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Executive Director ACTION

Ref.: PROPOSITION 116 RAIL PROGRAM APPLICATION AMENDMENT
RESOLUTION PA-1O-06, Amending RESOLUTION PA-08-O1

ISSUE

Should the Commission program $10,200,000 in Proposition 116 funds, the balance of $11,000,000
authorized under PUC Section 99640 to the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
(SCCRTC), for acquisition of the Santa Cruz Branch Line?

Should the Commission also approve a waiver of Policy #9 of the Proposition 116 Rail Program
policy and application guidelines (Resolution G-90-23) to allow the Proposition 116 funds to be
matched with other State funds?

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission program the $10,200,000 in Proposition 116 funds for
acquisition of the Santa Cruz Branch Line subject to agreement by the SCCRTC to the conditions in
the attached resolution (PA-10-06), with special emphasis on paragraphs 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3.

Staff also recommends that the Commission approve a waiver of Policy #9 of the Proposition 116
Rail Program guidelines and allow the Proposition 116 funds to be matched with other State funds.

BACKGROUND

PUC Section 99640 authorizes $11,000,000 in Proposition 116 Bond funds to the SCCRTC for (a)
intercity passenger rail projects connecting the City of Santa Cruz with the Watsonville Junction, or
(b) other rail projects within Santa Cruz County which facilitate recreational, commuter, intercity and
intercounty travel.

The SCCRTC is pursuing the acquisition of the Santa Cruz Branch Line which extends 31.8 miles
from Pajaro in Monterey County to Davenport in north Santa Cruz County for the purpose of
preserving the rail corridor for future multi-modal uses. The purchase includes the rights-of-way,
track, signal system, yard facilities, structures (including bridges), and all appurtenant facilities.

In August 2003, the Commission approved an application (PA-03-05) from the SCCRTC for the
Santa Cruz Branch Line Acquisition programming $300,000 for pre-acquisition activities.
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In May 2008, the Commission approved an amended application (PA-08-01) for another $500,000 in
Proposition 116 funds for additional pre-acquisition activities to complete the negotiations with
Union Pacific, appraisals, title review, inspection of the property, assessment of hazardous materials,
and other pre-acquisition activities as may be necessary to complete the purchase of the right-of-way.

In April 2010, the Commission received an amended application to program $10,200,000, the
Proposition 116 funds remaining under PUC Section 99640, for acquisition of the Branch Line.

The SCCRTC amended application also requested a waiver of the Proposition 116 rail program
policy and application guidelines (Resolution # G-90-23) to allow the Proposition 116 funds to be
matched with other State funds.

The total estimated project cost of $23,568,628 for pre-construction costs, right-of-way acquisition
and improvements includes $11,000,000 Proposition 116; $10,000,000 STIP; $1,490,250 in a Federal
FY 2002-03 earmark; $971,300 Transportation Development Act; $77,460 previously allocated STIP
(1998);and $29,618 from Union Pacific.

Attachment



CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Project Application Amendment Approval
Proposition 116 Rail Program Application for the

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
Santa Cruz Branch Line Acquisition

Resolution PA-I0-06, Amending Resolution PA-08-0l

1.1 WHEREAS, in June 1990 the voters approved the Clean Air and Transportation Improvement
Act, Proposition 116, for $1.99 billion for rail and mass transportation purposes; and

1.2 WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission is designated in Proposition 116 to
oversee the five grant programs over the 20-year term of the Proposition; and

1.3 WHEREAS, Proposition 116 calls for the Commission to establish an application process and
to develop and adopt guidelines to implement those programs; and

1.4 WHEREAS, Proposition 116 establishes as a purpose of the application process that it
facilitate implementation of improved cost-effective transit service to the maximum number
of Californians and to prevent the funds provided for by this part from being spent on
needlessly costly features”; and

1.5 WHEREAS, Proposition 116 requires applications to specify full and complete capital plans,
financial plans, and operating plans, including schedules and funding sources; and

1.6 WHEREAS, in December 1990 the Commission adopted policy and application guidelines
(#G-90-23) for the Proposition 116 rail program; and

1.7 WHEREAS, the Commission has established a Hazardous Waste Identification and Clean-up
Policy (#G-9 1-2) that requires the local agency to have performed full due diligence in
identifying the hazardous waste in the right-of-way and easements and properties as well as
clean-up, and that the state has been indemnified from clean-up liability of damages, both
present and future; and

1.8 WHEREAS, Proposition 116 (PUC Section 99640) authorizes $11,000,000 to the Santa Cruz
County Regional Transportation Commission (SCCRTC), for the following:

(a) intercity passenger rail projects connecting the City of Santa Cruz with the Watsonville
Junction; or

(b) other rail projects within Santa Cruz County which facilitate recreational, commuter,
intercity and intercounty travel; and
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1.9 WHEREAS, Proposition 116 specifies that local agencies shall not adopt new or increased
development taxes, fees, or exactions or permit fees to pay the local match or for operating
costs of new service established with funds provided pursuant to PUC Section 99640; and

1.10 WHEREAS, in August 2003, the Commission approved PA-03-05 for the SCCRTC for the
Santa Cruz Branch Line Acquisition project totaling $300,000 in Proposition 116 Rail
Program funds for pre-acquisition activities leading to the purchase of the right of way; and

1.11 WHEREAS, in May 2008, the Commission approved an amended application (PA-08-01) for
an additional $500,000 for new pre-acquisition activities to complete the negotiations with
Union Pacific, appraisals, title review, inspection of the property, assessment of hazardous
materials, and other pre-acquisition activities as may be necessary to complete the purchase of
the right-of-way; and

1.12 WHEREAS, Resolution PA-08-0 1 also approved a waiver of the Commission’s policy to limit
use of Proposition 116 to 5% for pre-acquisition activities. The waiver allowed SCCRTC to
use 7.3% of the $11,000,000 of Proposition 116 funds for pre-acquisition costs; and

1.13 WHEREAS, in April 2010, the Commission received an amended application to program the
remaining $10,200,000 of Proposition 116 funds under PUC Section 99640 for acquisition of
the Santa Cruz Branch Line; and

1.14 WHEREAS, PUC Section 99665(a) requires applicants for grants pursuant to PUC Section
99640 subdivision (b), to match on a dollar-for-dollar basis, the amount of the grant from
other public or private sources, and to demonstrate to the satisfaction of the Commission, the
availability of those other funds; and

1.15 WHEREAS, the SCCRTC proposes to match the $10,200,000 of Proposition 116 funds mostly
with $10,000,000 STIP. Thus, the April 2010 amended application also requested a waiver of
Policy # 9 of the Proposition 116 rail program policy and application guidelines (#G-90-23) to
allow the Proposition 116 funds to be matched with other State funds; and

1.16 WHEREAS, the amended application, including all supplemental information, has been
reviewed by Commission staff, and appears to meet all the requirements as specified in
Proposition 116 and the Commission’s policies and guidelines.

2.1 NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Commission hereby approves the April 2010
Proposition 116 amended application from the SCCRTC to program $10,200,000 available
for acquisition of the Santa Cruz Branch Line with the following conditions:

1) SCCRTC will provide the Commission a copy of the executed Administration, Coordination
and License Agreement between SCCRTC and the operator (Sierra Northern Railway);

2) SCCRTC will explain the use of Net Liquidation Value (NLV) as the methodology for the
appraisal valuation to support the request for $1 0,2000,000 in Proposition 116 funds plus
$4,000,000 in STIP funds to acquire the rail right-of-way;

3) SCCRTC commits, via a board resolution, to be responsible for initiating recreational
passenger rail service, in accordance with PUC Section 99640;
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4) SCCRTC commits, via a board resolution, to be responsible for continuing freight rail
service for as long as would be required by the Surface Transportation Board, as provided in
49 USC sections 10901, 10910 and 11347; and

5) SCCRTC commits, via a board resolution, to be responsible for hazardous waste clean-up
and not seek State transportation funds for any clean-up costs and to indemnify the State
from both present and future hazardous waste clean-up liabilities.

2.2 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that in the case where SCCRTC ceases to utilize the Branch
Line for the original purpose as approved by the Commission, SCCRTC commits, via a board
resolution, to reimburse the State, the greater of either the amount allocated or the then present
fair market value as determined by STATE; and

2.3 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Commission may not allocate the $10,200,000 of
Proposition 116 funds or the $4,000,000 of STIP funds until the conditions under paragraphs
2.1 and 2.2 are documented and provided to the Commission at least 45 days prior to a request
for Commission allocation of funds; and

2.4 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Commission hereby waives its policy and application
guidelines (#G-90-23) to allow the Proposition 116 funds to be matched with other State
funds; and

2.5 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Resolution PA-08-01 is hereby amended.
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Dan & Ellen Nielsen To California_Transportation_Commission@dot.ca.gov
/‘ <edln@cruzio.com>

W
cc

06/16/2010 10:35AM
bcc

Subject Purchase of rail line in Santa Cruz, Ca.

Dear Commissioners,

This letter is to state my opposition to the purposed purchase of

the
Watsonville—Davenport rail line. The line is in poor condition for

freight much less for passengers so a lot of upgrading will be

required. The distance from Santa Cruz to Davenport is quite short and

to think dinner could be prepared, served and eaten in time for the

trip is pushing reality. I doubt tourist would use the line because it

is a line from and to nowhere through industrial areas and the

backyards of homes with an occasional peak at the ocean. Stops would

have to be built and and even if some use it for commute, the land for

parking lots and their construction would have to be funded by
Santa Cruz Co. In short, it is a money pit.

Funds are badly needed to widen Hwy 1 from Moressisy Blvd to 41st

Ave.
Growth is here and we must deal with it.

Dan Nielsen
3410 Winkle Ave.
Santa Cruz, Ca. 95065



1 Ise E. Rowe’ To CaIifornia_Transportation_Commissiondot.ca.gov
<rohome@sullnetusa.com>

06/16/201008:34 AM
bcc

Subject Pajaro/Davenport Rail line

I am a resident of Santa Cruz, Ca and wish to express my disapproval of
the rail line purchase between Pajaro and Davenport. It seems a waste
of money when we have so many other dire needs. I do not foresee great
use of this rail line.
use Rowe, 800 Brornmer Street, Santa Cruz 95062



“Saltz, Laverne C x2148” To <California_Transportation_Commissiondot.ca.gov>
-s <SaltzLC©co.monterey.ca.us

cc

06/16/2010 07:42 AM bcc

Subject Pajaro to Davenport Rail Line

Hello,
I would like to voice my disapproval regarding the purchase of the rail line between Pajaro and Davenport
in Santa Cruz County. Frankly, I cannot believe there is a budget allowance for this. Services to children
are being cut left and right yet there is frivolous dollars to spend on a train to nowhere. What a waste of
my tax dollars.

Laverne Sciltz
2071 Penasquitas br.
Aptos,CA 95003



,.— “Barbara Breit’ To <California_Transportation_Commissiondot.ca.gov>
<barbb68@baymoon.com>

06/16/2010 06:26 AM
bcc

Subject Rail Line - Pajaro and Davenport

Dear Friends,

I DISAPPROVL of the purchase of this rail line. It will cost too much money for
so little gain. So few people will actually benefit from this.

Please vote NO

Thank you

Barbara Breit
134 Dakota Ave. #212
Santa Cruz, CA 95060

831 -458-5253



James Machado To California_Transportation_Commissiondot.ca.gov
<buck1230sbcgIobal.net>

06/1 5/2010 08:05 PM
bcc

Subject Santa Cruz Rail Line Purchase

Greetings,
As a life long resident of Santa Cruz County [Born Here In 1953j I would like to add my two cents
worth to the idea of Santa Cruz County wanting passenger train, rail service.
What a ridiculous idea. We need better roads and highways as well as better usable public
transportation. We do not need some sugar coated train service that appears to be the pet project of a
chosen few bureaucrats and a handful of followers who have been trying to implement this train at
any cost for several years now. What we really need is a functioning freeway and better MASS
TRANSIT for ALL.

Respectfully, James E. Machado
Capitola, Ca.
831-334-2468



,.—. Harold Widom To CaIifornia_Transportation_Commissiondot.ca.gov
Id <widom@ucsc.edu>

cc
06/15/201005:53 PM

bcc

Subject Rail Purchase

This concerns the proposed purchase of the rail line between Pajaro and
Davenport. I strongly disapprove of the idea. It seems like
pie—in—the—sky, and the money is best spent elsewhere. There are many
greater immediate needs, like fixing roads and bridges.

Sincerely,

Harold Widom
Santa Cruz



rayncarla©sbcglobal net To California_Transportation_Commission©dot.ca.gov

06/15/2010 04:24 PM cc
Please respond to

rayncarlasbcglobaI.net bcc

Subject Santa Cruz County purchase of Rail Line

Dear Commission,
The purchase of the rail line from Pajaro to Davenport, by Santa Cruz County, is ludicrous. I am

sure you have heard and seen all of the negatives connected with this idea, which far out weigh the

positives. Therefore I will simply request that you deny funding and kill this unsustainable project.

The Santa Cruz Commission does not have the guts or good sense to reject it, nor will they put it to a

vote by the citizens of Santa Cruz. A very vocal few are in favor of this purchase, with the over

whelming silent majority totally against it. Thank you, Raymond M. Leonard and Carla A. Leonard,

120 Carol Ave., Santa Cruz, Ca. 95065



California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 2221 MS-52
Sacramento, CA 95814
FAX: 916-653-2134

June 15, 2010

Re: Rail line purchase between Watsonville and Davenport

I want to express my disapproval for the purchase of the rail line. Santa Cruz
County has no plans for actual passenger travel other than possibly a wine train
to Davenport. This is a miss use of public transportation funds that I am sure
could be put to better use elsewhere. Freight revenue has been declining for the
last 40 years. Now with the closing of the cement plant in Davenport the current
owner of the rail line will have less revenue than ever to pay for the long overdue
repairs than are needeçi on this rail line: i feel it is just a matter of time before it is
abandoned. Why pay for something with little or no value?

Please do not approve or fund this purchase.

Sinc9rely,

I

Wayne Overbeck
316 Getchell Street
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
831-423-2718



“Robert Tobey’ To CaIifornia.Transportation.Commissiondot.ca.gov
<robtobey©ebold.com>

06/15/2010 02:21 PM
bcc

Subject Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line right-of-way purchse from Union
Pacific

Dear Sir or Madam,
This email reflects my strong opposition to spend $14,000,000.00+ of tax payer funds on a project that is
in effec the Santa Cruz lefty collective’s version of the Toonerville Trolley.
Please download the following and mentally replace the text, “OOOOOMP!” and “MOOOO!” with
“RESTAURANT ON WHEELS!’

http://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/en/e/ed/Toonervillecoloro21531 .jpg
To paraphrase a recent letter to the Santa Cruz Sentinel News’ opinion column, “As You See It”:

“If the 30+ miles of Union Pacific railroad were given free of cost to Santa Cruz, a
restaurant on wheels would still be doomed to fail. Ask any restaurant owner
I live near the Morrisey Avenue highway 1 overpass and I can tell you that at the afternoon commute time,
the returning south bound traffic from Silicon Valley on highway 17 jams up at the highway 1 intersection
every weekday in the late afternoon in spite of the recent construction on that freeway intersection.
Would it not be a far better application of these funds to add another lane or extend the left lane all the
way from hiway 17, east to at least the Park Avenue exit on highway 1.
Solving the current highway 1 and 17 commute bottle neck would certainly provide for the greater good.
Thank you for your consideration.
RobertA. Tobey
356 Chilverton St.
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-1146



<fayjoecomcast.net> To <California_Transportation_Commission©dot.ca.gov>

06/15/2010 11:27 AM

bcc

Subject Rail Line purchase, Pajaro to Davenport

I am writing to ask that the CTC does not fund the purchase of the Rail Line between Pajaro
and Davenport. The reality of actual passenger train service is non-existent, and the cost of
running the freight line by the County of Santa Cruz is prohibitive. The County does not have
the funds or local support of the tax payers to subsidize train service in the area. The cost of
repairs and maintenance is unrealistic with today’s financial situation in Santa Cruz County.
Thank you for taking this into consideration.
Fay Levinson
650 Hidden Beach Way
Aptos, Ca. 95003
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California Transportatkn Commisson
1120 N Street
Room 2221 MS-52
Sacramento, CA 95814
FAX: 916-653-2134

June 15, 2010

Re: Rail line purchase between Watsonville and Davenport

I want to express my disapproval for the purchase of the rail line as it is a railroad
to nowhere. The tracks, most crossings and bridges are in a state of disrepair
that will financially rUin our county. For example, the trestle crossing at Capitola
has many timbers totally rotted away and the crossing at the San Lorenzo river
has many beams rusted through. The rail beds appear to not have much room
along side to incorporate bikes and pedestrians with railroad cars and I worry
about safety. The lines do not necessarily run to areas used by many and would
totally decimate street traffic at the numerous rail crossings at streets.

Please do not approve this purchase.

Si cerely,

Pegy Oerbeck
316. Getchell Street
Santa Cru, CA 95080
831-423-2718



June 9 2010

Honorable Alan S. Lowenthal,
Ex. Officio Commissioner JUN 5 2010Mr. James Earp, Chairman LCalifornia Transportation Commission I
ll2ONStreet
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Sirs;

I am one of many hundreds of the silent majority of Santa Cruz County residents who do
NOT want to buy the 32 miles of what is now called the ‘Santa Cruz Branch Rail line’; or
the Union Pacific railroad spur. We cannot afford it. The state of California can’t afford
to use money on this losing idea. We do not want to be taxed for years to support broken
trestles, track and trains. There are not enough businesses to pay for freight and not
enough riders to qualify for the requirement of the Prop 116 funds. The dinner train idea
will fail immediately. It’s already been dubbed, ‘the dinner train to nowhere.’

The major influence upon the Santa Cruz Commissioners who voted to ask for the Prop
116 funds came from a small loud contingent of bikers and hikers who believe they will
immediately have 32 miles of a hike and bike path alongside the train. The rail bed is not
wide enough to allow a path, but that fact has been ignored by the local commissioners in
their push to get Prop. 116 funds.

Do not vote to distribute the Prop. 116 funds to Santa Cruz County. Use it elsewhere.

Sincerely,

/? 7
7J 6’tt

Ms. S. Fulmer
941 Columbus Dr.,
Capitola, CA. 95010



“Dorothy’ To <California_Transportation_Commissiondot.ca.gov>
-d <bardorosbcglobal.net>

06/15/2010 10:55AM
bcc

Subject Santa Cruz rail purchase

Hello,
I wish to state my opposition to the Santa Cruz County Rail Purchase application.
Please vote “NO” for this costly mistaken idea.

Santa Cruz County cannot afford to maintain a rail line. We have many more important
road and transportation needs.
Do not OK this project. It is a waste of our taxpayer dollars.

Thank you,
Dorothy McLeod
115 Hall Street
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
831-423-5514



—‘ Ann Butler To Californiajransportation_Commission©dot.ca.gov
<anntbutlerscgmail.com>

V 06/15/2010 10:54AM
bcc

Subject Santa Cruz County rail line purchase (proposed)

I am writing to state my opposition to the proposed purchase of the rail line. As a long time

resident of this county, I see a number of better ways to utilize these funds. We do not need a rail

line for a dinner train or any other purpose. Fix our roads and highways. Do not take on another

money sucking project.

Ann L. Butler



tfrench@cruzio.com To California_Transportation_Commissiondot.ca.gov

06/15/2010 10:26AM

bcc

Subject Santa Cruz Rail corridor purchase

I have lived in the city of Santa Cruz since 1981, and am an avid cyclist.

However, my experience (as a CR0 and otherwise) convinces me that this

purchase is a very bad idea —— for all the reasons that have come forward

and have been largely ignored by the proponents. My guess is that, despite

the breakdown of the letters you have received, most informed voters in

Santa Cruz are not in favor of the Rail line purchase.

Tom French, 107 Moore Creek Rd. Santa Cruz 95060.



“lois overton’ To <CaIifornia_Transportation_Commissiondot.ca.gov>
<lois@baymoon.com>

06/1 5/2010 10:04 AM
Please respond to bcc

“lois overton” Subject Pajaro/Davenport Rail Line Project
<lois@baymoon.com>

We Strongly disapprove of purchase of the rail line between Pajaro and Davenport. The money would be
better spent repairing our appalling roads and highways. Most of the folks we talk to here in Santa Cruz
County feel as we do.

Myron and Lois Overton
1555 Merrill St. Sp 128
Santa Cruz, CA 95062



— “Bob S” <bsl o@hotmail .com> To <California_Transportation_Commissiondot.ca.gov>

cc
06/15/2010 09:58 AM

Please respond to bcc

“Bob S” Subject purchase of the rail line between Pajaro and Davenport
<bobi 0schmidtgmail.com>

I strongly question the purchase of the rail line between Pajaro and Davenport. I’ve
read that money is available for this, but by living in the Santa Cruz area, I know that
repairing and maintaining the railway will cost far more in the long than California can
afford. If Union Pacific can’t make the rail line profitable, then it seems obvious to me
that neither can California. Please use these funds for more practical and economical
use.

Bob Schmidt
200 Estrella Dr.
Scotts Valley, CA 95066



Tony Gaidos To caIifornia.transportation.commissiondot.ca.gov
<wviflyer©comcast.net>

- 06/15/201009:14AM
bcc

Subject Santa cruz county railroad purchase

Commissions:
My wife and I wish to express our objection to the purchase of the local railroad short

line. Santa Cruz County cannot even maintain the roads and highways it is currently
responsible for. Local transportation is underfunded and currently being cut back.
Purchasing the railroad is going to burden the county far beyond any possible income
generated by the line. The only beneficiaries will be a small portion of the population if
the so called rail trail if ever completed. It is our hope that you will deny funds for this
purchase at this time. The true benefits will only go to the sellers of a financially losing
facility.

