populations.” 

We want the road diet with bike lanes, as originally proposed. 

The traffic study showed the “design alternatives result in little impact on Treat Boulevard for the 
current year traffic conditions and for future year traffic conditions, the design alternatives only 
result in some impact to the intersection Level of Service (LOS) and the network performance, 
but these impacts are relatively small.”  

For the future year traffic conditions, the traffic study assumed an increased in traffic for the 
forecast year of 2040, yet one scenario we are asking be modeled for a Measure J 
reauthorization is a reduction in vehicle miles traveled. This has not been modeled for the plan 
and needs to be. It would likely show no traffic impact at all. Either way, the traffic impact is 
minimal and the road diet options (1B and 2) should be the recommended options in the Plan. 

Staff is proposing a combination of sharrows and a wide sidewalk, with no intersection 
improvements at Main and Geary, and no improvements at all east of Oak, while asking 
pedestrians to negotiate 8 lanes, sometimes 9 lanes, to cross the street. The Plan appears to 
forget that Treat Blvd is in the approved Bicycle Plan, including the portion of Treat Blvd east of 
Oak, where staff’s proposed improvements stop. This is also a PDA. 

What we want: Separated Bike Lanes 

Concepts 1B and 2 from the Plan both propose 
converting a travel lane in each direction to 
separated bike lanes (buffered bike lanes along 
the curb, in the Plan), which is a great idea. 
Concept 1B proposes this the entire length of the 
project, while Concept 2 proposes a combination 
shared use path and buffered bike lanes 
westbound and eastbound buffered bike lanes 
for the full extent of the study area. Both of these 
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options are good designs and will build the type of bikeways that hundreds more central 
Contra Costa residents will use everyday to access Pleasant Hill BART. 

At Treat Blvd and Oak Road, Concept 2 partially separates bicyclists from motor vehicles with 
curbs and islands to reduce the risk of collisions between bicyclists and right-turning vehicles. 
Channelized right turns at Oak Road and Jones Road would be removed. Both of these are 
needed features for the safety of residents bicycling. 

Staff rejected Concepts 1B and 2 because reducing Treat Blvd from 8 travel lanes (9 in some 
sections) to 6 travel lanes with comfortable bike lanes would slow down traffic too much, and 
cause drivers to have to wait half as long as pedestrians currently have to wait when using Treat 
Blvd. Ten years ago, staff’s concerns would sound more inline with other projects, but today in 
2015, they are out-of-date.  

Important Considerations 

This area of Contra Costa County is designated a ‘Priority Development Area,’ which means it is 
planned for infill development, much like Pleasant Hill BART Transit Village. The goal is to build 
more walkable, bikeable neighborhoods served by good transit, so that residents do not feel 
compelled to drive in order to conveniently and safely get around. We know Contra Costa 
residents want options, and this Plan does not provide them. 

It is important to note that the Pleasant Hill BART Station has the most bike parking spaces of 
any station in the BART system and the racks are full. Credit for this largely goes to the Iron 
Horse Trail and the nice bike-ped bridge over Treat Blvd. It goes to show that if you improve 
conditions for bicycling, local residents will bike. Having learned this lesson, the cities of 
Pleasant Hill and Walnut Creek have just added bike lanes on Geary Rd, west of Main St, 
ostensibly to get more people to bicycle to the shopping destinations at Main St, and to 
bicycle to Pleasant Hill BART. Yet this project cuts them dangerously short of their destinations. 

A further shortcoming of this Plan is that it completely fails to study bus service improvements. 
No mention is made in the Plan of how to move buses more timely on Treat Blvd into and out 
of the Pleasant Hill BART Station. Recent polling shows that a top priority for local residents is 
to better coordinate bus service with BART trains. This Plan misses that mark completely. It’s 
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added frustration knowing that this Plan was funded by Transportation for Livable 
Communities money, which explicitly asks planners to consider transit improvements.  
This Plan has become a poster child for why a new Complete Streets Program is needed in 
Contra Costa County, and why a new Measure J reauthorization and augmentation is needed 
to fund these types of comprehensive improvements. 

5-Year Collision data for Treat Blvd 

Additional Comments 

The Plan should also show more clearly what are the traffic impacts of options 1B and 2 (a road 
diet with bike lanes) to a resident driving along Treat Blvd. What will be the additional delay, if 
any, for this resident when traveling from Main St to Jones Rd? 

In addition, the Plan should summarize the public input to date. What has the public been 
saying about the types of improvements they want on Treat Blvd? While the Plan may reflect 
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compromises in design, the Plan should at a minimum have useful information summering 
public input to date. 

Bike East Bay also request traffic information about projects in the surrounding area and the 
potential for these projects to address the traffic issues raised by this project. The Plan should 
include a summary of these nearby related projects and if possible, talk about how they could 
improve traffic flow and still allow for a road diet with bike lanes on Treat Blvd. At a minimum, 
the public should have information about what level of traffic on Treat Blvd would allow for the 
road diet option, and what are the tools and additional projects necessary to achieve the road 
diet. That way, we can go to the voters in November 2016 and ask for a comprehensive project 
that improves not only walking and bicycling, but driving and transit too. 

Thank you for your considered attention to our concerns and we hope you can revise this Plan 
and make options 1B or 2 the preferred option.  

Cordially yours, 

�  

Advocacy Director 

cc: Randy Iwasaki, CCTA 
 Ross Chittenden, CCTA 
 Bill Gray, Gray-Bowen 
 Doug Linney, Next Generation 
 Amy Worth, MTC 
 Kenji Yamada, Bike Concord 
 Kristin Tennessen, Bike Walnut Creek
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