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• North Berkeley (Berkeley) 

• Downtown Berkeley (Berkeley) 

• Ashby (Berkeley) 

• MacArthur (Oakland) 

• 19th Street (Oakland) 

• 12th Street/City Center (Oakland) 

• Rockridge (Oakland) 

• Lake Merritt (Oakland) 

• West Oakland (Oakland) 

• Fruitvale (Oakland) 

• Coliseum/Oakland Airport (Oakland) 

• Bayfair (unincorporated) 

• San Leandro 

• Castro Valley (unincorporated) 

• Dublin/Pleasanton 

• West Dublin/Pleasanton 

• Hayward 

• South Hayward (Hayward) 

• Union City 

• Fremont 

• El Cerrito Plaza (not in Alameda County but serves 

Albany) 

• Vasco Road (Livermore) 

• Livermore 

• Pleasanton 

• Fremont/Centerville (Fremont; station is also 

served by Amtrak) 

• Berkeley 

• Emeryville 

• Jack London Square (Oakland) 

• Oakland Coliseum (Oakland) 

• Hayward 

• Fremont 

• Jack London Square (Oakland) 

• Alameda Main Street (Alameda) 

• Harbor Bay Isle (Alameda) 

• Oakland International Airport 

 

• 1/1R: Bayfair BART, San Leandro to Berkeley BART 

via E. 14th St./ International Blvd., 11th-12th St., 

Broadway, 20th St., Telegraph Ave., Durant Ave.-

Bancroft Way, Shattuck Ave. 1 local serves San 

Leandro BART 

• 40: Bayfair BART, San Leandro to Lafayette Park, 

Downtown Oakland via E.14th St,, Bancroft Ave., 

Foothill Blvd., E. 15th St. (eastbound between 1st 

Ave. & 14th St.), 11th-12th St. 

• 51A: Fruitvale BART, Oakland to Rockridge BART, 

Oakland via Fruitvale Ave., Broadway (Alameda) 

Santa Clara St. (Alameda), Webster St (Alameda-

Oakland)., 7th-8th St., Broadway (Oakland), College 

Ave. 

• 51B: Rockridge BART to Berkeley Amtrak via 

College Ave., Bancroft Way-Durant Ave., Shattuck 



Ave., University Ave. (some trips go to Berkeley 

Marina) 

• 57: Foothill Square, Oakland to 40th & San Pablo, 

Emeryville via Macarthur Blvd., Santa Clara St. 

(Oakland, westbound), Broadway, 40th St. 

(segment to Emery Bay shopping center deleted, 

served by Emery Go Round) 

• 72/72M/72R: Broadway/San Pablo: Oakland to 

Albany 

• Dumbarton Express (DB) 

• LAVTA Tri Valley Rapid 

• LAVTA Route 10 

• LAVTA Route 12 

• Union City Transit Route 1A/1B 

• Union City Transit Route 2—Whipple 

• 18: Montclair to Solano & San Pablo via Park Blvd., 

11th-12th St., Broadway, 20th St., San Pablo Ave., 

MLK Jr. Way, 55th  St., Shattuck Ave., Solano Ave. 

• 73: Oakland Airport to Eastmont Transit Center, 

Oakland via Airport Access Rd., Hegenberger Rd., 

73rd Ave. (is portion of former line 50 route) 

• 88: Market St/Sacramento St: Oakland  to Berkeley 

• 97: Union City BART to Bayfair BART, San 

Leandro via Alvarado-Niles Rd., Dyer St., Union 

City Blvd./Hesperian Blvd.  (serves Union Landing 

Transit Center) 

• 99: Fremont BART to Bayfair BART, San Leandro 

via Walnut Ave., Fremont Blvd., Decoto Rd., 

Mission Blvd./E. 14th St. 

• 54: Fruitvale BART, Oakland to Merritt College, 

Oakland  via International Blvd., 35th Ave., 

Redwood Rd., Campus Dr. 

• 60: Hayward BART to CSU East Bay, Hayward via 

B St., 2nd St., Campus Dr., Hayward Blvd., roads on 

campus 

• 210: Ohlone College, Fremont to Union Landing 

Transit Center, Union City via Mission Blvd., 

Washington Blvd., Fremont Blvd., Dyer St., 

Alvarado-Niles Rd. 

• 217 (Connecting to Ohlone College Newark 

Campus, from Fremont BART on Mowry only) 

• F: Transbay service from Berkeley/Emeryville to 

San Francisco 

• NL: Transbay service from Oakland to San 

Francisco 

• O: Transbay service from Alameda/Oakland to San 

Francisco 

• 181 (VTA; inter-county route from Fremont BART 

to San Jose; mostly shares AC Transit’s Route 217) 

 

Alameda • Park St/Santa Clara 

 • Webster St/Atlantic 

Albany • Solano/San Pablo Ave 

Alameda County 

(unincorporated) • Hesperian Blvd/Bockman Rd 

Berkeley • University/San Pablo Ave 

Emeryville • 40th St/San Pablo 

Fremont • Ardenwood Park and Ride 

(also served by Dumbarton 

Express) 

 • Ohlone College 

Hayward • Chabot College 

Newark • Ohlone College-Newark 

campus 

Oakland • Eastmont Transfer Center 

(73rd/MacArthur) 

 • Fruitvale Ave/MacArthur 

Blvd 

 • MacArthur Blvd/Broadway 

 • 73rd /International 

Union City • Union Landing Transit 

Center (also served by Union 

City Transit) 

Fremont • Ardenwood Park and Ride 

(also served by AC Transit) 

Livermore • Las Positas College 



 • Lawrence Livermore 

National Lab/Sandia Labs 

 • Livermore Transit Center 

 • ValleyCare Medical Center—

Livermore (Valley Memorial) 

Pleasanton • First/Neal 

 • Stoneridge Mall 

 • ValleyCare Medical Center—

Pleasanton 

Union City • Union Landing Transit 

Center (also served by AC 

Transit) 

• All BART and rail stations



Alameda • Webster Street 

Alameda County 

(unincorporated) • Bayfair Mall 

Albany/Berkeley • Mid‐ and Upper Solano 

Avenue 

Berkeley • Fourth Street 

 • Telegraph Avenue 

Dublin • Hacienda Crossings 

Emeryville • Bay Street 

 • Emeryville Market Place  

 • Powell Street Plaza 

Fremont • Centerville 

 • Irvington 

 • Mission San Jose 

 • Niles 

 • Pacific Commons Shopping 

Center 

Hayward • Southland Mall 

Newark • New Park Mall Shopping 

Center 

Oakland • Eastmont Mall 

 • Fruitvale  

 • Piedmont Avenue 

 • Rockridge 

Pleasanton • Stoneridge Mall 

Union City • Union Landing Shopping 

Center 

 

Alameda • College of Alameda 

Berkeley • University of California 

Berkeley 

 • Berkeley City College 

Fremont • Ohlone College 

Hayward • California State University East 

Bay 

 • Chabot College 

Livermore • Las Positas College 

Newark • Ohlone College—Newark 

Campus 

Oakland • Laney College 

 • Merritt College 

 

Alameda • Alameda Hospital 

Berkeley • Alta Bates Summit Medical 

Center—Ashby Campus 

 • Alta Bates Summit Medical 

Center—Herrick Campus 

Fremont • Fremont Hospital 

 • Kaiser Permanente Fremont 

 • Washington Hospital 

Hayward • St. Rose Hospital 

Hayward/ 

Castro Valley • Eden Medical Center 

Oakland • Alameda County Medical 

Center—Highland Campus 

 • Alta Bates Summit Medical 

Center—Summit Campus 

 • Children's Hospital and 

Research Center at Oakland 

 • Kaiser Permanente Oakland 

Pleasanton • ValleyCare Medical Center 

Pleasanton 

San Leandro • Alameda County Medical 

Center—Fairmont Campus 

 • Eden Medical Center—San 

Leandro Hospital 

 • Kaiser Permanente San Leandro 

 