Thank
you for your consideration,

Anton J. and Charlotte A Gaidos, residents and voters in Santa Cruz city and County



NickT To California_Transportation_Commission©dot.ca.gov
<ticknovik©sbcglobal.net>

06/15/2010 08:39 AM
bcc

Subject Purchase of local rail from Davenport to Watsonville

To whom it may concern,
I would like to register my concern and disapproval of the purchase of
the local line by our County. In this economic time and with our
dwindling County budget it does not make sound fiscal sense.
thanks, Nick Tovik



,.—_ Dwight Lynn To California_Transportation_Commission©dot.ca.gov
<ddlynn©sbcglobal.net>

06/15/2010 08:28 AM
bcc

Subject Santa Cruz County: Union Pacific Rail Purchase Protest

To whom it may concern,
This message is to protest the purchase of this rail line. The subject purchase is poorly
timed and planned given the state of our local economy. The county can neither afford to
purchase nor maintain this rail line. With the closure of Cemex there will not even be
hope of generating revenue that was projected to help pay for all of this. Further, the
county cannot afford the upgrades to make it into the bike/walking paths or turn it into a
public transportation asset. Simply owning this stretch of rail will create a financial drain.

I don’t see how Santa Cruz County can hold up their part of the bargain if this purchase
goes through. Please do not fund or allow this purchase to close.

Dwight Lynn
1?? Crest Dr
La Selva Beach, CA 95076



“Hal Zamora” To <California_TransportationCommission©dot.ca.gov>

<hjzam@comcast.net>

06/15/2010 08:26 AM
bcc

Subject Santa Cruz County’s request for dinner train funds

What a complete waste of our tax money, no wonder you folks in SAC are held in such Hi regard. Pls do

not spend our money on this project. Letter #11.

HAL & SUE ZAMORA

506 ALTIVO AVE

LA SELVA BCH,CA 95076-1 610

831 687-0719h

831 332-2498c

831 688-4734f



Phillip Eilers To California_Transportation_Commission@dot.ca.gov
<phileilers©sbcglobal.net>

06/15/2010 08:16 AM
bce

Subject Santa Cruz County Rail Purchase

Dear Sirs,
I would like to express my strong disapproval for my county’s pending

purchace of the rail line between Pajaro and Davenport. Our roads are
in horrible condition and yet the RTC is planning to spend tens of millions of
dollars to buy and maintain a rail line that will serve only a small portion
of residents. I think it is lunacy! I urge you please to deny approval for
this purchace. Santa Cruz County is almost bankrupt now and the plans for rail
service are a pipe dream at best. The bicycle folks in the city of Santa Cruz
support the idea of rail service because they know it will fail and they want
it to become a bike trail paid for by county residents.

Sincerely,

Phillip J. Eilers
1020 Pinesti Road
Corralitos, CA 95076
831—786—8970



,..—‘_ Richard L Edgar To california_transportation_commissiondot.ca.gov
<r-edgarsbcglobal.net>

0611 5/2010 08:00 AM
• bcc

Subject Santa Cruz County Rail Purchase - NO!

Sirs,

Santa Cruz County is currently requesting funding to purchase a rail line, from a bond fund meant
to promote rail transportation. The supposed rail service is to be a “Dinner Train.” This will neither
promote rail transportation, nor generate enough income for the maintenance and operation of the
line.

I recently read that Cal-Train is having funding problems and may be shut down or offer severely
curtailed service by 2012. This line serves thousands of commuters.

It makes no sense to me to shut down a service that serves thousands of people, while diverting
funds to a “Dinner Train” which will only serve a few (and not be sustainable).

Please, don’t use my tax dollars for the purchase of the rail line through Santa Cruz County. In
these economic times, there are much better ways to use that money. Save the valuable service that
exists! Don’t throw our tax dollars away on a questionable, unsustainable project, which is destined
to fail.

Thank you,

Richard L Edgar
Santa Cruz, CA



kiheidon@aim.com To CaIifornia_Transportation_Commission@dot.ca.gov,
06/15/2010 07:43 AM “<California_Transportation_Commission’

- cc

bcc

Subject Santa Cruz County Rail Purchase

Dear Sirs:

Do not fund this rail purchase by the County.

It will not sustain a tourist train and will cost the taxpayers too much to maintain.

This project is not sustainable.. .a dinner train to nowhere!

Don Heichel
3311 Maplethorpe Lane
Soquel, Ca. 95073



Scott Schaaf To California_Transportation_Commissiondot.ca.gov
<ssschaaf©sbcglobal.net>

- 06/15/2010 07:32 AM
bcc

Subject santa cruz county rail line

To Whom It May Concern:

I am opposed to the purchase of the rail line in Santa Cruz County. This county is broke
and cannot afford any extra expenses, as would probably occur in maintenance of the
rail line. I just don’t see how a profit can be made.

Thank you,

Susan Schaaf
Aptos, CA



—— Bonno Bernard To <editorial@santacruzsentinel.com>
<bonno©mythmaker.com>

CC <California_Transportation_Commissiondot.ca.gov>
06/15/2010 06:50 AM

bcc

Subject Rail Line Purchase for Developers?

A few years ago I attended a meeting about UCSC development in the area around Long Marine Lab. I

asked about the possibility of housing going in to the west of Antonelli Pond — a quiet natural refuge I

am particularly fond of. I was told that development in that area was impossible because there was no

legal access across the railroad tracks. Now I am wondering, if the rail line is purchased, the

transportation commission will have to lease out sections along the corridor to pay for it - does that

open up development opportunities in areas otherwise protected? This may explain in part why such

a costly endeavor is still on the table in these difficult economic times. With hats off to Micah Posner, I

welcome a bike trail from Davenport to Pajaro, but I do worry about the hidden consequences.

Anita Bernard
231 Sunset Ave.

Santa Cruz, CA 95060



Jun 14 2010 21:37 AJ ARMANIrIO 831 475 5510 p.1

June 15, 2010

To the California Transportation Commission, Re Acquisition from Union Pacific-

Santa Cruz County

I live in Capitola, Ca.. I have read of this debate and followed it for years. I have never

expressed an opinion because quite frankly I did not believe the Commission was

interested in hearing from the average resident. Our local board members are so

convinced and have been for years that they know what is best, they do not listen. We all

knew how they would vote.

I am opposed to the purchase of the rail line. I have been a CPA for forty pIus years and

the economics make NO sense. The grab the money for the purchase so it doesn’t go

away is short sided and selfish. The dinner train is a joke and we all know it to be true,

but use it as an excuse to proceed with this ill fated purchase. Show some integrity and

stop this black hole purchase, into which we will just pour taxpayer monies.

Andrew Armanino
706 Escalona Drive
Capitola, Ca 95010



“Anita Whelan” To <California_Transportation_Commission©dotca.gov>
<anita.whelan©sbcglobal.net
>

cc

06/14/2010 05:08 PM bcc

Subject Purchase of Santa Cruz County Rail Line Right of Way

Dear Sirs:
I am writing to urge the Commission to deny funding for the Santa Cruz County Rail Line Right of Way.

This project has been touted as a way to create a rail/trail:

• There are no plans for passenger service except for the possibility of a tourist dinner train

(although there is no evidence that this concept has been financially successful elsewhere). This

county does not have the infrastructure along the rail line (businesses, buses etc.) that would

service a passenger line nor is the one track rail line amenable to a normal flow of inbound and

outbound commuter traffic.

• The possible use of this rail line as a bike/pedestrian trail is not as feasible as advertized

either since there are few places along the rail line that would provide the setbacks from the rail

line needed to comply with safety requirements to add a trail.

As an avid biker, I would welcome a rail/trail addition to our county but I do not see how this could be

realistically accomplished. As a commuter I would also benefit from alternate modes of transportation

but I do not see how this could be accomplished either. Thus spending money on this project does not

seem warranted.

Anita Whelan
831-539-3192(C)



Edward J. Davidson
e-davidson(SBCgloba1.net 200 Button Street #15

Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Tel/fax 831 423-9294

June 5, 2010

California Transportation Commission /

ll2ONStreet,Room2221 / [
Sacramento CA 95814 / _7

I J(iN

Subject: Use of Passenger Rail Bond Funds to purchase
The Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

I have followed proposals for the S.C. Branch Line purchase from before

passage of Prop. 116 and am convinced there is no feasibility ofpassenger

rail service on the line without enormous financial subsidies from unknown

sources. With both State and local budget crises, this is not the time to fund a

pipe dream of future passenger rail service on this line. My letter to the

Santa Cruz Sentinel, published 5/30/10, is attached. It sets forth my reasons

to oppose the Prop. 116 funding. The letter also shows that the bike trail

itself has little value as a scenic resource or for peak hour commuters.

Earlier passenger rail studies had shown that light rail and commuter rail

were infeasible on this line. Despite this knowledge, opponents of adding

HOV lanes to Highway 1 insisted the rail line be considered an Alternative

for the CALTRANS project EIR. Opposition to highway improvements is

one of the anti-growth policies adopted by the growth control proponents

who have dominated Santa Cruz City and County politics since the late 70’s.

Their ascendance countered the pro-development forces of previous decades

that brought a UC campus to Santa Cruz along with freeways, shopping

centers, and urban sprawl.

The Transportation Element of the City of Santa Cruz General Plan opposes

all highway solutions to traffic congestion. The City delayed widening

Mission Street (Hwy 1) for 25 years. The “Fishhook” intersection of

Highways 1 & 17 improvements were delayed for years and then, facing the

loss of State transportation funds, built with only half of the improvements.

The 8-mile Hwy 1 widening project (HOV Lanes) has been challenged at

every stage and the EIR will likely have a court challenge. For that challenge

to succeed, there would have to be a showing that the rail purchase

alternative would be equal to the project’s congestion relief objective.

Without the car-pool lanes on Hwy 1, the City and County’s Congestion

Management Programs will be ineffective.



The recent proposal of an excursion train, the Dinner Train to Davenport,

should not be considered passenger rail within the meaning of Prop. 116.

The seasonal nature of the venture of one or two trips a day would carry

diners from Santa Cruz to Davenport and back. Davenport is not a passenger

destination; it is a village with 100 houses, three eateries, a few shops and a

gas station. Highway 1 traffic slows to 45 mph through the village. Views

toward the ocean are past acres of Brussels sprout fields or toward grassy

sculpted hillsides with few trees. The logistics of dinner service and the cost

per person of the excursion do not appear to be a workable business venture.

It would be in competition with several restaurants at varied price levels on

the Santa Cruz Municipal Wharf. Each has views of Monterey Bay activities

such as sail boating and surfing.

One must conclude that purchase of the Santa Cruz Branch Line is an

unwise investment in transportation infrastructure. There appears to be no

passenger rail future; continuing decline in rail freight traffic; and a bike

route of little value to commuters or as a scenic resource. At this time of

budget austerity, it would be wise to save the taxpayers of the State and

County the cost of the bonds and decades of interest payments.

Respectfully submitted

Edward I. Davidson



Edward J. Davidson
e-davidsonSBCg1obal.net 200 Button Street #15

Santa Cruz, CA 95060
Tel/fax 831 423-9294

Dear Sentinel Editor,

The proposed purchase of the Santa Cruz Branch Line is the biggest waste of taxpayer

funds I have seen since I arrived in Santa Cruz forty years ago. Its main purpose was to

justify the delay the widening of Highway One in the eight-mile bottleneck between

Santa Cruz and Larkin Valley. What will we have from the millions to be spent on the

purchase?

• A money-losing freight line which continues to lose freight-car loadings;

• No feasible future passenger rail development. With over a million-dollars spent

on studies, why none on light-rail or commuter rail feasibility? A dinner train to

Davenport is not passenger rail and needs to show a workable business plan;

• A bicycle/recreation trail which is not particularly scenic nor useful in getting

commuters out of their cars;

• Ever-worsening Highway One congestion as working families seek affordable

housing in South County and beyond. Without carpool lanes, the daily commuter

wastes an extra ten minutes per commute, burning an extra $500 worth of gas a

year, and cumulatively emitting tons of pollutants and greenhouse gasses.

The Sentinel’s February editorial support of the purchase was based largely on the

benefits of a hiking and biking trail along the tracks. But those benefits are illusory.

The route does not serve home-to-school or home-to-work commuters and a not very

scenic route for the Monterey Bay Sanctuary scenic trail.

UCSC, Cabrillo, and the area’s six high schools are either too distant from the tracks or,

for Santa Cruz and Watsonville Highs, on the wrong side of the tracks for bicycle

commuters. There are few work sites near the route. Residents west of41St Ave. are better

off using the existing bike route network to get to work. With the inability to share

trestles over Soquel Creek (Capitola Village) and in and out of Aptos, residents of

Seacliff and Rio Del Mar should use State Park Dr. to Soquel Dr. for home-to work trips.

A scenic trail for Monterey Bay must include West Cliff and East Cliff Drives rather than

the back yards of the West Side and Live Oak. From the Monterey County coast and

Zmudowski State Beach, the Thurwatcher Road Bridge to San Andreas Road to Sunset

and Manresa State Beaches is far more scenic than the tracks from Watsonville’s

warehouse district and between the two Buena Vista landfills. It would be nice to

incorporate Beach Dr. between Manresa and Seacliff State Beaches although stretches of

track alongside Sumner and Park Ayes would still be required into Capitola.

Given the State’s budget crisis, the State Transportation Commission should deny issuing

Passenger Rail Bond funds for projects without a valid passenger component. For all we

know, SP may some day give it away rather than running up continuing losses.

Ed Davidson



‘Dick English’ To <California_Transportation_Commission©dot.ca.gov>
<rpenglish©sbcglobal.net>

cc “Anita Whelan’ <anita.whelansbcglobal.net>
06/1 3/2010 07:03 PM

bcc

Subject Purchase of Santa Cruz County Rail Line Right of Way

Dear Sirs:

The Commissioners of the Santa Cruz County Transportation Agency have voted to proceed

with the purchase of the railroad right of way which runs through the coastal areas of the

county, and the preponderance of the funding for this purchase is expected to be provided

through your Commission. I am writing because I believe the decision to spend non-existent

state and local funds on a rail project that will never provide widely usable rail transit is

inappropriate, and I would like to strongly advocate against proceeding. I have shared these

views with our local elected officials as well, but I believe that they have been overwhelmed by a

very vocal group that sees only the wonder of having a bike corridor without being fiscally

pragmatic about the realities of how it might be procured, reconstructed, and maintained for the

uses that they envision.

The existence of a rail line from Watsonville to Davenport is the apparent outcome of having

business drivers at either end of the line: the Davenport Cement Plant at the North End and the

link to the main North-South rail line in Pajaro. With the closure of the Davenport plant, the

principal reason for being disappears. One-track rail transport over a 32-mile line that is

capable of supporting only 25 — 30 mph rail traffic does not appear a viable way to provide

timely and reliable passenger transportation along this route. End-to-end non-stop transit would

take a full hour, and with stops would likely take twice that time. With a two-hour transit and

return, trains would run only once in four hours in the same direction (assuming that there are

turnaround facilities available at each end of the line), hardly a service frequency that would

stimulate any but tourist-related traffic.

I attended the public hearing on this matter and was amazed at the outpouring of support for

the purchase, but the preponderant basis for this support was the misguided belief that the

railroad right of way would shortly become a combined rail/walking/bike riding trail. The reality

is that the right of way is too narrow to support such mixed usage in many places, it crosses

over track-only trestles at a number of locations, and there is no planning or funding proposed

or envisioned to construct a pedestrian/bicycle trail. Hence, the public support is behind a

vision that will not be realized by procurement of the right of way.

As I understand the state funding model and impetus, it was established to support viable

passenger rail transportation projects. The Santa Cruz County project is a passenger rail

project in name only, and would likely lose its passenger vestige within one season, as the

economics of the proposed dinner train from Santa Cruz to Davenport appear to be non-viable.

There is no other proposed passenger usage. I therefore suggest that the proposal does not

meet the spirit or intent of the State funding model.

Please do not proceed with the funding of this project. In these terribly challenging times, when

the State is struggling with its very financial existence, trying to save $20B, it is foolhardy to

even be distracted by minor projects such as the Santa Cruz rail trail, and the funds can

certainly be better used elsewhere on projects that have much more urgency. Providing safe,



well-maintained roadways and highways is a much higher usage, and I urge that the funds be
redirected to this end.

Thank you for your consideration,

Richard P. English

831-689-9125(H) 539-3299(C)
217 Baldwin Drive
Aptos, CA 95003



‘Ginger Parker” To <California_Transportation_Commission@dot.ca.gov>
* <parker.m.v©gmail.com>

06/1 1/2010 08:09 AM
bcc

Subject Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

To Whom This May Concern:

I am totally NOT in favor of the purchase of the 32 mile rail line between

Davenport and Pajaro. The purchase of this rail line would be a terrible

waste of tax payer money.
The money should be used to repair the roads and highways in California that

are in the worst shape I have ever seen. Further reason for not purchasing

this rail line is that using it

for a dinner train or passenger train will not pay back the Hugh sum of

money it will cost. California tax payers cannot afford it, nor can Santa

Cruz.

Sincerely,

Margaret Parker

E—mail address: paarker.rn.v@gmail . corn



mjmaggioIosbcgobaI.net To juan.guzmandot.ca.gov

06/10/2010 11:17AM cc
Please respond to

mjmaggiolo©sbcglobal.net bcc

Subject Pending purchase of the Union Pacific rail line in Santa Cruz

County

Good morning Mr. Guzman,

I am writing this morning to voice my opposition to this purchase by the

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission (SCCTRC). On the whole,

the purchase might have made sense 30 years ago when there was a more viable

base of shippers in Santa Cruz County that used rail transport. But now there

is only one shipper outside of Watsonville, which encompasses the first two

miles of the line. The closure of the cement plant in Davenport by Cemex last

year reduced freight service beyond Watsonville to twice a week to serve

ProBuild (lumber products) and empty car storage on the Davenport end of the

line.

With the future of the cement plant iffy at best, there are no other shippers

in Santa Cruz and local government is not inclined to let any other companies

that can use rail locate here, the SCCRTC is pinning its hopes for buying this

line on a Dinner Train. You are quoted in the Santa Cruz Sentinel this morning

as saying, “The ramifications, and what triggers them, must be approved by the

California Transportation Commission because passenger service has always been

a requirement for using voter-approved Prop. 116 funds to buy the line.”

Let me ask you the following:

How does a dinner train constitute passenger service? Its sole purpose is to

convey people between two fixed points while being fed a meal. It does not

offer the same access as our current bus system. It will not alleviate traffic

congestion. It is more of a private venture than an alternate form of

transportation. There isn’t even any guarantee that the thing will work. By

work, I mean make enough money that the tax payers in Santa Cruz County will

not have to subsidize the service through some sort of tax or fee that would

need to be imposed to keep it afloat. That means they are going to have to

serve a lot of meals.

One of the SCCRTC members, Dene Bustichi is wondering whether the agency

should buy the line, deadline or not. If millions of dollars are coming from

highways and roads, he said, would those dollars be better spent on pothole

repairs and highway improvements? And if the conditions to pay back state

money are strict, Bustichi said, should the commission still take it?

So I ask this: If funds are tight at the state level at this time and the

money is given to the SCCRTS for this purchase, where will the SCCRTC find the

money to pay it back if the CTC decides that the money must be paid back?

After all, this Dinner Train is not a transit option, it is a private venture

disguised as a tourist attraction (just like Roaring Camp’s railroads). We

cant even decide to try to put a trolley along the other 20 miles of line.

The best the SCCRTC could do is a tourist trolley from Aptos to Capitola. A

distance of three miles. Where will the money come from for that?

Here is a link to the full article in the Santa Cruz Sentinel:

http://www.santacruzsentinel.com/1ocalnews/ci_15266484



May I suggest you read the comments in the associated Topix forums if you

haven’t already seen them? The comments are decidedly against this idea

Thank you for your time sir,

Mike Maggiolo
Santa Cruz
(831) 419—7826



• Dksma@aol.com To juan.guzmandot.ca.gov

06/10/2010 10:32AM

Subject The dinner train

Goodmorning Mr. Guzman,

I have been reading about the upcoming purchase of the rail line by Santa Cruz county. I believe the

purchase is a waste of the money which I provide to the State and County for the right to live here.

Thank-you for your consideration.

Best Regards,

David Braaksma
424 Sem pie Aye,
Aptos, CA

Dksmacaol.com
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Geoffrey Ellis
212 Germaine Avenue
Santa Cruz, CA 95065

May 15, 2010

California Transportation Commission

1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814
Telephone: (916) 654-4245

Gentlemen:

This letter concerns item 2.6c on the agenda for your meeting this month, “Santa Cruz Branch Line ROW

Acquisition”. The Department has recommended that the item be deferred due to insufficient PTA capacity.

If this item is considered on merits, please consider the following:

The funds requested under Proposition 116 rail bonds would be used in part to construct a hiking/bicycle

trail. However that is not a “railroad purpose” for which the money is available. Therefore you should

deny the request for funds unless the applicant Santa Cruz Regional Transportation Commission agrees

not to use any of these funds for such a trail.

Your policy requires that, once Proposition 116 funds have been granted, the grantee must construct and

operate for at least 50 a qualifying railroad; otherwise the money must be repaid from local funds.

However the applicant is a regional transportation planning agency with no taxing power. The sources of

such local funds is unclear. Therefore you should deny this request unless the applicant identifies the

sources and amounts of local funds which could, if necessary, be used to repay the CTC.

Thanks for your consideration.

Regards

eoffrey Ellis



F1]5 [f;TC1
April 21, 2010

APR26 2010
Mr. James Earp
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: SCCRTC Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and
STIP Funds for Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Line

Chairman Earp,

I have recently received and read the April 8, 2010 letter to you from Mark
Holcomb of SCC Friends of the Rail Trail. I find this letter full of misinformation
and I wish to go on record with this rebuttal. I will address his statements in the
order he states them:

• Holcomb is correct regarding Santa Cruz residents supporting Proposition
116 but there have been significant changes since its passage. The understanding of
the voters was that this was to support a modern, transportation system. As
currently planned the aging rail corridor will be purchased so that the Sierra
Northern Railroad can operate a dinner/excursion train on a short segment of the
32 mile line. The Proposition 116 guidelines imply that the use of these funds for a
non-public purpose (e.g., profit for the Sierra Railroad) is not permitted. The
“carrot” before the public is not a railroad but a trail alongside the railroad,
something that has never been rigorously studied and may be infeasible. If the trail
were removed from the picture there would be dramatically less public support.
Recent articles in the Santa Cruz Sentinel and letters to the editor suggest
significant opposition to the purchase.

