% Valley Transportation Authority

BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Wednesday, August 10, 2011
6:00 PM

VTA Auditorium
3331 North First Street

San Jose, CA
AGENDA
CALL TO ORDER
1 ROLL CALL
2.  ORDERSOF THE DAY
3. PUBLIC PRESENTATIONS:
This portion of the agenda is reserved for persons desiring to address the Committee on
any matter not on the agenda. Speakers are limited to 2 minutes. The law does not
permit Committee action or extended discussion on any item not on the agenda except
under special circumstances. If Committee action is requested, the matter can be placed
on a subsequent agenda. All statements that require a response will be referred to staff
for reply in writing.
4, Receive Committee Staff Report. (Verbal Report) (Y. Smith)
Capital Program Update.
5. Receive Chairperson’s Report. (Verbal Report) (Meyer)
6. Receive Reports from BPAC subcommittees. (Verba Report)
CONSENT AGENDA
7.  Approvethe Regular Meeting Minutes of May 11, 2011.
8. INFORMATION ITEM - Receive the Proactive CMP Quarterly Report for April through
June 2011.
0. INFORMATION ITEM - Receive the Programmed Projects Quarterly Monitoring Report
for April-June 2011.
REGULAR AGENDA
10. INFORMATION ITEM - Discuss Metropolitan Transportation Commission’'s "One Bay

Area' Grant proposal in the context of the VTA Board's adopted Regional Transportation

Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategies (RTP/SCS) principles.
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Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority

Bicycle & Pedestrian Advisory Committee August 10, 2011
11. INFORMATION ITEM - Receive a Presentation on El Camino Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
Project.

SANTA CLARA COUNTY BPAC AGENDA
12. Receive County Staff Report. (Verba Report) (Collen)

13. INFORMATION ITEM - Receive report from the Santa Clara County Roads and
Airports Department on the Popular Bike Rides on Country Roads project.

14. INFORMATION ITEM - Receive a report on the Specia Events Ordinance
(County Item) (Verba Report).

OTHER

15. Receive Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) and 2000 Measure A Citizens Watchdog
Committee (CWC) Report. (Verba Report) (Wadler)

16. Local Jurisdiction Project Review Section. (Verba Report) (Committee Members)
17. Review BPAC Work Plan. (Y Smith/D. Collen)
18.  ANNOUNCEMENTS

19. ADJOURN

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), those requiring accommodations
or accessible media for this meeting should notify the Board Secretary’ s Office 48 hours prior to
the meeting at (408) 321-5680 or e-mail: board.secretary@vta.org, (408) 321-2330 (TTY only).
VTA’s Homepage is located on the Web at: http://www.vta.org/ or visit us on Facebook
http://www.facebook.com/scvta.

All reports for items on the open meeting agenda are available for review in the Board
Secretary’s Office, 3331 North First Street, San Jose, California, (408) 321-5680, the Monday,
Tuesday, and Wednesday prior to the meeting. This information is available on VTA’s website
at http://www.vta.org/ and also at the meeting.
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ﬁ Valley Transportation Authority

BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Wednesday, May 11, 2011

MINUTES

CALL TO ORDER

The Regular Meeting of the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) Bicycle and
Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) was called to order at 6:03 p.m. by Chairperson Meyer
in the VTA Auditorium, 3331 North First Street, San Jose, California.

1. ROLL CALL

Attendee Name Title Status
Lisa Aragon City of Morgan Hill Absent
Jim Bell City of San Jose Present
Ray Cosyn City of Saratoga Absent
Aaron Faupell City of Milpitas Present
Carl Hagenmaier City of Los Altos Absent
Melanie Hanssen Town of Los Gatos Absent
Breene Kerr Town of Los Altos Hills Absent
Steven Levin County of Santa Clara Present
Jerri-Ann Meyer, Chairperson City of Mountain View Present
Thomas Muniz City of Gilroy Present
Richard Ruh City of Monte Sereno Present
David Simons City of Sunnyvale Absent
John Sullivan City of Santa Clara Present
Richard Swent City of Palo Alto Absent
Herman Wadler City of Campbell Present
James Wiant City of Cupertino Present
Corinne Winter Alt Ex-Officio, SVBC N/A

Paul Goldstein, Vice Chairperson Ex-Officio, SVBC Present

A quorum was not present and a Committee of the Whole was declared.
2. ORDERS OF THE DAY

There were no Orders of the Day.

3. PUBLIC PRESENTATIONS

There were no Public Presentations.
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4. Committee Staff Report

Ying Smith, Transportation Planning Manager and Staff Liaison, noted that members
Wadler, Simons and Levin attended the Joint Advisory Committee Budget Workshop
meeting. The meeting was webcast live and is available at the VTA website.

Michelle DeRobertis, Senior Transportation Planner, provided a brief report about the
following: 1) addendum to the BPAC Agenda; 2) presented a Resolution of
Commendation for the Friends of Stevens Creek Trail to Chairperson Meyer; 3) Santa
Clara Caltrain Tunnel Extension; 4) members’ term expiration; 5) 2010 Highway
Capacity Manual; and, 6) updates to the Bicycle Technical Guidelines (BTG).

Vice Chairperson Goldstein requested for the 2010 Highway Capacity Manual
presentation. He also requested to be notified via email on changes made to the BTG.