Albany • Golden Gate Fields 

Berkeley • Berkeley Community Theater 

 • Greek Theater  

 • Lawrence Hall of Science 

 • Memorial Stadium 

 • Zellerbach Hall 

Oakland • Chabot Space and Science Center 

 • Children’s Fairyland 

 • Fox Theatre 

 • Kaiser Convention Center  

 • Oakland – Alameda County 

Coliseum 

 • Oakland Museum of California  

 • Oakland Zoo  

 • Oracle Arena 

 • Paramount Theater 

Pleasanton • Alameda County Fairgrounds 

 

Alameda 

• George E. McDonald Hall of Justice (2233 Shoreline 

Drive) 

Berkeley 

• Courthouse (2120 Martin Luther King Jr. Way) 

Dublin 

• Federal Correctional Institution (5701 8th Street—

Camp Parks) 

• Santa Rita Jail (5325 Broder Boulevard) 

Fremont 

• Fremont Hall of Justice (39439 Paseo Padre 

Parkway) 

• Veteran’s Services (39175 Liberty) 

Hayward 

• Eden Area Multi-Service Center (24100 Amador 

Street) 

• Hayward Hall of Justice (24405 Amador Street) 

• Veteran’s Services (29800 Mission Boulevard) 

Oakland 

• Alameda County offices (1221 Oak Street) 

• Alameda County Courthouse (1225 Fallon Street) 

• County Department of Adult and Aging Services 

(6955 Foothill Boulevard) 

• Elihu Harris State Office Building (1515 Clay 

Street) 

• Federal Court (1301 Clay Street) 

• Glenn E Dyer Detention Facility (550 6th Street) 

• Juvenile Court (400 Broadway) 

• Medi-Cal Center (8477 Enterprise Way) 

• Veteran’s Services (Eastmont Mall) 

• Welfare to Work (8477 Enterprise Way) 

• Wiley W Manuel Courthouse (661 Washington 

Street) 

Pleasanton 

• Gale‐Schenone Hall of Justice (5672 Stoneridge 

Drive) 

San Leandro 

• Alameda County Juvenile Hall (2500 Fairmont 

Drive) 

 

All parks are part of the East Bay Regional Parks 

District, and/or are managed by the district. 

•   Anthony Chabot •   Leona Heights 

•   Ardenwood Farm •   Middle Harbor 

•   Brushy Peak •   Mission Peak 

•   Claremont Canyon •   MLK Jr. Shoreline 

•   Coyote Hills •   Oyster Bay Shoreline 

•   Crown Beach •   Pleasanton Ridge 

•   Cull Canyon •   Quarry Lakes 

•   Don Castro •   Redwood 

•   Dry Creek Pioneer •   Robert Sibley 

•   Eastshore State Park •   Roberts 

•   Hayward Shoreline •   Shadow Cliffs 

•   Huckleberry Botanic •   Temescal 

•   Lake Chabot •   Tilden 



The following inter-jurisdictional trails are included in 

both the Countywide Pedestrian and Bicycle Plans. 

Reference numbers in parentheses, where included, 

are from the East Bay Regional Park District’s 

(EBRPD’s) 2007 Master Plan map. 

• San Francisco Bay Trail (including spurs and 

connectors) 

• Iron Horse Trail from Dublin/Contra Costa County 

border to Livermore eastern city limits, at 

Greenville Road (the Bicycle Plan vision network 

includes the complete Iron Horse Trail, to the San 

Joaquin County border) 

• East Bay Greenway (including the Ohlone 

Greenway Trail in Albany/Berkeley) 

• Centennial Trail in Pleasanton 

• Tassajara Creek Trail (EBRPD #33) 

• Coyote Hills to Ardenwood trail (EBRPD #9) 

• Ardenwood to Quarry Lakes trail (EBRPD #10) 

• Shadow Cliffs to Morgan Territory trail (EBRPD 

#8C), only from Stanley Boulevard (Iron Horse 

Trail) to Las Positas College 

• Jack London/Arroyo Mocho Trail (EBRPD #32), 

only from Iron Horse Trail in Pleasanton to Isabel 

Avenue in Livermore 

• Emeryville Greenway/9th Street Bicycle Boulevard 

Extension (connecting Berkeley and Emeryville) 

The Countywide Bicycle Plan includes additional 

inter-jurisdictional trails as part of its vision network. 

They are listed here with their EBRPD reference 

number in parentheses: 

 Niles Canyon to Shadow Cliffs trail (EBRPD #8B) 

 Shadow Cliffs to Morgan Territory trail (EBRPD 

#8C), only from Stanley Boulevard (Iron Horse 

Trail) to Shadow Cliffs (Vineyard Ave.) 

 Shadow Cliffs to Del Valle trail (EBRPD #30) 

 Brushy Peak to Del Valle trail (EBRPD #50), only 

from Iron Horse Trail to Mines Road 

 Del Valle to Mines Road trail (EBRPD #51) 



The list on the following page categorizes pedestrian 

improvements as either an infrastructure item or 

amenity, and rates the effectiveness of each. It is taken 

from Table 4-1, “Cost Estimating Template,” in MTC’s 

Pedestrian Districts Study (2006; see 

www.mtc.ca.gov/planning/bicyclespedestrians/Ped_D

istricts/index.htm). 

As described in the study, “Items in the infrastructure 

section include the core facilities, or ‘building blocks’ 

of a safe and healthy pedestrian district. Facilities in 

the pedestrian amenities section include items that 

improve the overall comfort and appearance of the 

pedestrian environment.” The study’s definition of 

effectiveness is included in the sidebar. This 

categorization and the effectiveness ratings are a 

general guide for deciding project eligibility and 

prioritization for countywide funds, however, this list 

will be updated for use in future grant funding cycles.
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Below are the screening criteria used to select the 

bikeways in the first bicycle vision network, in the 

2001 Countywide Bicycle Plan. Each of the criteria 

used was rated high, neutral or low. Many of the 

bikeways selected in 2001 remain part of the 2012 

vision network (under the “inter-jurisdictional 

network” category). 

 

Serves high volume of existing or potential bicycle 

traffic. 

• Rationale: All other things being equal, the route 

with the most or that would have the most use by 

bicyclists should be ranked higher as a cross county 

corridor. 

Serves commute bicycle transportation trips including 

more direct not circuitous routes. 

• Rationale: Routes for bicycle commute 

transportation should be ranked higher as cross 

county corridors rather than recreational routes. 

Provides access to and through major traffic 

generators/attractors/or to adjacent city/county. 

• Rationale: Routes which connect major activity 

centers should be ranked higher. 

Closes gap in the existing bikeway system/ 

• Rationale: Existing routes that provide continuity 

and directness should be ranked higher. 

 

Route has lower vehicular traffic volumes/speeds (or, 

if multi-use path, low pedestrian volumes). 

• Rationale: Routes with lower motor vehicle 

volumes/speeds would have lower potential safety 

conflicts and thus should be ranked higher as cross 

county corridors. 

Route has fewer bicyclist/motorist collisions. 

• Rationale: Locations that have lower than average 

bike collision rates should be ranked higher as 

cross-county corridors. 

Route has (or would have) few obstacles to bicycle 

travel that affect safety including but not limited to 

narrow lanes and other obstacles/unfriendly design 

features (that cannot be improved or removed) e.g. 

railroad tracks, numerous driveways, high parking 

turnover, high-speed right-turn lanes. Or if multi-use 

path, path has few at-grade intersections and other 

impediments to travel. 



