
From: Sandy Barron
To: TAM Info
Subject: Richmond Bridge-Upper Deck 3rd Lane
Date: Friday, February 09, 2018 9:03:34 PM

I am writing as a private citizen and as a San Rafael employer to express my support for a full-time third vehicle
lane on the top deck of the Richmond Bridge.

It is very difficult to recruit and retain entry-level employees willing to commute into Marin.  I manage a staff of 15
employees and several of my team commute over the Richmond Bridge.  The morning commute is becoming
increasingly problematic causing them to consider looking for employment elsewhere. The almost-completed third
lane on the lower deck will improve the evening commute but the morning commute is almost as bad.

Converting the upper deck lane into a dedicated bike lane, while well-intentioned, is not going to do anything to
ease the commute for working people.  I have heard some say that it will encourage people to bike to work.  Very
few of us have the luxury of having a shower in the office.  Nor will many be able to afford $5-10,000 for an electric
bicycle with the range and power to make the long and hilly round-trip over the bridge.

Admittedly, the lane would be a great recreational addition to the community but we have a greater need to provide
needed relief to the tens of thousands who commute over the bridge daily .  

Thank you,
Sandy Barron
San Anselmo, CA

Sent from my iPad
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From: Frank Smart
To: TAM Info
Cc: dconnolly@marincounty.org
Subject: FW: 580 Bridge Issues for our meeting at 3 PM 2/16/18
Date: Wednesday, February 21, 2018 11:34:17 AM
Importance: High

Hi Molly,

Below are the issues reviewed with Damon on 2/16/18.

Please add to your list of reasons not to support this program; however, since it
is going forward anyway where are the controls for justifying and evaluating a
four year pilot program plus there needs to be a usage counter installed to
verify the number, date and time folks cross over the bridge. The results are
going to be rather embarrassing for anyone who supported this recreational
program at the expense of thousands of toll paying tax payers in endless daily
commute grid lock polluting the our air while idling for extended periods of
time.

Cheers,

Frank

From: Frank Smart 
Sent: Friday, February 16, 2018 2:14 PM
To: 'dconnolly@marincounty.org'
Subject: 580 Bridge Issues for our meeting at 3 PM 2/16/18
Importance: High

Dear Damon,

The following are the key points I would like to review with you concerning
the feasibility of opening the third lane to bicycles.

1. Why a four year probation period, seems extremely long plus there
should be a way to shorten it if there is minimal usage and or increased
vehicle traffic warrants it?

2. Should use Fast Track data for determining vehicle demographics and
other toll gate issues.

3. Usage for commuting will be greatly affected by the calendar months
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due to rain, wind, temperature and sunrise; making usage seasonal at
best.

4. Should conduct a practical two week pilot program prior to the start of
the bicycle lane construction by opening the third lane to see what affect
it has on the toll gate congestion.

5. The amount of polluting emissions by the thousands of cars in grid-lock
on the East side of the toll gate, during the daily morning commute can
only be offset by an equal number of commuting bicyclist, which isn't
going to happen.

6. A usage counter should be installed on this new system to collect data,
since the MTC will not provide any usage estimates to justify this project
in the first place.

7. The Cal Park tunnel cost $28 million and they estimated it's usage at
2,150 trips per day. I don't believe there are 200 per day.

8. How much money will be spent by increasing the cost to do maintenance
on the bridge when this lane is lost.

9. Break downs on the bridge are going to create terrible traffic jams.

Let's face it, this is only another link in the Bay Trail program being
promoted by a small minority who have links with folks in the right
places of the MTC and BATA. It has nothing what so ever to do with
folks traveling between Marin and Contra Costa counties for work and
never will. It is purely for leisure time and recreation at the tax payer's
expense and the continued inconvenience for the toll paying folks who
need to seriously cross the bridge for work and other related purposes.
The sad thing is when the novelty wears off, which will not take long, it
will be vacant most of the time! I guarantee you there will be
considerable attention brought to bear by the folks who have been
waiting on the east side of the toll gate to find that there are no cyclist on
the span with them.

