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General Information about This Document 
 
What is in this document?  
This document is a summary report of the public participation meeting for the Sutter Street 
Pedestrian and Bicycle Bridge Project in Stockton, California. This document describes what 
occurred at the public participation meeting. 
 
What should you do? 

• Please read this summary report. 
• If you have any concerns about the summary report or the public outreach process, please 

contact Judith Buethe, Public Outreach Coordinator, (209) 464-8707, Ext. 101; 
judith@buethecommunications.com or P.O. Box 773, Stockton, CA 95201-0773. 

• To comment on the proposed project, contact Karla Cervantes, Project Manager, 
Engineering Division, City of Stockton Public Works Department, 22 E. Weber Avenue, 
Room 301, Stockton, CA 95202; by e-mail to Karla.Cervantes @ci.stockton.ca.us; or call 
(209) 937-8492. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:judith@buethecommunications.com�
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Executive Summary  
 

The City of Stockton held a public participation meeting for the Sutter Street Pedestrian and 
Bicycle Bridge Project on Monday, May 24, 2010, from 6:00 p.m. – 8:00 p.m. The purpose of 
the public participation meeting was to give members of the public and interested parties an 
opportunity to review updated design concepts and to provide comments or concerns. 
 
This meeting was part of the project development process. It is the intent of the City to analyze 
the information gathered at this meeting to potentially be used for improvement to the project 
design and/or to make recommendations to the City Council for its consideration. All comments 
submitted at the meeting or sent to Colt Esenwein, Project Manager, City of Stockton, or Judith 
Buethe, Public Outreach Coordinator, prior to May 29, 2010, are included in this summary 
report. 
 
The City of Stockton gave notice of the public participation meeting by sending an 
announcement by direct mail to property owners, residents, elected officials, public agencies, 
transit entities, civic and community groups, and other interested parties. Display advertisements 
noticing the public participation meeting were placed in The Record and in The Bilingual 
Weekly. 
 
The meeting format included two open house periods, one before and one after a presentation by 
the consultant team project manager. Upon arriving, attendees were asked to sign in to maintain 
an attendance record and to ensure all interested parties would be added to the project mailing 
list. Fifty-one people signed in. Each attendee received a handout with an agenda, project 
background and purpose, project limits, purpose of the public participation meeting, funding, a 
listing of the project team, and information on how to comment on the project. Also included 
were logos of the City of Stockton, San Joaquin Council of Governments (SJCOG), and  
Measure K. 
 
Attendees were encouraged to visit the information stations in the room and to view maps, 
graphics, and display boards. Project development team members were available at the stations 
to explain the displays, answer questions, and receive public input. Attendees were also 
encouraged to submit written comments on forms provided at the greeting table and the public 
comment station, to dictate comments to a public stenographer, or to mail comments to the 
public outreach coordinator for transmission to the City of Stockton.  
 
After welcoming and housekeeping remarks by the public outreach coordinator, Councilmember 
Diana Lowery spoke to the attendees. Then, the City’s project manager and the project manager 
of the consultant team presented the background and purpose of the project, as well as a 
description of the project and its funding and an account of project team’s response to earlier 
citizen comments. The presentation was followed by a question-and-answer period. 
 
After the question-and-answer session, the City’s Project Manager stated that the City will 
collect and study all the comments that have been received and then determine whether or not a 
Master Plan Amendment will be submitted to the City Council for consideration. A Master Plan 
Amendment would be followed by project design and grant applications for construction. 
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This summary report provides a complete description of the purpose and goals of the public 
participation meeting, its planning and implementation, and the information presented. Public 
comment received at the meeting and on the Project Hotline is summarized, and copies of 
material related to the meeting are included in the appendices. 
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Chapter 1:  Introduction___________________________________________ 

1.1 A Public Participation Meeting Was Held 
The City of Stockton held a public participation meeting from 6:00 p.m. – 8:00 p.m. on Monday, 
May 24, 2010, at the Central Church of Christ, 4368 North Sutter Street, Stockton, California. 
The Sutter Street Pedestrian and Bicycle Bridge Project is an important part of the City of 
Stockton’s Bicycle Master Plan that was adopted November 2007. Upon completion, the Project 
will close the gap between existing bicycle facilities from the north bank of the Calaveras River 
south to California Street. The improvements will also allow bicycles and pedestrians to safely 
and easily travel between central and downtown Stockton. 
 
1.2 Announcement of the Public Participation Meeting 
The public outreach coordinator publicized the meeting through a jumbo postcard invitation sent 
by first-class U.S. mail to approximately 1675 property owners, public agencies, transit agencies, 
civic and community groups, chambers of commerce, environmental groups, and other interested 
parties. A second set of mailers was sent by third-class mail to 8150 residents as follows: 

 
The mailing universe extended approximately from Pacific Avenue on the west to the 
Union Pacific Railroad on the east and from March Lane on the north to Monterey 
Avenue on the south. Also, Alpine Avenue (both sides) from El Dorado Street to 
American Street. 

 
Public notices were placed in The Record on May 17, 2010, and in The Bilingual Weekly on  
May 15, 2010. A news release was distributed on May 14, 2010, and again on May 21, 2010, to 
news media (mainstream and alternative) that serve the Stockton area. 
 
1.3 Purpose and Goals of the Public Participation Meeting 
 Following the first public meeting, the project team has been considering the comments that 
were received from members of the public and the Citizens Advisory Group. The meeting on 
May 24, 2010, provided another opportunity to review suggested changes to the pedestrian and 
bicycle path, including new bridge alignments. The City was seeking opinions on the suggested 
alternatives to help determine the alignment that will eventually be recommended to the City 
Council. Those comments and concerns would also become part of the public record. 
 
1.4 Format of the Public Participation Meeting 
Approximately 51 persons signed in at the door—43 members of the public and 8 members of 
the project team. At the door, attendees were given a handout with an agenda, a description of 
the project and funding, a listing of the project team, a map, and information on how to contact 
the project team. Attendees were also given a blank comment sheet. The meeting was conducted 
as an open house—presentation followed by a question/comment-and-response session—open 
house. This interactive format provided an opportunity for members of the public to review maps 
and other exhibits, hear a brief presentation, and ask questions of and direct comments to 
members of the project team. Attendees were encouraged to submit written comments at a public 
comment station. A professional stenographer was available for persons who wished to provide 
oral comments. Exhibits were available at the back of the room and were staffed by members of 
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the project team who were available to explain the exhibits, answer questions, and receive public 
input. A Spanish-language translator was available. 
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Chapter 2:  Meeting Proceedings____________________________________ 
 
2.1  Welcome 
Guests were greeted by members of the public outreach staff, and asked to sign in to maintain an 
attendance record and to ensure that all interested parties would be added to the project mailing 
list. Approximately 51 people signed in. (See Appendix D for a list of attendees who signed in.) 
The public outreach staff gave each attendee a print program with the City of Stockton logo and 
the logos of SJCOG and Measure K—the funding sources.  The print program welcomed 
attendees to the public participation meeting, stated the night’s agenda, and provided the project 
background, purpose, project limits, and project contact information. The handout also 
encouraged attendees to comment on the project and provided information on how to do so. The 
public outreach coordinator staff explained the format of the meeting, and attendees were 
encouraged to ask questions of the project team members who were present. 
 
