
 

 

Appendix F.  Public Comments Received 
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Lando, Carey

From: Peter Hively <peterhively@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 7:42 PM

To: Lando, Carey

Subject: SMART Rice Drive to Second Street Pathway - Please continue with Alternative 3.

As a member of MCBC, and daily user of several of Marin's multi use paths, I am keenly 
aware of the many benefits, as well as the frustrations and dangers of poorly designed paths. 

Regarding the new SMART Rice Drive to Second Street Pathway, as I understand it, of the 
alternatives provided in the study, Alternative 3 is the only design alternative that 
allows for a ten foot, two way bike path and a separated six foot sidewalk. This would 
allow for mode separation between bicyclists and pedestrians, and both the bike path 
and the sidewalk would be designed at an adequate width to safely accommodate the 
expected high levels of use along this busy transportation corridor. With mode 
separation, there is less opportunity for user conflict, collision or serious injury resulting 
from widely varying speeds and activities of the different users in a shared space. 
Furthermore, mode separation makes biking and walking more comfortable and 
attractive to pathway users. 

The Second to Andersen SMART Pathway, which is also a key segment of Marin’s North-
South Greenway, has the potential to be one of, if not the, most heavily used pathway in 
Marin due to its location in an urban center and its connections to Marin’s busiest 
transportation hubs, downtown San Rafael, and densely populated and transit-dependent 
communities. Marin is currently working to address existing user conflicts and safety issues 
on some of our other shared pathways which receive high volumes of mixed use traffic, and 
which are not at a recommended width to accommodate this use. It’s especially important that 
we learn from this experience and design the Second to Andersen Pathway correctly. 

  
Thank you,  
 
Peter Hively 
178 Meadowcroft Drive 
San Anselmo, CA 94960 
415 377 1425 
peterhively@yahoo.com 
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Lando, Carey

From: Jean <jsever117@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 20, 2016 5:08 PM

To: Lando, Carey

Subject: Re San Rafael pinch point SMART MUP feasibilty study comment

Carey, 
I'm very encouraged by San Rafael's, the County's and the consultant's finding that alternatives to include a 
Multi Use Pathway(MUP) are possible at the pinch point along SMART in San Rafael from Rice to Second. 
And it sounds like SMART's concurrence potentially. 
 
My main concern is that there be, at minimum, a MUP here and connecting thru from the Cal Park Tunnel all 
the way to the Mission Street entrance to the Puerto Suelo Hill Pathway. 
 
I am glad there is space for this pinch point to place either Alternative 3 with separated bike and ped facilities, 
or Alternative 2 or some combination. I believe that this pathway will be very popular and heavily used, so 
separation of bikes from pedestrians as well as the critical separation of the pathway from cars is key. The 
Richmond Bridge Multiuse pathway will soon be open and those bikers will be needing to use this particular 
segment of the NS Greenway to get into San Rafael. Or alternatively bikes could use the sidewalks thru the 
Canal and then the lethal crosswalks of 101 at 2nd and 3rd streets that sorely lack a protected only phase for 
bikes/peds, not an acceptable option. So it is critical we have a separated pathway here from Rice to Second, 
with first priority of bikes/peds separated from motorists, and if at all possible, second priority, additionally 
pedestrians separated from bicycles with these high volumes. If it is just a MUP, then it should have a vertical 
barrier separating the pathway from the cars, and it must have a solid yellow line down the middle to give two 
halves to the MUP for users to choose, to keep the peace. 
 
We know in study after study that 60% of the whole population would like to bike and will not bike on street 
sharing with cars. Climate change demands we make it comfortable and inviting for this 60%, so they have a 
choice to leave their cars at home. Caltrans has a goal of tripling biking and doubling walking by 2020; the 
MUP at Rice to Second supports this goal. 
 
Thank you for taking my comments. 
 
Best wishes, 
Jean Severinghaus 
Caltrans District 4 Bicycle Advisory Committee, Marin Member at Large GIC Bike Ped Committee Chair 
117 Greenbrae Boardwalk 
Greenbrae, CA 94904 
415-577-3227 
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Lando, Carey

From: David C. Macpherson <dcmlaw@pacbell.net>

Sent: Thursday, July 21, 2016 4:03 PM

To: Lando, Carey

Subject: Alternative 3 for the SMART Rice Drive to Second Street Pathway Feasibility Study 

I am Vice‐Chair of the Bicycle Pedestrian Advisory Committee for the Town of Corte Madera and a parent volunteer for 
Safe Routes to School 
 
I am writing to express my support for Alternative 3 for the SMART Rice Drive to Second Street Pathway Feasibility 
Study which was made available to the public last Tuesday. 
 
This is an extremely important section of the path that will receive high use and separating bike from walking users is 
the safest alternative.  Moreover, if this section is done correctly, it sets the bar for other high use areas as the SMART 
pathway are built. 
 
Thank you. 
 
 

David C. Macpherson, Esq. 
Law Offices of David C. Macpherson 
145 Corte Madera Town Center, # 656 
Corte Madera CA 94925 
Telephone: ( 415) 924- 1235 
Facsimile: ( 415) 927- 0678 
Email: DCMLAW@pacbell.net 

  Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail 
“A human being should be able to change a diaper, plan an invasion, butcher a hog, conn a ship, design a building, write a sonnet, balance accounts, build a wall, set a 
bone, comfort the dying, take orders, give orders, cooperate, act alone, solve equations, analyze a new problem, pitch manure, program a computer, cook a tasty meal, 
fight efficiently, and die gallantly. Specialization is for insects.” –Robert A. Heinlein 

 

From: Lando, Carey [mailto:CLando@marincounty.org]  
Sent: Thursday, April 28, 2016 6:27 PM 
Subject: Alto Tunnel Study Update: Request for Proposals released for Geotechnical and Structural study and cost 
estimate updates 
 

Dear Alto Tunnel Interested Parties, 
 

This email is a courtesy to let you know that the County of Marin has released a Request for Proposals (RFP) 
for professional services related to the geotechnical and structural study and cost estimate updates for the 
Alto Tunnel Study.  We are seeking a firm or team to conduct a geotechnical and structural investigation of the 
Alto Tunnel to determine the current general condition of the tunnel interior and to update cost estimates 
should the tunnel ever be reconstructed in the future.   A geotechnical and structural team with strong tunnel 
experience is required.   
 