There are probably many more comments; however, these are ones that I 
haven't read much about.

Cheers,

Frank



From: TAM Info
To: TAM Info
Subject: FW: E-bikes
Date: Thursday, February 15, 2018 8:56:03 AM

From: robtcasper
Sent: Saturday, February 10, 2018 2:59 PM
To: bbreithaupt@marinij.com; opinion@marinij.com; jreed@tam.ca.gov; Dianne Steinhauser
<DSteinhauser@tam.ca.gov>
Subject: E-bikes

John Reed of Fairfax is why us car commuters sit in traffic. He's the problem. He is the Fairfax 
representative on the Transportation Authority of Marin board. His idea to solve the traffic problem is not 
to widen the roads. not to add lanes on 101 or the Richmond bridge, his solution is for us 146,000 car 
commuters should buy an E-Bike. Imagine that. But his letter is filled with false facts.

His first misrepresentation is that TAM has been "focused" on helping the traffic on the San Rafael side of 
the Richmond Bridge. Nothing is being done but building another bike lane. Then he falsely said E-Bike 
will help relief the car traffic. But this isn't funny.

Guys like Mr. Reed promised us that if we spend $800 million on Smart train, traffic would be lessened. 
That was a lie. Then he said if we constructed bike paths, bridges, tunnels, bikers would use them and 
relieving traffic on 101. Well, Mr. Reed, thanks to you, TAM and the supervisors, we wasted $79 million 
on these bike projects and only a handful use them. It has made not even a dent in the traffic on 101. 
Now Mr. Reed said the E-Bike will do that.

I see no E-Bikes on the street and I see few electric cars. I do see 146,000 cars on 101 each day. I see 
no help from TAM. But Mr. Reed I am sure isn't one of us 146,000 who sit in traffic each day. But Mr. 
Reed needs to get out of Fairfax drive to Petaluma, CA at about 7 AM. Then turn around and drive to 
Fairfax. You  will see no bikes on the bike path from San Antonio Rd to Novato. You will see no bikes 
using the Puerto Suello Bike Path and no bikes using the bike bridge over Drake Blvd. 

Then after resting, get into your car at 4:30 PM and drive from Fairfax to Petaluma. Tell me how that will 
take. Then do it every day. Mr. Reed is the problem and no bike will fix that problem. We need to rid TAM 
of Reed and all the rest of the environmentalists and get people who serve us and not a handful of bikers. 
Imagine telling us a E-Bike will help our traffic problem. Wow.
Robert A. Casper, SR
San Rafael, CA
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From: Molly Graham
To: TAM Info
Subject: FW: New submission from Dianne Steinhauser
Date: Monday, February 12, 2018 10:34:51 AM

Begin forwarded message:

From: BrianCoyne <>
Date: February 1, 2018 at 3:24:00 PM PST
To: dsteinhauser@tam.ca.gov
Subject: New submission from Dianne Steinhauser 
Reply-To: 

Name

Brian Coyne

Email

Question or Comment

Dear Director Steinhauser,

I’m writing about the planned biking and walking path on the Richmond-San Rafael Bridge.
I’m deeply disappointed to learn that TAM is drafting a letter asking BATA to consider
curtailing the planned bike and pedestrian access to the bridge in favor of an additional
part- or full-time car lane. Such a move would violate TAM’s mission and vision statements,
would treat people biking and walking as second-class road users, and would be a waste of
scarce publicly resources. More specifically:

From TAM’s Draft Strategic Vision Statement: “Promote equity by providing transportation
that is accessible, affordable, and convenient for all residents and workers in Marin
County.” From TAM’s mission statement, “creating an efficient and effective system that
promotes mobility and accessibility by providing a variety of high quality transportation
options to all users.” 

These statements are entirely incompatible with the position that people biking and walking
should be denied access to the bridge merely to save a few seconds of possible delay for
drivers. As you’re no doubt aware, low-income people and people of color are statistically
less likely to own cars, both in Marin and throughout the Bay Area, and this makes even
worse any effort on your part to obstruct access for people who don’t drive. 