Media packets included copies of the jumbo postcard invitation, the print program, and the 
newspaper advertisement. (No members of the media attended.) 
 
2.2  Exhibits 
The exhibits at the public participation meeting are explained below. (Reduced copies of the 
exhibits are included in Appendix A.) 
 

2.2.1  Welcome Board and Sign-in Table 
A welcome board greeted attendees as they entered the meeting room and were 
encouraged to sign an attendance sheet. 

 
2.2.2  Exhibits 

The exhibits included the following: 
• A concept plan for Alpine Avenue 
• Concepts for a prefabricated steel bridge with a concrete deck 
• A conceptual layout plan with three bridge alternatives 
• The City of Stockton’s Bikeway Network Plan 
• Proposed bike path alternatives on Sutter Street 
• Schematics of the existing roadway and the roadway with a Class II or a 

Class III bike path. 
 
2.3  Personnel on Hand 
The following personnel organized and conducted the public participation meeting and were 
available to answer questions from the public. The persons in charge of the meeting were Tony 
Lopes of Siegfried Engineering, Project Manager, and Judith Buethe of Buethe Communications, 
Public Outreach Coordinator. 
 
 2.3.1  City of Stockton 
 Colt Esenwein, Project Manager, Engineering Division 
 Alex Menor, Engineering Services Manager 
 Bob Murdoch, Director, Department of Public Works 
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2.3.2  Consultants 
 Siegfried Engineering, Inc. 
 Kirk Ausban, Design Engineer 
 Dino Kholth, Design Engineer 
 Tony Lopes, Project Manager/Project Engineer 
  
 Buethe Communications 
 Judith Buethe, Public Outreach Coordinator 
 Rex Buethe, Public Outreach Associate 
 
 2.3.3  Other Agencies and Elected Officials 
 City of Stockton 
 Diana Lowery, Councilmember, District 4 
 
2.4   Program 
After introductory/housekeeping remarks by the Public Outreach Coordinator, Councilmember 
Diana Lowery welcomed the attendees, commended them for their participation in the project, 
and encouraged them to stay involved. 
 
The Project Manager/Project Engineer then presented a PowerPoint presentation which included 
an overview of the project from the original proposal to the present, mentioned existing and 
potential funding sources, and reviewed the project schedule. [See Appendix A to review the 
PowerPoint presentation.] 
 
After questions and comments from the audience, the City’s Project Manager, Colt Esenwein, 
informed the attendees of what to expect next with the project: The project team will finalize 
options; prepare a Master Plan amendment; present the Amendment to City Council; complete 
design and environmental clearance; and apply for grants. Attendees were also reminded of how 
they can continue to be involved in the project. 
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Chapter 3:  Public Input___________________________________________ 

3.1  Comments Received at Public Participation Meeting 
 
Below is an account of the comments received at the public participation meeting and on the 
Hotlines. In addition to questions and comments following the presentation, six persons 
submitted comment sheets; two persons dictated comments to the public stenographer; two 
persons called or e-mailed the Hotline.  (Copies of all written comments received by the public 
outreach coordinator are included in Appendix C.) 
 

3.1.1  Comment Sheets Submitted at the Public Participation Meeting 
 

Mary Berry 
Casa Manana Inn 
On behalf of the seniors at the Casa Manana Inn, I would like to thank all those involved 
with the traffic study and decision to preserve the parking in front of our building. Also, 
the new bridge location is perfect! 

 
Jose Cervantes 
I am not in favor of any north-south bridges. I would be in favor of a bridge going east to 
west  just north of the Calaveras River before March Ln. It would reduce pedestrian and 
bicycles crossing illegally east-west over El Dorado. 

 
Lisa and Mark Cunningham 
We are in favor of Bridge A (Claremont) and completing the Master Bicycle Plan. 

 
Herman Haase 
Is he on the list? 

 
Evelyn and Richard Hurtado 
We attended the first meeting on the above-named project on Wednesday, July 22, 2009, 
wherein we voiced our objection (as did most of the neighbors in attendance) to this 
project. The objections were as follows: 

 
1. This neighborhood does not want to be connected by a pedestrian bridge or any 

type of bridge to Bianchi Road, an area already noted for having a high crime 
rate. We are a quiet neighborhood and will fight to keep it that way. Our Police 
Department already have their hands full and are currently facing lay-offs in their 
own ranks. This bridge will certainly increase their calls for service (loitering, 
graffiti, etc.), and constructing this bridge will only exacerbate their problems. 

2. Sutter Street is not wide enough for a bicycle lane and the proposal to take away 
parking from area residents (not to mention St. Luke’s Church and School, as 
well as a senior apartment complex (Casa Manana) does not make sense, is 
inconvenient, disruptive and totally unnecessary. 

3. On weekends Oak Park has many family gatherings (birthday parties and the 
street parking area from Alpine Avenue both east and west sides of the street) are 
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full all the way to Fulton Street. Where are all these people to park as there isn’t 
sufficient parking now? 

4. The current bicycle lanes on California Street are woefully underused now, and 
inconveniencing/disrupting an entire neighborhood for the few bicyclists who may 
choose to ride down Sutter Street is totally unacceptable. 

 
The Measure K money being used to finance this project could be put to better use (i.e., 
projects neighborhoods want) rather than forced on them by a committee or City staff, 
most of whom don’t reside in the project area anyway. 

 
We currently have a nice, quiet, clean neighborhood and we want to keep it that way. The 
wishes of the majority of the residents should take precedence over a bicycle 
lane/pedestrian bridge for the few who would actually use it. 

 
This neighborhood has suffered enough damage already (i.e., the El Dorado Street 
“Widening” project); however, the City is not content to leave “well enough alone” and 
now proposes to move a few blocks east and decimate that area as well. Enough Already! 
CC: Diana Lowery, Councilmember 
[Note:  Three news articles detailing crime issues were enclosed.] 

 
Bret Parker 
We like the plan to build a bridge. Bridge Plan A is fine. I am concerned about the plans 
for the type of bike lanes proposed for Sutter St. by Oak Park. I do not trust that 
elimination of parking along the park’s side of the street would be safe. Traffic calming 
on Sutter is needed. The traffic is not heavy, but it moves fast. With slower traffic, 
perhaps a Class III bike lane would work if the road had some traffic calming 
enhancements. Traffic calming on Ingram is needed, too. 
 