The RFP is posted to the Alto Tunnel Study webpage and will be posted to the County’s Current Contracting 
Opportunities webpage.  Proposals are due May 26 and a contract for professional services may be considered 
by the Board of Supervisors sometime in July.  A courtesy notice will be sent to let you know when the BOS 
meeting to consider the contract in response to this RFP is scheduled. 
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Lando, Carey

From: snawbary@gmail.com

Sent: Monday, July 25, 2016 7:27 PM

To: Lando, Carey

Subject: SMART bike path Rice to Second 

Hello Ms.Lando, 
I strongly encourage you to choose Alternative 3 of the pedestrian-cycle SMART path. It is the best option for 
our our community - trips made on foot and bicycle have increased dramatically and are the wave of our future 
regarding transportation. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Nawbary 
San Rafael resident  
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Lando, Carey

From: DJ Allison <djallison85@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2016 11:47 AM

To: Lando, Carey

Subject: Public Comment: SMART ROW Study

Attachments: 2nd-Andersen MUP Public Comment_Allison.docx

Ms. Lando 
 
 
Please find the attached public comment letter regarding the Rights-of-Way Feasibility Analysis along the 
SMART corridor in Central San Rafael. 
 
Thank you 
--  
DJ Allison 
 
 



DJ Allison 
9 Park Street 
San Rafael, CA 94901 
July 21, 2016 

Carey Lando 
Senior Project Planner 
County of Marin 
clando@marincounty.org 

Dear Carey Lando: 

I would like to start by thanking the County of Marin (County) for leading the third party right-
of-way analysis reviewing the potential development options along the Sonoma-Marin Area Rail 
Transit (SMART) corridor in Central San Rafael. As a bicycle commuter and resident of Central 
San Rafael, the opportunities for the inclusion of a separated multi-use pathway (MUP) along the 
SMART corridor are of great importance to me. I personally find the cycling and walking 
environment to be, at times, frightening and dangerous due to the heavy congestion, narrow 
streets, and frequent lack of amenities such as sidewalks or bicycle lanes. Because of that, I am 
grateful that the opportunity to create a permanent separated MUP between 2nd Street and 
Andersen Drive is not being squandered.  

Construction of this link in the North-South Greenway is critical to linking the County’s two 
largest public transit center hubs: the Bettini Transit Center and the Larkspur Ferry Terminal. 
This link would provide safer and more efficient options to Marin’s residents and visitors who 
may wish to consider walking or cycling over driving. With congestion in the County at an all-
time high, providing transportation options in our County has never been more critical.  

Having reviewed the public draft Multiuse Pathway Feasibility Study Rice Drive to 2nd Street, 
San Rafael it is clear that many options exist that would accommodate the inclusion of a MUP 
within the corridor paralleling the SMART train and W. Francisco Drive between 2nd Street and 
Andersen Drive. Considering all of them, it appears that “Alternative 3” should be the preferred 
alternative, as it would allow for both the MUP and a typical sidewalk for pedestrians. Recent 
bicyclist-pedestrian accidents along the Sausalito-Mill Valley MUP have shown that with 
increased use, comes an increased risk for collisions between various users of a MUP. 
Considering this link would connect two major transit hubs and is located near a low-income and 
transit-dependent part of the County, I would expect usage to be high. As such, it seems clear 
that if the opportunity exists to create mode-separated pathways (both an MUP and pedestrian 
sidewalk), those opportunities should not be overlooked. 



Carey Lando 
7/21/2016 
Page 2 

Because development of the SMART extension to Larkspur is progressing rapidly, it is 
increasingly critical that SMART, the County, the City of San Rafael, and other involved parties 
work together at this time to advance the preferred alternative toward final design, environmental 
review, and regulatory permitting approval so that this MUP may be constructed at the same time 
as the rail extension. 

Sincerely, 

 

DJ Allison 
 



	
 July 26, 2016 

Mayor Philips, Council Member McCullough and San Rafael City Council 
City of San Rafael 
1400 Fifth Avenue 
San Rafael, Ca 94901 
 
Reference: Peer Review Study by Alta for the SMART Multiple Use Path (MUP) 
Marin Greenway reach between 2nd Street and Rice Drive 
 
Mayor Philips, Council Member McCullough and City Council Members: 
 
Friends of SMART is gratified for your and the Marin County Board of Supervisor 
Supervisors’ leadership on funding and authorizing the peer review for the MUP 
“pinch point” in the vicinity of Irwin Street.  Your actions reflect sensitivity to your 
constituents and thoughtful forward planning for San Rafael and Marin County.   
 
As we are all aware, the SMART project is a rail service and a parallel 
bikeway/pedestrian path.  This was part of the promise made to those who 
supported the initiative to fund SMART. It probably wouldn’t have passed in 
Marin without the MUP component. 
 
I had the pleasure of participating in the study session on July 18, 2016. It was 
encouraging to view Alta’s presentation and learn of their conclusion of technical 
feasibility for the MUP through the “pinch point”. 
 
The following is a summary of my comments made in the workshop. I have also 
included some additional thoughts and exhibits: 
 

1. The peer review scope was limited to the segment between Rice Drive 
and 2nd Street. While this focuses on the “pinch point” it does not consider 
the opportunities and constraints of connectivity between Rice and 
Anderson.  The MUP alignment south of Rice is a matter that requires 
consideration in intersection and traffic control design at West Francisco 
and Rice. Additionally the SMART ROW reach between Rice and 
Anderson appears to have sufficient land area available for wetlands 
takings mitigation (see the attached Exhibit 1), double track rail and the 
MUP. The final rail alignment is yet to be resolved and will impact 
alignment and design of West Francisco and the MUP. 

2. The concept of providing separate alignments for bicycles and pedestrians 
on either side of the drainage ditch (Alta Conceptual Alternative 3) is worth 
additional consideration due to the limited right of way width between the 
freeway and drainage channel. An additional potential benefit is the 
separation of user groups in this segment. This is likely to be congested in 



	
	

the future as noted by Patrick Seidler of TAM and Alisha Oloughlin of 
MCBC.  