5. Chairperson’s Report

Chairperson Meyer provided a brief report on the following: 1) Bike to Work day, May
12, 2011; 2) expressed appreciation for the financial support received by the Friends of
Stevens Creek Trail in printing bike maps; 3) bike month proclamation by the City of
Mountain View, VTA Board of Directors, County Board of Supervisors, and the City of
Palo Alto.

Member Sullivan took his seat at 6:12 p.m.

6. Reports from BPAC Subcommittees

Chairperson Meyer noted that the online permit application for Special Events on County
Roads is user friendly. Vice Chairperson Goldstein added that they did not encounter any
issues in securing a permit for the Mt. Hamilton Bike Challenge.

Dan Collen, County Roads and Airports Department, noted that 2011 is an active year.
The electronic system already received 18 applications.

On order of Chairperson Meyer and there being no objection, the Committee received
the BPAC Subcommittee Reports.

The Agenda was taken out of order.

SANTA CLARA COUNTY BPAC AGENDA

12. County Staff Report

Mr. Collen provided a handout entitled “Santa Clara County Bicycle and Pedestrian
Related Projects Submitted for VTP 2040.” He requested the Committee to review the list
and provide input. He noted that program funding will come from VTA and Metropolitan
Transportation Commission (MTC).

Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee Minutes Page 2 of 5 May 11, 2011


GARZA_M
Typewritten Text
7

GARZA_M
Text Box


REGULAR AGENDA

11. Proactive CMP Quarterly Report for January-March 2011

Robert Swierk, Senior Transportation Planner, provided an overview of the staff report.
Chairperson Meyer stated the Mountain View BPAC recommends adding a bicycle lane
on San Antonio Road between ElI Camino Real and California Street, and to improve
bicycle parking and accommodation within the San Antonio Center development.

Vice Chairperson Goldstein expressed concern on the planned Rancho San Ysidro-
Machado Subdivision in the City of Gilroy and noted the area should not be degraded and
intersections should be enhanced.

On order of Chairperson Meyer and there being no objection, the Committee received
the Proactive CMP Quarterly Report for January-March 2011.

OTHER

14. Local Jurisdiction Project Review

Member Bell reported on the resurfacing project of various areas in the City of San Jose.
He noted that he will get more information about the project for the Committee.

REGULAR AGENDA (continued)

9. FY 2011/12 TDA 3 Project Priorities

Bill Hough, Transportation Planner, provided an overview of the staff report.

On order of Chairperson Meyer and there being no objection, the Committee delayed
the vote on the FY 2011/12 TDA 3 Project Priorities because of lack of a quorum.

Member Muniz took his seat at 6:47 p.m.

10. 2010 Monitoring and Conformance Report

Aiko Cuenco, Transportation Planner, provided an overview of the staff report.
Member Wadler took his seat at 6:55 p.m. and a quorum was declared.

Member Levin expressed concern about exemptions given to certain Congestion
Management Program (CMP) roadways on baseline level of service (LOS) standards and
noted he would abstain on this item.

Members of the Committee recommended the following: 1) increase the number of
monitored bicycle and pedestrian intersections; and, 2) agendize the LOS topic on a
future BPAC meeting.
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The Committee requested that future Monitoring and Conformance Report be more
relevant to bicycles and pedestrians.

M/S/F (Wiant/Muniz) on a Roll Call Vote of 8 Ayes, to 0 No, and 1 Abstention, to

recommend that the Board of Directors approve the Draft 2010 Monitoring and
Conformance Report. Member Levin abstained.

9. FY 2011/12 TDA 3 Project Priorities (continued)

M/S/C (Muniz/Bell) to recommend that the Board of Directors adopt a resolution
approving the project priorities for the FY2011/12 Countywide Transportation
Development Act Article 3 Program.

Public Comment

Diana Pancholi, representing Transform, inquired if figures regarding bicycle and
pedestrian accidents are considered in planning projects. Ms. DeRobertis responded that
those figures are incorporated in the scoring criteria for bicycle projects.

CONSENT AGENDA

7. Minutes of April 13, 2011

M/S/C (Bell/Muniz) to approve the Regular Meeting Minutes of April 13, 2011.

8. Programmed Project Monitoring — Quarterly Report

On order of Chairperson Meyer and there being no objection, the Committee received
the Programmed Project Monitoring — Quarterly Report.

OTHER (continued)

13. Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) and 2000 Measure A Citizens Watchdog
Committee (CWC) Report

Member Wadler reported that the CAC and CWC met at the Santa Clara County Board of
Supervisors’ Chambers, May 11, 2011 at 5:30 p.m., and held their Public Hearing.

On order of Chairperson Meyer and there being no objection, the Committee received
the Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) and 2000 Measure A Citizens Watchdog
Committee (CWC) Report.

15. BPAC Work Plan

Member Muniz requested to receive a presentation from High Speed Rail staff regarding
bicycle and pedestrian access to stations.

NOTE: M/S/C MEANS MOTION SECONDED AND CARRIED AND, UNLESS OTHERWISE INDICATED,
THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.
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On order of Chairperson Meyer and there being no objection, the Committee reviewed
the BPAC Work Plan.

16. ANNOUNCEMENTS

Member Sullivan announced the Bike to Work Day on May 12, 2011.

Member Faupell announced the zero tolerance on bicyclists who disobeys stop signs was
implemented in the Town of Los Altos Hills.

