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TRANSPORTATION APPENDIX C

CORRIDOR - WEST BAY _
CHARACTER OF DEVELOPMENT AWD TRAVEL

Tnis 15 a densely wrbanized corridor, situated on the Bay plain, extending froe %am Francisco bte Pals
Alta, It imcludes a diversified range of employment activities. Sam Framcisco i3 the regfon's largest
city and downtown 3an Francisca 15 the I‘¢g1¢rl's predominant employment centér--attracting commuters fras
throughout the region, The corridor is served by the region's most extensive traniportatfon $ystem
cansfating of freeways, trunk and local bus, 1fght rafl, rapid transit and cosmuter rail serwices. [t iz
alse the site of the ports of 5an Francisco and Redwood City, and San Francisce [nternational Afrport
[5F0}, Some of the region's most significant transportation isswes are foumd im this corridor, f.e.:

o tramsportation capacity throughout the corridor, both in highway and transit, is severely strained--
especially during commute hours--with much of the commuting focusing on downtown 3San Framcisce, %70,
and "Silfcon Yalley™ in northern Santa Clara County.

o development trends are reinforcing current comouter patterns, indicating that the corridor’s
tramsportation system will be evem more severely strained in the near future. These trends are
assotiated with continued growth in empl oyment opportunities in downtown 5an Francisco coupled with a
relatively static supply of housing in that city, and large-scale development along the entire entent
of the Peainsula east of Route 101,

o major dmprovemtnts to highway and transit services will be affected by funding Timitations.
Significant increases in highway capacities are not likely, due to restricted rights-of-way and
envirennental problems--gspecially where the Bay shoreling is involved.

o air guality is a sensitive issue, as is the Bay shore environment east of Ree. 101,

MTC is currently conducting the Peninsula FRowte 107 Improvement 3Study. The Study will ddentify and
evaluate the impacts of development alomg the Route 101 Corridor frem San Francisce to San Jose, and
recommend strategies for allevating negative impacts.

HTL palicies concernfag the future of West Bay transit development, adepted by MTC in 1977, were developed
in the WTC Peninsula Tramsit Alternatives Project (PENTAR). These policies encourage improwved fixed rail
service, beTter service for the ransit oepencent, and the preservation of facilities and aptisns far the
Tong=range expansion and madernfzation of the transit system,

TRUNE LINE HIGHWAYS

Morth-South:  Routes 101, 1-280

East-West: FRoutes 84, 32, [-180

Comnections to East Bay wia three bridges: 35an Francisco-Dakland Bay SBridge, San Mateo, and Dumbarton

TRAKSIT SERVILES

Operator Hods Service Area
5.F. Muni buses, trolley coaches, cable San Francisce and portions of
cars, and 1ignt radl vehfcles narthern Daly City
San Matea Sounty Transit trumk 1ine bus from varfous cities to cowntown
Gistrict (3amTrang) san Framcigco, BART stations in
Daly City and Hayward
Tocal bus through most of the corridor
Redi -dheels curb-to-curb service for elgerly
and handicapped within the county
areyhaund Lines trurk l1ine Bus San Framcisco to San Jose
Faningula Cempmute Service  commuter rail betwsen San Francisce and San
iCattrain) Jose, stops in intermediate
cities
B3y Area Rapid Tramsit rapid rafl transit fron Daly City to Zan Francisco
Mstrict (BART) and East Bay communities
AC Transit trurk lime bus East Bay to downtown San
Francisco
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CORRIDOR - WEST AAY

PROPOSAL MO,

[MPROVEMENT PROPOSAL

Wh=1

wi-2

Lecal Transit

lal Muni

The propesals ieclude: mare equipment, mew And extended roules, trapgil
preferential streels, improvements in managjesent, operations amd marketing
procedures, subsidiged fares ard coordinstion with other transit systees,
improvements to dowstows circulation of pedestriams, transit and comsercial
vehicles, and renovation of the cable car system.

Sap Framcisco s the region’s predomiment esployment center, and current
dependence wpon the automobile for work trips hat resulted in serious
comgestion on city streets. Contimruing employment growth within the city
necessitates transport policies to shift both imtercity and intracity travel
from automcbiles to transit. Sustaining transit service 5 an cbjective aof
MTC"s Tramsit Finance Policy Committee (described in Appenaix 1).