• Holcomb is correct on the expiration of Prop.116 funds (although the
legislature can extend this). He is absolutely wrong on foreclosing a future
purchase. The Union Pacific can continue to retain title and the limited freight
operations. In the alternative, the UP can abandon the right-of-way and the RTC
can likely acquire it at far less than the current $19.4 million. There are no other
buyers and there is little alternative use for a 32 mile long, 40 foot wide strip of land
with a deteriorated track on it. The principal shipper, Cemex has closed its plant
thus paving the way for abandonment.

• Contrary to Holcomb’s statement, the branch line in reality would NOT be
an alternative to Hy 1 or Soquel Drive (the entire County is adequately served by
the County bus service). A 1998 study (MTIS) by the SCCRTC concluded that a
commuter line between Santa Cruz and Watsonville would remove something like
5,000 Hy 1 trips daily out of 140,000 traveled daily.. a number that would not be
noticeable and would not reduce the demand for another Hy 1 lane in each



direction. And the study was based on a fully operational commuter line with a cost
estimate equivalent to a one-half percent sales tax increase. This cost is far in excess
of the financial resources of Santa Cruz County. This idea fails any cost-benefit
analysis.

• A cost-benefit analysis would demonstrate that the cost of providing a link to
state-wide high speed rail via the branch line for a low population county such as
Santa Cruz fails any reasonable criteria. The volume of Santa Cruz County
residents traveling to Southern California is trivial compared to the cost of branch
line upgrading and maintenance.

• Holcomb talks about a connection with Monterey but fails to mention that
there has been no progress in Monterey County and in fact the tracks to Monterey
have been removed clear back to Seaside. In reality, few would consider train to
Monterey given the short distance and the need for street/highway transportation
once there. Refurbishing a train station in Pajaro is not going to make any impact
on the town’s economy.

• Sam Farr $1+ million funding has been spent on lawyers, and studies
surrounding the UP corridor purchase. Mr. Holcomb is undergoing wishful
thinking regarding significant amount of future funding. The track study
commissioned by the SCCRTC estimates a minimum of $150 million is required to
upgrade the tracks from Santa Cruz to Watsonville. And after that it will still be a
single track line. Federal transportation specialists will see that as a poor use of
taxpayers funds.

• Holcomb mentions recreational opportunities. There has never been a study
of the feasibility of a trail in conjunction with the rail. However, the USDOT has
published a guidelines document that demonstrates that many portions of the rail
corridor are too narrow to accommodate both a trail and the railroad. The
SCCRTC has allocated funds for such a study but has failed to perform, possibly
out of fear of the outcome (i.e., unsuitable).

• Holcomb’s citing “health issues” as a reason for this purchase is bogus.
Santa Cruz County has an abundance of hiking/biking opportunities that are more
scenic and much safer than a trail alongside an operational railroad.

• I was on the Transportation Funding Task Force for its 26 months life and
local passenger rail service was NOT a top vote getter. In fact, the subject of the
purchase of the UP corridor was tabled twice by the community-based group. It was
reintroduced by Chairman Fred Keeley after the Task Force was dismissed. Hy I
widening was the clear top priority.

• This railroad corridor purchase is not going to encourage eco-tourism. The
Sierra Railroad will operate a dinner train on the northern part of the line but that
will be a low-level activity, and per its contract with the SCCRTC with 90 days

2



notice and for no reason, the Sierra Railroad can abandon its contract with no
penalty. Many predict this will occur because the dinner train is not that exciting a
prospect. The Santa Cruz to Davenport route is only 12 miles long, it is removed
from the immediate coastline, and it is mostly flat agricultural fields. At the
shutdown Cemex plant at the end of the line the Sierra Northern is storing empty
rail cars which do not meet the definition of scenic.

The bottom line here is that there are countless more valid transportation projects
in the state than this one. If the CTC is really concerned about getting the best
transportation results for the taxpayers dollars, especially in this dire financial
condition, it will reject the SCCRTC’s Proposition 116 funds request and put the
‘-$1O million to use where it will not be wasted. Please do not facilitate the purchase
of this “white elephant” that we Santa Cruz residents will be paying for far into the
future.

Robert Jones
336 Hillcrest Dr.
Aptos, CA 95003
408-353-3013
RJonesPEaol.com
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totoandme@aol.com To juan.guzmandot.ca.gov

04/13/2010 08:53 PM

b::

Subject I oppose the purchase of rail corrodor in Santa Cruz County

I am writing to oppose the purchase of the rail corrodor. In these tough economic times we cannot

afford to take on this huge financial unknown. Those of us in the private sector hove had to make

severe cutbacks. I dont think that message has sunk in with the public sector. The message is clear:

We cannot afford this purchase. We cant afford to maintain it. We cant afford to support it.

Darcy Horton
510 El Salto Dr.
Cap itola, CA 95010
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Ms. Bimla Riiinehart
Honorable Commissioners
California Transportation Commission
1120 N. Street, Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

7
‘7

i SANTA :?J: C ( BUSINESS COUNCIL
-

Addressing Strategic issues Through Private/Public Partnership

Re: Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission’s request

for State Funding

Dear Ms. Rhinehart and Commissioners:

On March 2’’ the Santa Cruz County Business Council (SCCBC) sent the

California State Transportation Commission (CSTC) a letter stating that it

agreed with the State Transportation Commission’s request to review a

business plan, operating budgets and specific financial information prior to

allocating Prop 116 funds to purchase the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

from Union Paciftc,

On March 10th an article in the local newspaper stated: “A potential

wrinkle in the purchase plans was ironed out last month after the CSTC,

which manages Proposition 116 funds, agreed that the Santa Cruz

commission would receive the $11 million it is requesting...”

As previously stated, the SCCBC has repeatedly requested a complete,

comprehensive and public fmanciai analysis on the purchase of the rail

line, to include various scenarios and sound economic reasoning. To date,

none of the above information has been made available for review nor

have we received a reply from our letter of March 2’ to the CSTC.

Your response to our letter would truly be appreciated, as we continue to

be concerned regarding the lack of public disclosure and financial scrutiny

that a transaction of this magnitude should require.

Sincerely,
A

Jd Doering Nielsen
E-xcutive Director, Santa Cruz County Business Council

P.O. Box 1267 Freedom, CA 95019 MessageTelephone: 831-345-5687 CeilTelephone: 831-588-0839 FAX: 831-722-8667

Mail: scbuscoun@aol.comDave Regan



Juan To Annette Gilbertson/HQ/Caltrans/CAGov@DOT, Andre
Guzman/HQICaltransICAGov Boutros/HQlCaltrans/CAG0v@DOT
03/02/2010 08:55 AM cc Jennifer Waldon/HQ/Caltrans/CAG0v@DOT, Mitchell

Weiss/HQ/Caltrans/CAG0v@DOT
bcc

Subject Re: Fw: Prop. 116 Funds To the SCCRTCLI

Thanks Annette.

Andre, Luis called last night to tell me that they would like to pull the Prop 116 actions off the April agenda
and instead come back in May.

He indicated that they are almost done with the Business Plan including the passenger service
component. They want the extra time to get all the needed information to Judy to allow her to complete
the R/W review.

He asked about the LONP and whether they could request an LONP but because they don’t have their
own funds to advance, that the LONP would simply be to safeguard the Prop 116 funds. I told him that the
law hasn’t passed yet but that is not the intent behind LONPs and that I doubted that his approach would
be allowed or provide any assurance for the Prop 116 funds. He also asked about the possibility of
getting the STIP allocation. I told him that it is below the line and he needs to talk to you or Mitch.

Juan Guzman
California Transportation Commission
(916) 653-2072

California Transportation Commission/HQ/Caltrans/CAGov

California Transportation
Commission /HQlCaltrans/CA To Juan Guzman/HQlCaltrans/CAG0v@DOT
Gov
Sent by: Annette Gilbertson cc Jennifer Waldon/HQ/Caltrans/CAG0v@DOT

03/02/201008:29 AM
Subject Fw: Prop. 116 Funds To the SCCRTC

Juan - Email below regarding opposition of R/W purchase by SCCRTC.

Jennifer - Please check with Bimla to see if she wants this forwarded to Commissioners.

Thank you.

Forwarded by Annette Gilbertson/HQ/Caltrans/CAGov on 03/02/2010 08:26 AM

RJonesPE @aol .com

03/01/2010 09:35 PM To California_Transportation_Commission@dot.ca.gov
•

- cc

Subject Prop. 116 Funds To the SCCRTC



Director Rhinehart and Commissioners,

I am a resident of Santa Cruz County and have been closely following the proposed purchase by
the county Regional Transportation Commission (SCCRTC) of the 32-mile Union Pacific railroad
corridor between Watsonville and Davenport.

This 100+ year old single track line is classified as FRA-excepted meaning that no passenger
service is permitted and only slow moving freight service (wlo hazardous materials) may be
operated. The deteriorating line has over 40 bridges and trestles. The only freight service has
been the movement of coal to the Cemex cement plant at Davenport and the return of cement.
Such service was during daylight hours; one round trip on Monday, Wednesday and Friday. Since
the first of 2010 Cemex has announced the permanent closing of this plant which removes the
need for any freight service on the corridor.

The SCCRTC has been attempting to purchase this corridor from the UP using $10 million of
Proposition 116 funds and obtaining the matching funds by borrowing another $10 million from
the California Coastal Conservancy. The CCC loan would be repayed by the first $10 million of
STIP funds coming to the county. Prop 116 funding terminates in June 2010 and the SCCRTC is
resorting to desperate measures to grab this money.

I wish to bring some facts to your attention but please be clear at the outset, I am absolutely
opposed to this purchase:

1. The deal negotiated with the UP (behind closed doors) calls for $14.2 million as a purchase
price and another $5 million going to the UP for right-of-way “upgrading.” If the SCCRTC were to
purchase the corridor they would also be purchasing the obligation of operating the freight
service, hardly the function of local government. Until there is an official abandonment
proceeding with the Surface Transportation Board, the obligation remains.

2. The SCCRTCs history in attempting access to Prop. 116 money began years ago by proposing
to create a tourist train between Santa Cruz and Seascape Resort but that failed due to popular
opposition. When this failed, your Commission (under lobbying pressure) approved a “corridor
preservation” philosophy for the 116 funds thus not requiring any actual passenger service. Now,
a recent local newspaper article suggested that the current Commission has returned to a
passenger service requirement for 116 grants. As a result the SCCRTC has sanctioned the Sierra
railroad to operate a “dinner train” on a leased portion of the right-of-way hoping that that will
satisfy the CTC.

This is a clear smoke-and-mirrors move. Everyone knows that Prop. 116 was intended for
modern mass transit such as BART or VTA, not a diesel dinner train on occasional weekends.
This is an obvious charade on the part of the SCCRTC and I trust the CTC will see through it.
Furthermore, I’m outraged that taxpayer money would be spent to allow a private company to
make money on public property. Sierra has promised a token per-passenger payment to the
SCCRTC but that would not even pay for the administrative expense of monitoring the contract, let
alone off-set the cost of purchase or maintenance.

3. In my professional career I worked closely with the railroads on many projects, most of which
were on corridors like the one in question. I find the SCCRTC extremely naive about any railroad
operations including the cost of maintaining, insuring, and repairing a right-of-way (even if it has
no freight service). The La Selva Beach steel trestle is a prime example. The UP had to do
patchwork repairs about three years ago just to allow passage but the corrosive seaside
environment guarantees that more work will have to be done. Replacement cost: $5 million.

4. The SCCRTC is proceeding with this purchase without having done a Business Plan. This is



the ultimate in fiscal irresponsibility. They have no idea what future cost will be, how future costs
will be financed, what the liabilities to the County will be, etc. The burden of this “white elephant”
will steal funds from our highways or our successful county-wide bus system.

5. The SCCRTC is proceeding with this purchase without performing an Environmental
Assessment on this dinner train. They argue that rules do not require such an assessment.
However, those rules only apply where there is existing passenger service, clearly that does not
apply here. The SCCRTC’s own policy calls for an EIR for such service but they have chosen to
ignore their own policy due to time constraints (i.e., the June 2010 deadline). They did an EIR for
the prior tourist train and uncovered significant issues but dropped any resolution when that train
plan died.

6. The pledging of first $1 OM STIP funds to repay the CCC loan basically mortgages the repair of
the County infrastructure to the purchase of a railroad. Those STIP funds could be redirected to
partially off-set the $150 million of deferred infrastructure repairs in the County. It would mean
many additional jobs, unlike the purchase of a 32 mile long by 40 wide strip of land with railroad
tracks and a dinner train, which will employ practically no one.

It is vexing to see Letters To The Editor of the Santa Cruz Sentinel, and follow on comments,
overwhelmingly opposed to this purchase, yet the SCCRTC blindly pursues it as if there is
community support. They are so intent on getting this property that they dismiss the fact that the
economy is in horrible shape and what might have been possible a decade ago is no longer
feasible or reasonable today. New priorities must be set and this corridor purchase must be
shuttled to the end of the line. It makes no sense.

In reality, the corridor is going no where. If the SCCRTC did not purchase it the UP would likely go
through abandonment and it would sit. There are no other purchasers and the geometry of the
corridor makes it unsuitable for alternative uses. Once abandoned, it could be acquired at a future
time if the county wished to make a trail on the right-of-way. The price would likely be
substantially less that $14.2M + $5M.

I apologize for this long mail but this is a complicated matter which has been going on for almost
a decade. I strongly urge the CTC to withdraw the $10 million from the SCCRTC on the grounds
that it does not meet the intent of Prop. 116. I’m certain there are many valid public transit
projects that could use the $IOM under these dire economic times. Not accepting Prop. 116 funds
will free up the STIP funds for valid county projects and will not burden us with future right-of-way
ownership costs.

I appreciate your consideration.

Robert Jones
Aptos, CA
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Re: Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commissions request for
State Funding to assist with the acquisition of Union Pacific’s Santa Cruz
Branch Rail Line

Dear Ms. Rhinehart and Commissioners:

The Santa Cruz County Business Council (SCCBC) is supportive of the
State Transportation Commission’s request to review a business plan,
operating budgets and specific fmancial information prior to allocating
Prop 116 funds to purchase the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line from Union
Pacific.

SCCBC has repeatedly requested a complete, comprehensive and public
fmancial analysis on the purchase of the rail line, to include various
scenarios and sound economic reasoning. The Business Council has not
yet taken a position on the controversial issue of purchasing the property
for rail purposes other than to ask for information. In March of 2009, a
letter was sent to the Santa Cruz RTC stating: “It is imperative in today’s
depressed economic times that major expenditures of funds and
commitments by the county be based on sound economic reasoning. This
analysis should include various scenarios including the decreased usage of
the line due to the temporary closing of CEMEX who has been a major
user of the line.” The letter went on to state: “The analysis should include
all sources and uses of funds, including, but not limited to, potential
liability, safety issues, maintenance of the line and operating expenses”.
To date, none of the above information has been made available for
review.

P.O. Box 1267 Freedom, CA 95019 MessageTelephone: 831-345-5687 CeilTelephone: 831-588-0839 FAX: 831-722-8667
Mail: scbuscoun@aoLcom



It is also important to note that CEMEX recently announced that it is closing its Santa Cruz
County cement production facility on a permanent basis. CEMEX was the primary freight
customer of Union Pacific’s rail line, accounting for over 90% of the freight revenue earned in
the County.

The State Transportation Commission’s information request is timely and we strongly urge the
Commission to pursue satisfactory answers to the questions put forth prior to any allocation of
funds.

Please don’t hesitate to contact us should you have any questions regarding the above.

Sincerely,

Jdy Doering Nielsen
Executive Director
Santa Cruz County Business Council
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February 23, 2010

Mr. Bob Alvarado, Chairman
California Transportation Commission
265 Hegenberger Road, Suite 200
Oakland, CA 94621-1480

Dear Sir:

I am a resident of Santa Cruz Country and a former Commissioner of the Santa Cruz
County Regional Transportation Commission (RTC). I have followed, with great
interest, the RTC’s pursuit of the Proposition 116 (116) funds. Consequently, I was at the
last RTC meeting, where the Board approved the most recent 116 application. It
proposed, either or both, an excursion train and/or a dinner train as the passenger
transportation qualifier.

If the California Transportation Commission considers boarding a train traveling 30
miles (15 miles to and from), observing or eating and disembarking, probably, within 50
feet of the departure point is passenger transportation not recreation transportation, so be
it. I am certain that there are many passenger rail systems that provide real passenger
transportation that could immediately use the 116 funds.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

c.c Bimla Rliinehart
Executive Director

Sincerely,

W. Keogh
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Henry Hooker To California_Transportation_Commissiondot.ca.gov
<henry.hooker©gmail.com>

06/16/2010 08:12 AM
Please respond to bcc

henryhookergmail.com Subject Rail Line Purchase

Greetings

I would like to express my wholehearted approval of the purchase of the rail line between Pajaro
and Davenport for use by the public. This is an important opportunity to provide a needed right
of way for future transportation needs in our state.

Thank you.

Henry G. Hooker
407 Ocean View Avenue
Santa Cruz, CA 95062



sc_sharkscove©peoplepc.co To California_Transportation_Commission@dot.ca.gov
m

cc
06/15/2010 09:09 PM

Please respond to bcc

c_sharkscove@peopTepc.com Subject Santa Cruz County to buy Union Pacific and use Prop 116
funds

Dear Commission Members:
As a thirty-five year resident of Santa Cruz County, and as someone who

voted yes on Prop 116 twenty years ago, I urge your board to approve of Santa
Cruz County’s Board of Supervisors position to use Prop 116 funds to revive
passenger rail service in the county. We badly need alternative
transportation in the county, and rail service to link with future Amtrak and
Caltrain service to Pajaro Junction, thereby linking Santa Cruz County with
Monterey County and the San Francisco Bay Area by rail. I also support the
county’s buying of the Union Pacific Branch Rail Line between Davenport and
Watsonville for the purpose of what would initially be a tourist train, but in
the future hold the prospect for some inter-county commute service. Sierra
Pacific is interested in continuing to run freight and passenger rail on the
line. I’m also in favor of using parts of the line for a rail trail,
something that bicyclists and pedestrians can use too. Since other parts of
the state and other areas of the country have utilized rail trails with
trains, bikes and walkers sharing the facilities, I can see a similar use here
that would be popular with many Santa Cruz County residents and touring
visitors alike.

L.D. Freitas
Aptos, California

PeoplePC Online
A better way to Internet
http://www.peoplepc.com



Randa Solick To california.transportation.commissiondot.ca.gov
<rsolick@gmail.com>

06/151201003:06 PM
bcc

Subject buying Union Pacifi Rail Line

Please note me down as definitely supporting Santa Cruz’ purchase of the rail lines - I hope so
much that a rail/trail will become a reality while I’m still young enough to use it! It would
certainly add to the attractiveness of Santa Cruz. Thank you, Randa Solick, 783 Estates Drive,
Aptos, CA (and I’m right on the rail right-of-way!).



,—-—_ Joel Wilson To California_Transportation_Commission©dot.ca.gov
<openwatr©got.net>

06/15/2010 02:53 PM
bcc

Subject Watsonville-Davenport rail line purchase

Hello,

I’m writing in support of the rail line purchase along the coast
between Watsonville and Davenport. I believe the money provided
through the CTC will be well spent to provide a link and pathway
along this part of the California coast.

I am a life-long resident of the Monterey Bay area, born in Salinas
and a 35 year resident of Santa Cruz City. I want my tax money spent
on this project. I believe in a long range view and having this rail
line available to residents and visitors in the Monterey Bay area for
now and the future is a positive and especially appropriate use of
tax monies.

Sincerely,

Joel Wilson
P.O. Box 8422
Santa Cruz, CA 95061



chelsea george To California_Transportation_Commissiondot.ca.gov
<chelseamaya©gmail.com>

06/1 5/2010 07:43 AM
bcc

Subject YEAH for the Rail line purchase in Santa Cruz county!!!

This is the best news I’ve heard in years. I am so pleased that we
have finally agreed to purchase the rail line in Santa Cruz county.
I’m a train supporter who has ridden trains all around the world and
all around the US. Every time train tracks are ripped up, it makes me
sad. ± just hope that the bike path supporters are not able to take
away possibility of train travel on this beautiful, scenic and
practical route.

I remember decades ago hearing that Santa Cruz County was going to be
a pilot program to show how a light rail system could work in a small
town. Our train tracks really serve the populated areas and could
bring people downtown without their cars. I live near the Depot Park.
How nice that would have been in the old days to ride the Sun Tan
Special to San Jose or San Francisco. I wish they could open the
tunnels over the hill, but I’ve heard that’s basically impossible
because the army is storing useless outdated equipment in the tunnels.

I don’t even care if Roaring Camp runs a tourist train on the tracks.
At least we will have the possibility to enjoy the view. I rode this
route all the way to Watsonville from the Boardwalk back in the 1980s,
I believe, when they brought a Danish light rail around the US. I was
so hopeful that soon we’d be able to ride comfortably into
Watsonville. The train went really slowly because the tracks need to
be worked on. I know it will be expensive to get them back in shape.
But this is for our future. Santa Cruz has LA traffic already. We need
to think of other ways to move people around the county.

Thank you again for not being swayed by a few NIMBY5. They saw the
railroad tracks behind their houses when they bought them. Think of
all the people who now live next to freeways, such as route 85, who
could never have guessed that would happen when they bought their
houses. I’ve heard from long—time Santa Cruz residents that no one
understood why they had to build highway 1 since Soquel Dr. was fine.
They said the highway was empty when it was first built. But today
people can’t imagine us living without it. And look at streets like
Chanticleer that got cut in half when it was built. Not only are there
houses close to the freeway, but ones that got destroyed to build the
freeway. No houses are going to be destroyed for the rail line. I live
near Chestnut St. and I enjoy hearing the train, it’s a bit of
americana. I love to go out and wave to the tourists. It’s a positive
image for Santa Cruz.

Chelsea George
Santa Cruz resident since 1980
homeowner in downtown Santa Cruz
I walk, bike and use transportation, and only drive when necessary.