Member Wiant announced that the Council members of the City of Cupertino approved
its Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation Plan; and, that the City of Cupertino has been
selected as a bicycle friendly community.

Member Wadler noted the following: 1) vehicle code does not state that bicyclists must
ride on the right side of the bicycle lane; 2) 2011 Tierra Bella incident; and,
3) encountered issues with the online permit application for Special Events.

Chairperson Meyer announced that the Mountain View BPAC is reviewing possible
locations for the Bike Share Program.

17. ADJOURNMENT

On order of Chairperson Meyer and there being no objection, the Committee meeting
adjourned at 7:46 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Michael Diaresco
VTA Office of the Board Secretary
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ﬁ ilal'l‘eTyATr(;nls[;;r;ution Authority

Date: July 18, 2011
Current Mesting: August 10, 2011
Board Meeting: September 1, 2011

BOARD MEMORANDUM

TO: Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority
Bicycle & Pedestrian Advisory Committee

THROUGH: Genera Manager, Michael T. Burns

FROM: Chief CMA Officer, John Ristow

SUBJECT: Proactive CMP Quarterly Report for April - June 2011

FOR INFORMATION ONLY

BACKGROUND:

VTA has two programs through which it reviews and comments on devel opment and
transportation projects occurring in and adjacent to Santa Clara County: 1) the Development
Review Program which reviews environmental documents and development proposals submitted
by Member Agencies; and 2) the review of Transportation Impact Analysis (TI1A) reports for
proposed projects meeting the Congestion Management Program (CMP) TIA Guideline
requirements.

The Proactive CMP (“Proactive”) process integrates these two VTA review processes to provide
comments on projects prior to approval by Member Agencies. The objectives of the Proactive
CMP process include improving land use/transportation coordination, promoting alternative
travel modes, and encouraging a balanced approach to addressing congestion. As part of the
Proactive process, VTA produces quarterly reports on project proposals highlighting two sets of
projects and types of information:

Projects Reviewed by VTA: For projects or environmental documents reviewed by
VTA staff under the Congestion Management Program and Devel opment Review
Program in the past quarter, relevant VTA comments are summarized.

Projects Approved by L ocal Agencies. For projects or environmental documents
approved by local agenciesin the past quarter, relevant VTA comments and agency
responses are summarized.
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DISCUSSION:

The following discussion provides a summary of the April through June 2011 Proactive CMP
Quarterly Report. The summary highlights key projects and topics contained in the report, which
is provided as Attachment A. The report includes a table summarizing all of the reviewed and
approved projects, and a reference map showing the locations of these projects.

VTA commented on 15 projects through the Proactive CMP process between April and June
2011. The largest number of projects wasin the City of San Jose (5 projects), followed by
the City of Mountain View (3 projects) and the City of Palo Alto (2 projects).

Eleven the 15 projectsinvolved environmental documents such as an Environmental Impact
Report (EIR), Notice of Preparation (NOP), or Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration.
One of the projects involved a stand-alone TIA report, and the remainder involved other
documents such as rezoning requests, site plans or bus stop plans.

Eleven of the 15 itemsthat VTA commented on were related to private development projects,
while 4 items were for public agency projects or improvements (including the Reid Hillview
Airport Master Plan, the South Plaza Office Development in Los Altos, and the Coyote
Creek Trail Master Plan in San Jose).

Nine projects which VTA previously commented on were approved by local agencies during
this quarter. Thiswas a substantial increase from the six projects in this category approved
in the corresponding quarter in 2010. Projectsthat VTA previously commented on were
approved in the cities of Gilroy, Milpitas, Mountain View, Palo Alto and San Jose.

Key projects and plansthat VTA reviewed and commented on during the past quarter included
the following:

Albright Way / Winchester Avenue Development, Los Gatos: In April 2011, the Town of
Los Gatos circulated an Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration for a devel opment
project involving the replacement of 250,000 square feet of existing R& D office space on
21.6 acres with up to 550,000 square feet of office space, or a combination of office space
with either multi-family or senior housing units. 1n acomment letter on the ISMND, VTA
staff stated that VTA supports the proposed land use intensification on this important site
near the terminus of the planned VVasona Light Rail Extension, but noted that the proposed
density of the office/R&D scenariosis at the low end for Light Rail Station Areasin VTA's
Board-adopted Transit Sustainability Policy and Community Design & Transportation
Manual. VTA aso encouraged the Town and the developer to coordinate on providing
pedestrian connections to the planned LRT station, including consideration of the Los Gatos
Creek Trail as an accessroute.

Vendome Place, San Jose: In early April 2011, the City of San Jose circulated documents
relating to a proposed Planned Development Rezoning for the Vendome Place project at the
corner of Miller Street and Asbury Street, near the Civic Center light rail station on North
First Street. The PD Rezoning would add 100 units and increase the building height on the
project, to increase the total site buildout from 400 to 500 units. In acomment letter, VTA
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staff strongly supported the proposed land use intensification along the light rail corridor, and
recommended that the City work with the applicant on Transportation Demand Management
(TDM) measures such as Eco Passes and bicycle lockers/racks, and to evaluate the feasibility
of shared parking arrangements.

