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Citizens Advisory Group (CAG) Meeting Report 
March 29, 2010 

Central Church of Christ 
4368 North Sutter Street, Stockton, CA 95203 

 
ATTENDEES 
Councilmember Diana Lowery 
Citizens Advisory Group (CAG): 

Mary Berry, Casa Manana 
Jess Kenyon, Central Church of Christ 
Gloria Mazza, Councilmember Lowery 
Thomas Pinasco, Councilmember Lowery 
Alan England, Councilmember Lowery 
Ralph Tribble, Homeowner 
Ruth McMaster, Kentfield Action Team 
Lupe Reyes, St. Luke’s Catholic Church 
Gary Colburn, Stockton Bicycle Club 
Craig Yoshikawa, CSO, Stockton Police Department (North Section) 

Project Team:  
Colt Esenwein, City of Stockton 
Alex Menor, City of Stockton 
Tony Lopes, Siegfried Engineering, Inc. 
Christine Carey, Fehr & Peers 
Loreen Huey, Buethe Communications 
Judith Buethe, Buethe Communications 

 
Introductory Remarks 
Judith Buethe, Public Outreach Coordinator, began the meeting and asked for self-introductions. 
Thereafter, Ms. Buethe introduced Councilmember Diana Lowery. 
 
Councilmember Diana Lowery 
Councilmember Lowery thanked the community and City staff for their hard work and efforts on the 
project and for taking the time to participate in the Citizens Advisory Group (CAG). 
 
Welcome – Colt Esenwein, Project Manager, City of Stockton 
Mr. Esenwein welcomed the CAG and expressed his appreciation for their participation. 
 
Overview of Updated Project – Tony Lopes, P.E., S.E., Project Manager, Siegfried Engineering, 
Inc. 
Mr. Lopes explained the project’s initial concept, which included placing a pedestrian-and-bicycle bridge 
over the Calaveras River near Sutter Street, consistent with the City’s Master Bicycle Plan. He then 
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explained the engineers’ review of the suggestions from the first public meeting and the two earlier CAG 
meetings, using exhibit boards that summarized each design scenario: 
 

• Board 1 displayed the current City Bicycle Master Plan depicting the proposed connection 
between the existing Class I bicycle path on the north bank of the Calaveras River with the 
existing Class II bicycle path on California Street. 

• Board 2 represented the initial design concept presented at the first (and only) public meeting. 
Various concerns, such as increased crime and loss of parking, that were mentioned in the public 
meeting resulted in the consideration of other options and the formation of the Community 
Advisory Group (CAG).  

 
In subsequent CAG meetings, the City and its consulting team reviewed various options, most of which 
were depicted on Board 3 and Board 4 as follows: 

• Alvarado Street (The Police Department was not willing to support Alvarado Street as an 
alternate route.) 

• Commerce Street (If the bridge were moved to Commerce Street, the City would be required to 
purchase private right-of-way. The Police Department was not supportive due to this isolated 
location.) 

• Ingram Street/Commerce Street via El Dorado Street 
• Bicycle path on El Dorado Street (Creating a bicycle path on El Dorado Street does not work 

because portions of the street are too narrow. Twelve feet of clearance are needed in some areas 
where only ten feet is available. Higher traffic volumes and speeds would pose a higher risk for 
vehicle/bicycle contacts. ) 

• Using the El Dorado Street Bridge (Placing the pedestrian and bicycle path on the Calaveras 
River Bridge is a problem because the bridge is too steep, not wide enough to meet standards, and 
would be much too costly to retrofit.) 

 
Each of the options on Boards 3 and 4 were determined to be unfeasible. 

 
Board 5 depicted an option presented in the last CAG meeting. This option would build a bridge 
approximately 300 feet east of the El Dorado Street Bridge. Moving the bicycle/pedestrian bridge closer 
to the Calaveras River Bridge was supported by the Stockton Police Department, because it would 
provide better visibility for police patrols, would reduce existing pedestrian and bicycle traffic on Ingram 
Street and still provide a direct route from the north bank of the Calaveras River. 
 
A new option presented on Board 6 included a bicycle/pedestrian bridge approximately 300 feet west of 
the El Dorado Street Bridge. This concept connected the bridge to the Class I path on the north bank of 
the Calaveras River next to Service First on Bianchi Road (formerly the Easter Seals facility). This would 
promote a future connection with Claremont Avenue. The City’s Bicycle Master Plan also has a future 
Class II bicycle path along Commerce Street in this area. At the south side of the bridge, the path would 
traverse under the bridge, similar to the bicycle path on the north bank of the river. 
 
Colt Esenwein 
 Mr. Esenwein mentioned that he had talked with Service First representatives, who had no objections to 
the bicycle path adjacent to their parking lot. This option would provide connectivity with both sides of 
the river. 
 
CAG Member Comments 
Ms. Buethe opened the meeting to questions/comments from the CAG members. 
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Gary Colburn: With this new concept, would there be a way for bicyclists to get onto El Dorado?  
a. Alex Menor responded that there may be some grade issues at this location and that it would 

not be a Class I bicycle facility, but more likely, a Class II or III. 
b. Tony Lopes indicated that this would be examined more closely during design but that El 

Dorado Street cannot be considered a legal bike path. This connection from the bridge to El 
Dorado Street may be pedestrian only. 
 

Christine Carey, Traffic Engineer, Fehr and Peers 
Ms. Carey presented the results of the traffic study that she performed on the Sutter Street corridor and 
the various bicycle path options. The study’s purpose was to determine acceptable bicycle path options 
along Sutter Street. Alternate 1, a Class II bicycle path for the entire route eliminates all parking on one 
side of the street. Alternate 2, a Class II and III shared facility, would have some impact on parking, 
transit and connectivity. Alternate 3, a Class III facility, does not remove any parking. The study 
concluded that Sutter Street could be either a Class II or a Class III facility or a combination of the two.  
 
