


















RECEIVED VIA EMAIL ON JULY 4, 2008

I am the Sundial Bridge and Sacramento River Trail's greatest fan.  I am pleased that rollerblades
have not been banned from the bridge.  I live in the Garden Tract.  With the opening of the
Sundial Bridge, the Trail is within easy reach of my house.  My greatest concerns are about the
pedestrian access to the Civic Center/ Museum/ Sundial Bridge area.  This is a very congested,
and hostile area for walkers, bikers, and rollerbladers.  I hope the Dana Drive construction
includes pedestrian friendly development to the Sundial Bridge and Sacramento River Trail.

I would also suggest that the  ACID canal road as it runs from the Civic Auditorium Bridge south
be developed as an extension of the Trail.  I have read that some residents in the Parkview area
have complained that property values would suffer from trail development along the Canal. 
Consultation with real estate agents would confirm or dispel that notion.  The Canal road
between Cypress and Butte St. could be developed as a "Stage One" and its impact on property
values assessed.

The River Trail is Redding's single greatest asset.  I am pleased that you are evaluating its use.

Thanks,

Jim Kennedy  
620 Lincoln Street
Redding, CA.



RECEIVED VIA EMAIL ON JULY 5, 2008

I saw the signs at the bridge and #1-thank you for putting them at both ends because I usually just
use the one side opposite of the parking lot.  I have to work at the time your next 4pm meeting is,
so I looked on the website and read the agenda and wanted to put my input in that you asked for.

I am not a biker, I walk from the senior center to the bridge and back each Saturday morning
before starting off on my weekend duties.  The bikers, walkers, joggers and dogs seem to have
the system down pretty much, but I think that I see mainly local people using the trails.  Maybe
the visitors who are so busy looking at the bridge and scenery have caused a few "close-calls",
but I can remember gawking the same way when we first had it open to the public and don't
blame them for going from one side to the other (I still do that on occasion!)

The handing out of the bells previously might do some good to do it again as I don't think they
cost too much money and the bells work great especially for people like me that have a hearing
problem or some of the elderly people that use it quite a bit.  I don't see too many bikers abuse
the part of driving over the bridge and think mainly the pedestrians need to be reminded of
sharing a little more.

DO NOT add any glue, stickers, etc to the bridge.  We paid for it to be the way it is and I think if
we all pull together, it can work out for everyone involved and NO you do not need to put out
more money and have any kind of law enforcement, security, "big-brother" people spying on
people trying to enjoy themselves in that area.  It would be detrimental and offensive to have
those security people hanging out as it would be to add some stupid lines or markers on the
bridge itself.

I try to be community involved and glad when community leaders ask for the public's opinion.  I
think your department in general is going positively forward in the right direction and as a
constituent, I appreciate your services.

Thank you for taking the time to read my part.

Valerie Kelsay
City of Redding Resident and Bridge/Trail user



RECEIVED VIA EMAIL ON JULY 7, 2008

Terry and Kim:

I've just finished reading your report to the Community Services Advisory Commission regarding
the Sundial Bridge rules and regulations.  I applaud your efforts of balancing the need for both a
safe and sane bridge.  I think that the 5 mph recommendation for cyclists is reasonable as is the
addition of signage throughout the trail system.  I noticed the "share the trail" information you
have posted on the web site.  This would be helpful to have posted near parking and trail entry
points.  I think the community especially needs to be educated about the "stay to the right, except
to pass" rule.

I do not believe marring the bridge is a worthy idea.  Individuals would not be compliant to the
rules and thus we would lose the beauty and not really accomplish anything in return. 
Additionally, I do not believe we want to allocate our precious financial resources to policing the
bridge.

I commute to work and back on my bike almost daily.  The Sundial Bridge is used in both
directions.  It would be frustrating to walk my bike, when I can safely cross while riding slowly
and defensively. It would be dangerous to walk for those wearing road cycling shoes as they
would slide on the glass.

Thanks again for your work on this issue.

Jan McEwen



RECEIVED VIA EMAIL ON JULY 7, 2008

My name is Steve Layton, I am the Shasta County Tobacco Enforcement/Education Officer. 
During the past couple of years I have received over 20 complaints of drifting smoke at the
Sundial Bridge.  I have also received complaints of people throwing cigarette butts into the
Sacramento River during salmon runs.

I have talked with the person who runs the sweeper squeegee over the bridge.  He told me he
finds many cigarette butts put out on the glass deck of the bridge.

I would like to recommend that the Bridge be officially smoke free.  One way to accomplish this
is by placing a “No Smoking” sign on the sandwich board at the entrance to the Bridge.

Thank you,

Steve Layton
Shasta County Tobacco Enforcement/Education
530-225-5052



RECEIVED VIA EMAIL ON JULY 7, 2008

Would it be asking too much to request that bikers walk their bikes across the bridge?  I've
witnessed many close calls involving bikers and pedestrians, where bikers carelessly weave in
and out elderly people, little kids, mothers with strollers, etc. T he present situation is a tragic
accident waiting to happen. Please give this suggestion serious consideration.

Thanks.