Received June 3, 2010 
 
Irene and Salvador Cortes 
My wife and I attended the public meeting on 5/24/10. We oppose the bicycle bridge project and 
any of the bridge options that were discussed. Our opposition is based on the unlawful and crime 
activities that continually occur in the apartments just north of the Calaveras River. The 
neighborhoods south of the Calaveras consist of working families with children along with many 
senior citizen homes like ourselves. We would be easier targets for break-ins and robberies by 
building bicycle and a pedestrian bridge connecting north and south. We also oppose this 
project because you plan to remove car parking on (St. Luke’s and Oak Park) Sutter Street. This 
will create more traffic congestion and other safety issues. 
 

Stockton is not a small community like the City of Davis who have bicycle lanes throughout their 
city in order to cater to their Davis university students. 
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It was mentioned at the meeting that the project is not a done deal. If the residents of the 
neighborhood oppose the project, it would be canceled. An informal vote was taken at the 
meeting and the majority of those present voted opposing the project. 

I am requesting that at the appropriate time, ballots be sent to all the residents that this project 
will affect in order to help determine if the residents support this project. Thank you. 

 
 
3.1.2 Dictated Comments 

 
Jesse Freitas 
468 E. Churchill  
462-8629.  
I just prefer, on the alternative bike path, the Alternative 1 as opposed to the Alternative 2, where 
they're taking parking away from Sutter Street at Oak Park.  
 
Reno Righetti  
405 E. Fargo  
(209)462-5921  
If we build a bridge, then we need to have some surveillance on it.  That will take care of all the 
graffiti, and I think it will be a deterrent to crime if they know they're being watched.   

 
 
3.2  Question/Comments and Response Period Following Presentation 
 
Public Comments 
 
SAL:  My name is Sal, and I live here in this area.  I was not able to go to the first meeting, but I had  
talked to most of the neighbors, and I don't think you're going to find very few, regardless of what's been 
presented tonight, that anyone is going to be in favor of going forward with this.  
  
So, when are we going to be allowed to take a vote, the people that live here?  Because that's the people 
that are being affected by these different bicycle routes.  When are we going to be allowed to vote to see 
whether we want this or not?  So, I understand this is not a done deal, so that's my question:  When do we 
vote? 
   
TONY LOPES:  It's certainly not a done deal.  The idea is to have the community meeting with the new 
alternative: does it make that project something acceptable to the community?  From this point on, 
depending on what we hear, what ideas we get, the next step would be to file a Master Plan Amendment, 
which would go to City Council.  So, you have another opportunity to speak for or against the project 
when the Master Plan Amendment goes to City Council for design.  
  
SAL:  But you're still not answering my question.   

 
MR. LOPES:  There's really no way to vote as a group.  What we're hoping here today is to get a 
consensus of who's in favor, just to see who's here. 
 
SAL:  You won't get very few that are going to be in favor, if any.   
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MARK:  I'm Mark.  I live on Sutter Street, and I am in favor of it, just to let you know.  My question was, 
if you took part of the parking off of Oak Park, on which side of the street would you remove the parking? 
   
MR. LOPES:  On the park side.  That's the proposal right now. 
   
UNIDENTIFIED:  That's going to cause a disaster.  I'm sorry.  I would like to make a comment, though.  
I was at the first meeting, which was rather heated, and I was one of the heated ones.  And because of St. 
Luke's parking and Casa Manana parking, the care homes, and the school here -- there are two schools 
involved -- the parking situation seems to be finally resolved.  The bridge doesn't go into the Kentfield 
apartments any longer, the proposal doesn't, so I kind of think that maybe, partly, we need to consider 
jobs for people, too, at this point in time.  And if normal cyclists, not gangs walking, and if you expect, 
and it can be well patrolled, then maybe it's time to move forward.   
 
RENO RIGHETTI:  I'm Reno Righetti, and I like this proposal because it brings the bridge and people 
right down Sutter Street.  But what about the people from the other side of El Dorado Street?   
 
MR. LOPES:  We're hoping to have some people here tonight from west of El Dorado Street. 
   
BRET PARKER:  I live just off of Claremont, north of the Calaveras River.  I rode my bike today 
downtown and over the El Dorado Street bridge.  And, like they say, it's steep.  That's my best way to get 
to work, and I ride down Sutter.  
  
My concern would be, as a cyclist who just rode all the way up California this afternoon after work, my 
concern would be if you have a bike lane by Oak Park -- and people park in the bike lane anyway, 
because no one's going to give them a ticket, I'm guessing -- I think it would be safer to do some method 
of slowing down the traffic along Sutter so that you have more of the Class 2 all the way rather than put a 
bike lane and having people just to park in it.  And I'm grateful for your doing this project.  It looks great 
to me.  
  
KATHIE KLEIST:  I'm Kathie Kleist, and I live on the corner of Sutter.  And my driveway does face 
Sutter Street.  A proposal eliminating parking where the residents live is definitely not acceptable to me at 
all.  When I have guests over or if we have to pack our RV or anything, that's where we have to park.    
You're right about Oak Park; that's going to be a disaster, having no parking down there.  But they're 
going to park there anyway.  
  
The bridge is going to be a better alternative than what we started with.  I think once the people that live 
closer to Oak Park hear about it -- we are just here because we were upset about the parking on Sutter 
and the bridge here.  But I think this is just going to start a whole new thing with the people that live on 
that side of the bridge.  They're going to flip.  It's still by the apartments.   
 
JUDITH BUETHE:  Well, I might mention that the area that we mailed to would have included the 
people, residents down by Oak Park.  I can't remember the exact number of notices that were sent out, but 
I think it was 3200-something--over 3,000.   
 
UNIDENTIFIED:  I live across the street from Oak Park.  I don't have a problem with it.  
To answer your question, if I'm reading this right on the map correctly, they are going to be coming 
across by what used to be the Easter Seals; it's something else now.  And then they're going to be under 
the bridge.  They're not on the levee.  They won't be on a surface street at that point?   
 
MR. LOPES:  Correct.  They're not on the levee.  They have ramps down underneath El Dorado Street.  
It goes underneath. 
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This little triangle of property right here is actually city-owned property (pointing to south west corner of 
existing El Dorado Street Bridge).  So there's really no way for them to come out of here.  There's also a 
wall right here, so they have to come back on top of the levee back to this point, but not jumping into the 
neighborhoods like we had right here.   
 