3. The sections presented by Alta indicated cantilevering the bike and 
pedestrian segments from either side of the drainage channel (Alta 
Alternative 3 concept sectins 200’ south of Irwin Street). It may be more 
cost effective to construct a single combined trail section wide enough to 
accommodate all users and cantilever it from the west side of the channel 
(see attached Exhibit 2).  Consideration should be given to channel 
maintenance and equipment clearances in the design of this segment.  
This is a “grey infrastructure” solution requiring the construction of 
significant civil works including retaining walls and bridges for the trail (the 
cantilevered section of trail is essentially a bridge). Costs will not be trivial 
and the drainage channel will be not an amenity as it is mostly hidden. 

4. In the other alternatives presented, where the MUP is adjacent to West 
Francisco, introduction of a barrier (such as a K rail) between the vehicle 
travel lanes and the MUP would be desirable, particularly in the most 
dimensionally constrained reach. 

5. The drainage channel was described as a tidal waterway. This is not the 
case. It may have a bearing on future CEQA and NEPA findings and 
permitting by the resource agencies. The channel is part of the flood 
control system for central San Rafael. It is connected to the city’s pumps 
discharging into San Rafael Creek and the Canal. 

6. In a meeting with FOS members, Farhad Mansourian shared the content 
of field discussions with the resource agencies related to any fill or 
encroachment into the drainage channel. Representatives of USACE, EPA 
and the Regional Water Quality Board discouraged any consideration of fill 
or encroachment, which would be considered a taking. Mr. Mansourian 
and SMART staff were justifiably concerned about certification of 
SMART’s CEQA and NEPA documents impact on the project’s schedule 
and considered the matter closed.   

7. The environmental documents were certified without any encroachment, 
resulting in the dimensional constraint at the “pinch point”.  A different lead 
agency, other than SMART, could revisit this issue. Concerns regarding a 
taking must be addressed and there are significant time and financial 
constraints. Compelling environmental and public benefits in building this 
critical link in the north-south greenway will be a consideration. 
Furthermore, water quality in the drainage channel is “challenged” due to 
urban runoff and limited surface area. Ample opportunities exist on open 
land south of Rice to increase wetlands area and accommodate a 
constructed wetlands/bio swale basin for conditioning urban runoff (see 
attached Exhibits 1 and 1A). These mitigation measures can be 
addressed in the environmental documents for the MUP. However, it is 
advisable to present solutions informally to the resource agencies for their 



	
	

input as soon as practical. A taking mitigation improving water quality and 
increasing wetlands area should prove environmentally compelling. 

8. Alta presented a combined street and bikeway section including a 
sidewalk. The section showed the drainage channel in a buried storm 
drain. As noted previously, this was eliminated from consideration by 
SMART due to a wetlands taking. We recommend an alternative be 
developed showing the drainage ditch placed in a covered storm drain in 
the “pinch point” reach. This would allow ample area for the MUP with 
combined treads for pedestrians and bicyclists and room for street trees 
(see Exhibit 3).  Please refer to Exhibits 1 and 1A for proposed wetlands 
mitigation. The combination of the solutions shown in Exhibits 1A and 3 
represent a “green infrastructure” option. While a buried storm drain is 
required, the civil works scope is much less than the retaining walls and 
bridges shown in Exhibit 2 or Alta’s Alternative 3.  The higher grey 
infrastructure costs of Exhibit 2/Alternative 3 would likely offset the 
wetlands mitigation and landscaping improvements proposed in Exhibits 
1A and 3.  An even more exciting urban design solution is possible if funds 
are available for design, construction and long term O+M. 

 
Friends of SMART supports your continued efforts to complete the SMART MUP 
from 2nd Street to Larkspur.   
 
We also share your concerns about the impact of the SMART extension to 
Larkspur on Bettini Transit Center. Inadequate resolution of the transit center, 
pedestrian and bicycle access in Downtown San Rafael will likely have 
unintended consequences. This could result in additional traffic delay, 
inconvenience transit users, pedestrians and bicyclists (resulting in loss of 
ridership or use of alternative modes) and adversely impact pedestrian and 
bicycle safety. Satisfactory resolution of the MUP, and the transit center should 
be implemented concurrently with the Larkspur extension. Pedestrian fatalities on 
Hetherton are stark reminders of the need for improved pedestrian and bicycle 
safety. 
 
Sincerely 
 
 
 
Jeffrey D Rhoads, Architect LEED AP 
Friends of SMART



	

Exhibit 1 Friends of SMART 

Proposed Wetlands Mitigation Location South of Rice (adjacent to T J Max Toys R Us Center) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Jeffrey Rhoads 21vii16 
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â
?
sl
-ii

I
Ft
$

e\J
E
sL
s7

{

I
I

A
.t&

5s

I$E
g;n
ul 3rs

il uN

lJ xs

HH{

$t$
dEH

IFJ
s
il\

r9
It:

t
u
tr.

tn
v\,
{A'
F-

t,
T
fi

o

$u
a,

fl
h3

I'

dr
sl&

qp

3
a
S.

l-
s?

fr

s



1

Lando, Carey

From: Eileen Sinnott <leeenz3843@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, July 22, 2016 9:51 AM

To: Lando, Carey

Subject: SMART Rice Drive to Second Street Pathway Feasibility Study

Hello, Carey, 
I live in Tiburon and bike in Marin often – commuting to work at Autodesk, and recreationally as well.  I would like to 
encourage you to recommend Alternative 3 of this study, since it’s the safest most accommodating facility possible, and 
will benefit the people of Marin for generations to come!   
 
Best regards, 
Eileen Sinnott 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
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Lando, Carey

From: Albert Szilvasy <szilvaa@hotmail.com>

Sent: Friday, July 22, 2016 1:49 PM

To: Lando, Carey

Subject: SMART Rice Drive to Second Street Pathway Feasibility Study

Hi Carey, 
 
I live in Terra Linda and commute to the Larkspur ferry on my bicycle. I’d love to see a more bicycle friendly path through 
central SR. I’d like to see Alternative 3 implemented. It provides the best experience for all users (including drivers of 
cars). 
 
