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Link brings you to the study.  

☐ I-680 Corridor Study  

☐ I-280 Corridor Study 

☐ Pedestrian Access to Transit Plan 

☒ Countywide Bicycle Plan 

☐ Other VTA Plan (List below) 

Community Based Transportation Plans (CBTP) 

☐ Alviso CBTP  

☐ East San Jose CBTP 

☐ Gilroy CBTP  

☐ Milpitas CBT

27. If you checked any plans from the last question, describe how the project supports VTA’s plans. 

As mentioned above, consistent with Countywide Bicycle Plan with the cross-county bikeway corridor planned 
along Santa Teresa extension through SR 25 to the south. 

 

PART 8: PUBLIC INPUT 

Purpose of this section is to document any public input and community engagement process..  

28. Has input from existing/future bicycle, pedestrian, or transit users of the project been solicited? 

☒Yes. Briefly list how input was solicited. Include key user groups that were involved:  

For the 101 widening project that included the full 101/25 interchange improvements, a public open 
house/scoping meeting was held on 11/28/2007, and on 4/4/2013 a public open house meeting was held for 
circulation of the environmental document. Numerous other meetings were held with property owners, County 
Parks, SBCOG, Gilroy, bicycle, equestrian and trail groups, and Gavilan college. 

Briefly list the major comment themes and describe how the project scope addresses these comments: 

Most comments supported the 101/25 interchange that has a smaller footprint (option B) to reduce impact to 
agricultural and farmland. Comments also emphasized providing the Santa Teresa extension from 101/25 
interchange to Castro Valley Rd, as well as providing recreational trails/bike connections through the project. 

 

☐ No. Please list planned outreach activities, below, and skip to Part 9. 

 

 

29. How was input from the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) or equivalent committee 
solicited?  

Consider involvement from local, neighboring, or VTA BPAC.  

☐ Presentation(s) at BPAC 

☒ Invitation for BPAC members to participate in public outreach meetings, surveys, other outreach activities 

related to the project 

☐ BPAC member(s) participated in working group, subcommittee or other group to provide input 

☐ Others, please describe: 

 

30. How may the public comment on your project? 

http://www.vta.org/projects-and-programs/highway/i680-corridor-study
http://www.vta.org/projects-and-programs/highway/i280-corridor-study
http://www.vta.org/getting-around/bike-and-pedestrian/pedestrian-program
http://www.vta.org/projects-and-programs/planning/bike-plan
http://mtc.ca.gov/our-work/plans-projects/other-plans/community-based-transportation-plans
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Public may provide comments or request more information on this project by contacting VTA’s Community 
Outreach at 408-321-7575, (TTY) 408-321-2330, or community.outreach@vta.org. 

 

PART 9: BUILT ENVIRONMENT 

Purpose of this section is to assess the land uses and connections to users within proximity of the project.  

31. Briefly describe the predominant land uses within the project limits.  

In lieu of a description, a map of land use designations may be attached. 

See Santa Clara County Land Use Map. (Attachment I) The project area is almost exclusively in an 
“Agriculture Large Scale” land use/area designation, with the area to the southwest corner of the 101/25 
interchange designated as “Ranchlands”. 

32. List major sites, destinations, and trip generators within or immediately adjacent to the project limits. 

In lieu of a list, a map of destinations may be attached. 

SR 25 is primarily a commute corridor for residents living in the more affordable Hollister area traveling 
through the 101/25 interchange to jobs in Gilroy, San Jose and the greater Bay Area.  It is also used as a 
goods delivery corridor, transporting fresh produce from San Benito County to markets/shipping ports in the 
Bay Area. 

 

PART 10: EXCEPTIONS TO PROVIDING COMPLETE STREETS 

The expectation is that pedestrian, bicycle, and transit infrastructure or information technology systems 
identified in local, regional, or countywide planning documents will be incorporated into transportation projects 
receiving funding if they fall within the project limits.  

However, exceptions will be considered where exceptional circumstances prohibit adherence to this policy. 
Infrastructure or technology that is identified in a local, regional, or county planning document may be 
excluded from a transportation project in circumstances where: 

• The cost of providing the Complete Streets element is disproportionate to the overall cost of the 
project, as set forth in the Federal Highway Administration Accommodating Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Travel. 

• A roadway user is legally prohibited from using the transportation facility. 
• There is an absence of existing and future need.  
• Detrimental environmental or social impacts outweigh the need for the infrastructure or technology. 

➔ NOTE: Declaring an exception does not automatically disqualify a project from receiving 2016 Measure B 

funding. The purpose of the declaration is to publicly document the rationale behind design decisions. 

33. Check one: 

☒ Project sponsor has no exceptions to declare. 

☐ Project sponsor has determined that there is at least one exception where pedestrian, bicycle, or transit 

infrastructure, or information technology systems identified in local, regional, or countywide plan and falling 
within the project limits is not being incorporated in this project. 

https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/guidance/design.cfm
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle_pedestrian/guidance/design.cfm
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Please describe the exception, explain the justification for the exception, and provide supporting documents, if 
needed. 

 

 

PART 11: SIGNATURE 

Please review all answers in this form before signing.  

Form must be signed by Public Works Director or equivalent senior staff or their designee. Signature indicates 
that the signee has reviewed the document and approved the content. 

  

Signature Name/Title Date 

 
 
