UNIDENTIFIED:  My other concern is, if you've ever driven by Oak Park on any given day, it could be 
the middle of the week, it doesn't matter, eliminating parking on the park side is going to cause -- I 
invariably hold my breath as I'm driving home, because I come that way every time, because of my 
children.  Invariably there's somebody putting their kid in the car, and the kid's going around the other 
side of the car.  And if it's not the west side of the street, we are going to have some major little bodies 
hurt.  They're parking on the west side, if you eliminate the east side.  I'm more concerned about the little 
people, because I see it every single day.  And I literally -- when I come up Alpine, I will not come in the 
lane closest to Oak Park, because I invariably know some kid on a bike or some mother's putting their kid 
in, and it's a scary situation.  From El Dorado to Sutter Street is not a good thing.  By Alpine, it's going to 
be worse if you take the parking away from that side. 
 
RALPH TRIBBLE:  I'm Ralph Tribble.  I was on the advisory council or committee, whatever it is.  And 
I'm an old retired cop, so when they first proposed -- oh, and incidentally, I own two pieces of property 
right here in the immediate area, within a stone's throw of where we're standing.  I was at the first 
meeting.  Like this lady said, we had a good old time.  This was government in action.  And I think that 
the City has been responsive to our concerns, because, you see, I'm primarily concerned about crime.  
And the least of our problems are the bicycle people.  Have you ever heard of being robbed by a bicyclist, 
of any crime?  Those people are grown people.  They're not going to be a problem for us, so it's crime.   
So those little gang bangers right across the moat, they're kind of inherently lazy, like the rest of us.  So 
they're not going to get out of those areas over there, walk 500 yards west, and turn around and walk 500 
blocks east.  So they're not going to do anything different than they're doing now.  So, if they're coming 
south now, they're going to continue coming down south on El Dorado.  They're lazy.  They're not going 
to come over to Sutter.  They're going to go straight on El Dorado.   
 
So I think that the advisory committee -- I don't know if we were unanimous, but it was close to 
unanimous -- that we struck about the best deal we could.  Because we're property owners, we're citizens 
here, see, a lot of old-timers like myself, here.   
 
I've been involved in Collegeview for about 50 years.  My mom lived at 221 East Harper in 1977 till when 
she died.  It's a wonderful neighborhood.  So I think we've done about the best we can, and all of us 
raised all the same questions.  We had some good old discussions here, and it was a free flow of 
information and, frankly, I'd like to commend Councilmember Lowery and all the staff for working it out.  
So you guys do what you want to.   
 
MS. JOHNSON:  Denise Johnson.  I live on Fargo Street.  I'm still unclear about why we can't vote, but 
we should be able to vote before any more plans go through, whether or not we want bridges.  We voted 
on whether or not the speed bumps were acceptable in those neighborhoods.  And I think we should be 
able to vote on whether or not we want a bridge across the Calaveras River.  So why isn't a vote 
optional?   
 
MS. BUETHE:  Who wants to respond to that question? 
 
COLT ESENWEIN:  Simply, this is a general plan, bike plan.   
 
BOB MURDOCH:  Well, when we're at the end, we'll ask for a vote.  How about that?  The true 
representative, your council member, is sitting there.  Believe me, if you stand up here and say in unison, 
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like you did at the last meeting, "We don't want this at all," but if you stand up here and say, "Okay, well, 
let's have a vote."   
 
MS. JOHNSON:  It's not about who's present at this meeting right now.  We received our [primary 
election] ballots in our mail, so the residents can vote on which project.  
 
 
MR. MURDOCH:  For the speed bumps that came through, that's the way the council adopted that.  We 
specifically wanted residents to be able to vote on that situation.   
 
What you're looking at here is a capital project that's in line with a master plan that was approved by 
City Council.  It can be changed now.  The speed bumps aren't on any plan.  We just take that 
neighborhood by neighborhood.  And so with that situation, we turn to the residents and say, "Do you 
want this?"   
 
In this situation, it's a master plan.  It's already approved by council, and as staff, we're obligated to 
follow that until we're given a different direction.  So we take that direction, we come to the 
neighborhood, we lay everything out, we get input.  If things don't work out, we go back, try to work it 
out, and then we come to a point and say, "Okay, now what do we do?"  For the most part, generally, the 
neighborhood says, "Okay, you've addressed our concerns.  Keep going."   
 
El Dorado Street was a perfect example.  We had a plan to add a third northbound lane on the El Dorado 
Street plan.  That was the approved plan by Council.  The neighborhood stood up and said, "Huh-Uh.  
We don't want that."  That plan's gone.  There will be no third lane on El Dorado Street because the 
neighborhood said no, and they went to the Council, and said no, and the council said, "Listen to the 
neighborhood."  
 
If you oppose all three bridge options, going to council -- here are the options.  We tried to work 
something out, because we're in the situation where you need to provide alternative modes of 
transportation.  You've got to be able to give people options, alternatives.  And so, that's what we're 
trying to do here.   
 
We have brought to the neighborhood a way to get people across the Calaveras River.  We've got to find 
a way that gets people across that barrier.  And so, in the master plan that was presented by Council, 
there is a bridge in this area.  We are trying to provide an alternative mode of transportation to get 
people out of their cars so that people have options.  
 
UNIDENTIFIED:  You're saying that we have Measure K and it gives money, and they want a bridge, 
and we're supposed to decide which bridge we want or which would be better for our community?   
Actually, the last one would be a lot better than any of the other two.  But I don't know how those people 
over there feel, because you could walk through the mall right down Claremont if you want to walk 
across.   
 
MS. BUETHE:  The actual mailing included all of those people west to El Dorado Street.  Everybody 
got the same mail that you did.  
 
UNIDENTIFIED:  It's been allocated already.  We have to use the money for the bikes, everything 
having to do with bicycles.  
 
MR. MURDOCH:  We have to use the money for bicycles.  It doesn't mean we have to build bridges.  
But the fact that we are such a large part of the county –  
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UNIDENTIFIED:  Our kids live in Lodi.  There's no bike riders up there.  You can go all the way down 
Kettleman.  So ours is an established community, here.  We didn't plan on bike lanes when we built the 
houses or the streets.  We're kind of cramming it in. 
   
MR. ESENWEIN:  That's why you see that an option is we're not putting bike lanes on Sutter Street.  
 
UNIDENTIFIED:  Well, it's a good idea it's going down Sutter.  
 
GARY COLBURN:  I'm Gary Colburn.  I served on the citizens committee as the cyclist representative.  
I'm the only one that doesn't live in the neighborhood, but I do ride through here.  And I was representing 
cyclists.  
  
And we had a lot of discussions about where to put the bridge.  It wasn't the perfect place in terms of 
through cycle routes, but it works.  It's a workable solution.  And we worked it out through the 
neighborhoods.   
 
And one of my criticisms, having worked with the City of Stockton before, and looking at the entire 
bicycle plan, not just where we are going to put a bridge, but the fact that bike routes in this city are very 
difficult to follow and very difficult to work your way through, because the city was not planned for that.  
But now we need to see what we can do to make a workable way to get through town.  
 