&) SamTrans

The proposals include: acquisitiom of new buses to bring the fleet up to 336
buzes By 1989-50; modification and addition of mew routes 22 warranted:
coprdinatfon of local and trunk transit systems in the West Bay and Santa
Clara Yalley corridors; improved accessibility for the elderl_t and disablea;
and construction of two mafntenance facilities.

Proposals are being implemented as part of SanTrans' Five-Year Flan. The
SamTrans Bopard, im 1581, authoriged the collection of a 1/2¢ sales tax for
transit support fn San Mateo Cownty. Collection of sales tax becems
effective on July 1, 1582,

Trunk Transit

(alPeninsula Coemute Service (Caltrair] ard Trunk Bus Serwices

The proposels fncluge: (4] upgraging of comewter raf] serviceé including
fmproved service im the reverse direction at peak hours, improved of f-pesk
seryice, improvements to stations amd parking Facilities amd acquisition of
mew gouipment; (b} provision of improved transit service to the Feninsula
Compute Service [(Caltrain] terminal fn 3an Francisco st d4th and Townsens
Streets; (c] supplemental bus service on [-280 and Rowte 101; (d) improved
facilities for bus movement on existing Ffreeways in the corricor; ()
coordination of trunk transit service with local transit systems in Santa
Clara and San Metes countfes; [g) provision for public scquisition of the
abandoned segment of the 5P right-of-way south of Daly City. Fossible
lTorg-range alternative traniportation improwements within an sbendoned 5P
right-of-way include: (8} & BART extension to & Tecation in the wicinity of
Sam Framcisco Adeport; (B) & radl extension frem San Brune to tme BART
terminus in Daly City; {c) other fized guidewsy tramsit facilities.

These proposals were developed By the PEMTAP study. which indicates that the
most effective improvements im transit stervice over the next 20 years would
be coordination and fintegration of existing rail and bus service--with
improved respomsiveness to  the meeds of the transit gependent.  This
approach, along with retention of the 3P right-of-way, provides flexibility
for adding new facilities in the longer range, a5 required. A partion of the
abandoned right-of-way 15 wunder consideration for acguisitien for the
proposed Daly City Tadl Track Froject (see wWh=2(n)l.

In July 1980, Caltrans and 3P concluded contraci agreements Lo Contisue
existing commuter services betwsen 3an Joseé and San Framcisco. MTC has
idertified and recommended basic improvesments to the dervice to be §iven high
priority for UNMTA and state tramsit funding support. The fssue of a
permapent downtown station location 15 being examined as part of the [-284
Transfer Concept Program (see WE-T). A temporary surface extension to Uhe
vicinity of the Ferry Buildimg has Been comsidered from time to tise, bul the
spproval of Caltrans, city and state PUC has mot beem obtaiped, Other fssues
concern timing, funding. and desigm of specific improve=ents,
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CORRIOCR - WEST BAY [continued)

FRCPOSAL WO,

IMPROVEMENT PROPOSAL

WE=7 [continped)

WE-3

dE-4

() BART
Proposals for BART fmprovements fnclude:

o prowisfons far a turn<back Facilfty amd storage yard at Daly City (Lady
City Tadl Track Praject).

o BART extension to location fn the vicinity of 5F Airport should be a
long=-range consideration. [See WB-Za.]

o system upgrade as described ip improvesent proposal EB-Z.

BART hat completed envirsomental work on the Tatl Teack Profect. The tarl
track will eapedite train turn-around at Daly City, leaging to reduced East
Bay-to-West Bby headwdys: e storage yard w111 contribute te mare effiefent
gperations. 5fx tafl track altermatives were evaludted. Impacts i1nvelwe
noise and possible displacement of Businesses and residencés. Construsction
of the tail track is snticipated im mid-1584; the storsge facility i3 to come
later. Other BART projects (see EB=2(al) will improwe service to the MWest
Bay. Extension of BART to & location in the wicimity of the 5F Airport i3 &
Tong-range (Phase IV} pessibility dn BART's Policy Statemant on  BART

Extensions (Rpri1 24, 1989).