PS I grew up in San Diego county and the best thing they did was the
TROLLEY that runs from the Mexican border to downtown San Diego, over
to East county and up into North county. It runs every 15 minutes and
the trains are full.



Lizzy Davis To CaIifornia_Transportation_Commissiondot.ca.gov
<iloveluckyl3©gmail.com>

06/15/2010 07:35 AM
bce

Subject Rail line purchase

I live near the rail road in Santa Cruz and I think the rail purchase
is a great idea. I am strongly in favor of this purchase!

Karyn Bristol

831—464—9417



Courtney Welles To <Cahfornia_Transportation_Commissiondot.ca.gov>
<CwAIIes@mweIIes.com>

- O6/15!2J1OO7:3OAM
• bce

Subject Rail Line Santa Cruz County

Dear CTC,

My husband and I want to voice our strong support for the purchase of the
rail line between Pajaro and Davenport in Santa Cruz County.We believe that
this purchase would benefit our county in many ways to reduce traffic and to
provide a safe passage for cyclists.
We strongly urge you to make this purchase and to move forward in making
this a reality fo the residents of our county.

Mike and Courtney Welles
4160 Bye Way
Santa Cruz, Ca. 462—3420



From: Howard Sosbee <howard@sosbee.com>
Subject: Santa Cruz rail purchase

Date: Junell,20101:02:15PMPDT JUN 15 2010
To: California Transportation_Commission@dot.ca.gov

Attn: Juan Guzman

For consideration by the California Transportation Commission:

Why do you suppose the streetcar lines in Los Angeles were abandoned, tracks torn up,
streetcars dumped into Santa Monica Bay so they could never be reused? Why? Because the
consortium (consisting of General Motors, Standard Oil, and Firestone Tire) that purchased
control of these streetcar companies knew that every passenger riding those streetcars
represented an automobile that was not needed, not being run on gasoline, and not riding on
rubber tires. That was then, the 1950s, when that consortium dominated their particular
markets. This is now. Automobile traffic is choking or cities, sprawling our neighborhoods,
killing thousands of citizens every year, and making America dependent on foreign sources for
oil. (Remember the OPEC embargo of the 70s?) Here in Santa Cruz County we have an
opportunity to provide an alternative to the automobile consisting of a streetcar line running
through the heart of the entire county, from Watsonville to Davenport. With the potential of
short-line bus routes on all the major arterials that intersect the rail line, we could put frequent
public transit within walking distance of most of Santa Cruz County’s population. The SCCRTC
has spent years researching, studying, and negotiating the purchase of the rail line from Union
Pacific. Now it appears all that hard work may pay off, as they are in the final stages of
applying for funds already dedicated by State and Federal agencies for this purpose.
Streetcars have come a long way since those horse-drawn trolleys of the 19th century. And the
citizens of Santa Cruz County may one day enjoy the same benefits of modern streetcar travel
of the kind that is available to people in Portland, Tampa, Tacoma, Little Rock, and Seattle (all
of whom have built new streetcar lines since 2001) plus all those other places where existing
streetcar lines escaped the General Motors axe. And, right alongside the streetcar tracks, could
be a superb trail for hikers and bikers which would be a very strong tourist attraction as well as
a convenience for local hikers and cyclists.

Furthermore:

The SCCRTC’s initiative to purchase the Union Pacific rail line should be hailed as the most
momentous and forward-looking action taken by any agency of this County in its history. The
voices raised in opposition have all been based on misinformation and ignorance, giving no
thought to the potential for a truly superb public transportation system serving vastly more of
the County’s citizens than would ever be possible without this purchase. This potential is
possible because of a renewed interest by many other municipalities (whose experience we
can share) in the tried-and-true original public transit, the lowly trolley car. Lightweight trolleys,



capable of many passenger stops, combined with revised bus routes covering the major

arterials which intersect the rail line, can bring public transit within walking distance of the vast

bulk of the county’s population. Safety is not a concern with trolleys as it is with trains and light

rail. Infrastructure requirements are minimal, unlike either trains or light rail. The purchase price

is covered by funds already dedicated to this purpose. Capital costs for electrification and

rolling stock can be covered through public-private partnerships, or a public stock offering if

necessary. Operating costs for track maintenance is already apparently covered by contract

with the freight/excursion operator, and labor costs for motormen and conductors can be
covered by fare box revenue without any need to raid the budget of the bus system. This is all

possible. There is nothing to prevent Santa Cruz from moving quickly toward a really terrific

public transit system.

Howard F. Sosbee
1400 Weston Ridge Road
Scoffs Valley CA, 95066
831, 335, 8401
howard @sosbee.com
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RE: Support for the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commissioi (SCCRTC)
Application and Allocation Request for Propositiw41 6—and-Sf1P Tins for the
Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Rail Branch Line

Dear Chairperson Earp:

The United Transportation Union represents many thousands of members in various
transportation industries within the State of California. Our membership includes the drivers
(operators) of the Santa Cruz Transit System. It is on behalf of our entire California membership
that we write to support the SCCRTC in their application for monetary assistance.

Transportation planners, for many years, have seen the Santa Cruz to Davenport coastal rail line
as the nerve center of a truly integrated, multi-modal transportation system that connects trains,
busses, cars, bikes and pedestrians throughout Santa Cruz County. Some 70,000 residents live
within haifa mile of the rail line; 126,000 within one mile of the rail line. These residents could
easily access the line for biking, walking to work or school, shopping or exercise. The line will
provide an alternative to Highway 1 and Soquel Drive, currently the only North-South transit
alternatives. Santa Cruz passenger rail will serve as a feeder line to State-wide high-speed rail, as
well as qualify for Proposition 1A feeder funds. The rail line will improve the quality of life with
more car-free, walking and biking opportunities for commuters and families.

In conclusion, our organization would very strongly urge that you give positive and special
consideration to SCCRTC Uniform Transit Application and Allocation request for $10.2 million
in Proposition 116 funds, as well as $10 million in STIP funds for acquisition of the Santa Cruz
Line right-of-way for corridor preservation, rail line improvements and passenger rail service
from Santa Cruz to Davenport.

Mr. James Earp, Chairperson
California Transportation Commission
1120 ‘N’ Street, Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, California 95814



Live Oak
Neighbors

May 25, 2010

James Earp, Chairman
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street, Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Support for Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission’s Application
and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and STIP Funds for Acquisition of the
Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chairman Earp and Members of the California Transportation Commission:

We are writing to convey our strong support for the Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Commission’s (SCCRTC) allocation request for Proposition 116 and STIP
funds for acquisition and improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line.

Live Oak Neighbors is a community organization serving residents and businesses in the
unincorporated urban area of Live Oak, located between the Cities of Santa Cruz and
Capitola in Santa Cruz County. The Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line traverses our large
community of 25,000 people, linking us with the rest of Santa Cruz County. Specifically, in
Live Oak, the rail line runs adjacent to the Santa Cruz Harbor and its associated
businesses and restaurants; Twin Lakes State Beach and Schwan Lake State Park; a
major industrially zoned business park; a large collection of artists’ studios in a former
farmer’s cooperative landmark buildinJade Street Park; and then meets the coast just
west of Capitola Village.

rkvcf ty

In the recent election of our new County Supervisor — the only elected representative we
have — many people indicated their strong support for the rail line purchase and the
opportunities it will provide for needed, new transportation options in the future.

Public ownership of this fantastic resource at the negotiated price is a wonderful bargain
and we urge you to support the purchase.

Thank you very much.

rman Poitevin, Jules Resnick, & Linda Wilshusen
Live Oak Neighbors Steering Committee

L2(cV’

JUN 3 2OO

Live Oak Neighbors, c/o Live Oak Family Resource Center, 1438 Capitola Rd. Santa Cruz. CA 95062



James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Chair Earp,

PLEASE MAIL BYJUNE 61 DELETE ALL YELLOWPORTIONS PRIOR T(*IGNATURESPlease send a copy ofyour letter to theSRTC at either: Fax:831-460-3215, 1523 Pacflc Ave Santa Cruz, 95060, or rmoriconiccrtc.org.

May 25, 2010
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RE: Support for SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for Propositioir1-1frand-STIPFunds for Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

We are writing to you as business owners in the town of Davenport along the Santa Cruz North Coast, atthe crossroads of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line and Highway 1. We support the Santa Cruz CountyRegional Transportation Commission’s efforts to purchase and improve the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Lineand hope that you approve their application to fund the project.

Acquisition and improvement of this coastal rail corridor would benefit our business community andenhance access to our small town, which recently lost its largest employer, CEMEX. The SCCRTC’splan to implement recreational passenger rail service between Santa Cruz and Davenport will beespecially helpful exposing visitors to our unique, north coast small business district featuring organicfarms, beaches and hiking trails, restaurants and art galleries. The potential for future public tram servicealong the rail line will provide an essential future transportation alternative linking many parts of ourcounty, and plans to include future pedestrian and bicycle trails where feasible will also providetransportation alternatives for our employees and customers.

All of these projects envisioned for the Santa Cruz rail right-of-way will help to address localtransportation challenges by increasing the use of an existing underutilized transportation resource.As the State and U.S. strive to reduce green house gases and develop world class rail infrastructure,including high speed rail, the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line could be an example of successful cooperationbetween government, residents and businesses.

Thank you very much for your consideration and your past support of transportation initiatives in SantaCruz County. We hope that you and your colleagues will approve the application and allocation requestfor this important project.

Sincerel

Jesse atz — General M ager
Dave port Roadhouse Re taurant & Inn

cc:
Senator Joe Simitian —701 Ocean St. Room 318A, Santa Cruz, CA 95060Assemblyman Bill Monning— 701 Ocean St., Room 318B, Santa Cruz, CA 95060



cIIVLTZL OLtVLT9
CONFERENCE & VISITORS COUNCIL i1A’( 25 2010

May21, 2010

Mr. James Earp, Chair California Transportation Commission

1120 N Street Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Support for Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission’s Application

and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and STIP Funds for Acquisition and

Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp and Members of the California Transportation Commission:

During the Santa Cruz County Conference and Visitors Council’s (CVC) Board of

Directors meethig on May 11, 2010 the Board voted to endorse the Santa Cruz County

Regional Transportation Commission’s (SCCRTC) request for Proposition 116 and STIP

funds for acquisition and improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line.

The CV(.’s Board of Directors sees the preservation of this transportation corridor as a

nifircnt resourc:e for the community as well a oferxig great porential 0) vort

ach is ‘IO anu Cru: Branch Rail Lii ccoDo;a LflC: Lie;

apitcia. anc Wasao;i.i1c. a well as the ui:oryxra au.as of !a’tos a,d Live

‘Jak along with locai beaches between Davenport and the Iv5anresa State i3cacn Area.

The favorable location of the corridor will provide options for the future such as

vsitor-serving and special event train service via trams and pedestrian and bicycle

paths adjacent to the rail line in numerous locations. Tourism is a major part of our

local economy and future transportation uses such as these offer opportunities to

enhance our local economy in various visitor-serving economic sectors.

The CVC Board of Directors supports the acquisition of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail

Line. Ihank you for your YLS’ vote on Proposition 1 lb and appucation, allocation

request, and STIP funds for acquisition and improvements of the Santa Cruz Branch

Rail Line.

Sincerely,

Maggie Ivy
CEO, Executive Vice President
Santa Cruz County Conference and Visitors Council

cc: Congressman Sam Farr
Senator Joe Simitian
Assemblyman Bill Monning
SCCRTC
Sierra Northern Railway



O’Neill WetuitS, LLC

A 1071 4iStAvenue I Santa Cruz, CA 95062 USA 1w oneill.com

B(Thursday, May 20, 2010

James Earp, Chair 4 2010
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Support for SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and STIP
Funds for Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp,

I am writing you in support of the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission’s effort to
purchase the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line. This purchase constitutes one of Santa Cruz County’s
biggest opportunities in planning for future transportation needs, boosting local business, increasing
tourism, and environmental protection.

The O’Neill Family has been doing business with Santa Cruz County since 1959. With corporate
offices and 3 retail locations in Santa Cruz we have 102 employees traveling from all over the county.
These employees would benefit greatly from alternative transportation options.

The Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line purchase would expand green transportation options with more
passenger and freight train service. Protecting our environment is a top priority at O’Neill, which has
lead to the development of the O’Neill Sea Odyssey, a non-profit organization devoted to teaching kids
the ocean is alive and we need to protect it. Providing train service would take many cars off the road,
reducing Highway 1 traffic and aide in eliminating green house gasses.

This purchase also offers a unique opportunity to provide vastly improved access to all primary
destinations in Santa Cruz County including the downtowns of Santa Cruz, Capitola and Watsonville;
urban, residential and industrial zones; schools and colleges; and much of Santa Cruz County’s 29
miles of beaches, state parks and other visitor attractions fronting on the Monterey Bay National Marine
Sanctuary. This would have very positive effect on local business and help to improve the much
needed tourism of the county that has suffered due the overall economic conditions of the nation.

For these reasons, O’Neill Wetsuits LLC supports the purchase of this rail line and hopes that the
California Transportation Commission will approve the application and allocation request for this
important project. Thank you for your consideration and your past support of transportation initiatives in
Santa Cruz County.

Si ncer

Pat O’Neill
President & CEO

cc: SCCRTC



P.O. Box 1750
Aptos, CA 95001-1750
w.comfort(att. net

May 15, 2010

Mr. James Earp
Chair, CA Transportation Commission
928 Second Street, Suite 200
Sacramento, CA 95814

SUBJECT: Items 91 and 101 of the May 20, 2010 Agenda: Santa Cruz Branch Line

Dear Commissioner Earp and Commissioners,

Please remove the requirement for rail operations on the Santa Cruz Branch Line right-
of-way (ROW) in order to facilitate a bicycle/pedestrian path without the encumbrance of
adjacent rail operations.

Rail operations provide no benefit to the County. Freight hauling is minimal and would
not significantly impact our roads if diverted to trucking. Passenger rail service has no
public value, unless the CTC insists that the RTC institute it in order to obtain funding for
purchase of the ROW.

I have been following the attempts to institute passenger rail in Santa Cruz County for
the past 15 years. I am a mechanical engineer. I have been an Alternate on the Santa
Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) for two different County
Supervisors.

Perhaps the answers to your questions to the RTC in December 2009 have been
published by the RTC somewhere, I have not found them. Following my letter, I have
attached my answers to these questions based on my experience and knowledge of
past studies, and the information that was only recently released to the public in the
name of “due diligence”.

I am “thinking globally and acting locally”. If this were simply the purchase of the ROW
for a bicycle/pedestrian path to replace the rails with a trail on the railroad bed, I would
support the venture locally.

However, from the viewpoint of the value to the State, there must be more important
projects that truly address transportation. The insistence of the RTC (and CTC) that the
ROW will be reserved for a rail 4 trail is both expensive and will very significantly
depreciate whatever trail results. In the presence of rail operations, trail users will find a
trail with significant grade changes and many deviations from the ROW to public streets.
In order that the trail stay on the ROW with rail, additional ROW must be purchased from
adjacent homeowners in narrow areas, retaining walls must be constructed to take
advantage of what width exists, and trail bridges must be built, separately or



cantilevered from existing railroad structures, at most of the 37 bridges and trestles.
Also, there are 41 at-grade crossings where trail users (bicycles, pedestrians, and
wheelchairs), will intersect roads with cars on them. Safety of trail users will require
signals and controls at many of these crossings. All of this will make for a very
expensive trail, far in excess of the RTC estimate of $1 million per mile.

While I realize that the RTC is responding to the requirements of Proposition 116 and
the current CTC interpretation of those requirements, I ask that if you decide to approve
funding and saddle the citizens of this County with this liability and money sink, you
remove the requirement for rail operations of any kind so that a trail can be built at
reasonable cost.

I have also attached a PDF of a full-page advertisement from the May 6 Sentinel that
was paid for by the Santa Cruz County Business Council for your information. I think
they make some excellent points.

Sincerely,

William J. Comfort III, D.Engr.



ATTACHMENT

My answers to the questions asked by the CTC to the RTC in December of 2009.

1. What is the urgency for the acquisition?
The urgency is that the Proposition 116 funds become available to other Counties
in June 2010. It is likely that some of those Counties have more significant
transportation projects that could better use these funds for the benefit of a far
larger portion of California, particularly in these dire economic times. While
purchase of the ROW may be a unique opportunity to preserve the ROW, the
ROW itself has significant limitations. It is too narrow in many places for either
continuing rail service with an adjacent bicycle/pedestrian path on the ROW, or
for double tracks required for commuter service.

2 Mostly state-funded; if the ST/P funds are not approved, what is
allernate funding source?
If STIP funds are not approved, the intention would be to obtain a loan from the
Coastal Conservancy for up to $10 million. The no-interest loan would have to be
paid off at the rate of $1 million per year—significantly cutting into funds that can
be used for other more important transportation needs.

3. Specify how the ilne will be used, what improvements will be made,
and when this will be done?
Following the closure of CEMEX, which accounted for vast majority of freight
traffic on the ROW, the use consists of storage of cars on the line and a few
freight trips per month. In order to meet the Proposition 116 requirements for
Santa Cruz County, a recreational rail project called the “dinner train” has been
proposed. Its impact on local traffic and parking conditions has not been
addressed and the RTC, in its haste to establish the dinner train, has summarily
waived the longstanding RTC policy 2.4.6 I’Retain the option offuture in-county
passenger rail service for when it is financially feasible, acceptable to the community,
and only after completion ofan environmental impact report. “j requiring an El R for
any passenger rail service deveJopment on the ROW. Track improvements will
be made to bring the section of track (Santa Cruz to Davenport) anticipated for
the dinner train to Class 1. At least $5 million in structural repairs and
improvements must be spent in order to meet the requirements of the contract of
sale. Initial recreational rail service is projected to begin in May of 2012.
Operating plan(s) are summarized in Business and Management Plan AnalysIs-
20 101. Projected lease-income estimates are summarized in the Lease
Analysis2. The RTC and the short-line-operator have high hopes of new
business, but if they are real, why didn’t Union Pacific capitalize on them?

4. Provide an operating p/an for the existing freight service, including
how much income comes from leases and from continuing the current
fre,iht operations?
Operating plan(s) are summarized in Business and Management Plan analysis-

20101. Projected lease income estimates are summarized in the Lease
Analysis2. The RTC and the short-line-operator have high hopes of new
business, but if they are real, why didn’t Union Pacific capitalize on them?



5. Provide detailed financial information as to what would be the cost of
maintaining the line?
Financial information, such as it is, is provided in Business and Management
Plan Analysis 20101 and the Track Maintenance Planning/Cost Evaluation of the
Santa Cruz Branch Line3.

6. If the County will use an operator, will that require a subsidy?
Yes, the RTC has hired a short-line-operator (actually initially hired by Union
Pacific). The short-line-operator is most interested in running the dinner train.
The cost of purchase of the ROW to run the dinner train is a public subsidy of the
first order, even ignoring the probable continued subsidy that only disappears if
leases2 are found as projected and the short-line-operator doesn’t walk after
sustaining major losses1.

7 What is the most recent ridership estimate for a passenger service?
Initial recreational rail service is projected1 to provide 19,000 rides and begin in
May of 2012; two years later, the number of rides provided is projected to grow by
260%!

The answers to questions 8-1 1:
8. What is the most recent cost estimate (capital) to institute passenger service?
9. What is the most recent cost estimate to operate passenger service?
10. Instituting passenger service would require a large public investment, what is the

anticioated source of those public funds?
11. Operating a passenger service would likely require a large subsidy, what is the potential

source of those funds?
are addressed, with respect to the recreational rail service, in the three references
previously cited.

To put these last four questions in the context of a real passenger service which would
be intended to provide public transportation, I call your attention to the 1998 Major
Transportation Investment Study4(MTIS). The MTIS is the only reliable report on
passenger rail service on the ROW, though there have been many others that studied
rail alone. The MTIS studied improvements to our total (pedestrian, bicycles, cars,
buses, and trains) transportation system, estimated both capital and operating costs,
and simulated and predicted County-wide traffic flow (and traffic congestion) and County
resident’s choices of transportation modes and routes to travel.

The MTIS showed passenger rail didn’t make a dent in our transportation needs; for
example:

• Few people chose to use rail [fewer than six in one thousand trips used rail];
Highway 1 currently carries about 28 times as many people each day as the
MTIS-projected rail boardings.

• Even after improving the rail and operating at speeds up to 45 mph, over an hour
was required for the train trip from UCSC to Watsonville

• 80 percent of rail boardings occurred between UCSC and Capitola
• More than 80 percent of all public transit trips were carried by buses, in

alternatives that featured passenger rail.



• Annual operating and maintenance costs for each of the rail alternatives were
between $14- and $19-million, or the equivalent of the annual proceeds from a
percent sales tax.

• Capital costs were very large; higher than adding HOV lanes to Hwy 1.

The MTIS results showed that passenger rail on the branch line between Watsonville

and Santa Cruz would not reduce congestion even after committing as much funding as
necessaryto upgrade tracks, rebuild trestles, buy rail vehicle equipment, and install

safety devices.

One of the fundamental issues is that the ROW has many tight turns and is too narrow
in many places for double track. Rail enthusiasts discount the MTIS as a “gold plated

system” and claim that the costs projected in it are excessive, It is interesting to note

that the track studies3done as part of the due diligence for purchase, show that it would

cost $150 million, just to bring the track from its current Excepted status to Class 11(30

mph maximum passenger rail speed). In 1998, the MTIS estimated approximately the
same amount for Class III (60 mph maximum passenger rail speed).

Based on the MTIS findings, the project would be very unlikely to attract significant

Federal or State funding. We have had very poor success in recent years of passing

sales taxes associated with transportation. We already pay 1/2 percent sales tax to
subsidize the Santa Cruz Metro bus service and the RTC.