Bob Kinkead



RECEIVED VIA EMAIL ON JULY 8, 2008

Please make the Sundial Bridge a smoke-free attraction for our families!  Here are some reasons
why:

Secondhand smoke is a mixture of the smoke given off by the burning end of a cigarette, pipe or
cigar and the smoke exhaled from the lungs of smokers.  Secondhand smoke contains more than
250 chemicals known to be toxic or cancer causing, including formaldehyde, benzene, vinyl
chloride, arsenic, ammonia, and hydrogen cyanide.  When non-smokers are exposed to
secondhand smoke it is called involuntary smoking or passive smoking.  Non-smokers exposed
to secondhand smoke absorb nicotine and other toxic chemicals just like smokers do.  The more
secondhand smoke you are exposed to, the higher the level of these harmful chemicals in your
body.

Secondhand Smoke Facts:

• Secondhand smoke is classified as a "known human carcinogen" (cancer-causing
agent) by theUS Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the US National
Toxicology Program, and the International Agency for Research on Cancer
(IARC), a branch of the World Health Organization.

• The current Surgeon Generals Report states that there is no risk-free level of
secondhand smoke exposure.  Even brief exposures can be harmful to children.

• In children, exposure to secondhand smoke exacerbates 400,000-1,000,000 cases
of asthma in the United States.  New evidence suggests that secondhand smoke is
a risk factor for induction of new cases of asthma among children and adolescents.

• A California EPA study estimates that 46,000 (range is between 22,700 and
69,600) cardiovascular deaths, 3400 lung cancer deaths and 430 sudden infant
death syndrome (SIDS) deaths are annually associated with secondhand smoke
exposure.

• Everyone can be exposed to secondhand smoke in public places, such as
restaurants, shopping centers, public transportation, schools, and public
attractions.  Although some businesses are reluctant to ban smoking, there is no
credible evidence that going smoke-free is bad for business.  Public places where
children go are a special area of concern.

Local, state, and federal authorities can enact public policies to protect people from secondhand
smoke and protect children from tobacco-caused diseases and addiction.  Because there are no
safe levels of secondhand smoke, it is important that any such policies be as strong as possible.



Policy Enforcement Facts:
• Eighty six percent of Californians do not smoke.  The vast majority of people do

not wish to be subjected to secondhand smoke.  The public is demanding that
parks – a major place for family gatherings -- be smoke-free. Public demand and
expectation have made enforcement a non-issue.

• Based upon reports California cities and counties, the 90 smoke-free park
ordinances currently enacted have been, by and large, self-enforcing.

• Local officials do report that the key to successful smoke-free outdoor policy
compliance is the posting of clear comprehensive signage in the parks.

Nathan Read, CES 
Shasta County Health and Human Services Agency- Public Health
Injury & Substance Abuse Prevention Division
2650 Breslauer Way 
Redding, CA 96001 
(530)225-5134  (530)229-8460 FAX 



RECEIVED VIA EMAIL ON JULY 8, 2008

Dear Kim,

I just heard of the proposed ideas to address bicycle/pedestrian conflicts on the Sundial Bridge. 
Being a long-time River Trail bike rider and an observer of human nature, I think education is the
best option for reducing conflicts.  Eliminating conflicts entirely is not possible.  There will
always be pedestrians who walk with their heads in dark and quiet places.

Regarding trail use: Countless times I have encountered adult pedestrians with dogs and/or
children who haven't a clue as to how they should conduct themselves, their charges and their
pets in order to assure their safety.  There once were posted COR signs which gave brief and
cryptic information on the fundamentals, such as walking on the right, passing on the left, issuing
audible warnings, keeping kids in hand and pets on leashes, but these signs are no where to be
found today.  I think they were helpful.  I think many more should be reinstalled at every logical
point of entry to the trail.

I have encountered adult teachers with parent helpers on school field trips where the whole
gaggle of kids had no inkling of the fundamentals of trail etiquette.  I have encountered adults
with dogs off leash, who were so confident in their pet's ability to obey their orders, that they felt
the rules did not apply to them.  All of these things can be dangerous, but to put the restrictions
you imagine to be a solution on the backs of the cyclist is unfair.

Regarding bridge use: Parents should be required to tell their children of the dangers and how to
be safe.  Dog owners should NEVER be allowed to unfasten the leash, and bicyclists should
always ride slowly when in traffic, warn vocally when passing and be prepared to stop quickly.  I
think most cyclists are alert and careful riders, but certainly more of them could verbally warn
pedestrians when they pass.

The verbal warning is one of the easiest and best practices.  Pedestrians appreciate the warnings
and I am often thanked for my consideration.

Asking a cyclist to dismount to walk across the bridge is a poor choice.  If you have ever walked
on a hard, slick surface with clip-in shoes, you will understand.  I don't think there are many who
would comply.  I think it is reasonable to post a 5mph speed limit, which is just a bit faster than a
strong walking pace.  I think it is important to use signs and visual reminders to educate
pedestrians that they too must take responsible for themselves, their kids and pets.

Sincerely,

Bill Ulch
243-7432
teamulch@jett.net

mailto:teamulch@jett.net
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