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Legend
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Figure 1A
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Figure 1D
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Pedestrian Network Proposed Improvements - Alameda County

Alameda Countywide Multimodal Arterial PlanLegend
Proposed Pedestrian Network Improvements

Sidewalk Enhancements

Curb Bulbouts

Pedestrian Scale Lighting

Streetscape Enhancements

Crosswalk Enhancements

Travel Lane Removal (Road Diet) Figure 2A

Note: Existing, planned and funded improvements are not shown on the map for ease of reading.
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Pedestrian Network Proposed Improvements - North County

Alameda Countywide Multimodal Arterial PlanLegend
Proposed Pedestrian Network Improvements

Sidewalk Enhancements

Curb Bulbouts

Pedestrian Scale Lighting

Streetscape Enhancements

Crosswalk Enhancements

Travel Lane Removal (Road Diet) Figure 2B

Note: Existing, planned and funded improvements are not shown on the map for ease of reading.
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Pedestrian Network Proposed Improvements - Central County

Alameda Countywide Multimodal Arterial PlanLegend
Proposed Pedestrian Network Improvements

Sidewalk Enhancements

Curb Bulbouts

Pedestrian Scale Lighting

Streetscape Enhancements

Crosswalk Enhancements

Travel Lane Removal (Road Diet) Figure 2C

Note: Existing, planned and funded improvements are not shown on the map for ease of reading.



!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

REDWOOD
CITY

OS

MENLO
PARK

TER
Y

UNION
CITY

EAST
PALO
ALTO

PALO
ALTO

NEWARK
FREMONT

MILPITAS

ALAMEDA

·|}þ84

·|}þ92

·|}þ238

·|}þ84

·|}þ82

£¤101

§̈¦280

§̈¦680

§̈¦880

Thornton

Ave

Cherry St

Fremont Blvd

W Tennyson Rd

M
ow

ry
 A

ve

M
iss

ion B
lvd

Paseo Padre Pkwy

Alvarado Blvd

Auto Mall Pkwy

N
ew

ark

Blvd

D
ye

r S
t

N
:\P

ro
je

ct
s\

2
01

4\
O

K
1

4-
00

23
.0

0_
A

la
m

e
da

C
ou

nt
yw

id
eM

u
lti

m
o

da
lA

rt
e

ria
lP

la
n

\G
IS

\D
e

liv
e

ra
b

le
s\

U
p

da
te

d_
05

27
16

\M
X

D
s\

A
la

m
ed

aM
M

A
P

_P
ed

es
tr

ia
nR

e
c.

m
xd

Pedestrian Network Proposed Improvements - South County

Alameda Countywide Multimodal Arterial PlanLegend
Proposed Pedestrian Network Improvements

Sidewalk Enhancements

Curb Bulbouts

Pedestrian Scale Lighting

Streetscape Enhancements

Crosswalk Enhancements

Travel Lane Removal (Road Diet) Figure 2D

Note: Existing, planned and funded improvements are not shown on the map for ease of reading.
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Pedestrian Network Proposed Improvements - East County

Alameda Countywide Multimodal Arterial PlanLegend
Proposed Pedestrian Network Improvements

Sidewalk Enhancements

Curb Bulbouts

Pedestrian Scale Lighting

Streetscape Enhancements

Crosswalk Enhancements

Travel Lane Removal (Road Diet) Figure 2E

Note: Existing, planned and funded improvements are not shown on the map for ease of reading.
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Alameda Countywide Multimodal Arterial Plan

Figure 3A

Legend
Proposed Bicycle Network Improvements

Class 1

Class 2 Enhanced

Class 2

Class 3 Enhanced

Class 3

Class 4

Parallel Facility Available

Baseline Bicycle Network

Class 1

Class 2 Enhanced

Class 2

Class 3 Enhanced

Class 3

Class 4



!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

BERKELEY

EL CERRITO

LAFAYETTE

WALNUT
CREEK

ALAMEDA

OAKLAND

SAN
RANCISCO

SAN
LEANDRO DUB

DANVILLE

SAN
RAMON

PIEDMONT

SAN
FRANCISCO

CO
CO

·|}þ13

·|}þ1

·|}þ185

·|}þ82

·|}þ35

·|}þ24

·|}þ61

·|}þ123

£¤101

§̈¦880

§̈¦280

§̈¦80

§̈¦580

§̈¦980

§̈¦680

Cy
pr

es
s

St

Bancroft Ave

12th St

Is
la

nd
D

r

M
ai

n 
St

H
eg

en
be

rg
er

Rd

73rd Ave

Ke
y

Ro
ut

e
Bl

v d

N
:\P

ro
je

ct
s\

2
01

4
\O

K
1

4-
0

0
23

.0
0_

A
la

m
ed

a
C

ou
n

ty
w

id
eM

u
lti

m
od

al
A

rt
er

ia
lP

la
n

\G
IS

\D
el

iv
e

ra
b

le
s\

U
p

da
te

d_
05

2
71

6\
M

X
D

s\
A

la
m

e
da

M
M

A
P

_
B

ic
yc

le
R

ec
.m

xd
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Figure 3B
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Figure 3C
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Figure 3D
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Figure 3E
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Goods Movement Network Proposed Improvements - Alameda County

Alameda Countywide Multimodal Arterial PlanLegend

Tier 2 Good Movement Route

Tier 3 Good Movement Route

Proposed Curb Lane Widening

Figure 5A
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Tier 2 Good Movement Route

Tier 3 Good Movement Route

Proposed Curb Lane Widening

Figure 5B
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Figure 5C
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Goods Movement Network Proposed Improvements - South County

Alameda Countywide Multimodal Arterial PlanLegend

Tier 2 Good Movement Route

Tier 3 Good Movement Route

Proposed Curb Lane Widening

Figure 5D
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Goods Movement Network Proposed Improvements - East County

Alameda Countywide Multimodal Arterial PlanLegend

Tier 2 Good Movement Route

Tier 3 Good Movement Route

Proposed Curb Lane Widening

Figure 5E