References:
1. Business and Management Plan Analysis, Renaissance Rail, 2010:

http://www.sccrtc.org/pdf/RAIL%2OACQUISITION/EconDocs/BizPlanAnalysis03l 0.pdf
2 Lease Analysis Summary, Colliers Pinkard, 2009:

http:Ilwww. sccrtc. orp/pdf/RAI L%2OACQU ISITION/EconDocs/LeaseSumm09 1 0.pdf
3 Track Maintenance Planning/Cost Evaluation for the Santa Cruz Branch Line,

Egan Consulting Group, 2009:
http:IIwww.sccrtc.orciIdfIRAl L%2OACQU ISITION/lnspectDocslTrackl nspectl 209.pclf

4 Major Transportation Investment Study, Parsons Brinkerhoff, 1998:
Parts 1, 2, and 3: http://www.sccrtc.org/pdf/mtis/mtispart1.pdf;
http:/Iwww.sccrtc.orcjlpdflmtislmtispart2 . pdf; http://www.sccrtc.orci/pdf/mtis/mtispa rt3. pdf



James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N. Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

/
DOWNTOWN ASSOCIATION

OF SANTA CRUZ

RE: Support for SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and STIP Funds for
Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp,

The Downtown Business Association of Santa Cruz supports the Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Commission’s effort to purchase and improve of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line and urge

you to approve their application to fund the project.

This underutilized right-of-way offers a unique opportunity to provide vastly improved access to all
primary destinations in Santa Cruz County including Downtown Santa Cruz, a major business district and

tourist center. The transportation projects envisioned for this right-of-way will help address local
transportation issues and resources. In addition, the project would enhance economic activity associated
with the local tourism industry, a key sector of the local economy, which has suffered recently due to the

economic downtown.

Thank you for your consideration and your past support of transportation initiatives in Santa Cruz County.

We hope that you and your colleagues will approve the application and allocation request for this important

project.

Sincerely,

Downtown Business Association of Santa Cruz Board of Directors

Cc:
Santa Cruz County Transportation Commission
Senator Joe Simitian
Assemblyman Bill Monning

831.429.8433

903 Pacific Avenue, Suite 202 + Santa Cruz, CA 95060 + Fax 831.429.1512
www.downtownsantacruz .com



SANTA CRUZ COUNTY BUSINESS COUNCIL—
Addressing Strategic issues Through Private/Public Partnership

6’
OPEN LETTER

TO THE COMMUNITY
PROPOSED UNION PACIFIC

RAIL PURCHASE
In contrast to the actions of other organizations in the
county, the Santa Cruz County Business Council
(SCCBC) is not taking an official position on the
proposed purchase of the Union Pacific Rail Line.
The Regional Transportation Commission (TRC), has
taken several years and many consultants to study
and deliberate the complexities of the proposed
purchase in closed session, yet has allowed only a
few weeks for public comment and review. That is
hardly sufficient time for a thorough public review.
The Santa Cwz community rightly expects the
Business Councils opinion on any matter, especially
one that involves a potentially huge public financial
investment, to indude a thorough review. This review
would require sufficient time for experts to validate or
dispute assumptions and claims, as well as, to identify
and then estimate any future costs to the residents
of Santa Cruz County. Regrettably, this cannot be
accomplished in the short time allocated before a final
vote is scheduled to be taken. We can Only assume
that it is coincidental, that the timing of the RTC’s only
release of a business plan and financial projections,
which may very well obligate the county to a substantial
commitment for generations, comes just 30-days
before it bumps up against a June deadline to qualify
for partial state funding.

For many, the dream of a train that would transport
tourists from Santa Cruz to Davenport a few days a week
during peak tourism months and/or a future walk and
bikeway for county residents is worth consideration. The
SCCBC agrees that this dream issthy of conskieration.
However, the entire Santa Cruz community should be
given the opportunity to decide if the proposed rail line
purchase is worth the huge expense that such a
dream’ will cost. Moreover, is the purchase and related
ongoing commitment worth a possible reduction of
other transportation services such as bus service,
maintenance of local roads and streets and long
overdue freeway improvements? There is a limited
amount of transportation dollars that can be spent and
the entire community must prioritize where these
dollars will be allocated.

Like many things we all personally desire, there is a
cost that comes along with them. The cost is not only
in scarce dollars, but also in what we have to give up
to afford not only the initial purchase but also the
ongoing maintenance of our desires.

What the SCCBC hopes to convey to the public in this
letter is our Observations and Considerations’ regarding
the proposed purchase and our belief that these are
worthy of additional exploration and further explanation.

OBSERVATIONS AND CONSIDERATIONS:

1. Total purchase price is $19.2 million fora property
that was appraised several times and valued from
a low of $6.5 million to a high of $14.3 million.

2. Estimated 5-year cost of improvements to the
32 bridges and 9 culverts is between $3.9 million
and $5.4 million and does not Include the cost for
needed improvements to any of the rail crossings.

3. The most recent RTC business plan reflects a
deficit of $433 thousand in year one to a deficit of
$131 thousand in the fifth year for the rail line

operator. These projected deficits do not include
maintenance costs to the rail line.

4. The cost to the RTC reflects an overall five year
deficit of $93 thousand not including maintenance
costs to the rail line.

5 Continued operation of a rail freight service on
the branch line diminished considerably with the
closure of the CEMEX plant, which eliminated 85%
of the freight carried on the line.

6. Even if the tracks were in good shape, passenger
service does not appear viable due to the lack of
critical mass. Public transportation is seldom self
sustaining. BART, serving some five million people
In the greater S.F. Bay area requires a taxpayer
subsidy. Caltrain is currently in serious financial
trouble.

7. Significant portions of the rail right-of-way
between Santa Cruz and Watsonville will not
accommodate a 10 foot bicycle pedestrian path
adjacent to the rail line. A portion of the right-of-way
from Santa Cruz to Capitola is only 30 feet wide.
This section will not accommodate an adjacent
trail with any sort of rail service in operation.

8. 20”!, of the rail corridor from Santa Cruz to La Selva
will not accommodate a trail with rail operatIon.

9.The business plan assumes that 15,000 dinner
and excursion passengers per year will be served
in the first year of operation with this number
increasing to 30,000 per year. These numbers
translate into 30,000 to 60,000 new auto trips on
weekends in peak summer months and will
require parking.

10. Not providing any rail service would allow a
lower cost of developing a bike and walking path,
but will federal rail authorities allow that to happen
and Would the state then demand its money back?

Based on these observations, the most likely use of
the rail right-of-way in the foreseeable future is for
bicycle and pedestrian use only. This could be construed
as the RTC purchasing a pathway for a local bike
community using the State’s railroad funds. Perhaps
the state will allow this, however, the state will not be
there when a huge dollar commitment will be needed
to develop and maintain this 32 mile pathway. The
business plan does not address the initial cost of
developing a trail adjacent to the rail line. The RTC
has estimated that a minimum of $32 million would be
needed. Seven million dollars has been secured for
the Monterey Bay Sanctuary Trail, some of which
could be used for this project, but there still remains a
shortfall of at least $25 million. The projected cost of
paving and fencing a trail is $1 million per mile. This
estimate does not include structural modifications on
bridges, retaining walls or significant grading. The
public should not be surprised when it is obligated to
foot this bill” and a very expensive bill it will be.

Sincerely,

Judy Doering Nielsen
Executive Director, SCCBC

P.O. Box 1267 Freedom, CA 95019 Judydne]ser@sbcgoboI.oet



Bimla To Juan Guzman/HQlCaltrans/CAG0v@DOT
Rhinehart/HQlCaltrans/CAGo cc Andre Boutros/HQlCaltrans/CAG0v@DOT

05/12/2010 05:19 AM bcc

Subject Fw: Santa Cruz County

Fyi

From: ‘m-jkeogh” [m-jkeogh@comcast.net}
Sent: 05/11/2010 07:58 PM MST
To: <bimla.rhinehart@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: Santa Cruz County

May 11, 2010

Mr. James Earp
Chair, CA Transportation Commission
928 Second Street, Suite 200
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Sir:

The voter’s understanding of Proposition 116 was to support and enhance passenger rail service.
If Santa Cruz County is awarded these funds, the following will assuredly need to happen, based
the RTC’s studies if commercial rail is to continue.

1. Trackage, currently excepted status, will need to be upgraded to Class 1 (25 mph max.) at
a cost of $60 to $80 million.

2. Bridge, trestle, etc upgrade to minimum seismic protection will cost another $50 million

These needs ($110 to $130 million) have no foreseeable funding source and are only a partial
cost.

If this single track system will need to operate at Class 2 status to qualify for passenger rail, the
following improvements will be mandatory.

1. Upgrade trackage, bridge, trestle, etc. to operate at Class 2 condition.

2. Install stations, landings, parking lots, and bypass trackage.



3. Create signal and control systems and an operational and communication center.

4. Install at grade crossing protection.

5. Locate and build a car barn and train yard.

6. Purchase rolling stock.

If the initial improvements will cost approximately $120 million, the final total system
improvements are is in the range of $350 to $400 million.

Interestingly, the capital costs are probably not the major hurdle. Currently, the only fungible,
operational, funds available are the TDA monies. Approximately 80-90% of these funds are
currently given to the Transit District for our bus service. These funds support what the Federal
Government identifies as one the top ten small rural bus systems in the nation. The situation,
after operational dollars for the train system are diverted from the buses, will be a major down
sizing of the bus system. There will be more buses, drivers, and routes lost than are reflected in
the number of rail passengers.

Coincidently, there will be large demand for new routes to support the train. This demand,
absent operational friends, can only be answered by eliminated bus service to other parts of the
county not served by the train.

Capital dollars are daunting, but pale by comparison to disruption to and elimination service of
the bus system brought on by the shift in operational dollars.

A passenger rail system is a venture that Santa Cruz County can not and will not afford.

Sincerely,

Michael W. Keogh
Past Santa Cruz Country Regional Transportation Commissioner



County of Santa Cruz
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

701 OCEAN STREET, SUITE 500, SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060-4069
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May 6, 2010 2C

California Transportation Commission

___

1120 N Street, Room 2221
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: FUNDING FOR ACQUISITION OF UNION PACIFIC
PAIL LINE IN SANTA CRUZ COUNTY

Dear Members of the Commission:

On Tuesday, April 20, 2010, the Santa Cruz County Board of
Supervisors unanimously voted to support the acquisition of the
Union Pacific rail line in Santa Cruz County by the Santa Cruz
County Regional Transportation Commission. In addition, the
Board directed me to write you to urge your support for the
funding necessary to complete the purchase.

The decision to permanently preserve this critical transportation
corridor for the people of Santa Cruz County and the State of
California represents a once in a lifetime opportunity. Public
support for the acquisition is very broad based. Over 150 people
attended a recent public hearing on the matter, at which the vast
majority of the testimony was favorable.

Particularly now, when the major freight customer using the
service has closed and the line could be abandoned and sold off
in pieces, it is critical for public ownership to protect the
corridor. The Regional Transportation Commission is committed to
continuing freight service and has already approved a proposal
for recreational passenger service on a portion of the line.

Your Commission’s approval of funding is essential for the
acquisition to take place. Not only will your support make
available the funds allocated to Santa Cruz County in Proposition
116, but it will assure the permanent protection of this vital
transportation resource.



May 6, 2010
Page 2

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

TONY CAMP S. Chairpe4son

TC:ted

Board of upervisors/

cc: Senator Simitian
Assembly Member Monning
Assembly Member Caballero
SCCRTC
Clerk of the Board

5019A6
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May 5, 2010

James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street, Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Support for SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and STIP Funds
for Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp,

The City of Santa Cruz Redevelopment Agency supports the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation
Commission’s (SCCRTC) efforts to purchase and improve the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line and urges
you to approve their application to fund the project. Acquisition and improvement of this 120-year-old,
32-mile coastal rail corridor has been a community priority for decades and will help to provide
multimodal solutions to significant transportation problems in the central coast region. In addition to
preserving the rail corridor, the SCCRTC will implement recreational passenger rail service between
Santa Cruz and Davenport, include the right-of-way in a trail planning effort for rails-with-trails segments
where feasible, and improve structures and rail facilities to facilitate existing and future rail service.

This underutilized right-of-way offers a unique opportunity to provide vastly improved access to all
primary destinations in Santa Cruz County including the downtowns of Santa Cruz, Capitola, and
Watsonville; urban, residential, and industrial areas; schools and colleges; and much of Santa Cruz
County’s 29 miles of beaches, state parks, and other visitor attractions fronting on the Monterey Bay
National Marine Sanctuary. The projects envisioned for this right-of-way will help to address local
transportation challenges by increasing the use of an existing underutilized transportation resource. In
addition, the projects would enhance economic activity associated with the local tourism industry, a key
sector of the local economy which has suffered recently due to economic conditions beyond local control.

As the State works to reduce greenhouse gases and develop a world class rail infrastructure including high
speed rail, it becomes increasingly important to preserve existing rail corridors such as the Santa Cruz
Branch Rail Line. This line could one day be part of the State’s network of rail infrastructure, moving
people and goods with greater energy efficiency and lower emissions. If not preserved now, recreating
such a corridor in the future would be a prohibitive expense.

Thank you for your consideration and your past support of transportation initiatives in Santa Cruz
County. We hope that you and your colleagues will approve the application and allocation request for
this important project.

Sincerely,

Bonnie Lipscomb, Executive Director

cc: SCCRTC
Senator Joe Simitian
Assemblyman Bill Monning



Veronica Rodriguez To
<Veronica .Rodriguez@hsd.c

- o.santa-cruz.ca.us> cc

05/03/2010 04:50 PM bcc

Subject SEIU 521 Supports the Rail Aquisition

We, the members of SEIU 521 Santa Cruz County Chapter,
Support SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and STIP
Funds for Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

We believe the following factors help distinguish the Santa Cruz Branch Line
purchase as a top CTC priority:

• A historic opportunity to acquire a 300 acre transportation corridor in Santa
Cruz County.
• Voters passed bonds in 1990 for local passenger trains.
• The recreational train from Santa Cruz to Davenport will boost eco-tourism.
• By purchasing the rail line, our community can conduct a public process to
determine how to best use this asset.
• Through public management of the rail line, we can clear blighted areas and
allow public access to this corridor.
• The purchase will provide the potential to develop train service within Santa
Cruz County and link Santa Cruz to the rest of the state via the Pajaro Station.

Please take this opportunity and make history for Santa Cruz County.
We encourage and support your approval of the SCCRTC funding request.

Thank You
Veronica Rodriguez
Santa Cruz County Chapter President



[nta Cruz County
Office of Education

BOARD OF EDUCATION
Mr. Jack Dilles
Mr. Aaron Hinde
Mr. Arnold Levine
Mrs. Kathy Mann
Mr. Vic Marani
Mr. Dana M. Sales
Mr. George ‘Bud” Winslow

Michael C. Watkins, Superintendent •400 Encinal Street, Santa Cruz, CA 95060 • 831-466-5600 • FAX 831-466-5607 • www.santacruz.k12.ca.us

James Earp
Chairperson
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Acquisition of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Me. Earp:

—

.—- I
1AY 32010

I L_.---

As the County Superintendent of Schools for Santa Cruz County, it is my pleasure to

write this letter of support for the acquisition of the 32 mile coastal rail corridor through

Santa Cruz County.

This rail line which will include bicycle and pedestrian facilities along with passenger

and freight rail service is an extraordinary opportunity for Santa Cruz County to become

more environmentally sensitive. As a unique asset for our community, it will provide

support to public safety, tourism and an alternative to car transport along this coastal

corridor. This valuable resource will also provide healthy options for our youth with

biking and hiking opportunities.

The purchase of this rail line will be just the first step in planning for a new, unique, and

valuable asset for our county. I urge expediency in purchasing this important public

resource.

Sincerely,

Michael C. Watkins
County erintendent of Schools
Santa Cruz County Office of Education

Copy: Santa Cruz County Transportation Commissioners



California Rail Foundation Richard Tolmach
President

1730 13th Street
Sacramento, CA 95811

Tel: (916) 443-1529
Fax:(91 6) 443-8722

Irailfoundation.org

James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Endorse Prop. 116 and STIP Funds for Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch

Dear Chair Earp,

California Rail Foundation supports the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission program

to purchase and improve the Santa Cruz Branch and urges you to approve its funding application. As one

of the sponsors of Prop. 116, CRF believes this use of rail bonds and STIP funding is merited and long-

overdue. Purchase and improvement of the 32-mile rail corridor will help provide multimodal solutions to

the central coast region’s mobility problems. In addition to preserving tracks, the SCCRTC will implement

recreational rail service between Santa Cruz and Davenport, include the line in a trail planning effort for

rails with trails where feasible, and improve structures and rail facilities to facilitate rail service.

This underutilized right-of-way offers a unique opportunity to provide greatly improved access to all

primary destinations in Santa Cruz County including downtowns of Santa Cruz, Capitola and Watsonville;

urban, residential and industrial zones; schools and colleges; and much of Santa Cruz County’s 29 miles of

beaches, state parks and other visitor attractions fronting on the Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary.

Projects envisioned for this right-of-way will help address local transit needs by increasing the use of an

existing underutilized resource. In addition, projects would enhance economic activity of the local tourism

industry, a key sector of the local economy which has suffered recently due to economic conditions.

As the State works to reduce greenhouse gases and develop a world class rail infrastructure, including

a high speed rail, it becomes increasingly important to preserve existing rail corridors such as the Santa

Cruz Branch Rail Line. It could one day be part of the State’s rail network that moves people and goods

with greater energy efficiency and lower emissions. If not preserved now, recreating such a corridor in the

future would be a prohibitive expense.

Thank you for your consideration and your past support of transportation initiatives in Santa Cruz County.

We hope that you and your colleagues will approve the application and allocation request for this impor

tant project.

Sincerely,—
Richard Tolmach
President, CRF

cc: SCCRTC
Senator Joe Simitian
Assemblyman Bill Monning

May 1, 2010
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James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street, Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814-5680

RE: Endorse Prop. 116 & STIP Funds to Purchase and Improve Santa Cruz Rail Branch

Dear Chair Earp:

The Transit Coalition supports the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
program to purchase and improve the Santa Cruz Branch and urges approval of application for
funding. The Coalition believes use of rail bonds and STIP funding is merited and long-overdue.
Purchase and improvement of this rail corridor will help provide multimodal solutions to central
coast mobility problems. In addition to preserving tracks, SCCRTC will implement recreational
rail service between Santa Cruz and Davenport, include the line in a trail planning effortfor
rails-with-trails when feasible, and improve structures and rail facilities to facilitate rail service.

This right-of-way offers a unique opportunity to provide greatly improved access to all
primary destinations in Santa Cruz County including downtowns of Santa Cruz, Capitola and
Watsonville; urban, residential and industrial zones; schools and colleges; and much of Santa
Cruz County’s 29 miles of beaches, state parks and other visitor attractions fronting on the
Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary. Projects envisioned for this right-of-way will help
address local transit needs by increasing the use of an existing underutilized resource. In
addition, projects would enhance economic activity of the local tourism industry, a key sector
of the local economy which has suffered recently due to economic conditions.

As the State works to reduce greenhouse gases and develop a world class rail infra-structure,
including a high speed rail, it becomes increasingly important to preserve existing rail
corridors such as the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line. It could one day be part of the State’s rail
network that moves people and goods with greater energy efficiency and lower emissions. If
not preserved now, recreating such a corridor in the future would be a prohibitive expense.

Thank you for your consideration and your past support of rail transportation initiatives. We
hope that you and your colleagues will approve the application and allocation request for this
important project.

Sincerely,

Executive Director

cc: SCCRTC
Senator Joe Simitian
Assemblyman Bill Monning



TRAC supports the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission program to
purchase and improve the Santa Cruz Branch and urges you to approve its application for
funding. As one of the sponsors of Prop. 116, TRAC believes this use of rail bonds and STIP
funding is merited and long-overdue. Purchase and improvement of the 32-mile rail corridor
will help provide multimodal solutions to the central coast region’s mobility problems. In
addition to preserving tracks, the SCCRTC will implement recreational rail service between
Santa Cruz and Davenport, include the line in a trail planning effort for rails-with-trails
where feasible, and improve structures and rail facilities to facilitate rail service.

This right-of-way offers a unique opportunity to provide greatly improved access to all
primary destinations in Santa Cruz County including downtowns of Santa Cruz, Capitola
and Watsonville; urban, residential and industrial zones; schools and colleges; and much of
Santa Cruz County’s 29 miles of beaches, state parks and other visitor attractions fronting
on the Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary. Projects envisioned for this right-of-way
will help address local transit needs by increasing the use of an existing underutilized re
source. In addition, projects would enhance economic activity of the local tourism industry,
a key sector of the local economy which has suffered recently due to economic conditions.

As the State works to reduce greenhouse gases and develop a world class rail infrastruc
ture, including a high speed rail, it becomes increasingly important to preserve existing rail
corridors such as the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line. It could one day be part of the State’s rail
network that moves people and goods with greater energy efficiency and lower emissions. If
not preserved now, recreating such a corridor in the future would be a prohibitive expense.

Thank you for your consideration and your past support of rail transportation initiatives. We
hope that you and your colleagues will approve the application and allocation request for
this important project.

Sincerely,

Laura Balderee
TRAC President

cc: SCCRTC
Senator Joe Simitian
Assemblyman Bill Manning

“I”D A( 1025 Ninth Street #223
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James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

April 30, 2010:.

Subject: Union Pacific Rail Line Acquisition by the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation
Commission

Dear Chairman Earp,

The Santa Cruz Group of the Sierra Club supports the SCCRTC Director’s recommendation to
purchase the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line. This 32-mile, 300 acre continuous transportation
corridor would enable the SCCRTC’s prime goal in pursuing this purchase, which is to preserve
the Branch Line as a transportation corridor for future uses.

The SCCRTC recommendation emphasizes train service and also mentions the potential for a
multi-use trail in addition to the rail in the corridor. Sierra Club Transportation Policy favors the
most energy and land conserving and least polluting methods of travel. Walking and cycling are
best. Next is transit including various forms of rail. Accommodation of pedestrians, bicycles, and
public transit should be given priority over private automobiles.

The community goal of creating a continuous bicycle and pedestrian trail paralleling the entire
length of the Santa Cruz County coastline has long been recognized as an asset to
transportation in this county Moreover, a trail along the rail corridor would provide a safe,
continuous route, far superior to existing discontinuous routes on city streets or routes that are
currently planned through environmentally-sensitive habitat.