Best Regards, 
Albert Szilvasy 
1028 Lea Drive, San Rafael 
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Lando, Carey

From: kathleen boyle <ktb343@icloud.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 04, 2016 10:09 AM

To: Lando, Carey

Subject: Smart Pathway

Hi Carey - I’m emailing to voice my support for Alternative 3, which appears to be the safest of the various 
alternatives. I bike commute regularly from my home in Sausalito to near the Civic Center in San Rafael and 
regularly use the paths. While I appreciate the pathway under Cal Hill, I have definitely had incidents with 
walkers wandering unexpectedly in and out of the path and think the separation proposed under alternative 3 
would be safest for everyone.  
Thanks -  
Kathleen 
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Lando, Carey

From: Ruth Nash <ruthk.nash94@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 04, 2016 9:32 AM

To: Lando, Carey

Subject: SMART Rice Drive to Second Street Pathway

Dear Carey Lando: 
 
We are long-term members of the Marin County Bicycle Coalition even though we are not bike riders. We do, 
however, agree with the coalition’s views on bicycle/pedestrian pathways along the whole length of the SMART 
corridor. That is exactly why we finally decided to vote for SMART. 
 
A little background on us: we have been walkers for many years and runners for many years before that.  
Currently we are members of the Larkspur Walkers and each year do several special walks in the area outside 
of our regular 4X-per-week walks which start and end at Piper Park. We believe in safe, outdoor areas where 
walkers, strollers, and bikers can coexist in a close to, but separate distance from, each other and from the 
faster modes of transportation. 
 
It is our understanding that Alternative 3 is the best design for achieving these outcomes in the section of 
SMART between Rice Drive and Second Street in San Rafael. Thank you for your consideration of our point of 
view. 
 
Sincerely, 
Ruth & Steve Nash 
28 Bayo Vista Ave. 
Larkspur, CA 94939 
ruthk.nash94@gmail.com 
415-461-3665 
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Lando, Carey

From: John Schlag <jschlag.me@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 04, 2016 7:38 AM

To: Lando, Carey

Subject: SMART pathway comment

Option 3! 
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Lando, Carey

From: Michael Gaspers, Jr. <MGXYZ@msn.com>

Sent: Wednesday, August 03, 2016 8:14 PM

To: Lando, Carey

Subject: Rice-to-Second pathway

Dear Ms. Lando, 
  
I’m writing to urge that Alternative Three, of the multiuse pathway project between Second and Rice Streets, 
moves forward, and is constructed. It is the only one of the three alternatives that provides what is badly 
needed with respect to multiuse paths – sufficient mode separation between pedestrians and bicyclists, and 
motor vehicles; and wide‐enough paths to accommodate the popular usage they will certainly attract. Indeed, 
this is exactly what Measure Q calls for – a rail with trail along the entire corridor ‐ and is therefore the law as 
voted in by the voters of both Marin and Sonoma counties. Constructing the rail before constructing the 
pathway, which would leave no room for the pathway, would therefore not be an option, since it would be 
illegal. Please move forward with Alternative Three. 
 
Respectfully, 
Mike Gaspers, 
San Anselmo 
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Lando, Carey

From: Nancy Weninger <nweninger@mac.com>

Sent: Wednesday, August 03, 2016 7:34 PM

To: Lando, Carey

Subject: SMART pathway

I am writing in support of Alternative 3 for the SMART pathway in San Rafael. 
 
I look forward to having a safer route between my home in Larkspur and destinations in San Rafael. 
 
Nancy Weninger 
72 Elm Avenue 
Larkspur, CA 
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Lando, Carey

From: Robin Sloan <robbio720@earthlink.net>

Sent: Wednesday, August 03, 2016 5:36 PM

To: Lando, Carey

Subject: Smart pathway

Hello, 
As an interested Marin County resident who uses the walking and biking paths in our county I would like to 
recommend alternative 3 be advanced to final design and environmental clearance for the pathway between 
Rice drive and Second street in San Rafael. 
I believe this to be the best and safest alternative. 
Thank you for your consideration. 
Sincerely, 
Robin Sloan 
 
 
 
Sent from my iPad 
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Lando, Carey

From: Edward Dormady <edormady@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, August 03, 2016 5:36 PM

To: Lando, Carey

Cc: Connolly, Damon; Clark, Susannah; Callaway, Chris

Subject: SMART Pathway comment

Hello, 

I am a regular commute and recreational road biker. I live in San Rafael and work in SF, so the opportunity to 
leverage SMART development to improve and make safe the biking routes and greenways is important to me. 

One of the most useful ways to improve the experience for all road, trail, and path users is to separate modes of 
traffic from each other as possible. This improves both safety and flow for all users. 

Please consider my strong support for Alternative 3 which meets these design goals. By providing a separate 
ten-foot, two-way bikeway from a six-foot wide pedestrian pathway, both groups safely negotiate the corridor. 
As this EIR outcome will preclude easy reworking of the solution at a later time, it is important to get this done 
now. 

Regards, 

Ed Dormady 
San Rafael 
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Lando, Carey

From: Sean Braniff <braniff@pacbell.net>

Sent: Tuesday, August 09, 2016 1:02 PM

To: Lando, Carey

Subject: Public Comment - SMART Rice Drive to Second Street Pathway Feasibility Study

Dear Carey Lando 
 
I have reviewed the study and the alternatives, I consider Alternative 3 to be the most sensible solution and ask that 
Alternative 3 be the proposed final design plan. 
 
Thank you 
 
Sean Braniff 
143 Park Street 
San Rafael, CA 94901 



	  
	  
	   	   	   	   	   	   	   	   	   July	  18,	  2016	  
San	  Rafael	  City	  Council	  
1400	  Fifth	  Avenue	  
San	  Rafael,	  CA	  94901	  
	  
RE:	  Study	  Session	  on	  SMART	  Multiuse	  Path	  and	  Francisco	  Blvd.	  Redesign	  
	  
Honorable	  Mayor	  and	  Councilmembers,	  
We	  applaud	  the	  efforts	  of	  all	  concerned	  to	  achieve	  a	  viable	  SMART	  Multi-‐Use	  Path	  from	  the	  San	  
Rafael	  Transit	  Center	  to	  the	  existing	  north-‐south	  pathway	  through	  the	  Larkspur	  tunnel.	  The	  City’s	  
relocation	  of	  Francisco	  Boulevard	  West	  necessitated	  by	  SMART’s	  desire	  for	  a	  double	  track	  
alignment	  in	  this	  area	  creates	  the	  opportunity	  for	  a	  ‘complete	  street’	  solution	  accommodating	  
transit,	  cars,	  bikes,	  pedestrians	  and	  nature	  in	  a	  major	  public	  works	  improvement.	  
	  