{c] Trunk Transit in Third Street Corrigor, San Framcisco

Provide trunk transit service %o comnedt with the Geary Corrider, Southern
Pacific Statfon, Tramsbay Terminal, and Marim Ferries: a possible secomdary
transit route to SFO,

Mo specific proposals are currently defined. Propoted exiensive dewelapsent
of the Missionr Bay area could hawve sigeificant fmpacts on existing
transportation facilities amd sérvices and cowld rnecessitate sajor new
transportation facilities. Existing employment activities and lower income
mefghborhosds i the corrider wowld benefit from improved tramsit service.

Sam Francisco [nternational Airport [SFO]

Short-range improvesents include improved express bus service from regional
transit services and major civies to S5F0.  Long-remge fimprovesments for
consfderation fnclyde: (a) a fixed guideway shuttle conmecticon from wpgraded
Feninsula Comeute Service (Caltrain) to 5FO0; (b} BART fixec-ratl service to
0. (See WB-2(b)].

A multi-sgency task force review of potestial transportation isprovements
included recommendations for preferential transit factlities and improved
transit information at the afrport, and ipcreased cidesharing efforts for
airport employees. Preferential transit facilities should Be plansed in
conjunction with reconstruction of the main airport interchange.

Regional Transbay Transit Terminal

The Tremsbay Termisal 13 & msajor transit transfer facility proveging
off-gtreet Ipadieg and direct access to the Bay Brigge. Tramsit capital
priorities established by MTC for 1983-87 dimcluge the Transbay Termimal as
ome of the projects competing for [-280 transfer funds om the condition that
a $20-25 milldon altermative, which may Be an ipitial phase of a larger
phased project, will be developed for consideration. The amount of wpgrading
at any phaze should be comsistent with regional priorities for improves
transit service to 5an Framcisco, and & relfable assessment of capacity needs
of carriers that are prepared to use the facility. The Environmentsl Impact
Statement for this project was spproved by UMTA im July 1982
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CORRID0E - WEST BAY [continued)

PROPOSAL WO,

IMFROVEMENT PROPISAL

We-5 -

Dewntown San Franciscoo Circulation System [mprovement

Improve operation of local street system for more efficient downtawn
circulation of wramsit, pedestrians and trucks. Proposal includes:

o fimproved loading areas for transit patrons and coemercial vehicles.

o transit-preferential treatment om key city arterials.

o removal of potential conflicts among aute, pedestrian, truck, and transit
traffic.

o development of standards for new construction for improved transit,
pedestrian, and truck Circulation.

Sam Francisco has completed a Downtown Circulation Program and & Downtown
Transportaticn Isprovément Program, These prograns recommend T5H
improvesents to  pedestrian, transit, and commercial  wehicle  gystems.
[ncorporation of recommended policies, ordinance, and improvements in local
plans and programs s essential to fsprove the efficiency of downtown
circulation systems,

[-380 Completion

Four=Phase Froposal:

o reécanstruct I1-380/Route 101 interchange and provide connector road
connecting [-380 southbound with SFO.

6 congtruct viaduct connecting SFO northbound with I-3680.

o extend [-38) to 5F0 shop area.

o construct airport wehicular ewercrossing ower Rowte 101 morth of
Millbrae Avenue.

These four profect: are a1l included in the 1983 5TIP. Thefir completion will
provide a direct access to the afrport passemger terminal from [-380, a5 well
as provide improved access to the high employment shop area north of the
afrpert, Caltrans has an agreement with the City of Millbrae delay
construction of the overcrossing north of Millbrae Avenue until the city has
approved development plans for the lands on the westside of the freeway, and
these plans have received eavironmestal clearsnce.

[-280 Transfer Concept Plan

Study and select a =ix of transportation projects to fmpeove transpartatiss
in the [1-280/Embarcaderc corridor. Projects to be analyzed include:

removal of the Embarcaders Freewdy.

reconstruction of the Embarcaders through & surface roadway.

few an-aff ramps for the [-280 Freeway.