MS. KLEIST : Don't take our front yards and put bicycle lanes down.  And where are we going to park 
our cars?   
 
MR. COLBURN:  And from my view point, as a cyclist, having ridden up and down Sutter Street, I don't 
need the bike lane so much as just the route, you know.  So it wasn't a big deal with me, because if you 
guys still need to park your cars, the fact that you've got it set up as a bike route, and there's some other 
mitigations that can be done like the signs saying, "Bikes, slow down; traffic."  Those are enough for most 
of us.  We just need some routes, recognizable routes, to get through or routes that already exist, that 
we're already using, acknowledge the fact that those are the ones that we use.   
 
So, we worked it out.  I sat on the committee and, of course, they knew that I was from, like, another 
neighborhood, but my view was more in terms of the total impact on the city.  Because it's not just the 
inner people in the neighborhood that are impacted by this, it's people who live outside the city limits, but 
are surrounded by the city, who use the facilities.  We're just as impacted as you are, in different ways, 
but we're looking at it in terms of how it impacts the entire community of Stockton, not just the 
neighborhood.  And we thought we worked something out pretty well on the committee.   
 
My personal preference would have been A, but B's okay.  And it worked out better for the neighborhood 
to put Alternative B.  So we have no problem with that. 
 
MR. LOPES:  We had to change the names of the alternatives. “A” is west of El Dorado, “B” is east of 
El Dorado.   

 
MR. COLBURN:  What is now A is okay with me.  "A" is what we're probably going to end up with.  
That seems to be the one, you know, that has the least impact on the Sutter Street neighborhood.  It 
doesn't really have much impact on the west side, because of the way it's routed.  And it's a little bit 
circuitous for a cyclist, but we don't mind that as much as long as we have a nice safe route that we can 
use.  It doesn't matter if it's an extra 500 feet.  Some cyclists will still go on El Dorado, and the fact that 
the bridge connects with Claremont and working out a solution to get through that one parking lot or 
around that one parking lot where the Easter Seals used to be, that became another issue when we moved 
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the bridge over there.  But Claremont takes you up to where people are going to want to go.  Kentfield's a 
little tougher.   
 
ALAN ENGLAND:  I'm Alan England, also a member of the advisory committee.  I'm someone who's 
been a cyclist all my life, one of those dorks that didn't have a car in high school, so I rode from out 
beyond Breuners to Stagg High School.  I used to ride a bicycle downtown to work when I moved to 
French Camp.  I often rode my bicycle to French Camp.  Now that I'm retired, I often ride to the mall two 
or three times a week for Tai Chi.  The thing that I notice is there are a whole lot of people who ride 
bikes; some people recreationally; greenies, because it's more ecological.  There is also a lot of people 
who do it because, economically, they have to.   
 
I think a project like this -- and Gary spoke to some of this -- it isn't just the neighborhood that's 
impacted.  What we're talking about is traffic flow of the whole city.  If you've lived in other towns, you've 
visited other towns, you know that everyone in the country is having to address ridership plans, 
alternative transportation plans.  New York City is undergoing a major look at its infrastructure and how 
it can accommodate bicycles, because ultimately, we can't continue to have everybody drive their cars all 
the time.   
 
I like the current plan.  I think it's addressed a lot of these issues.  I came to the first meeting and was kind 
of blown away, but I understood.  In my own neighborhood, at one time they were talking about doing 
something, and a lot of us thought it was going to impact us very negatively.  I understand that.  What I'm 
hoping is that something like this will help us plan for the future long after most of us here are dead and 
gone.  We will have created a city that can move people around.  Not just in their automobiles, but by 
alternative and healthier transportation modes.  
 
KERRY AVARA:  My name is Kerry Avara, and I live on the east side of El Dorado Street.  And that 
moat, as the gentleman called it, is our only real protection between -- that's the buffer between those 
undesirable neighborhoods and our community.  And putting a bridge anywhere--that would make it 
easier for people to access either the west side of El Dorado. 
 
I don't see how it's going to be such a benefit to the community if this area starts getting the criminal 
element coming into that in a more easier fashion.  Then our neighborhood is going to start going 
downhill.  And that's not going to benefit the outlying areas of Stockton either.  So, I think this plan is 
better.  But I don't think it's a great plan.   
 
So somebody wants to ride their bike, that's great.  But to distribute crime throughout the area, I just 
don't see how that's such a good thing for Stockton, for the outlying areas.  You don't want to be knocked 
on the head as you're riding your bike through town either.  Maybe City Council can find something to do 
about crime and gangs, not to do it in the middle of a big crime -- six shootings over the weekend, and 
some of it was there.  And how are we supposed to defend our families and properties and everything else 
when we build a bridge from these areas right into our community?  I was sure upset.  
 
JANINE PARKER:  My name is Janine Parker.  I live on South Gold Run, and it would be off of 
Claremont, north of the Calaveras.  We're just west.  And we're one of those pocket neighborhoods.  
We've lived there 14 years.  We have four children, looking at them having to attend an AB Program 
schools downtown.  We're down to one car because our truck just broke down.  I have been a biker.  I 
grew up in Sherwood Manor area.  I rode my bike down to the State Hospital.  I took it the dangerous 
way, over the El Dorado Bridge.   
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I just want to say, Stockton is a peculiar place.  I was born and raised here.  I went away for ten years.  
My favorite thing to say is, "Anywhere in Stockton you go, you're only two blocks away from someplace 
you'd rather not be."   
 
But the other thing, I'm very involved in our church.  And this is our general area for church.  We have 
many people who are on welfare or who are struggling to get better, and I think the presence of good 
people throughout the city is what will change our city from having crime to having good people visible.  
And I think, you know, you have families driving through your neighborhoods or you yourself accessing 
on the streets, that pushes a lot of the bad element out.  So I'm really happy with this plan.   
We were concerned because we thought it would be more reasonable with the other one, so for us, it 
works out.  Thank you. 
 
ROY HOGGARD:  Roy Hoggard.  And I live on the other side of the railroad tracks beyond Oak Park.  
I have 200 houses on my neighborhood watch.  We call each other.  It has been straightened up with that, 
and better lighting.  We had the JLJs, if you remember them, behind Oak Park.  
  
We've lived in our house 60 years, come October, and they burgled everything in sight.  And then they 
built all three blocks along Bianchi, and we just put a stop to it in our neighborhood by starting to be 
aware of and talking to our neighbors.   
 