The Plaza at Evergreen, San Jose: In April 2011, the City of San Jose circulated site plans
associated with a proposed Planned Development Rezoning of a portion of the 'Arcadia’ site
at the southwest corner of Capitol Expressway and Quimby Road. The PD Rezoning would
allow development of aretail center as well as a future public park on a portion of the site, as
previously anticipated in the Evergreen-East Hills Development Policy Update in late 2008.
In a comment letter on this PD Rezoning, VTA staff discussed the planned Eastridge Transit
Center improvements and noted that the Eastridge project includes an 8-foot sidewalk to the
northwest corner of Capitol & Quimby. VTA staff recommended that this development
project be required to install asimilar sidewalk along its Capitol Expressway frontage, and
encouraged the City to work with the applicant and other partiesto install asidewalk from
the southwest corner of Quimby to the project site.

As noted above, nine projectsthat VTA previously provided comments on were approved during
this past quarter. The following isabrief summary of key VTA comments and the local agency
responses on severa of these items.

Stanford University Medical Center Project, Palo Alto: In early June 2011, the City of
Palo Alto certified the Final EIR and approved the entitlements for this project, which will
involve the demolition of approximately 1.2 million square feet of existing buildings at the
SUMC sites and construction of approximately 2.5 million square feet of hospital, clinic, and
research facilities. VTA submitted comments on the Draft EIR and TIA which appeared in
the Quarterly report for July through September 2010. The Final EIR for the project included
extensive additional analysis of a number of topics including the SUMC project's impact on
transit service, and concluded that the project would not have a significant impact on transit
services. The FEIR also noted that with implementation of other higher priority mitigation
measures, modifications to the El Camino Real/Page Mill intersection would not be required.
It is worthwhile to note that the mitigation measures for the SUMC project included a
commitment to provide Caltrain GO Passes to all eligible SUMC employees (both new and
current) for the life of the project, increased Marguerite shuttle service, and significant
bicycle and pedestrian improvements on and near the project site.

San Antonio Center, Mountain View: In mid-June 2011, the City of Mountain View
certified the Final EIR, approved amendments to the San Antonio Center Precise Plan, and
approved a development project for a 16-acre portion of the Center which would replace
approximately 222,000 square feet of existing retail with 311,000 square feet of retail and
350 multifamily housing units. VTA provided comments and information at numerous
points in the review process for this project; during the past quarter, VTA staff spoke at an
April Council hearing on the project and submitted a letter for aMay Council Transportation
Committee meeting. VTA staff expressed support for the overall project concept and land
uses, and encouraged the City to work with the developer to improve the internal pedestrian
environment, widen the sidewalks along the project's frontages, and work with the applicant
and the Mountain View BPAC on a potential bike lane on San Antonio Road. In the final
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ATTACHMENT A

Attachment D: Priority Development Areas

Alameda County
Jursidiction or Area Name

PDA Status

10.a

Alameda
Naval Air Station
Northern Waterfront
Albany
San Pablo Avenue & Solano Avenue
Berkeley
Adeline Street
Downtown
San Pablo Avenue
South Shattuck
Telegraph Avenue
University Avenue
Dublin
Downtown Specific Plan Area
Town Center
Transit Center
Emeryville
Mixed-Use Core
Fremont
Centerville
City Center
Irvington District
Ardenwood Business Park
Fremont Boulevard & Warm Springs Boulevard Corridor
Fremont Boulevard Decoto Road Crossing
South Fremont/Warm Springs
Hayward
Downtown
South Hayward BART
South Hayward BART
The Cannery
Carlos Bee Quarry
Mission Corridor
Livermore
Downtown
Vasco Road Station Planning Area
Newark
Dumbarton Transit Oriented Development
Old Town Mixed Use Area
Cedar Boulevard Transit
Civic Center Re-Use Transit

MTC/ABAG Internal Communication/Deliberation

Planned/Potential
Growth Opportunity Area

Growth Opportunity Area

Potential
Planned
Planned
Planned
Potential
Planned

Planned
Planned
Planned

Planned

Planned
Planned
Planned
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area

Planned
Planned
Planned
Planned
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area

Planned
Potential

Potential
Potential
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area

June 6, 2011




ATTACHMENT A

10.a

Oakland

Coliseum BART Station Area Planned

Downtown & Jack London Square Planned

Eastmont Town Center Planned

Fruitvale & Dimond Areas Planned

MacArthur Transit Village Planned

Transit Oriented Development Corridors Potential

West Oakland Planned
Pleasanton

Hacienda Potential
San Leandro

Bay Fair BART Transit Village Potential

Downtown Transit Oriented Development Planned

East 14th Street Planned
Union City

Intermodal Station District Planned

Mission Boulevard Growth Opportunity Area

Old Alvarado Growth Opportunity Area
Alameda County Unincorporated

Castro Valley BART Growth Opportunity Area

East 14th Street and Mission Boulevard Mixed Use Corridor Growth Opportunity Area

MTC/ABAG Internal Communication/Deliberation June 6, 2011



Contra Costa County
Jursidiction or Area Name

ATTACHMENT A

PDA Status

10.a

Antioch
Hillcrest eBART Station
Rivertown Waterfront
Concord
Community Reuse Area
Community Reuse Area
Downtown BART Station Planning
North Concord BART Adjacent
West Downtown Planning Area
El Cerrito
San Pablo Avenue Corridor
Hercules
Central Hercules
Waterfront District
Lafayette
Downtown
Martinez
Downtown
Moraga
Moraga Center
Oakley
Downtown
Employment Area
Potential Planning Area
Orinda
Downtown
Pinole
Appian Way Corridor
Old Town
Pittsburg
Downtown
Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station
Railroad Avenue eBART Station
Pleasant Hill
Buskirk Avenue Corridor
Diablo Valley College
Richmond
Central Richmond
South Richmond
23rd Street
San Pablo Avenue Corridor
San Ramon
City Center
North Camino Ramon