Muni Metro exténtion to the 5P Depot.

Muni E-1ine streetcar route from Fort Mason w@ the 5P Depot.
1-280/Embarcaders Freeway ares strest and remp modifications,

intercept parking.

transportation system managesent fmprovements along the mortheastern
waterfrant.

DO0DSe8co S

Two related projects were analyzed in separate alternatives analyses:

o extension of the Peninsula Commute Service [Caltrain) to the vicinity
of the Ferry Building.
o  transhay Termimal (see W3-4).

This study 15 the result of approximately $30 million in Interstate Highway

Funds being made available for substitute projects, as a result of the

[-280/Embarcadera Freeway connection being withdreawn from  the Federal

Intérstate System. San Francisco, Caltrans, and MTE are fointly sponsoring

and participating (through the Interstate 280 Policy Committee) in an E15 of

1ﬂl‘! study ares to determine the Feasibility amd prierity of the improvenents
sted above.
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APPENDIX D

SAN MATEO COUNTY

CITY/COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
Revised August 1983
Adopted October 1979

PURPOSE

The overall intent of this program is to develop Countywide consensus on road
and transit projects to be funded by State and Federal sources. Consensus is
achieved by setting up a yearly process to develop and evaluate proposed

projects based on previously agreed-upon criteria. Specifically, the process:

1.

Establishes criteria and an evaluation process for ranking City, County,
CalTrans and SamTrans proposals to be funded by State and Federal sources
under the Federal Aid Urban (FAU), Federal Aid Primary (FAP), and Federal
Aid Interstate (FAI) grant programs;

Establishes a coordinated set of Countywide projects recommended to the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) for yearly inclusion into the
Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) and the State Transpor-
tation Improvement Program (STIP); and

Provides an open, public forum for reaching Countywide consensus on road
and transit projects.

PROCEDURES FOR ESTABLISHING PROJECT PRIORITIES

A.

ESTABLISHMENT OF FAU PROJECT EVALUATION CRITERIA

1. The Transportation Improvement Program Technical Advisory Committee
(TIPTAC), comprised of one appointed staff representative from each
City, the County, SamTrans, and CalTrans, develops sets of criteria
and procedures for evaluating and ranking projects by funding program.

2. Criteria developed by TIPTAC are submitted to city councils for
review.

3. Criteria are forwarded to San Mateo County Regional Planning Committee
(RCP) for review and recommendation.

4. Criteria, along with RPC's recommendations, are forwarded to County
Board of Supervisors for approval.
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Criteria may be reviewed at the request of a city council, RPC, or the
Board of Supervisors. Revision of the criteria must follow the procedures
outlined above. The annual ranking process will use the criteria
currently in effect, even if revised criteria are under review (but not
approved) at the time ranking occurs. The criteria selection process is
illustrated in Figure 1.

B. FAU PROJECT RANKING PROCEDURES

1. Each TIPTAC representative develops a list of proposed projects for
his city or agency consistent with General Plans.

2. Each TIPTAC representative submits projects for his city or agency to
city councils (or the equivalent policy body) for review and endorse-
ment at public meetings.

3. After city/agency approval, project lists are submitted to the County
Department of Public Works for compilation and submittal to the
TIPTAC, which evaluates projects according to the approved criteria,
except for "countywide significance."

4. The preliminary ranking is submitted to the RPC Circulation/Transpor-
tation Subcommittee for ranking of the "countywide significance"
criterion. The public is invited to submit comments at this meeting.

5. The Subcommittee's ranking of "countywide significance" is submitted
to the TIPTAC for incorporation into the overall project ranking and
preparation of the project lists.

6. Prioritized project lists are submitted to the RPC for review and
recommendation at an open public meeting.

7. With RPC recommendations, project lists are forwarded to the County
Board of Supervisors for final approval.

8. The Board of Supervisors recommends project lists to MTC for inclusion
into the Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) and
submittal to the California Transportation Commission (CTC) for final
selection of projects to be funded.

9. The RPC may appear at public hearings of MTC and CTC to speak in
support of the County's project lists.

The project ranking process is illustrated in Figure 2.