• Rationale: Routes with fewer existing obstacles 

should be ranked higher as cross-county corridors. 

 

Route is easy to implement and/or is an existing 

facility that needs few improvements. 

• Rationale: Roadways that have existing good bike 

facilities should be ranked higher as cross-county 

corridors. 

Route has political/public support (e.g., is on a local 

plan; is consistent with current processes; funds have 

already been generated or a right-of-way has been 

donated; and/or city agrees to the project). 

• Rationale: Local jurisdiction will need to be 

involved in implementation so they must support 

the project.



The estimated cost of the bus corridor improvements 

was calculated as follows: 

• The total mileage of the corridor or trunkline,  

• minus the overlapping miles with the at-station rail 

and the access to CBDs (to reduce double-counting 

miles between the vision categories),  

• multiplied by $1.6 million per mile (half the cost of 

the typical pedestrian project per mile cost); and  

• multiplied by 80 percent (the percentage of 

improvements assumed to be unbuilt). 

The estimated cost of half mile access to corridor 

improvements was calculated as follows: 

• The number of miles of streets within a half-mile 

walking distance of stops on the corridor,  

• minus the mileage of the corridor itself (already 

counted above), and the overlapping miles with the 

at-station rail, the access to CBDs, and the 

Communities of Concern (to reduce double-

counting miles between the vision categories),  

• multiplied by $0.32 million per mile (10 percent of 

the typical pedestrian project per mile cost), and  

• multiplied by 80 percent (the percentage of 

improvements assumed to be unbuilt). 

The estimated cost of improvements closest to all 

stations and terminals (“at station”) was calculated as 

follows: 

• the number of street block lengths immediately 

surrounding the 33 stations plus one length 

radiating out in each of the four cardinal directions 

(a total of eight lengths) for each station,  

• minus two station areas which are located in the 

same exact areas (Fremont ACE and Capitol 

Corridor stations, and Coliseum BART and Capitol 

Corridor stations),  

• multiplied by the average distance of each block 

length (1/8 mile),  

• multiplied by $6.4 million per mile (twice the 

typical pedestrian project per mile cost), and 

• multiplied by 80 percent (the percentage of 

improvements assumed to be unbuilt). 

The estimated cost of improvements to all stations 

(“half mile access to station”) was calculated as 

follows: 

• the number of miles of streets within a half-mile 

walking distance of each of the stations (calculated 

for each of the 33 station areas),  

• minus the street mileage at the stations themselves 

(already counted above), and the overlapping miles 

with the access to CBDs and the major bus 

corridors (to reduce double-counting miles 

between the vision categories),  

• multiplied by $0.64 million per mile (20 percent of 

the typical  pedestrian project per mile cost); and  

• multiplied by 80 percent (the percentage of 

improvements assumed to be unbuilt). 

The estimated cost of access improvements within the 

Central Business Districts (CBDs) was calculated as 

follows: 

• the number of miles of streets in all 16 CBDs 

(115.3),  

• minus the 12 street miles that overlap with the “at-

station” rail access miles (to reduce double-

counting miles between the vision categories),  



• multiplied by $3.2 million per mile (the typical 

pedestrian project cost per mile), and  

• multiplied by 80 percent (the percentage of 

improvements assumed to be unbuilt). 

The estimated cost of access improvements to activity 

centers was calculated as follows: 

• the number of activity centers (113),  

• multiplied by the assumed maximum distance to 

the nearest major transit stop or station from each 

activity center, as described in the vision category 

(1/8 mile), 

• multiplied by the assumed number of links to 

transit from each activity center (two),  

• multiplied by $0.16 million per mile (5 percent of 

the typical pedestrian project per mile cost), and 

• multiplied by 80 percent (the percentage of 

improvements assumed to be unbuilt). 

The estimated cost of access improvements in 

Communities of Concern was calculated as follows: 

• the number of miles of streets in all five 

Communities of Concern (689.6),  

• multiplied by 25 percent, to estimate the total miles 

that are within one-quarter mile of local transit 

lines that serve major transit stations/stops and 

CBDs,  

• multiplied by $0.32 million (10 percent of the 

typical pedestrian project cost per mile cost), and  

• multiplied by 80 percent (the percentage of 

improvements assumed to be unbuilt). 



The 132.9 miles of planned trails in the bicycle vision 

network were divided into two types and costs were 

estimated as follows: 

• Major countywide trails: The total cost of $508.3 

million is based on escalating a 2010 Alameda CTC 

estimate of $494.4 million to complete these three 

trails. The 2010 estimate was developed using the 

best available data, including from feasibility 

studies, and was reviewed at the time it was 

developed by the applicable local and/or managing 

agencies. The average per mile cost for each trail is 

as follows: the East Bay Greenway is $4.1 million, 

the Iron Horse Trail is $2.5 million, and the Bay 

Trail is $5.0 million. 

• All other trails: The total cost of $61.7 million for 

51.4 trail miles, was estimated based on $1.2 

million per mile (consultants’ per mile estimate, 

based on recent local cost estimates and cost 

estimates for similar projects in local bicycle plans). 

Costs for the two types of bicycle lane facilities used in 

the plan were based on a review of the average costs 

in local bicycle master plans (see Table X.1). The “low” 

cost corresponds to simply “Striping and signing” the 

lanes, while the “high” cost envisions “Lane Reduction 

and restriping.” 

Four distinct types of bicycle route facilities were used 

for estimating the costs of Class III bicycle route 

facilities in the Bicycle Plan. Below are the 

assumptions for the cost estimates for each of these 

facility types: 

• Signage-only routes: $10,000 per mile was based 

on the average cost of similar facilities reported in 

local bicycle plans (see the “low” category for Class 

III facilities in Table X.1 below) and escalated to 

2012 dollars. 

• Signed routes with sharrows: $57,000 per mile was 

based on consultants’ estimate for this type of 

facility. 

• Routes with wide curb lanes: $142,000 per mile 

was based on consultants’ estimate which was 

based on mid-range of the $60,000‒$120,000 

estimate for a similar facility type in the 2006 

Bicycle Plan, escalated to 2012 dollars, with 30 

percent added for contingencies. 

• Bicycle boulevards and routes with wide 

shoulders: $220,000 per mile. These two facility 

types were combined into one type because they 

are similar in cost range and it was assumed that 

there would be relatively fewer of these types of 

facilities than the other three bicycle route types. 

For cost estimating purposes, the bicycle boulevard 

cost per mile was used. The estimate is based on 

the average of the four local jurisdiction cost 

estimates for “high” (i.e. bicycle boulevard) bicycle 

route facilities, as shown in Table X.1 below, 

escalated to 2012 dollars. 

The estimated combined cost for the major, non-

bikeway, capital projects is $78,752,000, based on the 

costs given for these projects in the 2006 plan, or 

current local estimates, where available (see Table X.2 

below). The costs were escalated and are shown in 

2012 dollars. 



This category includes access directly to the transit 

station/stop entrances, bicycle parking at transit 

stations/stops, and access on-board transit vehicles. All 

cost estimates are based on staff and consultant best 

estimates, and, where applicable, estimates in the 2012 

BART Bicycle Plan and the 2009 AC Transit Bicycle 

Parking Study have been used as guidelines. Detailed 

cost estimates are available, upon request, from 

Alameda CTC. 
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The maintenance costs were estimated separately for 

built and unbuilt facilities for each vision category for 

the full 28 year life of the plan, as detailed below. 