Alternative	  2	  in	  the	  July	  12	  Multiuse	  Pathway	  Feasibility	  Study	  appears	  to	  provide	  such	  a	  solution,	  
although	  we	  look	  forward	  to	  learning	  more	  about	  additional	  possibilities	  and	  concerns	  at	  the	  study	  
session.	  Alternative	  2	  offers	  a	  12-‐ft.	  wide	  multiuse	  path	  along	  most	  of	  route,	  with	  the	  exception	  of	  
the	  “bottleneck”	  portion	  just	  south	  of	  Irwin	  Street,	  where	  an	  8-‐ft.	  wide	  bike	  path	  west	  of	  the	  creek	  
and	  6-‐ft.	  sidewalk	  east	  of	  the	  creek	  efficiently	  accommodate	  the	  same	  uses.	  
	  
The	  proposed	  12-‐ft.	  multiuse	  path	  matches	  the	  width	  of	  those	  already	  in	  place	  along	  Mahon	  Creek	  
and	  along	  the	  freeway	  north	  of	  Mission	  Street.	  Where	  the	  two	  uses	  are	  separated	  between	  Mission	  
and	  Fourth	  Streets,	  the	  bike	  path	  is	  10-‐ft.	  wide	  and	  the	  unobstructed	  portion	  of	  the	  sidewalk	  is	  5-‐ft.	  
	  
Additional	  options	  might	  further	  improve	  Alternative	  2,	  as	  follows:	  
	  

• Consider	  applying	  the	  10-‐ft.	  wide	  bikeway	  section	  shown	  west	  of	  the	  creek	  in	  Alternative	  3	  
only	  to	  the	  area	  immediately	  south	  of	  Irwin	  (with	  the	  12-‐ft.	  multiuse	  path	  elsewhere).	  This	  
would	  bring	  the	  bikeway	  to	  the	  same	  standard	  as	  exists	  between	  Mission	  and	  Fourth.	  
	  

• Consider	  extending	  the	  west-‐of-‐creek	  bikeway	  (and	  associated	  bridging	  of	  the	  creek)	  a	  bit	  
further	  south	  to	  the	  Best	  Buy	  property,	  further	  decreasing	  “top	  of	  bank”	  wetland	  impacts	  on	  
the	  east	  side	  while	  also	  providing	  bike	  access	  to	  an	  additional	  retail	  location.	  (Pedestrians	  
could	  share	  this	  access	  if	  the	  proposed	  bridge	  were	  sized	  at	  12’	  wide.)	  
	  

• Consider	  alternative	  concept	  1C	  for	  the	  multiuse	  path	  portions	  of	  Alternative	  2,	  providing	  a	  
3-‐ft.	  decomposed	  granite	  curbside	  treatment	  that,	  while	  accommodating	  pedestrians,	  could	  
also	  be	  used	  for	  street	  trees	  and	  signage	  at	  appropriate	  intervals.	  A	  species	  such	  as	  the	  
London	  Planes	  widely	  used	  in	  San	  Rafael	  would	  create	  a	  boulevard	  character	  along	  
Francisco	  West,	  humanize	  the	  scale	  of	  the	  street,	  and	  fit	  the	  riparian	  nature	  of	  the	  wetlands.	  
	  

• Since	  the	  construction	  will	  necessarily	  disturb	  current	  conditions,	  take	  this	  opportunity	  to	  
restore	  and	  enhance	  riparian	  vegetation	  throughout	  the	  wetland	  area,	  including	  the	  unused	  
portions	  of	  the	  SMART	  right-‐of-‐way	  west	  of	  the	  creek.	  
	  



• During	  relocation	  of	  Francisco	  West,	  consider	  “daylighting”	  or	  uncovering	  portions	  of	  the	  
wetlands	  now	  in	  culverts	  south	  of	  Mahon	  Creek,	  restoring	  the	  confluence	  of	  these	  wetlands	  
with	  the	  larger	  natural	  drainage	  system	  and	  providing	  further	  mitigation	  of	  the	  disturbance	  
of	  the	  wetlands	  south	  of	  Irwin	  Street.	  
	  

• The	  12-‐ft.	  bridge	  proposed	  to	  accommodate	  the	  multi-‐use	  path	  across	  Mahon	  Creek	  
suggests	  the	  need	  to	  show	  completion	  of	  the	  path	  to	  2nd	  Street,	  along	  with	  other	  Francisco	  
West	  improvements	  and	  including	  enhanced	  crosswalk	  treatments	  to	  assure	  bike	  and	  
pedestrian	  safety	  across	  this	  heavily	  trafficked	  intersection.	  
	  

• Enhanced	  crosswalk	  treatments	  at	  the	  Irwin	  intersection	  are	  also	  needed	  to	  accommodate	  
the	  multiuse	  path.	  
	  

• Although	  not	  the	  focus	  of	  this	  feasibility	  study,	  the	  reconstruction	  of	  Francisco	  West	  needs	  
to	  be	  integrated	  with	  completion	  of	  the	  multiuse	  path	  system	  along	  Tamalpais	  from	  2nd	  
Street	  to	  4th	  Street,	  including	  enhanced	  intersection	  treatments	  for	  pedestrian	  and	  cyclist	  
safety.	  (This	  will	  be	  especially	  important	  with	  the	  disruption	  of	  Transit	  Center	  operations	  
that	  SMART’s	  extension	  to	  Larkspur	  will	  cause.)	  
	  

• Likewise,	  the	  proposed	  improvements	  need	  to	  be	  carefully	  integrated	  with	  extending	  the	  
multiuse	  path	  system	  south	  of	  Rice	  Drive,	  including	  a	  seamless	  crossing	  of	  Andersen	  to	  
connect	  to	  the	  existing	  pathway	  through	  the	  tunnel.	  