C. FAP/FAT PROJECT RANKING PROCEDURES

1. Projects are nominated by TIPTAC representatives, after review and
endorsement by their city councils (or equivalent policy body).

2. TIPTAC reviews projects against MTC evaluation criteria and selects
projects to be listed in project lists.

12.13A



FIGURE 1

CITY/COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
PROCESS FOR ESTABLISHMENT/REVISION OF EVALUATION CRITERIA

BOARD OF Requests revision
CITY COUNCIL SUPERVISORS RCP of criteria
Develops/revises
> TIPTAC < evaluation
CITY COUNCILS Review and
comment
Reviews and
RPC recommends to
Board of
Supervisors
\ 4
SUBF?EIT?T/?S%FRS Approves
evaluation criteria
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FIGURE 2

CITY/COUNTY TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
ANNUAL FAU PROJECT RANKING PROCESS

September CITIES/ICOUNTY 1. Staff identifies projects
2. Public hearing by city council/Board of
Supervisors
3. Submitted to County Public Works
Department
October v 1. Compiles projects
TIPTAC 2. Preliminary ranking (all criteria except
countywide significance and cost-benefit
analysis)
v 1. Recei blic and staff input
. Receive public and staff inpu
RPC CIRCULATION/ : L
TRANSPORTATION 2. Rank projects for countywide significance
SUBCOMMITTEE
\ 4 o .
1. Incorporate countywide significance ranking
November TIPTAC 2. Prepare final ranking
3. Adjust last project to fit available funds
December i 1. Review overall ranking
RPC 2. Receive public input
3. Submit recommendation to Board of
Supervisors
v : .
BOARD OF ;.Esggafmwahas
January SUPERVISORS 3 Submit to MTC
April
MTC 1. Consolidate into regional project list
l 1. Select projects for fundin
July CTC proj g
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3. Project Tists are submitted to the RPC for review and recommendation
at an open public meeting.

4. With RPC recommendations, project lists are forwarded to the County
Board of Supervisors for final approval.

5. The Board of Supervisors recommends project lists to MTC for inclusion
into the Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) and
submittal to the California Transportation Commission (CTC) for final
selection of projects to be funded.

6. The RPC may appear at public hearings of MTC and CTC to speak in
support of the County's project lists.

Approved by the Board of Supervisors August 2, 1983.
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APPENDIX E
SAN MATEO COUNTY ROAD STANDARDS

The following street and road standards were adopted by the Board of Supervisors on June 10, 1976.

1. Urban Public Streets:

SURFACING AND
CURB TO CURB

TYPE OF STREET WIDTH CURBS, GUTTERS AND SIDEWALKS R/W
Residential one way loop street A.C. 18' Curbs and gutters--both sides. 40
Sidewalk one side.

Residential cul-de-sac A.C. 32' Curbs, gutters and sidewalks--both sides. 50"

Residential minor street A.C. 36' Curbs, gutters and sidewalks--both sides. 50"

Residential collector or minor A.C. 40' Curbs, gutters and sidewalks--both 60"
commercial street sides.

Major commercial, industrial or A.C. 64' Curbs, gutters and sidewalks--both 80"
arterial street sides.

Note: Public street standards to be used on all major subdivisions or combination of minor subdivisions when five or
more lots or parcels are served by the same street.

2. Urban Private Streets:

SURFACING AND WIDTH BERMS EASEMENT WIDTH

A.C. 16' A.C. berms where needed to control storm runoff. 20"

Note: Private street to be used on either major or minor subdivisions to serve ultimately four or less Tots or
parcels.
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APPENDIX E (continued)
SAN MATEO COUNTY ROAD STANDARDS

3. Rural Public Roads:

TYPE OF ROAD AND POTENTIAL NUMBER SURFACING

AND SIZE OF PARCELS OR LOTS AND WIDTH BERMS, PATHS OR SHOULDERS R/W

One-way Toop road A.C. 15! Berms and one path 40"

Cul-de-sac or minor road--5 to 10 parcels A.C. 20' Berms and one path 40"
each 20,000 sq. ft. to 5 acres

Cul-de-sac or minor road--5 to 10 parcels A.C. 20' 2' rocked shoulders 40"
each 5 to 40 acres

Cul-de-sac or minor road--more than 10 A.C. 22' Berms and one path 50!
parcels each 20,000 sq. ft. to 40 acres

Collector road A.C. 28' Berms and one path 50

Major collector road (F.A.S. Standard) A.C. 34! Surface width including two 5' 60"

Note: Public road standards to be used on all major subdivisions.

pave shoulders
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APPENDIX E (continued)
SAN MATEO COUNTY ROAD STANDARDS

4, Rural Private Roads: (to be used on minor subdivisions only as interim access).