MTC/ABAG Internal Communication/Deliberation

Planned
Potential

Potential
Potential
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area

Planned

Planned
Planned

Planned
Planned
Potential
Potential
Potential
Potential

Potential

Potential
Potential

Planned
Planned
Planned

Potential
Potential

Planned
Planned
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area

Planned
Potential

June 6, 2011




ATTACHMENT A

Walnut Creek
Walnut Creek: West Downtown
Contra Costa County Unincorporated
Contra Costa Centre
Downtown El Sobrante
North Richmond
Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station

West Contra Costa Transportation Advisory Committee: San Pablo Avenue
Corridor

MTC/ABAG Internal Communication/Deliberation

Planned

Planned
Potential
Potential
Planned

Planned/Potential

10.a

June 6, 2011




ATTACHMENT A

10.a

Marin County

Jursidiction or Area Name PDA Status

San Rafael

Civic Center/North Rafael Town Center Planned

Downtown Planned
Marin County Unincorporated

Urbanized 101 Corridor Potential

San Quentin Growth Opportunity Area
Napa County
Jursidiction or Area Name PDA Status
American Canyon

Highway 29 Corridor Potential

San Francisco County

San Francisco
19th Avenue Potential
Balboa Park Planned
Bayview/Hunters Point Shipyard/Candlestick Point Planned
Downtown-Van Ness-Geary Planned
Eastern Neighborhoods Planned
Market & Octavia Planned
Mission Bay Planned
Mission-San Jose Corridor Planned
Port of San Francisco Planned
San Francisco/San Mateo Bi-County Area (with City of Brisbane) Planned
Transbay Terminal Planned
Treasure Island Planned
Citywide Growth Opportunity Area

MTC/ABAG Internal Communication/Deliberation June 6, 2011



San Mateo County
Jursidiction or Area Name

ATTACHMENT A

PDA Status

10.a

Brisbane

San Francisco/San Mateo Bi-County Area (with San Francisco)

Burlingame
Burlingame EI Camino Real
Daly City
Bayshore
Mission Boulevard
Citywide
East Palo Alto
Ravenswood
Woodland/Willow Neighborhood
Menlo Park
El Camino Real Corridor and Downtown
Millbrae
Transit Station Area
Redwood City
Downtown
Broadway
Middlefield
Mixed Use Waterfront
Veterans Corridor
San Bruno
Transit Corridors
San Carlos
Railroad Corridor
San Mateo
Downtown
El Camino Real
Rail Corridor
South San Francisco
Downtown
Lindenville Transit Neighborhood

CCAG of San Mateo County: El Camino Real

MTC/ABAG Internal Communication/Deliberation

Potential
Planned
Potential
Potential

Potential

Planned
Planned
Planned
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Planned
Planned
Planned
Planned

Planned

Planned
Growth Opportunity Area

Planned/Potential

June 6, 2011




Santa Clara County

ATTACHMENT A

10.a

Jursidiction or Area Name PDA Status

Cambell
Central Redevelopment Area
Winchester Boulevard Master Plan
Gilroy
Downtown
Los Altos
El Camino Real Corridor
Milpitas
Transit Area
Hammond Transit Neighborhood
McCandless Transit Neighborhood
McCarthy Ranch Employment Center
Midtown Mixed-Use Corridor
Serra Center Mixed-Use Corridor
Tasman Employment Center
Town Center Mixed-Use Corridor
Yosemite Employment Center
Morgan Hill
Morgan Hill: Downtown
Mountain View
Whisman Station
Downtown
East Whisman
El Camino Real Corridor
Moffett Field/NASA Ames
North Bayshore
San Antonio Center
Palo Alto
Palo Alto: California Avenue
Palo Alto: El Camino Real Corridor
Palo Alto: University Avenue/Downtown
San Jose
Berryessa Station
Communications Hill
Cottle Transit Village
Downtown "Frame"
East Santa Clara/Alum Rock Corridor
Greater Downtown
North San Jose

West San Carlos and Southwest Expressway Corridors

Bascom TOD Corridor

Bascom Urban Village

Blossom Hill/Snell Urban Village
Camden Urban Village

Capitol Corridor Urban Villages

MTC/ABAG Internal Communication/Deliberation

Planned
Growth Opportunity Area

Planned
Growth Opportunity Area

Planned

Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area

Planned

Potential

Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area

Planned
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area

Planned
Planned
Planned
Planned
Planned
Planned
Planned
Planned
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area

June 6, 2011




ATTACHMENT A

Capitol/Tully/King Urban Villages

Oakridge/Almaden Plaza Urban Village

Saratoga TOD Corridor

Stevens Creek TOD Corridor

Westgate/El Paseo Urban Village

Winchester Boulevard TOD Corridor
Santa Clara

Central Expressway Focus Area

El Camino Real Focus Area

Great America Parkway Focus Area

Lawrence Station Focus Area

Santa Clara Station Focus Area

Tasman East Focus Area
Sunnyvale

Downtown & Caltrain Station

El Camino Real Corridor

Lawrence Station Transit Village

East Sunnyvale ITR

Moffett Park

Peery Park

Reamwood Light Rail Station

Tasman Station ITR

VTA Cores, Corridors, and Station Areas (estimate)