Sincerely,

N0C
Aldo Giacchino, Chair
Sierra Club--Santa Cruz County Group

“...to explore. enjoy and protect the wild places of the earth.”
Printed on Recycled Paper



Friends of Santa Cruz State Parks
144 School Street

Santa Cruz, CA 95060
t: (831) 429 1840 f: (831) 429 6748

parks@ThatsMyPark.org
ThatsMyPark.org

April 30, 2010

James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Support for SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and
STIP Funds for Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp,

The board of Friends of Santa Cruz State Parks unanimously supports the Santa Cruz County
Regional Transportation Commission’s efforts to purchase and improve the Santa Cruz Branch
Rail Line. I’m writing on their behalf to urge your commission to move forward with this
important acquisition. We respectfully urge you to approve their application to fund the project.

As the local non-profit supporter of coastal Santa Cruz County State Parks, Friends is enthusiastic
about public ownership of this vital transportation corridor. From Coast Dairies to Sunset State
Beach, all but one of our coastal state parks and beaches are within Y2 mile of the rail corridor,
with most being ¼ mile or less from the tracks. In fact, the rail line touches five state park
properties.

We look forward to the day when the rail corridor is fully maximized as a part of the local
transportation network, giving locals and visitors alike the ability to easily access the entire
network of local state parks.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Bonny Hawley, Executive Director
Friends of Santa Cruz State Parks

cc: SCCRTC
Senator Joe Simitian
Assemblyman Bill Monning



Peter Beckmann
Beckmann’ s Bakery
104 Bronson Street #6
Santa Cruz, CA 95062

30 April 2010

James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Support for SCCRTC ‘s Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and STIP
Funds for Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp,

I am writing you in support of the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation
Commission’s effort to purchase the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line. This purchase constitutes one
of Santa Cruz County’s biggest opportunities in planning for future transportation needs.

I am a 26-year resident of Santa Cruz and live and work near the rail line. My business
has 120 employees, who travel from all parts of the county and who would greatly benefit from a
light rail line. This east-west transportation corridor connects all major parts and activity centers
of Santa Cruz County and would be a great asset in expanding Santa Cruz County’s economic
base.

At the same time, utilizing the rail line would vastly increase our County’s recreational
value by bringing much needed relief to our over utilized road system. People live here and
visitors come here, because they want to slow down. Expanded passenger rail service would be a
greatly beneficial addition to our current transportation choices.

Thank you in advance for your and your commission’s support for this once-in-a-lifetime
opportunity in Santa Cruz County.

Sincerely

Peter Beckmann
President, Beckmann’s Bakery

cc: SCCRTC
Senator Joe Simitian
Assemblyman Bill Monning



Ron Pomerantz To juan.guzman@dot.ca.gov
<hectic@cruzio.com>

CC
04/30/2010 02:21 PM

bcc

Subject Strong Support for SCCRTC’s Request for Funds to Acquire
the Santa Cruz Line

April30, 2010
James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814
RE: Support for SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and
STIP Funds for Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line
Dear Chair Earp and Commissioners,
As a retired firefighter I see the UP line in Santa Cruz as a path to a safer and healthier
Community. This is an opportunity of a lifetime to purchase the Satan Cruz Branch Line
for us and future generations to creatively plan for alternative ways to move people and
goods.
The rail line would encourage people to commute in a more environmentally safe and
friendly way. The Rail-trail gives us an alternative to single occupancy cars that kill and
maim tens of thousands each year. Helping to reduce deleterious environmental
impacts of petroleum-based transportation gives us cleaner air and water. Encouraging
more walking and biking reduces the risk of heart disease. This purchase would
support AB 32’s noble goals.
This rail corridor purchase would afford the opportunity to plan creatively new ways for
providing jobs closer to where people live.
A rail line would add immensely in helping to further build sustainable eco-tourism
which would provide jobs and build our economic base.
Roughly 125,000 folks, half of our county’s population, live within a mile of this rail line.
Clearly showing that this purchase would provide safe and easy access for biking or
walking to work, school, shopping, or exercise. The potential of success bursts forth. I
wish you could come here to see and feel the overwhelming public support across the
political spectrum for the rail purchase.
As you approach the challenging process of funding California’s many worthy
transportation projects I ask that you give extra special consideration to the Santa Cruz
County Regional Transportation Commission’s Uniform Transit Application and
allocation request for $10.2 million in Proposition 116 funds and $10 million in STIP
funds for acquisition of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line for corridor preservation, rail
line improvements, passenger and recreational passenger rail service from Watsonville
to Davenport, reconnecting our County as never before. For many years, transportation
planners have seen the coastal rail line as the nerve center of a truly integrated,
multi-modal transportation system that connects trains, busses, cars, bikes, and
pedestrians throughout Santa Cruz County.
As California State Transportation Commissioners you have the distinct opportunity to



make a historically important decision for our Community by putting our coastal rail line
into public ownership so we can plan our transportation future. Please allow us to go
back to the future. I strongly encourage and support your approval of the SCCRTC
funding request for this important, life changing project.
Sincerely,
Ron Pomerantz, SJFD Fire Captain, retired
215 Gharkey Street, Santa Cruz, CA 95060
831-423-2293



Swift Street Courtyard
April 29,20 10

James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Support for SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and STIP
Funds for Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp,

The Swift Street Courtyard supports the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation
Commission’s efforts to purchase and improve the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line and urge you to
approve their application to fund the project. Acquisition and improvement of this 120-year old
32-mile coastal rail corridor has been a community priority for decades and will help to provide
multimodal solutions to significant transportation problems in the central coast region. In addition
to preserving the rail corridor, the SCCRTC will implement recreational passenger rail service
between Santa Cruz and Davenport, include the right-of-way in a trail planning effort for rails
with trails segments where feasible, and improve structures and rail facilities to facilitate existing
and future rail service.

This underutilized right-of-way offers a unique opportunity to provide vastly improved access to
all primary destinations in Santa Cruz County including the downtowns of Santa Cruz, Capitola
and Watsonville; urban, residential and industrial zones; schools and colleges; and much of Santa
Cruz County’s 29 miles of beaches, state parks and other visitor attractions fronting on the
Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary. The projects envisioned for this right-of-way will help
to address local transportation challenges by increasing the use of an existing underutilized
transportation resource. In addition, the projects would enhance economic activity associated with
the local tourism industry, a key sector of the local economy which has suffered recently due to
economic conditions beyond local control.

As the State works to reduce green house gases and develop a world class rail infrastructure,
including high speed rail, it becomes increasingly important to preserve existing rail corridors
such as the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line. It could one day be part of the State’s network of rail
infrastructure that moves people and goods with greater energy efficiency and lower emissions. If
not preserved now, recreating such a corridor in the future would be a prohibitive expense.

Thank you for your consideration and your past support of transportation initiatives in Santa Cruz
County. We hope that you and your colleagues will approve the application and allocation request
for this important project.

Sincerely,

402 Ingalls St. Santa Cruz CA 95O60Ph. 831- 427-9033



h9SANTA CRUZ
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

April 28, 2010

James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street

Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Santa Cruz Chamber of Commerce Support for CTC Funding SCCRTC re Santa Cruz Branch Rail
Line with Proposition 116 and STIP Funds

Dear Chairman Earp:

The Santa Cruz Chamber of Commerce has been an active supporter of the acquisition of the Santa
Cruz Branch Rail Line for more than two decades. More than a decade ago I personally served on a
SCCRTC study group for nearly two years, evaluating this opportunity in great detail. In addition to
providing freight service to key Santa Cruz business properties and providing rail for a core tourism
attraction, the line is an irreplaceable transportation resource with extraordinary potential.

Over last one hundred years this rail line has been a critical piece of our economic infrastructure, It
has brought tourists to our beaches, inputs to our manufacturers and delivered product from lumber
and cement to computers and food products to our customers. These needs continue and are
expected to increase.

The opportunity to provide recreational passenger rail service between Santa Cruz and Davenport,
serve as right-of-way for trail segments, and, as transportation mechanisms improve, to be
considered as a possible resource for local commuter rail, have figured prominently in community
and economic planning for the county.

Its preservation and local control are also bulwark in addressing the uncertainties of future changes
in ti’ansportation and economics as the nation addresses climate change, business efficiencies, and
changing consumer preferences. It is easy to imagine it as our connection to transportation
infrastructure that increasingly relies on rail, high speed commuter connections, a highly automated
mechanism for the transportation of goods, and the densification of housing, services and jobs along
passenger rail cori’idors.

To insure its optimal use in the next decade and preserve it for future opportunities, it must be
acquired and preserved now, It is impossible to image the reacquisition of such a corridor in the
future. The cost would be prohibitive and the property rights and entitlements impossible secure.

Please approve the SCCRTC application and allocation request for purchase and improvement of the
Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line.

William R. Tysseling
Executive Directoi’
For the Board of Directors

cc: SCCRTC
Senator Joe Simitian
Assemblyman Bill Monning

April 29, 2010 Santa Cruz Chamber of Commerce
611 Ocean Street, Santa Cruz,CA 95060

(831) 457-3713 http://wwwsantacruzchamber.org



April 28, 2010

Sandra Coley
Pajaro Valley Transportation Management Association
449 Union Street
Watsonville, CA 95076

James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Support for SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and STIP Funds
for Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp,

The Pajaro Valley Transportation Management Association supports the Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Commission’s efforts to purchase and improve the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line and urge
you to approve their application to fund the project. Acquisition and improvement of this 120-year old 32-
mile coastal rail corridor has been a community priority for decades and will help to provide multimodal
solutions to significant transportation problems in the central coast region. The purchase will provide the
potential to develop a train service within Santa Cruz County and link Santa Cruz to the rest of the region
via the Pajaro Station. In addition to preserving the rail corridor, the SCCRTC will implement
recreational passenger rail service between Santa Cruz and Davenport, which will boost ceo-tourism.

This underutilized right-of-way offers a unique opportunity to provide vastly improved access to all
primary destinations in Santa Cruz County including the downtowns of Santa Cruz, Capitola and
Watsonville; urban, residential and industrial zones; schools and colleges; and much of Santa Cruz
County’s 29 miles of beaches, state parks and other visitor attractions. Voters passed bonds in 1990 for a
publicly owned local passenger train. Public management of the rail line would clear blighted areas, allow
public access to the corridor, and enable the local transportation commission to plan future economic,
transportation, and environmental benefits for the entire community.

The Regional Transportation Commission has been studying this purchase for 10 years including
environmental studies, maintenance requirements, and three different appraisals. The acquisition of the
300-acre transportation corridor in Santa Cruz County is a historic opportunity. The rail line would
address local transportation challenges and could one day be part of the State’s network of rail
infrastructure that moves people and goods with greater energy efficiency and lower emissions.
Purchasing the rail line will offer more opportunities than can presently be conceived and, if it is not
preserved now, recreating such a corridor in the future would be a prohibitive expense.

Thank you for your consideration and your past support of transportation initiatives in Santa Cruz
County. We hope that you and your colleagues will approve the application and allocation request for this
important project.

Sincerely,

Sandra Coley
Pajaro Valley Transportation Management Association

cc: SCCRTC
Ecology Action
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RE: Support for SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and
STIP Funds for Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp,

As you approach the challenging process of funding California’s many worthy
transportation projects I ask that you give special consideration to the Santa Cruz County
Regional Transportation Commission (SCCRTC) Uniform Transit Application and allocation
request for $10.2 million in Proposition 116 funds and $10 million in STIP funds for
acquisition of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line ROW for corridor preservation, rail line
improvements and recreational passenger rail service from Santa Cruz to Davenport.
I believe numerous factors which help distinguish the Santa Cruz Branch Line purchase as a
top CTC priority have been outlined in the “Friends of the Rail Trail (FORT) letter dated
March 18, 2010.

As a retired RN. I believe we can do so much more to encourage our community to
be more active by offering options such as this. It is devastating to think this generation
may not have the same life expectancy as my generation because of our lifestyles and
choices. This is an opportunity to offer more to this generation.

Also, the rail service encourages people to commute in a more environmentally
conscious way. I know most people would like to live where they work - walking distance
being the most desirable but at least biking distance. This transition toward a more
community focused culture will take time to achieve. During economic times such as these
it is not reasonable to expect people to give up jobs to which they must commute or
relocate their families to avoid commuting. Those people with jobs and homes are
fortunate likely to “stay put” until better economic times when such changes are more
reasonable and realistic. The rail would provide a much needed transportation option to
the single occupancy vehicles.

Also mentioned in the letter of March 18th, some 70,000 residents live within half a
mile of the rail line (126,000 within one mile) and would easily access the rail with trail for
biking or walking to work, school, shopping, or exercise. The trail would provide a scenic,
car-free, and safe route through major residential, commercial and school areas. The trail
would provide daily exercise therefore promoting healthy lifestyles and combating obesity
and other diseases associated with a sedentary lifestyle.



As Transportation Commissioners you are facing the opportunity to make history
for Santa Cruz County by bringing our coastal rail line into public ownership. For many
years, transportation planners have seen the coastal rail line as the nerve center of a truly
integrated, multi-modal transportation system that connects trains, busses, cars, bikes, and
pedestrians throughout our County. I encourage and support your approval of the SCCRTC
funding request for this important, voter-approved project.

Sincerely,

Mary Miller, BSN, RN
849 Almar Avenue
Suite C-453
Santa Cruz, CA
95060
831-295-3536
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MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL1 I
809 Center Street, Room 10, Santa Cruz, CA 95060 (831) 420-5020 Fax: (831)420-5011

April 28, 2010

Mr. James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Support for SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and
STIP Funds for Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp:

At its meeting on April 27, 2010, the Santa Cruz City Council passed a motion supporting the
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission’s (SCCRTC) efforts to purchase and
improve the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line and urging you to approve its application to fund the
project. Acquisition and improvement of this 120-year old, 32-mile coastal rail corridor has been
a community priority for decades and will help to provide multimodal solutions to significant
transportation problems in the Central Coast region. In addition to preserving the rail corridor,
the SCCRTC will implement recreational passenger rail service between Santa Cruz and
Davenport, include the right-of-way in a trail planning effort for rails with trails segments where
feasible, and improve structures and rail facilities to facilitate existing and future rail service.

This underutilized right-of-way offers a unique opportunity to provide vastly improved access to
all primary destinations in Santa Cruz County, including the downtowns of Santa Cruz, Capitola,
and Watsonville; urban, residential, and industrial zones: schools and colleges; and much of
Santa Cruz County’s 29 miles of beaches, State parks, and other visitor attractions fronting on
the Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary. The projects envisioned for this right-of-way will
help to address local transportation challenges by increasing the use of an existing underutilized
transportation resource. In addition, the projects would enhance economic activity associated
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Mr. James Earp, Chair
April 28, 2010
Page 2

with the local tourism industry, a key sector of the local economy which has suffered recently
due to economic conditions beyond local control.

As the State works to reduce greenhouse gases and develop a world-class rail infrastructure,
including high-speed rail, it becomes increasingly important to preserve existing rail corridors
such as the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line. It could one day be part of the State’s network of rail
infrastructure that moves people and goods with greater energy efficiency and lower emissions.
If not preserved now, recreating such a corridor in the future would be a prohibitive expense.

Thank you for your consideration and your past support of transportation initiatives in Santa
Cruz County. We hope that you and your colleagues will approve the application and allocation
request for this important project.

Sincerely,

Mike Rotkin
Mayor

cc: SCCRTC
Senator Joe Simitian
Assemblymember Bill Monning

P:\CMAD\Word(Wpfiles)\SUZANNEU\Mayormr2009-20 I O\Letters\CTC. doe
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California Transportation Commission f APR 3 Q n7
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Room 2221 (MS-52) I
Sacramento, CA 95814 -

RE: Support for SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and STIP
Funds for Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp,

As you approach the challenging process of funding California’s many worthy transportation
projects, we, the members of Santa Cruz County Friends of the Rail Trail (FORT), ask that you
give special consideration to the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
(SCCRTC) Uniform Transit Application and allocation request for $10.2 million in Proposition 116
funds and $10 million in STIP funds for acquisition of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line ROW for
corridor preservation, rail line improvements and recreational passenger rail service from Santa
Cruz to Davenport.

We beieve the following factors help distinguish the Santa Cruz Branch Line purchase as a top
CTC priority.

• Prop 116 was voter approved. Santa Cruz County voters strongly supported this
proposition and have paid into the fund since 1991

• Prop 116 funds expire this summer. Once this opportunity has passed it is unlikely
this purchase will be possible in the future.

• The Branch Line will provide an alternative to Highway 1 and Soquel Drive, our only
North-South transit alternatives.

• Santa Cruz passenger rail will serve as a feeder line to Statewide high-speed rail and
qualify for Prop 1A feeder funds.

S’rta Cru7 passenger rai w;l! ccnnnct to Monterey nd he!p revita1’.7e the
impoverished community of Pajaro with a new train station.

• The Rail and Trail project has past, current and future funding from federal (Sam
Fair) and private sources.

• The rail line will improve the quality of life here with more car-free and scenic walking
and biking opportunities for commuters, families and recreational users.

• A 31-mile coastal rail trail helps address health issues such as obesity and carbon
emissions. 14 local schools are within a few blocks of our coastal rail line.

• Local passenger rail service was a top vote-getter of a 2007 Transportation Funding
Survey of potential capital projects.

• The many eco-tourism benefits of both rail and trail will help support our local,
tourism-based economy and increased tourism to the state. A commercial operator,
Sierra Pacific, has been contracted for passenger, tourist, and freight service

Some 70,000 residents live within haifa mile of the rail line (126.000 within one mile) and would
easily access the rail with trail for biking or walking to work, school, shopping, or exercise. The



trail would provide a scenic, car-free, and safe route through major residential, commercial and
school areas. The trail would provide daily exercise therefore promoting healthy lifestyles and
combating obesity and other diseases associated with a sedentary lifestyle.

As Transportation Commissioners you are facing the opportunity to make history for Santa Cruz
County by bringing our coastal rail line into public ownership. For many years, transportation
planners have seen the coastal rail line as the nerve center of a truly integrated, multi-modal
transportation system that connects trains, busses, cars, bikes, and pedestrians throughout our
County. We encourage and support your approval of the SCCRTC funding request for this
important, voter-approved project.

Sincerely,

Michael C. Watkins
Santa Cruz County Superintendent of Schools



The Campaign for Sensible Transportation
P.O. Box 792), Santa Cruz, CA 95061 83168823o4 www.SensibleTransportation.org

April 27. 2010

James Earp. Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Support for the Acquisition of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp:

We are writing on behalf of the Campaign
for Sensible Transportation to express our
support for our Regional Commission’s efforts
to purchase and improve the Santa Cruz
Branch Rail Line. We strongly urge you and
your Commission to approve their application
to fund the project.

We are very fortunate that the oppor
tunity to acquire this currently underused
corridor exists. We must not lose the
opportunity. It is an opportunity that wifi
not come again.

The 32-mile rail line passes through three of our four cities (Watsonville, Capitola and
Santa Cruz). in addition to other unincorporated coimnunit,ies such as La Selva Beacih.
Rio Del Mar, Aptos, Live Oak and Davenport. It also passes through or near several
state parks and beaches—-Manresa.. Seadiff. New Brighton. Twin Lakes, the Santa Cruz
Boardwalk, Natural Bridges, Wilder Ranch, and the more recently acquired Coast Dairies
property.

Furthermore, it connects with the rail line that extends north up the San Loreuzo
River to Henry Cowell State Park and Felton. To the south, it provides the potential for
trips around Monterey Bay to Marina, Seaside and Monterey. Moreover, it provides an
opportunity for the connection to the main line at the Watsonville Junction, and so could
provide a valuable link with Amtrak for passenger service nationally.

Since the corridor has not been used in recent years to serve passengers, most people
have not experienced travel along the rail line. Throughout its length, the line is much
closer to the ocean than is Highway 1. and is remarkably scenic, provi(lmg excellent views

APR 30
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The Sauta (‘ruz Branch Rail Line
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of our California coast. (We are informed by Mike Hart, President and CEO of the Sierra
Railroad Company—now the operator of the freight service on the line—that they “would
welcome the opportunity to share the views along the line with the decision makers”.
Perhaps here is an offer you may wish to take up.)

We are also aware that the Sierra. Railroad Company is working to increase the use

of the rail line for freight. and is also interested in implementing recreational passenger
service between Santa Cru2 and Davenport. We support both, since use of the rail line
could work to reduce traffic on our crowded Highway 1 and would give a. boost to our local
tourism industry

Implementation of projects associated with the rail line corridor will also provide
bug—lasting employment opportunities.

Finally, acquisition of this rail corridor is consistent with state and national efforts
to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. It could in the future be part of the network of
rail infrastructure that moves people and goods with greater energy efficiency and lower
emissions. If we do not act now to take advantage of this opportunity, recreating such a
transportation colTidor in the future will be next to impossible.

in conclusion, we urge your strong support of the acquisition.

Sincerely,

Paul Elerick, Co-chair Peter Scott, Co-chair
The Campaign for Sensible Transportation

cc: Congressman Saiui Farr
State Senator Joe Simitian
Assemblymember Bill Monning
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
Sierra Railroad Company
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James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N. Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Support for SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and STIP Funds for
Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp,

My name is Karl Heiman and 1, as Co-Chair of Think Local First — County of Santa Cruz representing 340 local
businesses in Santa Cruz County, support the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission’s effort to
purchase and improve of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line and urge you to approve their application to fund the
project.

This underutilized right-of-way offers a unique opportunity to provide vastly improved access to all primary
destinations in Santa Cruz County including Downtown Santa Cruz, a major business district and tourist center.
The transportation projects envisioned for this right-of-way will help address local transportation issues and
resources. In addition, the project would enhance economic activity associated with the local tourism industry, a
key sector of the local economy, which has suffered recently due to the economic downtown.

Thank you for your consideration and your past support of transportation initiatives in Santa Cruz County.

We hope that you and your colleagues will approve the application and allocation request for this important project.

Sincerely

KaiZ
Co-Chair
Think Local First — County of Santa Cruz

Cc:
Santa Cruz County Transportation Commission
Senator Joe Simitian
Assemblyman Bill Monning

ThhiIr I nl i’; .cc....÷.-. r’......