EASEMENT

TYPE OF ROAD WIDTHS BERMS, PATHS OR SHOULDERS WIDTH

Private road within minor land division 16" 1' graded shoulders each side 20"
(serves 2 through 4 parcels)

Private road within minor land division 16" 2' rocked shoulders each side 50
(serves 4 through 10 parcels) with turnouts

Private road within minor land division 16" 2' rocked shoulders each side 50
(with parcels 40 acres or larger) with turnouts

Private access road serving minor division 16" 1 graded shoulders on each side 50
within 500' of public road

Private access road serving minor division 16" 2' rocked shoulders on each side 50

more than 500' from a public road with turnouts

Note: Private roads to be used on minor subdivisions only and shall be surface with 6" Class II aggregate base rock
or equivalent, compacted to 95%, with a penetration coat of liquid asphalt.



APPENDIX F

SUMMARY OF TRANSPORTATION POLICIES IN
CITY GENERAL PLANS

General Plan for the Development of the Town of Atherton (1976)

The circulation element is concerned with control of traffic speed and truck
volume on town streets. Speed Timits will be set up as need is shown, and
necessary measures will be taken to prevent the use of town streets as
thoroughfares.

General Plan, City of Belmont (1972)

Maintaining and improving existing facilities is the main concern of the
circulation element. This includes landscaped median strips and left-turn
stacking along E1 Camino Real, redesign of the Ralston Avenue/U.S. 101 inter-
change, and increased off-street parking and limited access along 01d County
Road. Development of public transit, paratransit, bicycle facilities, and
park and ride stations along the ET Camino Real, arterial roads, and collector
roads are also encouraged.

Brisbane General Plan Report (1980)

The Brisbane Bayfront Plan recommends that a passenger rail depot be located
at Sierra Point. Also, a new freeway interchange has been proposed for this
same area; and because of it, a more direct route between Bayshore Boulevard
and Sierra Point is needed to facilitate freeway access for Brisbhane resi-
dents.

Burlingame General Plan (1976)

The main proposals of this plan affecting the Bayshore Freeway are improve-
ments to the interchanges at Millbrae Avenue, Broadway, and Peninsula Avenue.
Another proposal is a highway overpass across Bayshore Freeway connecting
Hillsdale and East Hillsdale industrial areas. A parkway along the Bayfront
connecting Burlingame's Bayside Park with San Mateo County's Coyote Point Park
is also recommended. The plan recommends development of a regional rapid
transit system, integrated with local transit.

Town of Colma General Plan (1976)

This element recognizes most traffic routes as being adequate. A planned
route for rapid transit along E1 Camino Real has been approved, but no station
is needed within the Colma town Timits.

Daly City General Plan (1978)

This plan states that more SamTrans routes are needed, the County and City
bicycle plans need to be integrated, and use of the Southern Pacific Railroad
Tine is infrequent. But, the major problems for Daly City are the congestion
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and parking problems resulting from the BART system. The plan asks for
increased parking around the BART station, the introduction of a residential
permit system that will reduce congestion and improve safety, and expanded
mass-transit systems from adjacent communities.

East Palo Alto Community Plan (1982)

East Palo Alto proposes reducing congestion and improving safety at the
University Avenue/Highway 101 interchange area by modifying the interchange.
The construction of a southern connector from Dumbarton Bridge to Highway 101
has also been proposed. Transit policies call for bus service to Ravenswood
Industrial Park when new development there warrants it.