We have a complete map.  Most of us can call each other from blocks away, and we've stopped a lot of 
little would-be gangs and punks.  It takes you doing it.  Pete Smith told me he tried to start neighborhood 
watch in this neighborhood here along El Dorado, and nobody came to meetings.  Nobody cared.  I have 
wine and cheese in my house for my neighbors, and we get together for a few barbecues.  We have got 
people who don't come.  I'll tell anybody, "Start a neighborhood watch if you need it."  
  
About the bridges, I think the plan really looks good.  I'd like to see another entrance where I could get 
off the levee toward UOP, not have to come -- just take Sutter Street.  Because it's blocked in a bunch of 
places because there's an opening here or there.   
 
MR. LOPES:  By the way, there's a copy of the full master plan, or better part of it, in the back.   

 
LUPE REYES:  My name is Lupe Reyes, and I came to -- I'm part of the advisory committee also.  And I 
thought nobody cared.  I was ready to go up in arms at the first meeting.  And because of that, I have 
been to every meeting.  I'm just as tired in the evening as everybody else, and I drug myself to those 
meetings.  And what I found out is that when you care, the City cares.  And I'm here to tell you that these 
people standing before you, I thought they did not care about you.  I thought they didn't care about me.  
They care.  They went through all this.  We were up in arms.  We didn't want this.  We didn't want that.  
They would go back to the drawing board, and I witnessed this.  They care.   
 
So the bridge over there, I'm in favor of the bridge over by Claremont, going over to the mall area.  I'm 
good.  But I have been to every meeting, and I'm telling you, these people do care.  So that's all I wanted 
to say.  And also, in answer to these ladies' questions, I said to myself, if they care so much, why don't 
they put it up to a vote?  Well, come to find out, and I even forget who told me this now, they said if you 
were paying attention, when they voted for Measure K, where were you?  Well, it didn't mean anything to 
me.  It was Measure K, so I probably voted for it.  I'm progressive.  Let's go for it, right?  If somebody 
didn't go to the voting poll, they couldn't have a vote.  Whether it be me or you or anybody.  We have to 
care.  So I believe it went to vote, and what we did with it, this is where we're at now.  So now that we're 
at this point, and we got K, and we got the funding for it, where are we going to do this?  The people have 
spoken.  The people have voted, but we can vote again, but I'm telling you, this is where we're at.  And 



Sutter Street Pedestrian and Bicycle Bridge Project public Participation Meeting Summary Report 

20 
 

they want progress, and this is the best we can go for progress.  And we're going to go forward from here 
once we get this, but we have to have a step forward.  Thank you for listening. 
 
MS. BUETHE:  Is there anybody who hasn't spoken?  
  
JOSE CERVANTES:  Jose Cervantes.  Been out there about ten years now with myself, my wife, and my 
three kids.  We walk up Sutter Street.  We take this side of the levee, south side of the Calaveras.  We walk 
all the way down to El Dorado.  And, you know, we stop there because, if anybody's been walking on that 
side, as soon as you get to the tracks, see the graffiti, see the kids hanging out over there smoking or 
doing whatever they're doing out there, so we usually head back across this side.   
I used to be a bicycle rider myself.  I used to ride both sides.  I used to ride all the way down to hit 99 
when I was going to UOP.  I used to ride my bike to school.  But what I've noticed is that if there was to 
be a bridge put in this area or either side of El Dorado, I think there would be an increase of crime, 
because as some of the people have mentioned, you have crossing the moat there.  It's almost like there's 
no way to cross over there.   
 
I used to cross over there all the time.  I used to take that extra long street, just take Ingram and cross 
over El Dorado and I'm over on that side.  And I think if there was to be a bridge on either side, you're 
going to have people crossing over.  The thing about being lazy and gang-bangers won't come, it's easy 
access going from the Kentfield neighborhoods down through our neighborhoods.  So my concern would 
be crime increase.   
 
Of traffic, I don't know if there's been, like, how many people actually ride through there?  Surveys that 
were done?  What would be the increase in traffic if these were to be filtered through?  So I think that's 
my main concern is that I would see an increase of foot traffic also, along with bicycle traffic.  But what 
would the impact to the neighborhoods be if you're funneling more people through this Sutter Street, 
because I think some people do already take it now.   
 
And we're going to talk about crime and stuff.  You know, if somebody's crossing over El Dorado on a 
bike, and there's traffic going back and forth, they're less likely to be robbed than if they're on the bridge 
away from where there's vehicle traffic.  So that's just my concern.   
 
UNIDENTIFIED:  First all, to the bicyclists that have spoken, I'd like to ask how many of you would feel 
safe, day or night, taking your bike down Bianchi down to West Lane?  Nobody would do it.  Go down 
Bianchi to West Lane.  I live on Fargo.  I've been here for about two years.  I have a job where I come 
home late quite often.  You hear gun shots all the time, followed by police sirens over there, of course.  
They're going to take the extra few steps to go across the bridge and in our neighborhoods because they 
have easy access to, like somebody said.  We basically have a moat right now separating us.  Why create 
easy access for them to come across and back across without anything? 
   
I mean, the police can only do so much.  They're not going to get out of their cars and run across the 
bridge after these guys once they got on there.  
 
I have a neighbor, she had some soda stolen out of her back fridge and some other things out of her 
backyard.  Few houses down, not too long ago it was in the newspaper, one of my neighbors, somebody 
came up to his house at gunpoint and it just so happened another neighbor came outside, and he took off 
running.  Are we just going to increase the crime rate?  Do we have some sort of –  
 
MR. ESENWEIN:  You know this bridge doesn't go anywhere?  This bridge –  
 
UNIDENTIFIED:  We already have some crime.  It is the preferred alternative over here.  
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MR. ESENWEIN:  You're talking about this neighborhood, right? 
   
MR. COBURN:  What cyclist would go on Bianchi right now?  As a cyclist, you're really talking about 
two things, one is the bridge, and as for the access to away from the neighborhood, and everybody seems 
to be afraid of Kentfield.  In the daytime, Bianchi in the daytime, I don't have any trouble.  You don't want 
to ride anywhere at night, anyways.  Once you take care of the neighborhood that everybody's afraid of, 
between Bianchi and the bike path, if bicyclists feel safe going through there, you're going to get more 
bicycle traffic.  And, actually, it's going to improve everything.  The more bike traffic you get, the less 
problems you're going to have with the criminal element, because people are going to feel more 
comfortable going.  And good people will push out the bad.   
 
So my issue has always been, let's clean up the bike path that we have and the route that we have, 
because there are cyclists now that don't want to go through there, even in the daytime.  I am not one of 
them.  My issue with the path is, you know, keep it clean.  Get the glass off of it, and we'll go through 
there, not a problem.   
 