MTC/ABAG Internal Communication/Deliberation

Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area

Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area

Planned
Planned
Potential
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area
Growth Opportunity Area

Potential

10.a

June 6, 2011




ATTACHMENT A

Solano County

10.a

Jursidiction or Area Name PDA Status

Benicia
Downtown
Northern Gateway
Dixon
Fairfield
Downtown South (Jefferson Street)
Fairfield-Vacaville Train Station
North Texas Street Core
West Texas Street Gateway
Rio Vista
Suisun City
Downtown & Waterfront
Vacaville
Allison Area
Downtown
Vallejo
Waterfront & Downtown
Solano County Unincorporated

MTC/ABAG Internal Communication/Deliberation

Planned

Growth Opportunity Area

Planned
Potential
Potential
Planned

Planned

Planned
Planned

Planned

June 6, 2011




ATTACHMENT A

10.a
Sonoma County
Jursidiction or Area Name PDA Status
Cloverdale
Downtown/SMART Transit Area Planned
Cotati
Downtown and Cotati Depot Planned
Healdsburg
Petaluma
Central, Turning Basin/Lower Reach Planned
Rohnert Park
Sonoma Mountain Village Potential
Santa Rosa
Downtown Station Area Planned
Mendocino Avenue/Santa Rosa Avenue Corridor Potential
Sebastopol Road Corridor Planned/Potential
North Santa Rosa Station Growth Opportunity Area
Sebastopol
Nexus Area Potential
Sonoma
Windsor
Redevelopment Area Planned
Sonoma County Unincorporated
8th Street East Industrial Area Growth Opportunity Area
Airport/Larkfield Urban Service Area Growth Opportunity Area
Penngrove Urban Service Area Growth Opportunity Area
The Springs Growth Opportunity Area

JAPROJECT\Funding\T4 - New Act\T4 - STP-CMAQ\T4 Cycle Programming\T4 Second Cycle\Cycle 2 Policy Dev\Block
Grant\[Distribution Options.xIs]Distrib Overview
Provided by ABAG 6/6/2011

MTC/ABAG Internal Communication/Deliberation June 6, 2011
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Date: August 1, 2011
Current Mesting: August 10, 2011
Board Meeting: N/A
BOARD MEMORANDUM
TO: Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority

Bicycle & Pedestrian Advisory Committee

THROUGH: Genera Manager, Michael T. Burns

FROM: Chief CMA Officer, John Ristow

SUBJECT: Presentation on El Camino Real - Bus Rapid Transit Project

FOR INFORMATION ONLY

BACKGROUND:

VTA iscurrently in the Conceptual Engineering Phase for the EI Camino Real - Bus Rapid
Transit (BRT) Project, which will provide enhanced limited stop rapid transit service from Palo
Alto to San Jose along one of the busiest corridors in Santa Clara County. EI Camino BRT will
serve the cities of Palo Alto, Los Altos, Mountain View, Sunnyvale, Santa Clara and San Jose by
improving the existing 522 Rapid service while still retaining the local Route 22 service.
Various aternative cross sections of EI Camino Real are being studied and there is potential to
accommodate bicycle lanes on portions of El Camino.

DISCUSSION:

VTA staff will give a presentation on the Project, aternative cross sections being studied and the
potential for bicycle and pedestrian improvements.

Prepared By: Steven Fisher
Memo No. 3124

3331 North First Street - San Jose, CA 95134-1927 - Administration 408.321.5555 - Customer Service 408.321.2300
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Date: July 25, 2011
Current Mesting: August 10, 2011
Board Meeting: N/A
BOARD MEMORANDUM
TO: Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority

Bicycle & Pedestrian Advisory Committee

THROUGH: Genera Manager, Michael T. Burns

FROM: Chief CMA Officer, John Ristow

SUBJECT: Popular Bike Rides on Country Roads Follow-Up (County Item)
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FOR INFORMATION ONLY

BACKGROUND:

Santa Clara County Roads and Airports Department staff will present areport on the Popular
Bike Rides on Country Roads project as a follow-up to the March 2011 workshop as described in
the County's memorandum in Attachment A.

Prepared By: Michelle DeRobertis
Memo No. 3094

3331 North First Street - San Jose, CA 95134-1927 - Administration 408.321.5555 - Customer Service 408.321.2300
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County of Santa Clara
Roads & Airports Department

Prepared by:  Dawn Cameron
Consulting Transport. Planner
Dan Collen
Deputy Director

BPAC MEETING DATE: August 10, 2011
TO: Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee

FROM: 6'% Michael Murdter, Director Roads & Airports Department

SUBJECT: Popular Bicycle Rides on Country Roads — Summary of Public Input

RECOMMENDED ACTION

Accept report by Santa Clara County Roads and Airports Department and offer input.

REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION

Staff has prepared and attached a summary of the public suggestions and survey responses obtained
through the outreach workshop held after the regular BPAC meeting March 9, 2011. The report also
includes proposed next steps for follow up on the findings and participant input. In general, the
identified routes are consistent with those used by permitted special events, and pavement surface
maintenance and available shoulder width are key concerns.