Foster City Land Use and Circulation Element (1974)

This element calls for coordinating and integrating the Foster City circula-
tion system with the regional one by creating additional access points, such
as the Edgewater Boulevard/State Route 92 interchange and the southerly exten-
sion of Edgewater Boulevard to connect with U.S. 101. Additional study is
requested for proposed access points, and the widening of existing Edgewater
Boulevard will probably be necessary to accommodate the traffic volume
increases caused by these new access routes.

Half Moon Bay Local Coastal Plan (1983)

Half Moon Bay recognizes that limited road capacity is a constraint to addi-
tional development. Therefore, they have recommended improvements to Highways
1 and 92. These improvements include phased increases in capacity accom-
plished through widening of these highways, safety improvements on Highway 92,
and construction of the Devil's Slide bypass. The City also encourages
SamTrans to provide weekend arterial bus service to Half Moon Bay State Beach
and to consider a downtown-beach shuttle service during times of peak visitor
attraction.

Hillsborough General Plan (1972)

Although the Hillsborough General Plan predicts population density increases,
it does not call for any notable alterations of the existing street system
plan. Special emphasis is placed on discouraging through traffic in
Hillsborough whenever possible.

Menlo Park Comprehensive Plan (1974)

The Menlo Park circulation element calls for extensive changes in the present
roadway system. Of major importance is the construction of the new Dumbarton
Bridge with three western approaches--Marsh Road, Willow Road, and University
Avenue--all of which will need to be improved to handle bridge approach
traffic. Menlo Park would also like to relieve traffic congestion on EIl
Camino Real by channelizing traffic by left turn phasing and storage at all
presently signalized intersections except Santa Cruz Avenue. Improvement in
the Ravenswood Avenue/E1 Camino Real intersection is also recognized as
necessary.
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Menlo Park stresses that an aerial BART Tine is not desirable, and if exten-
sion of BART is made into Menlo Park, it should be underground and should not
be a terminus station.

Millbrae General Plan (1974)

Besides encouraging regional mass transit, this plan pertains only to local
circulation objectives, policies, and recommendations.

Pacifica General Plan (1980)

This plan includes the following proposals: provide a safe alternative to the
Devil's Slide Route; provide operational and safety improvements in the Sharp
Park area which include intersection studies along Highway 1, and pedes-
trian/bicycle access along Highway 1 and Sharp Park Road; and improve the San
Pedro/Highway 1 access or to realign the Linda Mar intersection to include
access to Pedro Point.

Portola Valley General Plan (Amended Through 1980)

Portola Valley is very concerned about maintaining the natural beauty of that
area, and preventing heavy through traffic is one way to do this. The plan
specifies that Alpine Road and Skyline Boulevard should remain two-lane
facilities within the town limits. It also recommends that Alpine Road south
of Ciervos Road be closed to all but emergency traffic. The only new
collector proposed is a loop road which connects to Alpine Road on either side
of Junipero Serra Freeway and serves the Webb Ranch area.

Redwood City Comprehensive General Plan (1975)

This circulation element states that no more through automobile traffic
corridors should be built in Redwood City. Existing arterials should be
improved by modifying channelization and signal timing along E1 Camino Real
and Woodside Road, and by upgrading the Woodside Road/Bayshore and the Whipple
Avenue/Bayshore interchanges. It is also proposed that Harbor Boulevard be
widened to provide access for trucks going from Bayshore Freeway to the Port
of Redwood City. Redwood City also proposes a rail rapid-transit terminal as
part of a system along the existing Southern Pacific Railroad right-of-way.

Circulation Element of the San Bruno General Plan (1983)

The Circulation Element of the San Bruno General Plan contains policies which
identify specific improvements to major streets and intersections which are
anticipated to meet growing traffic demand in the city. The plan encourages
use of alternative transportation modes, upgrading of the Peninsula Train
service, and establishment of a city policy on a BART extension.
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General Plan for the City of San Carlos (1978)

This element calls for grade separation of the two railroad crossings at Holly
and Howard Avenue; upgrade of the approaches on Crestview Drive at Edgewood
Road; the provision of a connection from Crestview Drive to the I-280 Vista
Point; and modifying signaling, parking, and number of lanes on major and
secondary streets.