• For all existing (or “built”) facilities within the 

vision categories of access to transit, access to 

CBDs, access to activity centers and Communities 

of Concern, the maintenance costs are based on an 

estimate of the cost to have built these facilities of 

countywide significance. Since the actual 

infrastructure currently in place in these areas and 

the cost to have constructed it is unknown, a 

conservative estimate of total construction costs 

was made that 20 percent of the facilities of 

countywide significance are already built. Based on 

this assumption, the annual maintenance cost was 

then calculated at two percent of the estimated cost 

to have built the facilities. This figure was then 

multiplied by the 28 year life of the plan. The two 

percent per year figure is based on a professional 

estimate, given typical maintenance costs, and, 

only includes maintenance of the “upgraded” 

facilities. It is assumed that local jurisdictions 

would continue to maintain the basic facilities 

(sidewalks, crosswalks, etc), as they are currently 

doing. 

• For built inter-jurisdictional trail facilities that are 

currently sidewalks (because it was not feasible at 

the time to build a trail), the same methodology as 

described immediately above was used, for the 31 

built sidewalk miles. 

• For built trail facilities, the cost estimates are based 

on a $25,500 annual cost per facility mile (from an 

East Bay Regional Park District estimate of $25,000 

in 2011, escalated to 2012 dollars) for 121 built trail 

miles. 

Since the unbuilt facilities are most likely to be 

constructed gradually over the next 28 years, it was 

assumed that one-sixth of the unbuilt mileage was 

built every five years beginning in 2015, and only once 

they were built would the maintenance costs begin to 

occur. 

• For the four vision categories of access to transit, 

access to CBDs, access to activity centers and 

Communities of Concern, the maintenance cost of 

planned (i.e. unbuilt) facilities, is calculated to be 2 

percent annually of what it will cost to build these 

facilities.   

• For inter-jurisdictional trail facilities that are 

planned sidewalks (because it is not feasible at this 

time to build a trail), the same methodology as 

described immediately above was used, for the 18 

planned sidewalk miles. 

• For unbuilt trail facilities, the annual per mile 

maintenance cost estimate is the same as for the 

built facilities ($25,500) for 90 unbuilt trail miles. 



For all bikeways (Class I, II, and III and unclassified), 

it is assumed that the unbuilt mileage is constructed 

over 28 years, with one-sixth built every five years 

beginning in 2015. 

• Maintenance of Class I facilities consists of routine 

maintenance of gates, fences, signage and entry 

structures; graffiti removal; trash pick-up; semi-

annual mowing of trail shoulders; public-safety 

patrol; and a reserve for repair and replacement of 

the trail surface. Although all of these costs may 

not apply for every trail in the county, the 

estimated costs should cover the applicable needed 

maintenance. 

• Cost per mile ($25,500) is based on an estimate 

from the East Bay Regional Park District of $25,000 

in 2011, escalated to 2012 dollars. 

• Maintenance of Class II facilities consists of 

sweeping and removal of vegetation growth; 

maintenance of signage, striping and stencils; 

minor surface repairs; and tuning of signals for 

bicycle and pedestrian sensitivity; it does not 

include major pavement repairs. 

• Cost per mile ($1,600) is based on an approximate 

average cost of $1,500, in 2010 dollars, reported in 

local bicycle plans, escalated to 2012 dollars, as 

shown in Table Z.1. 

• Maintenance of Class III facilities consists of 

sweeping and removal of vegetation growth; 

maintenance of signage, striping and stencils; 

minor surface repairs; and tuning of signals for 

bicycle and pedestrian sensitivity; it does not 

include major pavement repairs. 

• Cost per mile ($1,000) based on an approximate 

average cost of $700, in 2010 dollars, reported in 

local bicycle plans (as shown in Table Z.1), which 

was rounded up to $1000 to account for increased 

costs of maintaining bicycle boulevards. 

• Cost per mile ($1000) is based on cost for the 

maintenance of Class III facilities. This assumption 

parallels the assumption in the capital costs section 

for unclassified facilities. 

Costs estimates include maintenance of bicycle 

parking facilities and operations of attended bicycle 

parking facilities, as follows: 

• BART: Assumed $10,000 per year, for each of the 

20 stations, for 28 years. This estimate is based on 

staff and consultant’s best estimate. 

• Capitol Corridor, ACE and ferries: Assumed 

$5,000 per year, per station/terminal, for 28 years. 

This estimate is based on staff and consultant’s best 

estimate, and is lower than BART costs due to the 

lesser amount of bicycle parking facilities at these 

stations/terminals. 

• Bus: Assumed $2,000 per year, for each major bus 

transfer stop (as identified in this plan), for 28 

years. Costs were roughly based on AC Transit 

Bicycle Parking Study (2009) cost estimates. 



• BART only: Assumed $75,000 per year, for four 

facilities, for 28 years. This number is based on the 

current number of existing or near-term-planned 

attended bicycle parking facilities at BART stations. 

The possible future facilities were not included, 

since it is unknown when they would be built and 

begin operating. The per year cost is roughly based 

on a BART Bicycle Plan (2012) estimate. 



Below are descriptions of the elements used to 

calculate the estimated start-up and operating costs for 

each of the 11 pedestrian programs and 12 bicycle 

programs included in this plan. Full descriptions of 

each program are included in the “Countywide 

Priorities” chapter. 

After each program title, there is text in parentheses 

indicating whether the program can be found in the 

Pedestrian Plan (“P”) or the Bicycle Plan (“B”). The 

number that follows corresponds to the number of 

that program as shown in the table in the “Costs and 

Revenue” chapter of each plan. 

Cost estimates are based on promoting the “Step Into 

Life!” program, branding and publicity to support an 

annual month of locally-organized walks, and 

branding and publicity to support open streets events 

throughout the county. The costs are fully assigned to 

the Pedestrian Plan. 

Start-up: $8,000 to initiate new walking promotions. 

Operating: $28,000 annually for 28 years; includes 

$20,000 for the “Step Into Life!” program and 

advertising, $5,000 for the organized walks, and $3,000 

for open streets events. 

Costs estimates are based on promoting Bike to Work 

Day and the “Ride into Life!” advertising campaign, 

expanding bicycling promotion and integrating it into 

any transportation demand management (TDM) 

program initiated by Alameda CTC in the future, and 

for publicity to support open streets events 

throughout the county. 

Start-up: $5,000 to initiate new bicycling promotions. 

Operating: $53,000 annually for 28 years; includes 

$35,000 for promotion (based on current advertising 

campaign cost) and $18,000 to expand and broaden the 

reach of the Ride into Life! website and promotion, 

including for open streets events. 

Cost estimates are based on an on-going program 

operated by TransForm. They are an estimate of a 

four-year pilot program covering 6‒8 areas of the 

county reaching a total of 50,000‒60,000 households. 

Program costs are allocated evenly between the 

Bicycle Plan and the Pedestrian Plan. 

Start-up: $480,000 (includes first year operations, as 

well). 

Operating: $300,000 annually for three years. 

Costs estimates are based only on implementing the 

bicycle programs identified in existing community-

based transportation plans (CBTPs) that are not 

already included as part of other recommended 



programs in this plan. Currently the CBTPs do not 

include any stand-alone pedestrian programs. 

However, since the CBTPs will be updated in the 

future and will likely include pedestrian programs, 

this program has been included in the Pedestrian Plan 

as a place-holder. 

Start-up: $0 

Operating: $2,126,000 over the program lifetime. This 

includes: 

• $2,100,000, or $75,000 annually for 28 years, for 

earn-a-bike programs in Communities of Concern 

throughout the county, to increase bicycling 

options for youth and low-income residents (based 

on a 2011 grant to fund a similar, two-year 

program at Cycles of Change). 