Board of Supervisers: Mike Wasserman, George Shirakawa, David Cortese, Ken Yeager, Liz Kniss
County Executive: Jeffrey V. Smith
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Popular Bicycle Rides on Country Roads
Summary of Public Input

Introduction

The Santa Clara County Roads & Airporis Department has initiated a study to identify the rural and
mountain roads popular with bicyclists and to develop a list of potential improvements for these roads.
The first step in the study was to solicit information from bicyclists and other interested parties.
Outreach strategies included conducting a workshop hosted by the County’s Bicycle and Pedestrian
Advisory Committee (BPAC) and inviting e-mails from bicyclists listing their favorite routes and
suggested improvements.

March 9, 2011, Workshop

A flyer announcing the workshop was produced and distributed by BPAC members to their
representative city BPACs and bicycling organizations. The BPAC workshop was attended by 23
people.

County staff opened the workshop by providing a brief introduction about the study and instructions
for participating in the workshop. The room was divided into five stations: four stations had maps,
cach with a different geographic area of the county, and the fifth station had a survey. The maps
included all public roads in Santa Clara County, both within and outside city limits. There were two
maps for each geographic area. For the first map, participants were asked to place a star sticker on
each of their favorite rural and mountain roads for bike rides. For the second map, participants were
asked to note what types of improvements were needed for roads they use.

At the survey station, participants were asked to fill out a two-page survey that asked them to hist and
rate their favorite roads, describe a regular route or circuit they like to ride, mark up a typical road
cross section, and rate the importance of various improvement ideas. A total of 18 surveys were
completed.

E-Mail Comments

The workshop flyer included an e-mail address where comments could be submitted outside of the
workshop setting. This was helpful for people who were unable to attend the workshop and wanted to
provide their input. A total of 27 individuals provided comments by e-mail, listing out their favorite
roads for bicycling and noting improvements they would like to see.

About This Report

This report summarizes the input received at the workshop and by e-mail. The focus of the report is on
public rural and mountain roads, regardless of the responsible agency. Therefore, state highways and
city-operated roads are included. There were a few comments received about urban roads and trails,
which are outside the scope of this study. These comments are not included in this report but will be
forwarded on to the cities and the County Parks and Recreation Department as appropriate,
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Most Popular Country Roads

More than forty rural and mountain roads were identified on the maps, surveys, and e-mails as being
used by bicyclists, many of which were part of favored loops or circuits. Some roads, however, were
clearly the most popular for the participants — these roads had the most stars on the maps and were
cited most often in the surveys and e-mails. Table 1 lists the roads that were cited most frequently and
how they were rated by workshop participants,

Table 1
Roads Cited Most Often
Road Name Average Rating

(in alphabetical order) Scale of 1 fo 4* Description
McKean Road 2.3 Somewhat inadequate
Mt Hamilton/San Antonio Vailey Road 2.3 Somewhat inadequate
Mt Eden Road 27 Nearly acceptable
Montebello Road 2.3 Somewhat inadequate
Moody Road 2.7 Nearly acceptable
Page Mill Read 2.9 Acceptable
Skyline/Hwy 35 2.5 Somewhat inadequate
Stevens Canyon Road 2.3 Somewhat inadequate
Uvas Road 2.7 Nearly acceptable

*Participants were asked to rate the road using the following scale: Very Nice (4 points), Acceptable ]
points), Somewhat Inadequate (2 points), and Mostly Inadeguate (1 point).

Suggested Improvements

Participants had three avenues for suggesting improvements to the rural and mountain roads: 1)
writing on the maps; 2) filling out the survey form; and 3) submitting an e-mail. Attachment A lists all
the suggested improvements for every road cited. The suggested improvements can be summarized as
follows:

»  Requests for shoulder improvements and pavement work far outpaced any other type of
suggestions and were generally equal in frequency of requests. In fact, for many roadways, both
shoulder and pavement needs were listed.

» The request for improved shoulders included providing shoulders where none currently exist and
widening shoulders that are too narrow. These were generally seen as safety improvements,
especially on roads with high speed traffic. Of particular note were the requests to prioritize new
or wider shoulders for the uphill direction of travel so that bicyclists traveling slowly up a hill do
not have to block traffic. Participants stated that the downhill direction was less important because
bicyclists could travel faster. It was also mentioned that new/wider shoulders are important at road
corners and curves. In a few cases, striped bike lanes were requested.

Summary of Public Input Page 2 of 4 County Roads & Airports Department
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« There were many comments about potholes and sinkholes on the roads and the need for pavement
repairs. Additional comments included making sure the shoulders have a good pavement surface
so bicyclists do not have to veer into the travel lane to avoid potholes.

* The next most cited improvement request was for increased signage, particularly the W11-1 sign
(bicycle yellow diamond), to help increase driver awareness that bicyclists are using the road.

» Another improvement that was mentioned a few times was to install mirrors at blind turns and road
curves.

Cross Sections Mark-Ups

The survey form included a section illustrating a typical existing cross section for rural and mountain
roads and an optimum improved cross section. Participants were asked to mark up a cross section to
show the minimum amount of changes to existing conditions for a useful improvement. Eight
participants chose to complete this section of the survey. The comments focused on shoulder widths
and can be summarized as follows:

» Two participants simply asked for as much shoulder as possible with one noting this is needed for
corners and curves.

» Two participants stated the 8-foot shoulders in the optimum improved cross section is their
minimum/desired change.