The bridge, it's definitely going to be safer to cross for a cyclist to cross the bridge, whichever one, A or 
B, it doesn't matter.  But A is a better alternative for the neighborhood.  So we're okay with that.  But the 
path itself is an issue because -- but that already exists.  And the neighborhood already there, already you 
exist, so what we need to do is fix the neighborhood.  And then people will go through, and then all these 
other issues about crime, that won't be such a big issue.  
We still need to have the routes that go both east, west, and north and south.  The west route exists.  It's 
not perfect.  My main issue going through the daytime is not the people on the path, it's the glass on the 
path and having to stop and fix the tire, or use up my extra tube.  The issue is not people on the path.  
 
MS. BUETHE:  This gentleman has a comment, and then maybe a couple more. 
   
MR. PARKER:  Bret Parker.  Sorry, I didn't introduce myself last time.  We had some friends that lived 
on Ingram, east of El Dorado, and we lived on two streets then.  I can't remember, someone broke in their 
house and stole their big screen TV, but I assure you they didn't run off on a bike.  They couldn't if they 
wanted to.   
 
I've done a lot of cycling in town, and frankly, I'm leery of people that are close to the bike path by their 
posture or loitering or whatever it may be.  And I've seen them on California, south.  And what I find most 
reassuring for me as a cyclist are other cyclists or other pedestrians that are up to good.  If you can find a 
way to make more people comfortable, I think we're all going to be safer.  
  
I believe in God, and I believe in standing up for fellow citizens.  If I see somebody in trouble, you're 
going to want me in your neighborhood, probably, because I'm going to call the police from my cell 
phone or step out and do something.  On Oak Street, once in front of the library there were guys that were 
going to hit someone.  I told them to leave him alone.  I had no gun, I wasn't in uniform, but they 
respected that.   
 
So we just need to speak up and be watchful, do the neighborhood watch.  We can make our community a 
lot better.  Bridges are about bringing the community together, the good and the bad.  They make it easier 
to get around.   
 
And we live just off Claremont.  We see traffic come walking across from the Kentfield area, and they take 
a shortcut right past Claremont, and they bypass our street and sometimes they find out there's a fence 
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and they can't get through.  There are good people amidst those.  There are some good people there.  
They might grow up to marry some of your neighbors' children, and you'll find out how good they are.   
 
MS. BUETHE:  Two more questions.  
 
MR. HOGGARD:  I belong to Friends of the Lower Calaveras and Defenders of Wildlife.  And I'm 
sometimes involved in the Sierra Club.  We get together once every two months and clean part of the river 
here, on one side.  If any of you want to join us any time you're welcome.  Thank you. 
 
MS. BUETHE:  Is there anybody else who would like to speak?   
 
UNIDENTIFIED:  I don't know where these people live.  I live on Ingram, and at certain times it's like a 
race track.  They can run down to Alpine, and I don't get burglarized, but quite a few people have.  And 
this bridge will make it worse.  Like you said, they'll come over and go back.  And that's it. 
   
And as for you people that ride a bicycle, good luck.  If you've got a safe place, because I live on Ingram 
street, and I'm afraid to go up on the levee.  And most of us are.  They shoot from the apartments.  These 
people over there, good luck to you.  
 
UNIDENTIFIED:  Well, the people over there, they already have access from the El Dorado Bridge.  
And I live on Sutter Street, and the people, they can still come across on the El Dorado Bridge.   
I'm not talking about the crime.  That was the original big concern on this side that kind of led us through 
-- the advisory group -- in moving to this side into a better neighborhood again.  Traffic from this 
neighborhood, here.  I don't know this neighborhood very well, but this neighborhood here, like she said, 
they're going to use El Dorado Street.  And I would still think the criminal is going to come primarily by 
vehicle.  We did work with the police department to get some input on that.  
   
MS. BUETHE:  One more comment, Alan?   
 
MR. ENGLAND:  One more thing.  This new option area is very heavily walked, as well as ridden.  
Much more so than just the other side of the bridge.  There are more people that are already using that.  
  
MS. BUETHE:  One more.  Ralph?   
 
MR. TRIBBLE:  Let's call them clientele.  The clientele on the east side of El Dorado Street is a vast 
difference than the one on the west side.  That's a much better neighborhood.  We're understating how 
much better of a neighborhood that is over there.  
  
UNIDENTIFIED:  One, I'm not in favor of none of the north-south bridges, but why couldn't the bridge 
be considered, like, east to west, crossing soon as you cross over the Calaveras?  Because I think 
someone brought it up earlier that you do have a lot of pedestrians darting across from the -- I think it's 
called The Knight's Inn, and the apartments, that street, Jamestown area.  Just shoot right across to go to 
the other side, because, you know, I cross over there plenty of times, and most of the times you have 
people standing at the median, getting ready to dart across, crossing El Dorado, just as soon as you go 
over the El Dorado bridge and then cut in front of those apartments that are on the west side.   
You know, I think for traffic and congestion, I think, and safety reasons, I think that would probably be 
viable.   
 
MR. LOPES:  You said east-west bridge?  We do have a bicycle path  that goes underneath El Dorado 
Street now that connects it.  
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UNIDENTIFIED:  They won't go all the way down to March Lane to cross over or they won't cross over 
to this side.  They're darting right across, because some of the people do ride the bus lines.  There's a bus 
stop there on El Dorado, just north of the Calaveras.  They're crossing over to catch the bus.  
  
MS. BUETHE: What I'd like to do now is turn it over to Colt, who's going to let you know what to expect 
next. 
   
But, before I do that, Colt, if I could just take a second.  If you didn't sign in when you came in, do be sure 
to sign in on your way out.  And then also, again, feel free to take one of the comment sheets with you, 
and send it in in a few days.  If you want to stay for a few minutes to give comments to Desiree, she'll take 
your comments down.  And we really appreciate this.  This has been a lot of valuable input.  Colt is going 
to let us know what to expect next.   
 
MR. ESENWEIN:  After this meeting, we're going to collect all the comments that we have received.  
We're going to see if there's any overwhelming majority opinion.  We'll take a look at that, and from then 
we'll determine whether or not we need to do a Master Plan Amendment.  
  
At this point, we're going to need some kind of amendment to move forward.  We'll take that to Council, 
and then Council will look at the Master Plan Amendment and approve or disapprove the change to the 
master plan.   
 
Once they approve or disapprove, what happens next?  If they approve the plan amendment, they'll get 
through looking at your comments or phone calls or talk to somebody, go ahead and finish the design.  
Right now we don't have a design completed.  There's no actual design.  Once that's done, then we'll 
design it.  And once it's completely designed, then we'll apply for the grants. 
   
UNIDENTIFIED:  Right now, the proposed bridge on the east side is part of the master plan, and the 
west side is part of the amendment?   
 