• $15,000 as a one-time contribution for cyclist 

education in the city of Alameda about bicycle 

routes and safety (based on costs identified in the 

local CBTP). 

• $11,000 as a one-time contribution for cyclist 

education in south and west Berkeley about the 

bicycle boulevard network (based on costs 

identified in the local CBTP). 

Cost estimates are based on continuing the 

countywide SR2S program (with expansion to 90 

percent of the schools in the county, or 258 K-8 schools 

and 67 high schools), supporting a crossing guard 

funding program and funding SR2S-related capital 

projects. Program costs are allocated evenly between 

the Bicycle Plan and the Pedestrian Plan. 

Start-up: $110,000. This includes: 

• $110,000 to develop the crossing guard funding 

program (estimated cost for a similar program of 

the Transportation Authority of Marin, which has 

been slightly increased to account for the larger 

size of Alameda County). 

• $0 for capital projects and the SR2S programs 

(start-up costs are not applicable since both 

programs are already established). 

Operating: $116,744,000 over the program lifetime 

(annual costs will vary, due to ramping up the 

programs over time). This includes: 

• $89,032,000 to implement the SR2S program over 

28 years, beginning with 75 schools in 2012 and 

increasing gradually to 325 schools by 2020, 

operating through 2040 (Total per school of 

$11,300, based on a cost of $1,860,000 in 2011 for a 

two-year program for K-8 and high schools funded 

through Alameda CTC’s SR2S program). 

• $22,112,000 to implement the crossing guard 

program over 24 years. This includes $20,600,000 in 

direct costs ($858,000 annually, which is 25% of the 

total costs of an estimated full crossing guard 

program, assuming that the remaining costs are 

covered by school or other non-bicycle/pedestrian 

funds); $320,000 for program evaluation ($40,000 

every three years, or eight times through 2040); and 

$1,200,000 for program management by Alameda 

CTC ($50,000 per year). Cost estimates are from a 

similar program of the Transportation Authority of 

Marin, scaled to Alameda County, and assume an 

average of 1.5 crossing guards per K-8 school. 

• $5,600,000 for capital SR2S projects, or $200,000 

annually for 28 years (based on a $600,000 call for 

capital projects over a three-year cycle sponsored 

by Alameda CTC in 2011). 

Costs estimates are based on developing a 

coordinated, comprehensive countywide walking 

program for seniors, including walking safety classes, 

travel training classes and walking audits. The costs 

are fully assigned to the Pedestrian Plan. 

Start-up: $100,000. This includes: 

• $100,000 to establish a new coordinated, 

countywide safe routes for seniors program. 

• $0 for walking clubs, travel training and walking 

audits (programs are already underway). 

Operating: $13,183,000 over the program lifetime 

(annual costs will vary, due to ramping up the 

program over time). This includes: 

• $4,302,000 for walking safety classes, or $5,000 for 

each class series per year, beginning with 6 in 2012 



and increasing to 30 annually from 2020‒2040 

(based on the cost per club in 2011 for a City of 

Fremont sponsored program operating in three 

cities), plus $25,000 per year for program 

administration. 

• $7,299,000 for the “Travel Training For Seniors” 

program, or $5,000 for each class, beginning with 

12 classes in 2012 and increasing to 60 annually 

from 2020‒2040 (based on a per class cost in 2008 of 

the Tri-City travel training program). 

• $1,582,000 for walking audits, or $3,000 for each 

audit, beginning with four in 2012 and increasing 

to 20 annually from 2016‒2040, for a total of 540 

audits over the program life. 

Cost estimates are based on continuing to support 

bicycle safety classes throughout the county and 

bicycle maintenance and repair programs. 

Start-up: $0 (program is already underway). 

Operating: $198,000 annually for 28 years. This 

includes: 

• $98,000 for safety classes (based on the 2011 budget 

for the bicycle safety education program operated 

by the East Bay Bicycle Coalition). 

• $100,000 for a new maintenance and repair 

program. 

Cost estimates are based on continuing to support the 

development of citation diversion programs for 

bicycle offenders and for advocating for the 

incorporation of pedestrian and bicycle topics in all 

traffic school programs. All program costs have been 

assigned to the Bicycle Plan because the only activity 

with a monetary cost (development of citation 

diversion programs for bicycle offenders) is bicycle-

related. 

Start-up: $80,000 to establish citation diversion 

programs in 16 jurisdictions, which can include 

university campuses (based on estimate provided by 

EBBC of $5,000 to establish one program). 

Operating: $16,000 annually for 24 years. This 

includes: 

• $250 per bicycle safety class for 62 classes per year, 

based on estimate provided by EBBC for current 

classes at established program at U.C. Berkeley, 

plus projected classes through 16 additional local 

police departments. 

• $0 for advocating for traffic school curriculum 

(staff time only). 

Cost estimates are based on establishing a 

comprehensive countywide pedestrian and bicycle 

safety advertising campaign. Program costs are 

allocated evenly between the Bicycle Plan and the 

Pedestrian Plan. 

Start-up: $100,000 (estimate from the manager of the 

Marin County Street Smarts program). 

Operating: $150,000 annually for 24 years (estimate 

from the manager of the Marin County Street Smarts 

program). 

Cost estimates are based on developing and 

disseminating one technical tool annually, and 

funding several technical assistance programs each 

year. Program costs are allocated evenly between the 

Bicycle Plan and the Pedestrian Plan. 

Start-up: $0 (not applicable). 

Operating: $55,000 annually for 28 years; includes 

$10,000 for technical tools and $45,000 for technical 

assistance programs. 

No direct program costs, as this program is primarily 

implemented through staffing. The program would 

continue training efforts and countywide 

pedestrian/bicycle coordination services, and could 

establish a new speaker series. 

No direct program costs, as this program is primarily 

implemented through staffing. The program would 

coordinate one multi-agency capital project every 

three years, on average, beginning in 2016. 



Cost estimates are based on funding one research 

project every three years, on average, beginning in 

2016. Program costs are allocated evenly between the 

Bicycle Plan and the Pedestrian Plan. 

Start-up: $0 (not applicable). 

Operating: $7,000 annually for 24 years (or $21,000 

every three years); based on a pedestrian research 

project collaboration between Alameda CTC and UC 

Berkeley in 2007/2008. 

Cost estimates are based on studying the feasibility of 

bicycle sharing in Alameda County. 

Start-up: $155,000 (based on cost of a similar project of 

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority in 2011). 

Operating: $0 (not applicable; these costs would be 

determined based on study results). 



The following costs for new and updated plans were 

used for both the Countywide Pedestrian and Bicycle 

Plan cost calculations:

 

 

 

The following assumptions were used in determining 

the costs by jurisdiction, and for each of the two 

Countywide Plans: 

• The costs for new and updated plans are based on 

those used in recent grant applications to the 

Alameda CTC, and professional judgment. 

• Half the cost of a combined pedestrian/bicycle plan 

is assigned to the Pedestrian Plan and half to the 

Bicycle Plan. 

• It was assumed that jurisdictions that do not 

currently have a plan will develop a stand-alone 

plan, jurisdictions that have stand-alone plans will 

update them as stand-alone plans, and the 

jurisdictions that have combined plans will update 

them as combined plans. 

• Plans will be updated five times through 2040, once 

every five years to comply with Measure B pass-

through funding requirements established in 2012. 





 





Below are detailed estimates of the projected revenue 

for each of the 23 potential funding sources considered 

in the Countywide Pedestrian and Bicycle Plans, 

including the assumptions used to arrive at the 

estimates. All revenue projections are for the 28-year 

life of the plans. “TEP” refers to Alameda CTC’s 

Transportation Expenditure Plan. 