David James Terrazas
849 Almar Street, Suite C-113

Santa Cruz, CA 95060

April 26, 2010

James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Support for SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and STIP Funds
for Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp,

As a neighborhood leader and as current chair of the Santa Cruz City Transportation Commission I urge
the California Transportation Commission’s (CTC) support of the Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Commission’s (SCCRTC) efforts to purchase and improve the Santa Cruz Branch Rail
Line and respectfully ask you to approve their application for project funding.

With your approval the SCCRTC will implement recreational passenger rail service between Santa Cruz
and Davenport, include the right-of-way in a trail planning effort for rails with trails segments where
feasible, and improve structures and rail facilities to facilitate existing and future rail service. These
actions will have an immediate impact on the well-being of our community and mark the revitalization of
an underutilized transportation corridor. Your approval will increase access to primary destinations
throughout Santa Cruz County including the downtowns of Santa Cruz, Capitola and Watsonville; urban,
residential and industrial zones; schools and colleges as well as beaches, state parks and other visitor
serving attractions fronting on the Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary. Future planning for this
critical transportation corridor will increase transportation opportunities for residents and visitors of our
region and also enhance economic activity in an area ripe for revitalization.

As the State works to reduce green house gases and develop a world class rail infrastructure, including
high speed rail, it becomes increasingly important to preserve existing rail corridors such as the Santa
Cruz Branch Rail Line. Furthermore, this acquisition could one day be part of the State’s network of rail
infrastructure that moves people and goods with greater energy efficiency and lower emissions. If we
don’t act now we may never have another opportunity to secure this corridor and begin the planning to
invest in the long-term sustainability of our community.

Thank you for your consideration of this request and for your past support of transportation initiatives in
Santa Cruz County. We hope that you and your colleagues will approve the application and allocation
request for this important project for our state.

Respectfully,

cc: SenatorJoeSimitian
Assemblyman Bill Monning -

SCCRTC (Fax: 831-460-3215)



Linda Wilshusen

1115 Live Oak Avenue
Santa Cruz, CA 95062

April 24, 2010

James Earp, Chair Lç,)
California Transportation Commission F ___

1120 N Street / APR 27 /
Room 2221 (MS-52) 2io

Sacramento, CA 95814
L

RE: Support for Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission’s
Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and STIP Funds for
Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp and Members of the California Transportation Commission:

I am writing in strong support of the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation
Commission’s (SCCRTC) allocation request for Proposition 116 and STIP funds for
acquisition and improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line. As former
Executive Director of the SCCRTC, I worked many years on this project and am
thrilled that it has reached this final key decision point!

Since the possibility of acquiring the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line first arose in
1990 with the drafting of Proposition 116, it has been clear to me that having this
corridor under public ownership would be a significant step toward achieving the
goal of a robust, flexible, and sustainable transportation system in Santa Cruz
County. While economically linked with the greater San Francisco Bay Area,
Santa Cruz County’s geographic separation from this major urbanized region
results in unique transportation challenges and opportunities.

As the first major transportation corridor in the county, the Santa Cruz Branch
Rail Line traverses and connects our three older cities of Santa Cruz, Capitola,
and Watsonville, as well as the unincorporated urban areas of Aptos and Live
Oak; nearly all state and local beaches between Davenport and Manresa;
recreational and scientific facilities of state and national significance; numerous
local business “villages” and attractions; most major industrial areas in the
county; and, in Pajaro, the branch line connects our county with the main
California coast rail line. Over a quarter of Santa Cruz County’s population lives
within walking distance of this rail corridor.

This propitious location of the corridor provides a wealth of options for future
transportation uses, including public transportation via the use of trams, visitor
serving and special event train service, pedestrian and bicycle paths adjacent to



the rail line in numerous locations, and continuation of freight rail service. All of

these possible future transportation uses will support and enhance our local

economy, in particular for those businesses which are dependent on short

distance in-county commuting, for those which can achieve cost savings by
shifting freight from truck transport to train, and for the transport, recreation,

and visitor-serving economic sectors.

The visitor-serving sector is a major part of our local economy. The scenic vistas

of our lovely region offered by the rail corridor in varied locations - views of the

Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary from the north coast and mid-county,
bird watching along the sloughs in south county, views from historic trestles,
views of parks, beaches, and boats — provide opportunities for increased
appreciation of our Central Coast environment in ways that allow transportation

to be an enjoyable and positive part of the experience. In the mid-1990’s, three

demonstration train events (the Return of the Sun Tan Special, Amtrak’s Flexliner,

and Siemens’ RegioSprinter) were packed with riders of all ages who expressed
unabashed enthusiasm at the possibility of ongoing train or tram service along

this rail line.

Similar to the challenges of the past two decades, when this important project
was able to slowly move forward despite minority opposition and the merger of
two huge railroads, public ownership of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line will no
doubt present similar challenges as the full range of transportation opportunities
it offers unfolds over time. Fortunately, the SCCRTC will have many partners,
funding and otherwise, as it moves forward with these projects, because many of

us in the community are thoroughly excited by the anticipated adventure of
resurrecting an underutilized travel corridor and transforming it into something

that can serve our local businesses, families and neighborhoods into the future.

Amidst an otherwise fairly dismal era for our state and country, this project
shines with hope. Thank you for your “YES” vote for this great project, and thank
you for your dedication and commitment to serving the public and its hope for a
secure and sustainable future.

Sincerely,

LJ4&L-
Linda Wilshusen
SCCRTC Executive Director 1985-2004

cc: Congressman Sam Farr, Senator Joe Simitian, Assemblyman Bill Monning,
SCCRTC, Sierra Northern Railway



I4oe 0% POWeR!
SENSIBLE TRANSPORTATION FOR SANTA CRUZ COUNTY

703 Pacific Avenue
Santa Cruz, CA 95060

www. peoplepowersc.org
(831) 425-0665

California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

4/24/2010

Re: Support for Public Purchase of Santa Cruz Branch Line

Dear Commissioners,

People Power is an advocacy group for transportation alternatives in Santa Cruz County.
We have 500 members including Fred Keeley and John Laird. On behalf of our members,
I am writing today to urge you to support the SCCRTC’s application to purchase the
Santa Cruz Branch Line.

Placing the Santa Cruz Branch Line in public ownership will create the potential for an
alternative transportation corridor that could be used to increase mobility and access
within Santa Cruz County and betwer Santa Cruz County Rnd oth detinatien arouni
the state and nation. This “Green Line” will also increase ecologically friendly tourism
and related industries, as well as encourage smart growth infill-style development.

People Power is committed to supporting the greatest public good possible on this
corridor, which means developing some kind of public rail system on the tracks, in
addition to recreational rail service and increased freight service. A train, tram, or trolley
would allow Santa Cruz to connect with one or more Amtrak train routes at the
Watsonville Junction just over the county line in Monterey County. It would allow Santa
Cruz residents to participate in a wider array of socioeconomic opportunities by tying
them to the Monterey County rail system planned to link Monterey, Watsonville,
Salinas, Castroville and Gilroy. Via Gilroy, Santa Cruz residents could access Cal train
and the California High Speed Rail System.



Within the county, a rail system would encourage “smart”, urban infill development at
various hubs already situated on the rail line: the cities of Santa Cruz, Capitola, and
Watsonville and the unincorporated towns of Davenport, Live Oak, and Aptos. Taken in
combination with the above-mentioned transportation alternatives, a rail system
represents an opportunity to redevelop large areas of Santa Cruz County around
pedestrian and bicycle friendly hubs. This, in turn, would allow for growth at a low cost
to the environment, especially if built in conjunction with multi-use trails, some of them
alongside the rail corridor.

People Power has long been a public advocate of this kind of “Green Line” transportation
and infill vision. In addition to numerous articles and talks in local newspapers and radio
shows, we co-hosted a symposium on the potential for a rail system with then California
Assemblyperson John Laird, and spoke at the 2008 TRAC conference about why cyclists
and pedestrians should support trains. We worked to elect a new Supervisor in Live Oak
when then Supervisor Jan Beautz opposed a train and the infill development that tends to
accompany it. We are also on record in support of a variety of different recreational rail
proposals.

We understand that, in some regions, bicycle and pedestrian advocates team up with
neighborhood groups to rip up tracks and put in rails-to-trails systems. That is not going
to happen in Santa Cruz County. Bicyclists and a majority of neighborhoods support
passenger service along the line, while opposition to the purchase comes from a very
small number of residents (most of them in the La Selva neighborhood).

People Power urges you to fully fund the acquisition of the Santa Cruz Rail Line. We
look forward to working with your commission and our local SCCRTC to bring
passenger rail to Santa Cruz County and the rest of California.

Thank you for your consideration. Please contact me if you have any questions about
People Power or our vision for the rail line.

Sincerely
Micah Posner

Director
People Power

cc: SCCRTC
California Senator Joe Simitian
California Assemblyperson Bill Monning



420 CAPITOLA AVENUE

CAPITOLA, CALIFORNIA 95010

TELEPHONE (831) 475-7300

FAX (831) 479-8879

April 23, 2010

Commissioners to the Santa Cruz County
Regional Transportation Commission

1 523 Pacific Avenue
Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Dear Transportation Commissioners,

The Capitola City Council, at its meeting held April 22, 2010, unanimously directed me to write a
letter to you in support of the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission’s effort to
acquire the 32 mile long coastal rail corridor in Santa Cruz County. The City Council urges you to
complete the purchase as quickly as possible and begin planning for a rail WITH trail transportation
system on the corridor. Given the number of people that live near the corridor, a train and rail
system would be a real asset to our community. ft would support public safety, eco-tourism,
access to services by children and other non-drivers and help to decrease our local contribution to
global warming.

Purchasing the corridor is fiscally responsible and has been adequately studied over the past 8
years. The Council does not see how merely owning the corridor could put the county at risk
financially, particularly with the option of leasing out small parcels adjacent to the corridor. If freight
or recreation trains use the tracks, they simply need to be charged enough to maintain them.

Given that the funds to be used to acquire the line can only be used for transportation and that
more than half of them can only be used to support rail transportation in the county, it would be
irresponsible NOT to buy the corridor and lose the taxes that we have already paid into this fund.

The City Council also supports the idea of a rail WITH trail system along the corridor in which a
subsidized passenger rail service would co-exist with a bike and pedestrian trail, and we view the
acquisition of the rail line as the first step towards this system and see no significant public risk in
acquiring the corridor and beginning a planning and evaluation process for the project.

Again, please move forward with purchasing this important public resource as soon as possible.

Sam Stor
Mayor
samforcapitola(att. net

R:Agenda Staff Reports\201 0 Agenda Reports\422-1 0\SPEED LETTERS\SCCRTC Rail line Purchase Support_ltr.doc



April23 2010
APR30 2010

Mr. James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street, Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Support for Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission ‘s
Application and Allocation Request for Propos;tion 116 arid STIP Funds for
Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp:

The Capitola City Council, at its meeting of April 22, 2010, unanimously directed me
to write a letter to you in support of the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation
Commission’s efforts to purchase and improve the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line, and
to urge you to approve their application to fund the project. Acquisition and
improvement of this 120-year old 32-mile coastal rail corridor has been a community
priority for decades and will help to provide multimodal solutions to significant
transportation problems in the central coast region. In addition to preserving the rail
corridor, the SCCRTC will implement recreational passenger rail service between
Santa Cruz and Davenport, include the right-of-way in a trail planning effort for rails
with trails segments where feasible, and improve structures and rail facilities to
facilitate existing and future rail service.

This underutilized right-of-way offers a unique opportunity to provide vastly improved
access to all primary destinations in Santa Cruz County including the downtowns of
Santa Cruz, Capitola and Watsonville; urban, residential and industrial zones;
schools and colleges; and much of Santa Cruz County’s 29 miles of beaches, state
parks and other visitor attractions fronting on the Monterey Bay National Marine
Sanctuary. The projects envisioned for this right-of-way will help to address local
transportation challenges by increasing the use of an existing underutilized
transportation resource. In addition, the projects would enhance economic activity
associated with the local tourism industry, a key sector of the local economy which
has suffered recently due to economic conditions beyond local control.

As the State works to reduce green house gases and develop a world class rail
infrastructure, including high speed raU, t becomes increasingly important to preserve
existing rail corridors such as the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line. It could one day be
part of the State’s network of rail infrastructure that moves people and goods with
greater energy efficiency and lower emissions. If not preserved now, recreating such
a corridor in the future would be a prohibitive expense.



Mr. James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
April 23, 2010
Page 2

Thank you for your consideration and your past support of transportation initiatives in

Santa Cruz County. We hope that you and your colleagues will approve the

app’ication and allocation request for this important project.

cc: SCCRTC —fax 831-460-3215
Senator Joe Simitian
Assemblyman Bill Monning

Since i

Mayor

R:\Agenda Staff Reports\2010 Agenda Reports\4-22-1O\SPEED LEITERS\CTC Rail line Purchase Support_ltr.docx



SANTA CRIJZ
BICYCLE INDUSTRY COAUTION

April 21, 2010

“Use the prestige and economic power ofthe local bicycling industry to increase
and enhance bicycle use in Santa Cruz County.”

Mr. James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street, Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Chairman Earp,

The Santa Cruz Bicycle Industry Coalition strongly supports the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation
Commission’s Uniform Transit application and allocation request for $10.2 million in Proposition 116 funds and
$10 million in State Transportation Improvement Program funds for acquisition of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line
right-of-way for corridor preservation, rail line improvements and recreational passenger rail service from Santa
Cruz to Davenport.

The rail right-of-way purchase would expand green transportation options with more passenger and freight
train service. The proposed passenger train service from the City of Santa Cruz to the north coast town of
Davenport would aid Davenport’s economy. Train service would reduce car traffic along Highway I by
allowing train passengers to access popular north coast beaches and enjoy spectacular views of the California
coast without driving.

Increase tourist activity has a positive ripple effect for the local economy, which is dependent on a healthy
tourist industry. Revenues from visitors help fill local governments’ general fund therefore leading to better
services for cyclists. More public funds provides for bike lanes, pothole maintenance, and other infrastructure
improvements.

Currently the rail corridor, which runs along the Coast of Santa Cruz County, is greatly underutilized. The
corridor has the potential to fulfill compatible green transportation modes including bike and walking trails in
conjunction with rail. There are numerous examples in the United States of popular trails along active rail
lines.

The Santa Cruz Bicycle Industry Coalition is a business association of over 30 bicycle companies, employee some
600 workers, and generating over $160 million in annual revenues located in Santa Cruz County. Thank you for
your consideration of this important economically and environmentally beneficial transportation project
which will benefit Santa Cruz County, the Monterey Bay region and California.

Sincerely,

John Brown
President
Santa Cruz Bicycle Industry Coalition

Cc: Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission

P0 Box 8425

Santa Cruz, CA 95061

__

www.scbic.org



Phil Kaplan To juan.guzman©dot.ca.gov
<kaplanvb@cruzio.com>

04/21/2010 07:16 PM
bcc

Subject Rail Trail Purchase in Santa Cruz

We just wanted to add our support to the purchase of the Rail Trail in Santa

Cruz. We think it will offer so many new opportunities for our community.

Thank you,

Phil and Susie Kaplan
100 N. Rodeo Gulch Rd #29

Soquel, Ca. 95073



o EcologyAction
Innovation • Partnership . Community

April 21, 2010

Mr. James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street, Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814
Telephone: (916) 654-4245
FAX: (916) 653-2134

Dear Chairman Earp,

Ecology Action of Santa Cruz strongly supports the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission’s
Uniform Transit application and allocation request for $10.2 million in Proposition 116 funds and $10 million in State
Transportation Improvement Program funds for acquisition of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line right-of-way for corridor
preservation, rail line improvements and recreational passenger rail service from Santa Cruz to Davenport.

The rail right-of-way purchase would expand the opportunity for greater eco-transportation with more passenger
and freight train service. The proposed passenger train service from the City of Santa Cruz to the North Coast town
of Davenport would provide a much needed economic boost to Davenport. The town recently lost its main source of
employment and revenue with the closure of the more than 1 00-year old CEMEX cement plant. The proposed
Sierra Northern Railroad passenger service would boost eco-tourism and greatly aide the town’s economy with a
greater emphasis on environmentally sustainable commerce. Trair service would reduce car traffic along Highway I
by allowing train passengers to access popular north coast beaches and enjoy spectacular views of the California
coast without driving.

The future potential of expanded passenger train service along the Santa Cruz line would provide rail links to the rest
of the Monterey Bay, San Francisco Bay and California as passenger train service continues to grow throughout the
state. Passenger trains are widely supported by Santa Cruz county residents as local voters strongly supported
proposition 116 and have paid into the fund since 1991. In a 2007 transportation survey of 600 randomly selected
County residents, passenger train service and facilities was broadly endorsed.

Currently the rail corridor, which runs along the Coast of Santa Cruz County, is greatly underutilized. The corridor
has the potential to fulfill compatible green transportation modes including bike and walking trails in conjunction
with rail. There are numerous examples in the United States of popular trails along active rail lines.

Established in 1 970, Ecology Action is a nonprofit environmental consultancy delivering cutting-edge education services,
technical assistance, and program implementation for initiatives that assist individuals, business and government to
maximize environmental quality and community well-being.

Thank you for your consideration of this important green transportation project which will benefit Santa Cruz
County, the Monterey Bay region and California.

Sincerely,

Alan Schlenger
President
Ecology Action Board of Directors
E-mail: alan@ucsc.edu

Cc: Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission

F- nl i n md / 0(2(11 0’ I’rinfrd on I 11 ?ii10iiL’ rccdnI /icipet:
P.O. Box 1188 • Santa Cru, CA • 95061-1188 t’t;zi,1: ecoact(aecoact.n,
Pl200e: (831) 426-5925 • Fax: (831) 425-1404 ltlVt(’.CCOIlCt.Org



LOCAL UNION NO. 234
CASTROVILLE TELEPHONE (831) 633-231 1 10300 MERRFTT STREET

MONTEREY TELEPHONE (831) 373-1 41 1 CASTROVILLE, CALIFORNIA 9501 2
(800) 499-4239 WWW.IBEW234.ORG

FAX (831) 633-0570

April 20, 2010

James Earp, Chair 26 2010
California Transportation Commission J1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)

-•- _j
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Support for SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and STIP Funds for
Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp,

The International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers Local 234 is the electrical workers union for Santa Cruz, San
Benito, and Monterey County. Our membership recently voted unanimously to support the Santa Cruz County
Regional Transportation Commission’s efforts to purchase and improve the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line. The
membership and staff of IBEW Local 234 urge you to approve the application to fund this project.

Acquisition and improvement of this 120-year old 32-mile coastal rail corridor has been a community priority for
decades and will help to provide multimodal solutions to significant transportation problems in the central coast
region. In addition to preserving the rail corridor, the SCCRTC will implement recreational passenger rail service
between Santa Cruz and Davenport, include the right-of-way in a trail planning effort for rails with trail segments
where feasible, and improve structures and rail facilities to facilitate existing and future rail service.

IBEW Local 234 views this project as much needed economic development that will have a positive rippling
effect on the economy of Santa Cruz County. This underutilized right-of-way offers a unique opportunity to
provide vastly improved access to all primary destinations in Santa Cruz County including the downtowns of
Santa Cruz, Capitola and Watsonville; urban, residential and industrial zones; schools and colleges; and much of
Santa Cruz County’s 29 miles of beaches, state parks and other visitor attractions fronting on the Monterey Bay
National Marine Sanctuary.

Thank you for your consideration and your past support of transportation initiatives in Santa Cruz County. We
hope that you and your colleagues will approve the application and allocation request for this important project.

Sincerely,

Andy Hartmann
President

CC: SCCRTC
Senator Joe Simitian
Assemblyman Bill Monning



ATTORNEYS

COMSTOCK THOMPSON. KONTZ f BRENNER
A PARTNERSHIP INCLUDING A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

340 SOQUEL AVENUE, SUITE 205

SANTA CRUZ. CALIFORNIA 95062

(831) 427-2727

FAX 458-1165

James Earn, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Support for SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and
STIP Funds for Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp,

The law firm of Comstock, Thompson, Kontz and Brenner, a member of the Santa Cruz Business
Council, supports the Santa Cruz County’ Regional Transportation Commission’s efforts to purchase and
improve the Santa Cruz Branch Line , and we urge you to approve their application to fund the project.
Purchasing the rail line, which runs from Watsonville to Davenport, and through much of the densely
populated portions of the county would provide the following:

1) Recreational and tourist rail service between the Boardwalk, a major tourist destination, and
Davenport, 12 miles north on the coast;

2) A bike arid pedestrian trail in the rail corridor for mo1 of the 32 mile length of the right-of
way.

3) Improved access to business, educational, tourist and recreational destination through the
county.

4) Preservation of the rail line corridor in public ownership for future uses, including linking
with the nationwide rail system for the movement of passengers and goods.

We believe the development of this rail line for public use would be a magnet for the tourist
industry. The line would help provide access to many tourist destination, Longs Marine Lab, the
Boardwalk, Aptos Village, and many of the county’s beaches and state parks.

The rail line would also promote business development throughout the county and provide
another transportation mode in a county facing congestion problems.

AUSTIN 5. COMSTOCK

JAMES C TH0MPSON

THORNTON KONTZ

LAWRENCE M. SRENNER

NATRAN C. SENJAMIN

ru Iro C lISs U r IC WIawco m

April 20, 2010



Thank you for your consideration. We request that the Transportation Commissioner approve
the application for the use of funds for the purchase and development of this currently underutilized
corridor.

Sincerely

LAWRENCE M. BRENNER
COMSTOCK, THOMPSON,KONTZ & BRENNER



April 19, 2010 \APR3O2O1

James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE; Support for SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and
STIP Funds for Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp:

I am writing to you today to express my support of the Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Commission’s efforts to purchase and improve the Santa Cruz Branch
Rail Line and urge you to approve their application to fund the project.

As a local small business owner and a real estate broker, I know that the acquisition and
improvement of this 32-mile coastal rail corridor will have a tremendous impact on both
providing the area with numerous and much needed transportation solutions, and on
enhancing the surrounding businesses and property values of homes adjacent to the
corridor. In addition, the projects would improve public safety along the corridor and
bolster economic activity associated with the local tourism industry.