*  One participant noted that 8 feet is nice, 4 feet is fine, and 2 feet is better than nothing. Two other
participants concurred that 4 feet would be sufficient.

= One participant asked for a 3-foot clearly marked bike lane.

Improvement Importance

Participants who filled out a survey were asked to rank the importance of various improvement ideas
on a scale of 1 to 5, where 1 was least important and 5 was most important. Similar to the write-in
comments summarized above, repairing potholes (pavement quality) and interim widening
improvements (shoulders) were rated very high. Driver awareness education campaign also received
a very high rating. Table 2 lists the results of the ratings for all ideas.

The form also allowed respondents to write in an improvement idea and rate it. Each of the following
ideas was listed by one person: sharrows/take the lane (rating: 5); blind turn wamings/mirrors (rating:
5); increased speed enforcement (rating: 4); and, consistency of shoulder width and condition (rating:
4).

Additional Comments

The Almaden Valley Community Association (AVCA) submitted a letter providing their comments
about bicycle riding on country roads. The letter expressed concerns about bicyclists not obeying
traffic laws endangering all users of the road, bicyclists on narrow roads, and branches/obstacles in
shoulders/bike lanes that force bicyclists into traffic lanes. They suggested bicycles should be licensed
with visible license plates similar to automobiles, with a registration fee to help pay for maintaining the
roads. The letter also requested additional outreach to auto users to gather comments about bicycling
on country roads.
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Table 2
Improvement ldea Ratings
Average Rating
Improvement Idea (1 = least important;
5 = most important)

Education Campaign:

a) Rules of the Road 3.9

b) Rural/Mountain Roads Bicycle Riding Skills 3.2

¢) Driver Awareness 41
Add roadside signage:

a) Advanced Advisory Signs (e.g., Curvy Road, Narrow 3.2

Road, Steep Grade)

b) W11-1 Signs (Bicycie Yellow Diamond) 3.8

¢) Share the Road Signs 3.7
Remove roadside cbstacles (e.g., vegetation) 3.9
Repair potholes 4.5
Make interim widening improvements (e.g., minor 44
pavement widening)
Build out roadways to optimum pavement widths 3.3

Next Steps

Staff will use the information provided above to inform the following next steps for the study:

1.

Forward comments and concerns regarding state and city roads and county trails to the
appropriate jurisdiction.

2. Develop proposed Complete Streets cross-sections for rural and mountain roads — these cross
sections will be shared with the County’s BPAC and Roads Commission for review and
copyment,

3. Meet with city and Caltrans staff as appropriate to discuss improvements needed for bicycling
on County roads that cross jurisdictional boundaries.

4. Develop a list of priority potential improvements, including planning level cost estimates, for
the most popular County roads — solicit BPAC and Roads Commission input and concurrence
on prioritized list of improvements.

5. Identify potential funding strategies for highest priority projects.
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Suggested Rural Road Improvements
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Suggested Improvements

Road Name Shoulders:Pavement Other/Comment

Altamont Road X Paint on road making off-camber descent
worse in wet weather

Arastradero Road X X Particularly uphill for shoulders

Bailey Avenue X X

Calaveras Road Share the road signs; mirrors for turns/curves

Caming Hermoso at Moss on road from poor drainage

Magdalena

Center Avenue X

{btwn Gilroy and Morgan Hill)

Cristo Rey Drive X X

El Monte Road Improvements needed at 280 and Foothill

Ferguson Road Safety improvements needed

Foothill Avenue (Gilroy area) X

Hicks Road X

Hill Road Add a bike lane or path

Hwy 9/Congress Springs X Pocr mountain drivers

Hwy 9/Saratoga/Los Gatos X

Hwy 25 Bad RR crossing east of Bolsa Road

Hwy 35/Skyline X W11-1 sign at approach to Page Mill; fast traffic

Hwy 152/Hecker Pass X High speed traffic

Juniperc Serra Blvd X NB lane narrow; overhanging shrubbery

(Stanford Golf Course area)

Kennedy Road X

Malech Road X

McKean Road X X Usually littered with glass between Harry Road
and Calero Reservoir

Metcalf Road X

Mines Road W11-1 sign at County line

Moniebello Road X

Moody Road X

Mt Eden Road X

Mt Hamilton Read X X W11-1 sign at San Antonio Valley Road; mirrors
for turns/curves

Mt Umunhum Dudes with shotguns

Qak Glen Road X Vegetation cbstacles; fast traffic

Old La Honda Road X

Page Mill Read X X Particularly uphill for shoulders; poison oak;

visibility problems; signs at Moody intersection

Page Mill/280 Interchange Caoncern with crossing 2 on-ramp lanes of fast
traffic and 2 lanes to turn left on Old Page Mill

Pierce Road X

Quito Road Needs bike path/jogging trail

Robleda Road X Drivers over speed limit

San Felipe Road X

Page 1 of 2
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Suggested Improvements

Road Name Shouldersi Pavement Other/Comment
Santa Teresa Blvd X X
{btwn San Jose & Morgan Hill)
Shannon Road X
Sierra Road Mirrors for turns/curves
Stevens Canyon Road X X
Summit Road X
Taffe Road X X Drivers over speed limit
Uvas Road X Vegetation obstacles
W. Loyola Drive X
Watsonville Road X High speed traffic
Willow Springs Road X
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