 

• Total for all pedestrian and bicycle projects through 

2040: $166.2 million, or 3 percent of $5,540 million 

under a reauthorized Measure B. 

• For all pedestrian projects: $127.1 million, or 76 

percent of above total (based on percentage of local 

pass-through funds in fiscal years 2005 through 

2009 that was spent on pedestrian projects relative 

to bicycle projects). 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $63.6 million, or 50 percent of 

above (assuming that the other 50 percent will be 

spent on local priorities; 50 percent is used for 

estimating purposes and is based roughly on local 

jurisdictions self-reporting on whether their 

Measure B local pass-through funded projects are 

included in the Countywide Pedestrian Plan or 

not.). 

• For bicycle projects: $39.1 million, or 24 percent of 

above total (based on percentage of local pass-

through funds in fiscal years 2005 through 2009 

that was spent on bicycle projects relative to 

pedestrian projects). 

• For bicycle projects in the Countywide Bicycle 

Plan: $19.5 million, or 50 percent of above 

(assuming that the other 50 percent will be spent 

on local priorities; 50 percent is used for estimating 

purposes and is based roughly on local 

jurisdictions self-reporting on whether their 

Measure B local pass-through funded projects are 

included in the Countywide Bicycle Plan or not.) 

• Total for all pedestrian and bicycle projects through 

2040: $110.8 million, or 2 percent of $5,540 million 

under a reauthorized Measure B (assumes that the 

countywide funds will be used toward countywide 

priorities, both the countywide discretionary grant 

program, as well as staffing and countywide 

planning activities and projects). 

• For all pedestrian projects: $56.2 million, or 51 

percent of above total (based on percentage of 

countywide discretionary funds in fiscal years 2005 

through 2009 that was spent on pedestrian projects 

relative to bicycle projects). 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $56.2 million, or 100 percent of 

above (assumes that all funded pedestrian projects 

and programs will be included in this plan). 



• For all bicycle projects: $54.6 million, or 49 percent 

of above total (based on percentage of countywide 

discretionary funds in fiscal years 2005 through 

2009 that was spent on bicycle projects relative to 

pedestrian projects). 

• For bicycle projects in the Countywide Bicycle 

Plan: $54.6 million, or 100 percent of above 

(assumes that all funded pedestrian projects and 

programs will be included in this plan). 

• Total for all pedestrian and bicycle projects through 

2040: $166.2 million, or 3 percent of $5,540 million 

under a reauthorized Measure B. 

• For all pedestrian projects: $83.1 million, or 50 

percent of above total (based on assumption that all 

multi-use trails are equally beneficial to pedestrians 

and bicyclists). 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $83.1 million, or 100 percent of 

above (based on the fact that the three major trails 

are all priorities in the Pedestrian Plan). 

• For all bicycle projects: $83.1 million, or 50 percent 

of above total (based on assumption that all multi-

use trails are equally beneficial to pedestrians and 

bicyclists). 

• For bicycle projects in the Countywide Bicycle 

Plan: $83.1 million, or 100 percent of above (based 

on the fact that the three major trails are all 

priorities in the Bicycle Plan). 

• Total for all projects through 2040: $1,108 million, 

or 20 percent of $5,540 million under a 

reauthorized Measure B. 

• Total for all pedestrian and bicycle projects through 

2040: $166.2 million, or 15% of above. 

• For all pedestrian projects: $138.3 million, or 83 

percent of above total (based on historical 

percentage of all Measure B local streets and roads 

funding spent on bicycle/pedestrian projects that is 

used for pedestrian projects). 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $69.2 million, or 50 percent of 

above (same assumption mentioned above for 

bicycle/pedestrian safety pass-through funding). 

• For all bicycle projects: $27.9 million, or 17 percent 

of above total (based on historical percentage of all 

Measure B local streets and roads funding spent on 

bicycle/pedestrian projects that is used for bicycle 

projects). 

• For bicycle projects in the Countywide Bicycle 

Plan: $13.9 million, or 50 percent of above (same 

assumption mentioned above for 

bicycle/pedestrian safety pass-through funding). 

• Total for all projects in Bay Area through 2040: 

$140 million, or $5 million annually (based on $20 

million for MTC’s initial, four-year SR2S 

programming cycle). 

• Total for all projects in Alameda County through 

2040: $30 million, or 21 percent of the above (which 

is the county’s share of the region’s public and 

private K-12 school enrolment). 

• For all pedestrian projects: $15 million, or 50 

percent of above total (with the other 50 percent 

dedicated to bicycle projects). 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $7.5 million, or 50 percent of 

above  (this percentage is used for estimating 

purposes, since many, but not all, schools are likely 

within the areas covered by the pedestrian vision 

system). 

• For all bicycle projects: $15.0 million, or 50 percent 

of above total (with the other 50 percent dedicated 

to pedestrian projects). 



• For bicycle projects in the Countywide Bicycle 

Plan: $7.5 million, or 50 percent of above  (this 

percentage is used for estimating purposes, since 

many, but not all, schools are likely within the 

areas covered by the bicycle vision network). 

• Total for all pedestrian projects in Alameda County 

through 2040: $21.1 million (based on the average 

annual amount—$0.75 million—of source funds in 

fiscal years 2005 through 2009 that was spent on 

pedestrian projects). 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $10.5 million, or 50 percent of 

above (based on the assumption that a significant 

amount of funds are used on local, rather than 

countywide, projects). 

• Total for all bicycle projects in Alameda County 

through 2040: $12.8 million (based on average 

annual amount—$0.46 million—of source funds in 

fiscal years 2005 through 2009 that was spent on 

bicycle projects). 

• For bicycle projects in the Countywide Bicycle 

Plan: $6.4 million, or 50 percent of above (based on 

the assumption that a significant amount of funds 

are used on local, rather than countywide, 

projects). 

• Total for all projects through 2040: $285.6 million 

(estimate based on anticipated annual net revenue 

of $10.2 million annually). 

• Total for all pedestrian and bicycle projects through 

2040: $14.3 million, or 5 percent of above. 

• For all pedestrian projects: $7.1 million, or 50 

percent of above total (other 50 percent is assumed 

to be for bicycle projects). 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $7.1 million, or 100 percent of 

above (assumes that funds, to be distributed as 

grants, will only be used for projects included in 

the Countywide Pedestrian Plan). 

• For all bicycle projects: $7.1 million, or 50 percent 

of above (other 50 percent is assumed to be for 

pedestrian projects). 

• For bicycle projects in the Countywide Bicycle 

Plan: $7.1 million, or 100 percent of above (assumes 

that funds, to be distributed as grants, will only be 

used for projects included in the Countywide 

Bicycle Plan). 

 

• Total for all projects in Bay Area through 2040: 

$2,240 million, or $80 million annually for 28 years 

(based on $320 million proposed for first four years 

of program). 

• Total for all projects in Alameda County through 

2040: $446 million, or 19.9 percent of above (based 

on Alameda County’s share of funding for the first 

four years - $63 million). 

• For all pedestrian projects: $89.2 million, or 20 

percent of above total. The flexibility of the 

OneBayArea Grant (OBAG) program, and the 

spending discretion it gives Alameda CTC, makes 

it difficult to project the revenues that would be 

available for pedestrian projects. The Alameda 

CTC Board will be adopting a distribution formula 

for the OBAG program by 2013, at which time the 

percentages for pedestrian and bicycle projects will 

be determined. The estimate of 20% is based on an 

analysis of the program categories and types of 

projects that MTC expects will be funded under the 

OBAG program, and on the actual distribution of 

funds to pedestrian projects in the “CMA Block 

Grant - Cycle 1 STP/CMAQ” program. 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $89.2 million, or 100 percent of 



above (assumes that all funded pedestrian projects 

and programs will be included in the plan). 