	  
Sustainable	  San	  Rafael	  urges	  you	  to	  continue	  close	  coordination	  with	  SMART,	  the	  County	  and	  others	  
to	  assure	  sufficient	  funding,	  including	  funds	  for	  additional	  right-‐of-‐way	  as	  needed,	  to	  accomplish	  
both	  the	  double-‐tracking	  desired	  by	  SMART	  and	  the	  fulfillment	  of	  the	  full	  promise	  and	  potential	  of	  
this	  important	  transportation	  and	  environmental	  improvement.	  
	  
Thank	  you	  for	  your	  careful	  consideration.	  
	  

Sincerely, 
 

William Carney, 
President, Sustainable San Rafael 



	  
	  
	   	   	   	   	   	   	   	   	   August	  9,	  2016	  
Carey	  Lando	  
County	  of	  Marin	  
3501	  Civic	  Center	  Drive	  
San	  Rafael,	  CA	  94903	  
	  
RE:	  Downtown	  San	  Rafael	  SMART	  Multiuse	  Path	  Feasibility	  Study	  
	  
Mr.	  Lando,	  
Please	  see	  our	  attached	  July	  18	  letter	  to	  the	  San	  Rafael	  City	  Council	  for	  Sustainable	  San	  Rafael’s	  
recommendations	  regarding	  the	  Multiuse	  Path	  in	  the	  Downtown	  Station	  Area.	  We	  strongly	  support	  
the	  Multiuse	  Path,	  now	  that	  its	  feasibility	  has	  been	  established	  by	  the	  County’s	  study.	  	  
	  
We	  continue	  to	  recommend	  the	  12-‐foot	  wide	  pathway	  in	  Alternative	  2,	  with	  possible	  variations	  
noted	  in	  the	  letter,	  as	  a	  cost-‐effective	  solution	  matching	  the	  12-‐foot	  widths	  of	  the	  existing	  North-‐
South	  Greenway	  multiuse	  path	  north	  of	  Mission	  Street	  and	  south	  of	  Andersen	  Drive.	  We	  also	  urge	  
rapid	  completion	  of	  design	  and	  construction	  of	  the	  remaining	  fragments	  of	  the	  Greenway	  through	  
downtown	  San	  Rafael	  between	  Rice	  and	  Andersen	  and	  along	  West	  Tamalpais	  between	  2nd	  and	  4th.	  	  
	  
The	  most	  critical	  funding	  priority	  for	  the	  Multiuse	  Path	  between	  2nd	  and	  Rice	  streets	  is	  the	  
completion	  of	  the	  pathway	  design	  work	  in	  conjunction	  with	  the	  design	  and	  construction	  documents	  
for	  the	  rail	  tracks	  and	  relocated	  roadway.	  This	  integration	  of	  design	  work	  is	  essential	  to	  assure	  that	  
the	  rail	  and	  roadway	  improvements	  provide	  both	  adequate	  dimension	  and	  sufficient	  structural	  
support	  for	  the	  pathway	  improvements,	  reducing	  costs	  and	  avoiding	  constructability	  issues	  if	  the	  
pathway	  is	  constructed	  on	  a	  later	  schedule	  than	  the	  other	  improvements.	  Since	  both	  the	  rail	  and	  
pathway	  were	  promised	  to	  voters	  approving	  SMART,	  their	  immediate	  design	  and	  ultimate	  
construction	  costs	  should	  be	  funded	  by	  SMART.	  
	  
It	  is	  critical	  that	  all	  parties	  involved	  insist	  on	  and	  achieve	  such	  seamlessly	  integrated	  design,	  both	  
here	  and	  for	  the	  work	  related	  to	  the	  Andersen	  crossing	  and	  the	  Bettini	  Transit	  Center,	  prior	  to	  
approving	  the	  Larkspur	  extension.	  
	  
Thank	  you	  for	  your	  careful	  consideration.	  
	  

Sincerely, 
 

William Carney, 
President, Sustainable San Rafael 
 

Copies: Mayor Gary Philips 
 San Rafael City Council 
 Dianne Steinhauser, TAM 
 Jim Schutz, San Rafael City Manager 
 Bill Guerin, DPW 
 Paul Jensen, Community Development 
 Danielle O’Leary, Economic Development 
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 August 10, 2016 
Ms. Carey Lando 
Senior Project Manager 
Department of Public Works 
County of Marin 
3501 Civic Center Drive 
San Rafael, CA 94903 

 
RE: Multiuse Pathway Feasibility Study from Rice Drive to Second Street, San Rafael 
 
Dear Carey: 
 
Thank you and the County for your leadership in conducting the SMART Multiuse Pathway 
Feasibility Study (“Feasibility Study”) from Rice Drive to Second Street, San Rafael. As a result of 
the Feasibilty Study, it is now clear that the SMART Pathway can fit next to the SMART rail line 
in the right of way alignment from Rice Drive to Second Street.  
 
For background purposes, please find enclosed the following: 
 

1. Memorandum of Understanding between SMART, the MCBC, Transportation 
Alternatives for Marin, the County of Marin and the City of San Rafael executed 
November 29, 2015 

2. Memorandum of Understanding – Part II between SMART, the MCBC and 
Transportation Alternatives for Marin executed November 29, 2015 

 
The MCBC and TAM would like to note that since March of 2016 we have been asking for a set 
of drawings from the Feasibility Study process to show a “Hybrid Alternative” that would have a 
6’ sidewalk and a 10’ 2-way bike path from Rice Drive to Second Street and for the Hybrid 
Alternative to be included in the Alternatives analysis. Our request now shows up as Alternative 
3, which we very much appreciate.  
 
While there are some cross section drawings shown in Exhibit D.5 for Alternative 3, we request 
that the County and Alta Planning + Design prepare a complete set of drawings for Alternative 
3, including alignment plans, as done for the other Alternatives from Rice Drive to 2nd Street.  
 