This underutilized right-of-way offers a unique opportunity to provide vastly improved
access to all primary destinations in Santa Cruz County including the downtowns of
Santa Cruz, Capitola and Watsonville; urban, residential and industrial zones; schools
and colleges; and much of Santa Cruz County’s 29 miles of beaches, state parks and
other visitor attractions fronting on the Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary. The
projects envisioned for this right-of-way will help to address local transportation
challenges by increasing the use of an existing underutilized transportation resource.

Thank you very much for your consideration and past support of transportation initiatives
in Santa Cruz County. We must preserve this resource now, as recreating such a
corridor in the future would be a prohibitive expense. I truly hope that you and your
colleagues will approve the application and allocation request for this essential project.

Best regards,

Hilary Bryant
Broker Associate, Karon Properties

cc: SCCRTC

KARON
I-’I(jP[Ri’1 ES

1103 Mission Street • Santa Cruz, CA 95060 831.426.6696 wwv.karonproperties.corn



ASSOCIATION OF MONTEREY BAY AREA GOVERNMENTS

April 17, 2010

James Earp, Chair

California Transportation Commission

1120 N Street

Room 2221 (MS-52)

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Support for SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and STIP Funds for

Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp,

The Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments (AM BAG) would like to offer its support for the

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission’s efforts to purchase and improve the Santa

Cruz Branch Rail Line and urge you to approve their application to fund the project. AM BAG is the

Metropolitan Planning Organization for the region and the Council of Governments representing Santa

Cruz County. AMBAG sees this acquisition as critical to supporting transportation needs and meeting

greenhouse gas emissions targets in the Monterey Bay region.

Acquisition and improvement of this 120-year old 32-mile coastal rail corridor has been a community

priority for decades and will help to provide multimodal solutions to significant transportation problems

in the central coast region. In addition to preserving the rail corridor, the SCCRTC will implement

recreational passenger rail service between Santa Cruz and Davenport, include the right-of-way in a trail

planning effort for rails with trails segments where feasible, and improve structures and rail facilities to

facilitate existing and future rail service.

This underutilized right-of-way offers a unique opportunity to provide vastly improved access to all

primary destinations in Santa Cruz County including the downtowns of Santa Cruz, Capitola and

Watsonville; urban, residential and industrial zones; schools and colleges; and much of Santa Cruz

County’s 29 miles of beaches, state parks and other visitor attractions fronting on the Monterey Bay

National Marine Sanctuary. The projects envisioned for this right-of-way will help to address local

transportation challenges by increasing the use of an existing underutilized transportation resource. In

addition, the projects would enhance economic activity associated with the local tourism industry, a key

sector of the local economy which has suffered recently due to economic conditions beyond local

control.

Planning Excellene!

P.O.Box 809 Marina, CA 93933-0809 [ph] 831.883.3750 [fax] 831.883.3755 http://www.ambag.org info@ambag.or



As the State works to reduce greenhouse gases and develop a world class rail infrastructure, including

high speed rail, it becomes increasingly important to preserve existing rail corridors such as the Santa

Cruz Branch Rail Line. It could one day be part of the State’s network of rail infrastructure that moves

people and goods with greater energy efficiency and lower emissions. If not preserved now, recreating

such a corridor in the future would be a prohibitive expense.

Thank you for your consideration and your past support of transportation initiatives in Santa Cruz

County and the Monterey Bay region. We hope that you and your colleagues will approve the

application and allocation request for this important project.

Patricia Stephens, President

Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments

cc: SCCRTC — fax 831-460-3215

Senator Joe Simitian

Assemblyman Bill Monning

Sin



Sacramento. CA 95814
L__—————-—-——

I am writing to support the purchase for the Santa Cruz County corridor for the foliowinq reasons

• A historic opportunity to acquire a 300 acre transportation corridor in Santa Cruz County.

• Voters passed bonds in 1990 for local passenger trains.

• The recreational train from Santa Cruz to Davenport will boost eco-tourism.

• The RTC has been studying this purchase for 10 years including environmental studies
maintenance requirements and three different appraisals.

• By ourchasing the rail line, our community can conduct a public process to determine
how to best use this asset.

• Through public management of the rail line, we can clear blighted areas and allow Dublic
access to this comao

• The purchase will provide the potential to develop train service within Santa Cruz County
ana link Santa Cruz to the rest of the state via the Palaro Station.

• Public ownership of this line will allow our local transportation commission to plan for
future economic, transportation, and environmental benefits for the entire community.

Being a 4 generation resident in Santa Cruz County and bicycle commuter I would love to see a
safer oath of travel and different environmentally friendly travel options in Santa Cruz.

Thank you.
Melanie Dominguez

LC1?O Pt
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California Transoortaton omms
1120 N. Street. Room 2221 (v APR 20 2010
Sacramento. CA

I am writina to suoport the purchase for the Santa Cruz County comdor tor4he4oUowing..raasons:

• A histonc opportunity to acquire a 300 acre transportation comclor in Santa Cruz County.

• Voters gassed bonds in 1990 for local passenoer tr2

• he recreational train from Santa Cruz to Davenport will boost eco-tourism.

• The RTC has been studying this purchase for 10 years including environmental studies.

maintenance requirements and three different aporaisals

• By purchasing the rail line, our community can conduct a public process to determine

how to best use this asset.

• Through public management of the rail line, we can clear blighted areas and allow public

access to this corriacr.

• The purchase will provide the potential to develop train service within Santa Cruz County

and link Santa Cruz to the rest of the state via the Palaro Station.

• Public ownership of this line will allow our local transportation commission to plan ror

future economic, transportation, and environmental benefits for the entire community.

Being a resident in Santa Cruz County and bicycle commuter I would love to see a safer path of

travel and different environmentally friendly travel options in Santa Cruz.

manic you.

Marc Rosenbiu

I Z /2L
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April 15, 2010

James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95i4

RE: Support for SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and
STIP Funds for Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp:

The Santa Cruz Beach Boardwalk supports the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation
Commission’s efforts to purchase and improve the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line and urge you to
approve their application to fund the project. Acquisition and improvement of this 120-year-old
32-mile coastal rail corridor has been a community priority for decades and will help to provide
multimodal solutions to significant transportation problems in the central coast region. In
addition to preserving the rail corridor, the SCCRTC will implement recreational passenger rail
service between Santa Cruz and Davenport, include the right-of-way in a trail planning effort for
rails with trails segments where feasible, and improve structures and rail facilities to facilitate
existing and future rail service.

This underutilized right-of-way offers a unique opportunity to provide vastly improved access to
all primary destinations in Santa Cruz County including the downtowns of Santa Cruz, Capitola,
and Watsonville; urban, residential, and industrial zones; schools and colleges; and much of
Santa Cruz County’s 29 miles of beaches, state parks and other visitor attractions fronting on the
Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary. The projects envisioned for this right-of-way will
help to address local transportation challenges by increasing the use of an existing underutilized
transportation resource. In addition, the projects would enhance economic activity associated
with the local tourism industry, a key sector of the local economy, which has suffered recently
due to economic conditions beyond local control.

California Historic Landmark Number 983 National Historic Landmarks: Giant Dipper Roller Coaster and Looff Carousel

Santa Cruz Seaside Company • 400 Beach Street, Santa Cruz, CA 95060-5491
(831) 423-5590 • Fax (83t) 460-3335 • www.beachboardwalk.com



James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
April 15, 2010
Page Two

As the State works to reduce green house gases and develop a world-class rail infrastructure,
including high-speed rail, it becomes increasingly important to preserve existing rail corridors
such as the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line. It could one day be part of the State’s network of rail
infrastructure that moves people and goods with greater energy efficiency and lower emissions.
If not preserved now, recreating such a corridor in the future would be a prohibitive expense.

Thank you for your consideration and your past support of transportation initiatives in Santa
Cruz County. We hope that you and your colleagues will approve the application and allocation
request for this important project.

Sincerely,

Kris R’es
Director of Community Outreach & Government Relations

KR/cg

cc: Randy Johnson, Chair, SCCRTC
Senator Joe Simitian
Assemblymember Bill Moaning



716-G Capitola Avenue
Capitola, CA 95010 2 n 2010
Phone: (831) 475-6522
Fax: (831) 475-6530

April 15, 2010

____

James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N. Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, Ca. 95814

RE: Support for SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116
and STIP Funds for Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch
Rail Line

bear Chair Earp:

The Capitola-Soquel Chamber of Commerce supports the Santa Cruz County
Regional Transportation Commission’s efforts to purchase and improve the
Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line and urge you to approve their application to fund
the project. Acquisition and improvement of this 120 year old 32 mile coastal
rail corridor has been a community priority for decades and will help to provide
multimodal solutions to significant transportation problems in the central coast
region. In addition to preserving the rail corridor, the SCCRTC will implement
recreatonal passenger rci! service between Santa Cruz and bavenport, include
the right-of-way in a trail planning effort for rails with trails segments where
feasible, and improve structures and rail facilities to facilitate existing and
future rail service.

This underutilized right-of-way offers a unique opportunity to provide vastly
improved access to all primary destinations in Santa Cruz County including the
downtowns of Santa Cruz, Capitola and Watsonvil!e; urban, residential and
industrial zones; schools and colleges; and much of Santa Cruz County’s
29 miles of beaches, state parks and other visitor attractions fronting on
the Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary. The projects envisioned for
this right-of-way will help to address local transportation challenges by

capitolasoquel
CI1AI8ERofCOMMFRCE



increasing the use of an existing underutilized transportation resource. In
addition, the projects would enhance economic activity associated with the
local tourism industry, a key sector of the local economy which has suffered
recently due to economic conditions beyond local control.

As the State works to reduce green house gases and develop a world class
Rail infrastructure, including high speed rail, it becomes increasingly important
to preserve existing rail corridors such as the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line.
It could one day be part of the State’s network of rail infrastructure that
moves people and goods with greater efficiency and lower emissions. If not

preserved now, recreating such a corridor in the future would be a prohibitive

expense.

Thank you for your consideration and your past support of transportation

Initiatives in Santa Cruz County. We hope that you and your collegues

will approve the application and allocation request for this important

project.

cc; SCCRTC
Senator JOC Simitian
Assemblyman Bill Monning

Toni Castro
Chief Executive Officer



IAMC
TRANSPORTATION AGENCY
FOR MONTEREY COUNTY

Regional Transportation Planning Agency. Congestion Management Planning
Local Transportation Commission Monterey County Service Authority for Freeways & Expressways

April 15, 2010 Via mail and email to juan guzman@dot ca gov
—

James Earp, Chair —

California Transportation Commission 20 2010
1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Support for Santa Cruz application for Proposition 116 and State Transportation
Improvement Program funds for acquisition of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp,

The Transportation Agency for Monterey County supports the Santa Cruz County Regional
Transportation Commission’s efforts to purchase and improve the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line and
urge you to approve their application to fund the project. Acquisition and improvement of this 120
year old, 32-mile coastal rail corridor has been a community priority for decades and will help to
provide multimodal solutions to significant transportation problems in the central coast region. In
addition to preserving the rail corridor, the SCCRTC will implement recreational passenger rail
service between Santa Cruz and Davenport, include the right-of-way in a trail planning effort for rails
with trails segments where feasible, and improve structures and rail facilities to facilitate existing and
future rail service.

The Transportation Agency for Monterey County has been working on the Commuter Rail Extension
to Monterey County service project, to extend the existing commuter rail system from the current
terminus in Gilroy to Pajaro/Watsonville, Castroville and Salinas. The purchase of the Santa Cruz
Branch Line will provide the potential to develop train service within Santa Cruz County and link
Santa Cruz to the rest of the state via the Pajaro/Watsonville Station. The rail service project will
relieve congestion and provide transportation alternatives for commuters traveling between Monterey
County and Santa Cruz County to the San Francisco Bay Area.

Thank you for your consideration and your past support of transportation initiatives in Santa Cruz
and Monterey Counties. We hope that you and your colleagues will approve the application and
funding this important project.

Debra L. Hale
Executive Director

cc: Senator Joe Simitian Assemblymember Bill Monning
SCCRTC — via email to lmendezsccrtc.org

55-R Plaza Cirrle C39lOp3•Tl (831 77-O9O3 • Fax: (831) 775-0897 • Website: www.tamcmonterey.org
16’ supjjort.dbcPlCorrespondenc’e



James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

cc: SCCRTC
Senator Joe Simitian
Assemblyman Bill Monning

COMMUNITY

__

TRAFFIC SAFETY COALITION
SAIETY COALITION

April 9, 2010

_____

APR19 2010•

RE: Support for SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for Proposition 116 and STIP Funds
for Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp,

I am writing on behalf of the Community Traffic Safety Coalition (CTSC) in support of the Santa Cruz
County Regional Transportation Commission’s efforts to purchase and improve the Santa Cruz Branch
Rail Line and to encourage you to approve their application to fund the project.

The mission of the CTSC is to reduce traffic-related injuries while promoting the use of alternative modes
of transportation. The primary focus is on bicycle and pedestrian safety issues. The Coalition educates all

road users in safety practices to decrease the risk and severity of collisions, and advocates for improved
conditions to make all methods of transportation safer. CTSC members include community organizations,

government agencies, and individuals representing law enforcement, transportation, public works,

education, health and injury prevention, parents, bicycle and pedestrian advocacy, and retailers.

The CTSC members and affiliated agencies have supported broadening the use of this coastal rail corridor

through our county for many years. Preserving the rail corridor offers opportunities for multi-modal

transportation and increased access to destinations, such as the 14 schools along the corridor. Recreational

passenger rail service and adjacent rails with trails segments offer both residents and tourists a chance to

get out of their cars and enjoy the coast both for leisure and transportation in a safe and enjoyable way.

We urge you to help preserve the Santa Cruz Branch Rail Line as part of a statewide network of rail

infrastructure that connects people and goods in an energy efficiency, clean and safe way.

Thank you for your consideration and continued support of transportation initiatives in Santa Cruz

County. We hope that you and your colleagues will approve the application and allocation request for this

importantroj ect.

Sin e

Jed
()tC Co-Chair

c/o Chronic Disease and Injury Prevention, Santa Cruz County Health Services Agency
1070 Emeline Avenue, Santa Cruz, CA 95060, (83]) 454-4141



BARRY SWENSON BUILDER
— - - -

COTRA*DRS LIC. 342751

Santa Cruz County Transportation Commissioner (SCCRTC)
1523 Pacific Aye, Santa Cruz, Ca., 95060
info(4sccrtc.org

Dear Transportation Commissioners,

I am writing you to support your effort to buy the coastal rail corridor in Santa Cruz
County.

This cost is so cheap per s.f. to buy out (less than $ 2.00 per sq.ft.), if you had to do an
assemblage for this land deal it would be over $80 to a $150 per sq.ft.

I urge you to close the deal.

I feel that the purchase of this corridor has been adequately studied over and over again.

I understand that the funds to be used to acquire the line can only be used for
transportation and that more than half of them can only be used to support rail
transportation in the county.

This rail purchase will provide the county with the following benefits: tourist &
recreational train service which will boost eco-tourism, Boost eco-tourism and jobs in
Davenport, provides for a bike and pedestrian coastal rail trail serving everyone, and it
provides future transportation options.

Time is of the essences, please move forward with purchasing this important public
resource.

Sincerely,

Jesse L. Nickell III
Vice President
Barry Swenson Builder
2400 Chanticleer Avenue, Suite H
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
(831) 475-7100 ext. 113
(831) 901-1572 Cell
(831) 475-4544 Fax

A DIVISION OF GREEN VALLEY CORPORATION

2400 CHANTICLEER AVENUE, SUITE H, SANTA CRUZ, CA 95062 .
w.barryswensonbuilder.com
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Monterey Bay

friends of the rail trail

703 Pacific Ave., Santa Cruz, CA 95060
(831) 425-0665 Fax: (831) 466-0485

April 8, 2010

James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Support for SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for
Proposition 116 and STIP Funds for Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa
Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp,

As you approach the challenging process of funding California’s many worthy
transportation projects, we, the members of Santa Cruz County Friends of the
Rail Trail (FORT), ask that you give special consideration to the Santa Cruz
County Regional Transportation Commission (SCCRTC) Uniform Transit
Application and allocation request for $10.2 million in Proposition 116 funds
and $10 million in STIP funds for acquisition of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail
Line ROW for corridor preservation, rail line improvements and recreational
passenger rail service from Santa Cruz to Davenport.

We believe the following factors help distinguish the Santa Cruz Branch Line
purchase as a top CTC priority:

• Prop 116 was voter approved. Santa Cruz County voters strongly
supported this proposition and have paid into the fund since 1991.

• Prop 116 funds expire this summer. Once this opportunity has passed
it is unlikely this purchase will be possible in the future.

• The Branch Line will provide an alternative to Highway 1 and Soquel
Drive, our only North-South transit alternatives.

ONE SEASCAPE RESORT DRiVE • APTOS, CALIFORNIA95003-5354 • (800) 929-7727 • (831) 688-6800 • FAX (831) 685-0615
Guest Fax (831) 685-2753 • Group Sa[es Fax (831) 662-0515 • www.seascaperesort.com



• Santa Cruz passenger rail will serve as a feeder line to State-wide
high-speed rail and qualify for Prop 1A feeder funds.

• Santa Cruz passenger rail will connect to Monterey and help revitalize
the impoverished community of Pajaro with a new train station.

• The Rail and trail project has past, current and future funding from
federal (Sam Farr) and private sources.

• The rail line will improve the quality of life here with more car-free and
scenic walking and biking opportunities for commuters, families and
recreational users.

• A 31-mile coastal rail trail helps address health issues such as obesity
and carbon emissions. 14 local schools are within a few blocks of our
coastal rail line.

• Local passenger rail service was a top vote-getter of a 2007
Transportation Funding Survey of potential capita! projects.

• The many eco-tourism benefits of both rail and trail will help support
our local, tourism-based economy and increased tourism to the state.
A commercial operator, Sierra Pacific, has been contracted for
passenger, tourist, and freight service.

Some 70,000 residents live within half a mile of the rail line (126,000 within
one mile) and would easily access the rail with trail for biking or walking to
work, school, shopping, or exercise. The trail would provide a scenic, car-free,
and safe route through major residential, commercial and school areas. The
trail would provide daily exercise therefore promoting healthy lifestyles and
combating obesity and other diseases associated with a sedentary lifestyle.

As Transportation Commissioners you are facing the opportunity to make
history for Santa Cruz County by bringing our coastal rail line into public
ownership. For many years, transportation planners have seen the coastal rail
line as the nerve center of a truly integrated, multi-modal transportation system
that connects trains, busses, cars, bikes, and pedestrians throughout our
County. We encourage and support your approval of the SCCRTC funding
request for this important, voter-approved project.

Mark Holcomb, President
The Holcomb Corporation

of the Rail Trail

Sincerely,

Santa Cruz Ci



friends of the rail trail
703 Pacific Ave., Santa Cruz, CA 95060
(831) 425-0665 Fax: (831) 466-0485

March 18, 2010

James Earp, Chair
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Support for SCCRTC’s Application and Allocation Request for
Proposition 116 and STIP Funds for Acquisition and Improvement of the Santa
Cruz Branch Rail Line

Dear Chair Earp,

As you approach the challenging process of funding California’s many worthy
transportation projects, we, the members of Santa Cruz County Fnends of the
Rail Trail (FORT), ask that you give special consideration to the Santa Cruz
County Regional Transportation Commission (SCCRTC) Uniform Transit
Application and allocation request for $10.2 million in Proposition 116 funds
and $10 million in STIP funds for acquisition of the Santa Cruz Branch Rail
Line ROW for corridor preservation, rail line improvements and recreational
passenger rail service from Santa Cruz to Davenport.

We believe the following factors help distinguish the Santa Cruz Branch Line
purchase as a top CTC priority:

• Prop 116 was voter approved. Santa Cruz County voters strongly
supported this proposition and have paid into the fund since 1991.

• Prop 116 funds expire this summer. Once this opportunity has passed
it is unlikely this purchase will be possible in the future.

• The Branch Line will provide an alternative to Highway 1 and Soquel
Drive, our only North-South transit alternatives.

• Santa Cruz passenger rail will serve as a feeder line to State-wide
high-speed rail and qualify for Prop 1A feeder funds.

• Santa Cruz passenger rail will connect to Monterey and help revitalize
the impoverished community of Pajaro with a new train station.

N i• A C it IL C 0 I N f



• The Rail and trail project has past, current and future funding from
federal (Sam Farr) and private sources.

• The rail line will improve the quality of life here with more car-free and
scenic walking and biking opportunities for commuters, families and
recreational users.

• A 31-mile coastal rail trail helps address health issues such as obesity
and carbon emissions. 14 local schools are within a few blocks of our
coastal rail line.

• Local passenger rail service was a top vote-getter of a 2007
Transportation Funding Survey of potential capital projects.

• The many eco-tourism benefits of both rail and trail will help support
our local, tourism-based economy and increased tourism to the state.
A commercial operator, Sierra Pacific, has been contracted for
passenger, tourist, and freight service.

Some 70,000 residents live within half a mile of the rail line (126,000 within
one mile) and would easily access the rail with trail for biking or walking to
work, school, shopping, or exercise. The trail would provide a scenic, car-free,
and safe route through major residential, commercial and school areas. The
trail would provide daily exercise therefore promoting healthy lifestyles and
combating obesity and other diseases associated with a sedentary lifestyle.

As Transportation Commissioners you are facing the opportunity to make
history for Santa Cruz County by bringing our coastal rail line into public
ownership. For many years, transportation planners have seen the coastal rail
line as the nerve center of a truly integrated, multi-modal transportation system
that connects trains, busses, cars, bikes, and pedestrians throughout our
County. We encourage and support your approval of the SCCRTC funding
request for this important, voter-approved project.

Sincerely,

Santa Cruz Coun Friends of the Rail Trail C R
Bruce Sawhill, Chair Spike Al per

David Wright Mia Duquet

Micah Posner Ron Pomerantz

Mike Dalbey Piet Canin

Lisa Hochstein


	Tab 019 (2.1d.(1)) section 1
	Tab 019 (2.1d.(1)) section 2
	Tab 019 (2.1d.(1)) section 3