• For all bicycle projects: $66.9 million, or 15 percent 

of above total. Similar to the Pedestrian Plan, the 

estimate of 15% is based on an analysis of the 

program categories and types of projects that MTC 

expects will be funded under the OBAG program, 

and on the actual distribution of funds to bicycle 

projects in the “CMA Block Grant - Cycle 1 

STP/CMAQ” program. 

• For bicycle projects in the Countywide Bicycle 

Plan: $66.9 million or 100 percent of above 

(assumes that all funded bicycle projects and 

programs will be included in the plan). 

• Total for all projects in Bay Area through 2040: 

$140 million, or $5 million annually (based on $20 

million for MTC’s initial, four-year Climate Change 

Program cycle). 

• Total for all projects in Alameda County through 

2040: $28.1 million, or 20.1 percent of the above 

(which is the county’s share of the region’s 

population). 

• For all pedestrian projects: $1.4 million, or 5 

percent of above total (based on approximate share 

of funds under MTC’s initial Climate Initiatives 

Program in Cycle 1 that was dedicated to 

pedestrian projects). 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $1.4 million, or 100 percent of 

above (assumes all projects would be in the plan). 

• For all bicycle projects: $4.2 million, or 15 percent 

of above total (based on approximate share of 

funds under MTC’s initial Climate Initiatives 

Program in Cycle 1 that was dedicated to bicycle 

projects). 

• For bicycle projects in the Countywide Bicycle 

Plan: $4.2 million, or 100 percent of above (assumes 

all projects would be in the plan). 

• Total for all projects in Bay Area through 2040: 

$175 million, or $6.3 million annually (based on $25 

million proposed for first four years of program). 

• Total for all projects in Alameda County through 

2040: $35.2 million, or 20.1 percent of the above 

(which is the county’s share of the region’s 

population). 

• For all pedestrian projects: $3.5 million, or 10 

percent of above total (assumes that a small portion 

of planning funding will benefit pedestrian travel). 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $3.5 million, or 100 percent of 

above (assumes that all improvements in PDAs 

will also be in the priority areas in the plan). 

• For all bicycle projects: $1.8 million, or 5 percent of 

above total (assumes that a small portion of 

planning funding will benefit bicycle travel). 

• For bicycle projects in the Countywide Bicycle 

Plan: $1.8 million, or 100 percent of above (assumes 

that all improvements in PDAs will also be in the 

priority areas in the plan). 

• Total for all pedestrian projects in Alameda County 

through 2040: $8.4 million (based on average 

annual amount of program funds - $0.3 million  - 

for the first three program cycles (2005, 2007 and 

2009) awarded to Alameda County jurisdictions 

and other agencies for pedestrian projects). 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $8.4 million, or 100 percent of 

above (assumes that all projects will be near major 

transit stations, which are part of the pedestrian 

vision system). 

• Total for all bicycle projects in Alameda County 

through 2040: $12.8 million (based on average 

annual amount of program funds—$0.5 million—



for the first three program cycles (2005, 2007 and 

2009) awarded to Alameda County jurisdictions 

and other agencies for bicycle projects). 

• For bicycle projects in the Countywide Bicycle 

Plan: $12.8 million, or 100 percent of above 

(assumes that all projects will provide access to 

major transit stations, which is a part of the bicycle 

vision network). 

• Total for all projects in Alameda County through 

2040: $26.1, or $0.93 million annually (based on 4 

percent—Alameda County’s share of California’s 

population—of $23 million available in funding for 

2011; because this is a relatively new source, there 

is insufficient historical information about projects 

funded in Alameda County on which to base an 

assumption of the actual percentage of funds the 

county will receive). 

• For all pedestrian projects: $23.5 million, or 90 

percent of above total (this is the rough percentage 

of funds awarded to Alameda County jurisdictions 

and other agencies under the State Safe Routes to 

School program [see below] over three program 

cycles that was spent on pedestrian projects. The 

other 10 percent is assumed to be for bicycle 

projects.) 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $11.8 million, or 50 percent of 

above (this percentage is used for estimating 

purposes, since many schools are likely within the 

areas covered by the pedestrian vision system) 

• For all bicycle projects: $2.6 million, or 0 percent of 

above total (based on percentage of funds awarded 

to Alameda County jurisdictions and other 

agencies under the State Safe Routes to School 

program [see below] over three program cycles 

that was spent on bicycle projects. The other 90 

percent is assumed to be for pedestrian projects.) 

• For bicycle projects in the Countywide Bicycle 

Plan: $1.3 million, or 50 percent of above (this 

percentage is used for estimating purposes, since 

many schools are likely within the areas covered by 

the bicycle vision network) 

• Total for all pedestrian projects in Alameda County 

through 2040: $23.9 million, or $0.85 million 

annually (based on the average annual amount of 

actual program funds over three program cycles 

(between fiscal years 2005/06 and 2009/10) awarded 

to Alameda County jurisdictions and other 

agencies for pedestrian projects). 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $12.0 million, or 50 percent of 

above (this percentage is used for estimating 

purposes, since many schools are likely within the 

areas covered by the pedestrian vision system). 

• Total for all bicycle projects in Alameda County 

through 2040: $1.7 million, or $0.06 million 

annually (based on the average annual amount of 

actual program funds over three program cycles 

(between fiscal years 2005/06 and 2009/10) awarded 

to Alameda County jurisdictions and other 

agencies for bicycle projects). 

• For bicycle projects in the Countywide Bicycle 

Plan: $0.9 million, or 50 percent of above (this 

percentage is used for estimating purposes, since 

many schools are likely within the areas covered by 

the bicycle vision network). 

• Total for all pedestrian projects in Alameda County 

through 2040: $0 (based on the average annual 

amount of actual program funds in fiscal years 

2007, 2008 and 2009 awarded to Alameda County 

jurisdictions and other agencies for pedestrian 

projects). 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $0 (see above). 



• Total for all bicycle projects in Alameda County 

through 2040: $5.0 million, or $0.18 million 

annually (based on the average annual amount of 

actual program funds in fiscal years 2007, 2008 and 

2009 awarded to Alameda County jurisdictions and 

other agencies for bicycle projects). 

• For bicycle projects in the Countywide Bicycle 

Plan: $2.5 million, or 50 percent of above (this 

percentage is used for estimating purposes, since 

many, but not all, projects are likely within the 

areas covered by the bicycle vision network). 

• Total for all pedestrian projects in Alameda County 

through 2040: $0.8 million, or $0.03 million 

annually (based on the average annual amount of 

actual program funds in fiscal years 2007, 2008 and 

2009 awarded to Alameda County jurisdictions and 

other agencies for pedestrian projects). 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $0.4 million, or 50 percent of 

above (this percentage is assumed since many 

projects, but not all, are likely within the areas 

covered by the pedestrian vision system). 

• Total for bicycle projects in Alameda County 

through 2040: $10.7 million, or $0.38 million 

annually (based on average annual amount of 

program funds in fiscal years 2007, 2008 and 2009 

awarded to Alameda County jurisdictions and 

other agencies for bicycle projects) 

• For bicycle projects in the Countywide Bicycle 

Plan: $5.3 million, or 50 percent of above (this 

percentage is used for estimating purposes, since 

many, but not all, projects are likely within the 

areas covered by the bicycle vision network). 