Lastly, the Memorandum of Understanding, Paragraph 2 states:  
 

“COUNTY shall, within 60 days after execution of this memorandum, hire a 
consultant to conduct a feasibility study, including options, for implementation 
of a multi-use-pathway from Anderson (sic) Drive to Second St. Representatives 
from MCBC and TAM shall have an opportunity to provide input during the 
development of the feasiblity study and will participate in all meetings with the 
project Consultant.”  



 
 

Page 2 of 2 
 

 
The Memorandum of Understanding was signed by SMART, the County, the City of San Rafael, 
the Marin County Bicycle Coalition and Transportation Alternatives for Marin. We request all 
parties confirm that the feasibility of the full scope of the Pathway from Andersen Drive to Rice 
Drive should be undertaken.  
 
To optimize completing the feasibility analysis, as agreed by the Parties to the MOU, and to 
advance building the SMART Pathway project, we suggest that the Parties to the MOU request 
that the City of San Rafael act as the lead agency to evaluate both Alternative 2 and Alternative 
3 as follows: 
 

 Advance both Alternative 2 and Alternative 3 for the SMART Pathway to 30% 
engineering; 
 

 Obtain both CEQA and NEPA environmental clearances for the SMART Pathway section 
between Rice Drive and Second Street AND the section between Rice Drive and 
Andersen Drive for both Alternatives. 
 

 Pursue this work as soon as possible in a good faith effort to bring the SMART Pathway 
project up to the same level of design and engineering as the rail project from Andersen 
Drive to 2nd Street. 

 
Thank you for your consideration. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 
Alisha Oloughlin     Patrick M. Seidler 
Policy and Planning Director     President 
Marin County Bicycle Coalition  Transportation Alternatives for Marin 
 



MEMORAN DUM OF UNDERSTANDING 

This Memorandum of Understanding is entered into by and between the Sonoma Area Rail 
Transit District ("SMART"), the Marin County Bicycle Coalition ("MCBC"), the Transportation Alternatives 
for Marin ("TAM"), the County of Marin ("County" ), and the City of San Rafael ("City"). 

RECITALS 

WHEREAS, SMART prepared an Envi ronmental Assessment ("EA") for a Proposed Action for the 
SMART extension from the Downtown San Rafael Station to the Larkspur Station. 

WHEREAS, Marin County Bicycle Coalition & Transportations Alternatives for Marin and SMART 
disagree regarding the adequacy of the EA. 

WHEREAS, all Parties desire to cooperate to study options for and implement a multi-use
pathway between Second St. and Anderson Dr. 

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of Marin County Bicycle Coalition and Transportation 
Alternatives for Marin foregoing any legal action challenging the EA for the extension of the 
SMART Train from the Downtown San Rafael Station to the Larkspur Station, the Parties agree to 
the following: 

1. In consideration of all parties agreeing to the terms herein, Marin County Bicycle Coalition & 
Transportation Alternatives for Marin shall forego any legal challenge to the EA so long as 
the parties cooperate in the implementation of t he term s of this Memorandum to 
accomplish the goals set forth herein. 

2. COUNTY shall, within 60 days after execution of this memorandum, hire a consultant to 
conduct a feasibility study, including options, for implementation of a mUlti-use-pathway 
from Anderson Drive to Second St. Representatives from MCBC and TAM shall have an 
opportunity to provide input during the development of the feasibility study and will 
participate in all meetings with the project Consultant. 

3. City agrees to implement all measures set forth in the City Manager's February 10, 2015 
letter which is attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit "A" . 

4. SMART agrees to allow the mul ti-use-pathway to be constructed within the SMART right of 
way from Andersen Drive to Second st. so long as the pathway does not interfere w ith 
either SMART's double rail alignment or setbacks required by regulatory agencies. 

The Parties have executed this Memorand um Oil I/.IJJ ' 2015. 

Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit District 

By: ---t+H:,<&'b4"'1--t-+ll1~F=-V<------
Ch 
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countyOf~~ 
By: ~(<!....c 

Chair:nan, Board of Supervisors 

Marin cou~~alition 

By: ' <J ~~ 

~\ E\\<A~ 

Transportat ion Alternatives of Marin 

By: ~ ~-==- ) II/Z!J /;r-
~dJUI?k' ~- Sf!3d)",Ee 

Page 2 of 2 



February 10,2015 

MAYOR GARY O. PHILLIPS 

C~rt.~~~"--C_.~VI~CE~M;AYOR ANDREW CUYUGAN MCCULLOUGH 
COUNCILMEMBER MARIBETH BUSHEY 

COUNCILMEMBER KATE COLIN 

·..:.._-------~r_t'l~--... ---- COUNCILMEMBERJOHN GAMBLIN 

CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE 

PHONE: 415-485-3070 
FAX: 415-459-2242 

Dear Members of San Rafael BP AC, MCBC, and Transportation Alternatives for Marin, 

Thank you for the time and energy you contribute working with the City to improve bicycle and 
pedestrian infrastructure in San Rafael. We all share a desire to make San Rafael a place where 
cyclists and pedestrians feel safe and comfortable. 

On January 20th
, the City Council heard concerns from many members of the public, including 

your organizations, regarding SMART's commitment to include a parallel multi-use pathway 
adjacent to the SMART tracks. In particular, concerns were raised about three "gaps" in the 
multi-use pathway system which require cyclists to use Class II or Class III facilities for portions 
oftheir trip. The City's role in that effort is to work with SMART so that this community asset 
is realized to the greatest extent possible within our limited authority and resources. To that end, 
the City is committed to implementing the San Rafael Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan and 
working with SMART on their implementation of a multi-use pathway. Our Master Plan 
identifies bicycle and pedestrian routes on all three of these "gaps" and we are committed to 
fulfilling the Plan. 

On January 20th the City Council asked Mayo~ Phillips to bring up the concerns raised that night 
at the January 21 SMART Board meeting, which he did. The City Council also directed that 
staff continue to work with SMART, BPAC, and other stakeholders such as MCBC and 
Transportation Alternatives of Marin as well as the City Council Adhoc SMART Subcommittee 
on this multiuse path issue. Having said that, the Council also concurred with my 
recommendation that City staff continue to focus our efforts on work related to the segment 
between Civic Center and Downtown, as this is currently funded and under construction. 