MR. ESENWEIN:  This is the bridge that's in the plan right now.  The original bridge, that is the master 
plan bridge (indicating on the screen).  So we're going to build one of these two.  This is the one that 
everybody seems to be favoring (indicating) from the Community Advisory Group, and unless we hear 
something completely different from what we think we're hearing now, we're going to move forward 
through that progression, looking at bridge design A.   
 
Now, if there's a substantial number of people saying, "No we don't want a bridge at all," then we'll have 
to look at that. 
  
MR. MURDOCH:  I guess what I'd like to know is -- and I cannot give you a perfect bridge -- but the 
bridge on the west side of El Dorado Street, if that's a preferred alternative, how many people here are, 
by a show of hands, would support a bridge on that side of El Dorado, with parking on Sutter?  How 
many people would support it?   
 
(A majority of hands were raised.) 
 
Okay.  How many people don't want a bridge at all? 
 
(A majority, but fewer, hands were raised.) 
 
All right. 
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UNIDENTIFIED:  Most people in here don't want a bridge at all, if the truth were known.  We would 
say no, but then if you want us to vote which bridge we want, we just voted for A on the west side.  
  
MR. MURDOCH:  Bridges in Stockton are the hardest thing to build.  I don't care if it's bridges for cars 
or pedestrians and bikes.  That's why we only have four crossings.  You just can't build bridges in 
Stockton.  People just don't want them.  To get from where we were ten months ago, from, basically, you 
wanted to kill all of us, to a situation where it's, like, not great, but in trying to figure out, you've got to 
have alternative modes of transportation, is it something that is okay?  I'm not saying you think it's great 
or wonderful, but is it something that's workable for the community?   
 
And that's what we're trying to figure out.  We're trying to come up with a solution to the benefit of you; 
what's workable.  I'm trying to get a sense of… is it workable?   
 
We've begun working for ten long months, and it's not the first time. We're used to it, and we come back 
and do this.  So I appreciated the input.  
 
UNIDENTIFIED:  I do think the whole thing was very organized.  But I think the question needs to be 
asked first, does the neighborhood want a bridge?  And if that question is yes, then which bridge do you 
want?  But I don't think you can ask the question; Do you like A or B?  
  
And, by the way, if we are being organized, then present to the neighborhood:  Do you want a bridge? 
   
MR. MURDOCH:  The bridge is a City of Stockton project, not a neighborhood project.  I just asked the 
question, who doesn't favor a bridge?  I asked the question, who doesn't favor a bridge.  Period.  
 
UNIDENTIFIED:  Can we ask that?   
 
MR. MURDOCH:  How many people don't want a bridge?  (Counting hands)  Nineteen people.   
How many people want the bridge?  Generically.  (Counting hands)  Seven people.   
 
Now, how many people, considering the fact that this is a City of Stockton project and we're trying to 
promote bikes and pedestrians, and understanding that this project is larger than -- it is a city wide 
project, how many people would find it acceptable if we put the bridge west of El Dorado Street?  How 
many people would say, "I'll accept that for the greater good of the community"?  (Counting hands)  
Nineteen. 
   
UNIDENTIFIED:  Either yes or no, you want the bridge?  Nineteen people said no.  And you said it's a 
sample, and that's why I'm saying….   
 
MS. BUETHE:  And 3500 people were invited.  This is a good time to wrap up.  If you'd like to have a 
conversation with members of the project team, feel free to do so. 
 
3.3  Hotlines  
 
May 17, 2010 
Anonymous (call) 
Is this Central Church of Christ? Is Central Church of Christ a Catholic church?  Do we know of a 
Catholic church in that neighborhood?  [JB answered the first two questions and looked up the contact 
information and address for the caller.] 
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May 24, 2010 
From: England [mailto:wdchkgsqrl@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Monday, May 24, 2010 9:21 PM 
To: Judith Buethe 
Subject: Public Comment on Sutter Street Ped/Bike Bridge Project 5/24/10 

Judith, 

Following the Sutter Street Pedestrian and Bicycle Bridge Project meeting tonight, I had some 
afterthoughts.   Please add these to the record: 

• I understand why the straw vote for/against the bridge was taken, but I hope planners realize such 
a vote has questionable validity.   If 3200 residences were noticed, but only perhaps 50 persons 
showed up, what does that mean?  Were the show-ups a representative group?  Perhaps all the no-
shows were so against the project they refused to come; alternately, perhaps the show-ups have 
no objection to the project and didn't feel the need to show up and protest.   In fact, we have know 
idea what it means, and the vote taken reflected only the feelings of those present. 

• The point was made several times by several people:  this isn't really a neighborhood project, but 
a project to connect neighborhoods throughout the city.   The relevant constituency isn't the 
people of the immediate neighborhood, but people throughout the city who need alternative 
means of transportation, and people of future generations who will need the same thing.    The 
neighborhood (and how do we define that precisely?) is important, of course, because they may 
be directly or indirectly impacted by the project, so their wishes should be be taken into account.   
That said, an older woman living on the corner who is fearful of what her city (and probably also 
state and nation) has become, cannot be allowed to hold hostage the needs of future city residents. 

• A question I would have liked to ask is this:  How many of you would advise your children to 
remain in Stockton, if Stockton becomes (remains) a city paralyzed by fear of moving forward. 

I commend the City and its partners on their responsiveness to concerns expressed thus far in this process. 
And I urge the City to move forward with the latest "Plan A" bridge to Claremont Street. 
 
Alan England 
127 W. Euclid Avenue 
Stockton, CA 95204 
wdchkgsqrl@yahoo.com 
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Chapter 4:  Outcome of the Public Participation Meeting__________ 
Following is a brief summary of issues expressed at the public participation meeting. 
 
Summary of Issues, as of May 28, 2010 
 

1. Appreciation to the City for responding to community concerns, and subsequently 
proposing a new bridge location and modifying the bicycle path to accommodate most 
on-street parking, especially at Casa Manana Inn and at St. Luke’s Catholic Church. 

2. Support by a majority of those present for a new bridge location over the Calaveras River 
300 feet west of the El Dorado Street Bridge. 

3. Need to make the City more bicycle-friendly and accommodate a transportation 
alternative to motorized vehicles. 

4. Opposition by some attendees to any new bridge over the Calaveras River. 
5. Concern that removal of parking next to Oak Park will create traffic issues. 
6. Fear of increased crime from the Kentfield area. 
7. Need for traffic calming on Sutter Street. 
8. Support for the new bicycle path to close the gap between Claremont Avenue and 

destinations on California Street and downtown employment locations. 
9. Fear of increased traffic on Sutter Street. 
10. Requests for a vote by attendees. 
11. Opposition to a straw vote as a deciding factor. 
12. Suggestion that neighbors form Neighborhood Watch groups. 
13. Need for planning to connect neighborhoods throughout the City and acknowledge this is 

not a neighborhood project—it is a City Project. 
14. Need for long-term planning. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