Any change to the studied, approved, and funded 4-year pathway pilot would require an
entirely new and costly environmental clearance process. Moreover, a large share of the
expense of the third eastbound car lane currently under construction is from the widening of
the highway in Richmond, east of the bridge. A third westbound car lane would require
similar construction on the Marin side in order to do anything besides move traffic
congestion by a few miles.

Lastly, the access improvements to the RSR Bridge have been framed from the start as a
balanced grand bargain, one additional lane for drivers and one for people walking and
biking. The Bay Area’s biking and walking communities supported the plan on this
understanding. For TAM to attempt to undercut this bargain now would be a bait-and-switch
and, quite frankly, a slap in the face to the San Francisco Bay Trail project, Bike East Bay,
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and the Bay Area’s bicyclists. If you’re willing, I’d be very happy to discuss the issue further 
by email, phone, or in person.

Sincerely,

Brian Coyne
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From: TAM Contact Form
To: TAM Info
Subject: New submission from TAM Contact Form
Date: Wednesday, February 07, 2018 4:41:08 PM

Name

Bob and Betty Copple 

Email

Phone

 leave a comment

We strongly support Damon Connolly's proposal to allow 3 lanes of car and truck traffic going west during
the a.m. rush hour on the Richmond-San Rafael bridge ASAP! Please, let's not wait 4 years for this to
happen.
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From: TAM Contact Form
To: TAM Info
Subject: New submission from TAM Contact Form
Date: Wednesday, February 14, 2018 8:33:54 PM

Name

Kathy Flores

Email

leave a comment

12/10/18 IJ comment about the Richmond Bridge:

I find paying for and having a movable barrier on the Richmond Bridge in either direction to be a
ridiculous suggestion. The idea of riding and commuting an 
E-Bike/manual bike and taking up a lane that cars could drive on (yes people still and will continue to
drive cars) is ludicrous!.

I can not talk about traffic from the East Bay in the morning but let me ask these questions: 
1. Can E-bikes/bicycles ride on freeways? How will they get from the East Bay to the Richmond Bridge or
from Larkspur to SF?
2. Do you find yourself planning your day so that you are not on North 101 from Mill Valley or on SFD
2:00pm - 7pm?
3. Does Marin County really have that many jobs so that E- Bikes/bicycles from the East Bay can ride on
the side streets once they cross the bridge?
4. What is the cost of this moveable barrier? Many, many millions of dollars?
5. Can you imagine 60-70yr old men & women riding their bikes across the Bridge to work in either
direction?
Where will they go when they get to the other side?

I think we could find a better way to use our Tax Dollars.
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From: TAM Contact Form
To: TAM Info
Subject: New submission from TAM Contact Form
Date: Tuesday, February 06, 2018 2:22:23 PM

Name

roger kirk

Email

Phone

 leave a comment

As someone who drives over, has transited under the RSR bridge for 40 years on ships and also enjoy a
bicycle for pleasure, I urge you to not waste resources on a bike lane. The winds alone are reason
enough. Observe the Carquinez and Bay bridge use and You'll rarely see even a lycra clad diehard. If
you need proof, hire a Lyft van to be on call between Chevron and San Quentin, they'll feel like the
Maytag repairperson of Yore.
Captain Roger Kirk
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From: TAM Contact Form
To: TAM Info
Subject: New submission from TAM Contact Form
Date: Saturday, February 17, 2018 12:36:30 PM

Name

roger kirk

Email

 Phone

leave a comment

Thank you for the public comment time at Mondays meeting. As I stated then, a small Marin transit or
Whistle Stop bus with bike racks could gauge usage on a trial basis at anytime. By adding a gps sending
device that was smart phone accessible, with talk to text for the bus driver, bike riders could request a
pick up in advance while enroute to Richmond parkway/hwy 580 underpass or at Marin rod and gun club
on the west end. Also adding emergency type arrows on the busses grill alerting drivers in the right hand
lane to make room, the trip could be expedited.
Bike, phone chargers and H2O on busses and at portals could sweeten the trip for a much lower financial
and carbon cost.
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