While we understand that funding may soon be secured for the connection to Larkspur, we will 
continue to focus work on our current projects, which will conclude by early 2016 and we will 
then have more City resources available to spend time considering SMART multiuse pathway 
options for travel from Downtown to the Cal Park Tunnel. We agree that Class I pathways are 
the most desirable facility; however, in these constrained areas the City must consider impacts to 
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and needs of other stakeholders, such as economic and business vitality, parking, roadway 

configurations, General Plan policies, environmental issues, and traffic congestion. 

We look forward to working with you on this important issue. 

Sincerely, 

/lMt?fj~ 
Nancy MackIe 
City Manager 

cc Mayor and City Council 
Nader Mansourian, Public Works Director 
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MEMORANDUM Of UNDERSTANDiNG - PARI Ii 

This Memorandum of Understanding - Part II is entered into by and between the Sonoma Marin 
Area Rail Transit District (SMART), the Marin County Bicycle Coalition (MCBC) and Transportation 

Alternatives for Marin. SMART, MCBC and Transportation Alternatives for Marin will hereinafter be 
collectively referred to as the Parties. 

WHEREAS, SMART prepared an Environmental Assessment for a Proposed Action for the SMART 

extension from the Downtown San Rafael Station to the Larkspur Stat ion that was for Rail and roadway 
improvements only. 

WHEREAS, MCBC and Transportation Alternatives for Marin contend that the Environmental 
Assessment is legally deficient because, inter alia, it fails to properly consider the SMART Pathway and is 
in conflict with Measure Q's prom ise to the voters of a train and SMART Pathway connecting the 14 
stations. 

WHEREAS, SMART contends that its Environmental Assessment is legally sufficient and that it 
has no legal obligation to build a SMART Pathway in the right of way from 2nd Street to Anderson Drive. 

WHEREAS, the Parties share a desire for a Pathway to be built in or near t he SMART right of way 
between Larkspur and Cloverdale; 

WHEREAS, it is the intent of the Parties to cooperate toward building a SMART Pathway from 
Andersen Drive to 2nd Street in or near the SMART right of way at the same time as the rail if possible, 
without any cause of delay to the SMART rail project; 

WHEREAS, the Parties fu rther wa nt to work together in a co llaborative effort to realize thei r 
shared goal of completing the rail from Larkspur to Cloverdale and completing the SMART Pathway 

connecting all of the 14 stations as soon as possible . 

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of MCBC and Transportation Alternatives for Marin agreeing 
not to file an action challenging the NEPA Environmental Assessment of the extension of the SMART 
Train from the Downtown San Rafael Station to t he Larkspur Station, t he Parties agree to the following : 
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MEMORANDUM O!= UNDIERSTANDING - PART Ii 

A. The Andersen Drive to 2nd Street Segment of the SMART Pathway 

1. PATHWAY DESIGN 

a. The Feasibility Study is expected to bring the Pathway drawing to approximately 20% to 30% 
engineering from Rice Drive to 2nd Street. 

b. In approximately February 2016 SMART and the City of San Rafael expect to begin work to 
finalize the design of the SMART rail alignment from Larkspur to downtown San Rafael. The 
design project will include moving W. Francisco Blvd. between Rice Drive and 2nd Street from 
the east side of the double t rack alignment to the west side of the tracks . 

c. The Parties agree to work in good faith and in full cooperation to facilitate bringing the 
Pathway to 100% engineering if possible in the same t ime frame as the fede ral rail and 
roadway project is being brought to 100% engineering without any cause of delay to the 
SMART rail project. 

20 PATHWAY ENVIRONMENTAL CLEARANCE 

a. The Parties agree to request the City of San Rafael to be the lead agency to environmentally 
clear the Pathway.where required from Andersen Drive to 2nd Street. 

30 PATHWAY PRIORITIZATION AND fUNDING 

a. The Parties agree to establish a SMART Ad Hoc Committee within the next 60 days, 

dedicated to: 

i. Developing a plan that identifies and prioritizes uncompleted Pathway and rail 

segments in Marin and Sonoma Counties; 

ii. Estimating projected costs based upon best available information for each segment; 

iii. Identifying potential funding toward the construction of those segments; and 

iv. On an annual basis the Ad Hoc Committee will identify which grants to target for 

specific segments. 

b. The Ad Hoc Committee will be composed of two SMART Board Directors, one representative 

from the MCBC and one from Transportation Alternatives for Marin. An invitation will be 

extended to Sonoma County Bicycle Coalition to provide a representative . The Ad Hoc 

Committee will meet as necessary to complete the tasks in Paragraph 3(a). 

c. The Parties acknowledge that the Transportation Authority of Marin will fund $1 million 

toward the design, environmenta l clearance and construction of the Pathway from 

Andersen Drive to Rice Drive. 
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MEMORANDUM Of UNDERSTANDING - PART I ~ 

4. PATHWAY BUILDING 

a. Starting in approximately August 2016, SMART plans to begin construction on the 
Andersen Drive to 2nd Street segment of the rail and the relocation of W. Francisco Blvd ., 
working from the south to the north. The Parties agree to ask San Rafael, the County of 
Marin, Transportation Authority of Marin and the MTC to build the Pathway from 
Andersen Drive to 2nd Street if possible at the same time, or contemporaneously with 
the SMART train alignment and the reconstruction of W. Francisco Blvd. without any 
cause of delay to the SMART rail project. The Parties agree to work with each other in 
good faith and to work in good faith with San Rafael, the County of Marin, 
Transportation Authority of Marin, and MTC toward this objective. 

, b. A public agency will be sought to build the Pathway from Andersen Drive to 2nd Street. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have caused this Memora ndum of Understanding Part II to 
be executed on the date set forth below. The signatories below represent that they have the authority 
to bind their respective organizations. 

SONOMA-MARIN AREA RAIL TRANSIT DISTRICT: 

BY: 
Date 

MARIN COUNTY BICYCLE COAUTION : 

~~b BY: 
Date' \ '\ 

Executive Director 

TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVES FOR MARIN: 

BY: (#/~~ ;;d~#l~ Zs ~ h/r -
PATRICK M. SEIDLER 
President 

Date 

Page 3 of 3 November 25,2015 
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