She found 1,100 spaces available (on the street and at the schools, churches, and Oak Park), so a 
significant amount of parking is available. No speed study was conducted. 
 
Through traffic counts, the study determined the heaviest traffic occurs south of Fulton. Therefore, the 
preferred option is to provide Class II facilities south of Fulton Street and Class III facilities north of 
Fulton Street. The only parking lost would be proposed along the Oak Park frontage.  

 
The full traffic study is available on the project Web site. 
 
England: Are any traffic calming measures in effect now or proposed? 
 
Esenwein: Traffic calming measures are on hold for now until we know this project’s outcome. 
 
England:  Has there been any discussion of a Class I bicycle path along Oak Park or through Oak Park? 
 
Staff:  The proposed Class I path is only along the south side of the park between California Street and 
Sutter Street. 
 
Ruth McMaster:   You mentioned calming effects being on hold. Are you referring to speed bumps?  
 
Esenwein: Speed bumps are not off the table, but have been tabled indefinitely, pending outcome of the 
Sutter Street Pedestrian and Bicycle Bridge Project.  
 
England: Speed bumps would slow traffic and make the street safer for bicycles. 
 
Colburn: Wide speed bumps are not a problem for cyclists. 
 
Lopes: Summarizing this meeting’s findings, (1) there are two viable bridge options: Option A would be 
300 feet east of El Dorado Street; Option B, 300 feet west of El Dorado Street; and (2) the preferred 
bicycle lane options only lose parking along Oak Park, and no parking is lost in front of residential 
properties. 
 
Gloria Mazza: At Oak Park, would there be a loading/unloading area for picnic gear? 
 
Staff: Currently, people tend to double park at Oak Park to unload, so if they follow the same pattern, 
they would be parking illegally in the bicycle lane. Relative to Alternative 2, there appear to be no 
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objections for a combination class of bicycle lanes, and the police are comfortable with either bridge 
location. 
 
Group: If bicyclists are riding down Bianchi Road, there is no benefit to cross under the bridge.  
 
McMaster:  What is the time frame for the connection to Claremont Avenue? 
 
Esenwein: When the City can get the money to pay for it. 
 
Colburn: The connection to Claremont  is the main concern from Bianchi. 
 
England: As a walker and cyclist, he can live with either of the bridges. 
 
Ralph Tribble: This latest proposal is a quantum leap forward that maintains the integrity of the 
neighborhood and will not encourage as much foot traffic. 
 
Reyes and Mazza:  Agreed. 
 
Esenwein:  If we move forward with this new proposal, we may need more outreach for comment from 
residents west of El Dorado Street. 
 
Colburn: A is slightly better but is a more circuitous route. B is not a problem, however, and would be 
workable. Also, it does not access the neighborhood. 
 
England: A connection with an open gate is needed for walkers. Also, placing rocks would help to 
discourage transients under the bridge. 
 
Lopes: The channel surfaces would be rocked to prevent erosion and discourage people from camping 
under the bridge.  
 
Esenwein:  Mr. Esenwein asked for the group’s opinion on the proposals. 
 
Group:  There was general concurrence for the updated plan for the bicycle path. 
   Five persons opposed Bridge A (east of El Dorado Street) 
  Eight persons prefer Bridge B (west of El Dorado Street) 
  One person preferred Bridge A, but is comfortable with B. 
 
McMaster: Why hasn’t this meeting been noticed to the general public? 
 
Buethe:  This is a meeting of the Citizens Advisory Group (CAG), so invitations were sent to the CAG 
members, follow-up phone calls were placed to the CAG members, and the CAG meeting was posted on 
the Web site. 
 
Mazza: Less gets accomplished when the crowd is large. This CAG meeting has allowed more to get 
done. 
 
Esenwein: The next step will be to have a general public meeting, present the final alternatives that were 
presented here, and move forward with completion of environmental studies and design. We will post the 
new proposed location on the Web site. 
 
Tribble: Is there any response from a funding agency yet? 
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England: Does the state or county have a pot of money? 
 
Esenwein: The City has not yet applied for a grant, because the design must be completed first. The City 
hopes to file grant applications by the end of the year.  
 
The next public meeting will be announced and discussed at a City Council meeting, because this 
proposal would require a Bicycle Master Plan amendment. The public will have two more opportunities 
to oppose or support the plan: public meeting and/or City Council meeting. We will coordinate the next 
public meeting date with Councilmember Lowery’s calendar. 
 
Buethe: Responding to a question about notifications, Judith confirmed that the resident mailing universe 
for this project extends north to Bianchi Road. She also explained the additional “need-to-know” mailing 
universe that includes property owners immediately adjacent to the proposed path/paths, elected and 
appointed officials, emergency responders, transit, etc. 
 
Reyes:  If more people attend, where will the meeting be held, and how many people are expected? 
 
Buethe: For the next meeting, 125-150 people are anticipated. 
 
Reyes: Will CAG be called upon to meet again? 
 
Esenwein: CAG will need to meet again only if there is considerable public opposition. CAG represents 
the people. A new CAG meeting might be needed, if opposition to the new proposal surfaces. 
 
Menor: A wrap-up CAG meeting is conceivable. 
 
Esenwein:  If people want it, we will have it. 
 
England: Mr. England thanked Esenwein for the continued effort to develop an alternative plan. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 5:30 p.m. 