• Total for all pedestrian projects in Alameda County 

through 2040: $38.6 million, or $1.4 million 

annually (based on the average annual amount of 

actual program grant funds received in two (2006 

and 2009) three-year program cycles awarded to 

Alameda County jurisdictions and other agencies 

for pedestrian projects). 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $38.6 million, or 100 percent of 

above (this percentage is assumed since most 

projects improve access to transit and all are in 

Communities of Concern, both which are priority 

areas in this plan). 

• Total for all bicycle projects in Alameda County 

through 2040: $2.5 million, or $0.09 million 

annually (based on the average annual amount of 

actual program grant funds received in two (2006 

and 2009) three-year program cycles awarded to 

Alameda County jurisdictions and other agencies 

for bicycle projects). 

• For bicycle projects in the Countywide Bicycle 

Plan: $2.5 million, or 100 percent of above (this 

percentage is assumed since most projects improve 

access to transit and all are in Communities of 

Concern, both which are priority areas in this plan). 

• Total for all pedestrian projects in Alameda County 

through 2040: $1.4 million, or $0.05 million 

annually (based on average annual amount of 

program grant funds in fiscal years 2007, 2008 and 

2009 awarded to Alameda County jurisdictions and 

other agencies for pedestrian projects). 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $0.7 million, or 50 percent of 

above (this percentage is assumed since many 

projects, but not all, are likely within areas covered 

by the pedestrian vision system). 

• Total for all bicycle projects in Alameda County in 

2040: $2.4 million, or $0.08 million annually (based 

on average annual amount of program grant funds 

in fiscal years 2007, 2008 and 2009 awarded to 

Alameda County jurisdictions and other agencies 

for bicycle projects). 



• For bicycle projects in the Countywide Bicycle 

Plan: $1.2 million, or 50 percent of above (this 

percentage is assumed since many, but not all, 

projects are likely within areas covered by the 

bicycle vision network). 

• Total for all projects in Bay Area through 2040: 

$44.6 million, or $1.6 million annually (based on 

two state appropriations of $3 million each over the 

past four years, in fiscal years 2007 and 2009). 

• Total for all projects in Alameda County through 

2040: $6.2 million, or 14 percent of above (based on 

Alameda County’s share of the total cost to 

complete the Bay Trail in the region). 

• For all pedestrian projects: $3.1 million, or 50 

percent of above total (other 50 percent is assigned 

to the Bicycle Plan under the assumption that Bay 

Trail projects benefit bicyclists and walkers 

equally). 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $3.1 million, or 100 percent of 

above (the Bay Trail is a priority project in the 

plan). 

• For all bicycle projects: $3.1 million, or 50 percent 

of above total (other 50 percent is assigned to the 

Pedestrian Plan under the assumption that Bay 

Trail projects benefit walkers and cyclists equally). 

• For bicycle projects in the Countywide Bicycle 

Plan: $3.1 million, or 100 percent of above (the Bay 

Trail is a priority project in the plan). 

• Total for all pedestrian projects in Alameda County 

through 2040: $5.0 million, or $0.18 million 

annually (based on the average annual amount of 

actual funds in fiscal years 2006 through 2009 

awarded to Alameda County jurisdictions and 

other agencies for pedestrian component of funded 

projects). 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $2.5 million, or 50 percent of 

above (this percentage assumed since many 

projects, but not all, are likely within areas covered 

by the pedestrian vision system). 

• Total for all bicycle projects in Alameda County 

through 2040: $8.6 million, or $0.31 million 

annually (based on the average annual amount of 

actual funds in fiscal years 2006 through 2009 

awarded to Alameda County jurisdictions and 

other agencies for bicycle component of funded 

projects). 

• For bicycle projects in the Countywide Bicycle 

Plan: $4.3 million, or 50 percent of above (this 

percentage assumed since many projects, but not 

all, are likely within areas covered by the bicycle 

vision network). 

• Total for all pedestrian projects in Alameda County 

through 2040: $11.3 million, or $0.40 million 

annually (based on the average annual amount of 

actual program grant funds in fiscal years 2007 

through 2009 awarded to Alameda County 

jurisdictions and other agencies for pedestrian 

projects). 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $5.6 million, or 50 percent of 

above (this percentage is assumed since many 

projects, but not all, are likely within the areas 

covered by the pedestrian vision system). 

• Total for all bicycle projects in Alameda County 

through 2040: $7.4 million, or $0.26 million 

annually (based on the average annual amount of 

actual program grant funds in fiscal years 2007 

through 2009 awarded to Alameda County 

jurisdictions and other agencies for bicycle 

projects). 

• For bicycle projects in the Countywide Bicycle 

Plan: $3.7 million, or 50 percent of above (this 

percentage is assumed since many projects, but not 



all, are likely within areas covered by the bicycle 

vision network). 

• Total or all pedestrian projects in Alameda County 

through 2040: $7.4 million, or $0.27 million 

annually (based on the average annual amount of 

actual program funds in fiscal years 2007 and 2008 

awarded to Alameda County jurisdictions and 

other agencies for pedestrian projects). 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $3.7 million, or 50 percent of 

above (this percentage is assumed since many 

programs, but not all, are likely a pedestrian 

priority area). 

• Total for all bicycle projects in Alameda County 

through 2040: $7.7 million, or $0.28 million 

annually (based on the average annual amount of 

actual program funds in fiscal years 2007 and 2008 

awarded to Alameda County jurisdictions and 

other agencies for bicycle projects). 

• For bicycle projects in the Countywide Bicycle 

Plan: $3.9 million, or 50 percent of above (this 

percentage is assumed since many programs, but 

not all, are likely a bicycle priority area). 

• Total for all projects in Alameda County through 

2040: $61.1 million, or $2.2 million annually (based 

on the average annual amount of actual program 

funds in fiscal years 2006, 2008 and 2010 in 

Alameda County for all projects). 

• Total for all pedestrian and bicycle projects in 

Alameda County through 2040: $30.5 million, or 50 

percent of the above (based on an estimate of funds 

used for pedestrian and bicycle projects, since no 

project list was readily available). 

• For all pedestrian projects: $15.3 million, or 50 

percent of the above total (the other 50 percent is 

allocated to bicycle projects). 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $15.3 million, or 100 percent of 

above (this percentage is assumed since these 

funds are discretionary at the county level, and 

would therefore likely be directed to pedestrian 

projects included in the plan). 

• For all bicycle projects: $15.3 million, or 50 percent 

of the above total (the other 50 percent is allocated 

to pedestrian projects). 

• For bicycle projects in the Bicycle Plan:$15.3 

million, or 100 percent of above (this percentage is 

assumed since these funds are discretionary at the 

county level, and would therefore likely be 

directed to bicycle projects included in the plan). 

• Total for all pedestrian and bicycle projects in 

Alameda County through 2040: $9.1 million, or 

$0.32 million annually (based on the average 

annual amount of actual program funds awarded 

to Alameda County jurisdictions and other 

agencies in fiscal years 2006 through 2009). 

• For all pedestrian projects: $4.5 million, or 50 

percent of above total (other 50 percent is assigned 

to the Bicycle Plan under the assumption that 

projects funded under this source benefit cyclists 

and walkers equally). 

• For pedestrian projects in the Countywide 

Pedestrian Plan: $2.3 million, or 50 percent of 

above (this percentage is assumed since many 

projects, but not all, are likely within areas covered 

by the pedestrian vision system). 

• For all bicycle projects: $4.5 million, or 50 percent 

of above total (other 50 percent is assigned to the 

Pedestrian Plan under the assumption that projects 

funded under this source benefit walkers and 

cyclists equally). 

• For bicycle projects in the Bicycle Plan: $2.3 million, 

or 50 percent of above  (this percentage is assumed 

since many projects, but not all, are likely within 

areas covered by the bicycle vision network). 