San Mateo General Plan (1981)

The San Mateo plan contains a listing of major street improvements needed,
including improving intersection capacity along E1 Camino Real by removing
parking at key locations; widening sections of Hillsdale Boulevard, including
the bridge across Marina Lagoon; encouraging the completion of the U.S.
101/Highway 92 interchange; and improving the Fourth Avenue on-ramp and free-
way overpass.

In other divisions of the circulation element, San Mateo proposes a City
transit terminal to be located on the north block of First Avenue, using land
owned by Southern Pacific Transportation Company. The plan also recommends
upgrading E1 Camino through sign control, tree planting, median strips, and
Tandscaped setbacks.

Circulation and Transportation Elements of the South San Francisco General
Plan (1982

Many changes in the South San Francisco road system are proposed in this plan.
Major improvements to all three interchanges with Highway 101, the extensions
of both North Canal Street and Hillside Boulevard to meet Airport Boulevard,
improvements to E1 Camino Real and all thoroughfares feeding into it, and the
extension of Hickey Boulevard to Hillside Boulevard are the main changes to be
made in the near future. Under the heading of transit, this plan supports the
construction of a fixed rail rapid transit facility as well as the improvement
and expansion of SamTrans bus service throughout the community.

Woodside General Plan (1976)

The Woodside plan calls for no substantial road widening and no significant
new road construction until new development warrants it. It does call for
improved circulation in the town center.
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SUPPLEMENTAL BACKGROUND INFORMATION

In response to requests by the San Mateo County Planning Commission on
February 20 and March 7, 1985, the following background data was added to the
Transportation Chapter.

A.

HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENTS

Appendix C of the Transportation Chapter is an excerpt from the Metro-
politan Transportation Commission's 1983 Regional Transportation Plan
(RTP), which contains priorities for highway and transit improvements in
the Bay Area by transportation corridor. The corridors which cover San
Mateo County are San Mateo Coast (SM) and West Bay (WB). The Regional
Transportation Plan is MTC's basic statement of transportation policy.
Highway 92 is included in the RTP as proposal SM-4, which calls for opera-
tional and safety improvements between Interstate 280 and Highway 1, in-
cluding curve straightening, grade reduction, intersection improvements,
bus and truck climbing lanes and turnouts, lane widening, shoulder
improvements, and signals.

Specific proposals are programmed for funding in the Transportation Im-
provement Program (TIP), which covers a five-year period and is updated
annually. MTC's 1985-1989 Transportation Improvement Program, adopted in
September 1984, includes improvements to the segment of Highway 92 between
Route 1 and Skyline Boulevard, including slow vehicle Tanes, to be con-
structed during 1986-87 and to the segment between Interstate 280 and
Skyline Boulevard, to be constructed during 1988-89.

UPDATING BACKGROUND INFORMATION

1. Peninsula Mass Transit Study

Also known as the SCR 74 Study, the Peninsula Mass Transit Study was
mandated by the State Legislature in 1984. MTC was directed to
develop a mass transit plan for the San Francisco-San Jose corridor,
in cooperation with transit operators and local governments, and to
submit it to the Legislature by March 1, 1985. The study would iden-
tify the route, type of vehicle, operational characteristics, and
institutional and financial arrangements for implementing a rail
transit service along the Peninsula corridor.

Under the overall direction of the PENTAP Committee, MTC staff and
consultants have identified eight alternative plans (with a number of
subalternatives) for analysis. These include the status quo; trans-
portation systems management actions; minimum rail extensions (BART to
Colma, Caltrain to Transbay Terminal and a new station in San Jose);
extension of BART to San Jose; a light rail system between San Fran-
cisco and San Jose; electrification of the Caltrain service; exclusive
bus lanes along the Southern Pacific right-of-way; BART to the airport
and light rail to San Jose; and BART to the airport and Caltrain to
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4.

San Jose. The consultants have produced estimates of patronage and
capital costs for each alternative. MTC staff has recommended that a
Joint Powers Agency be formed on the Peninsula, comprised of existing
transit operators, in order to acquire the Southern Pacific right-of-
way and to conduct additional long-range transit planning.

Caltrain Service

The background information in the chapter on the Caltrain service
should be updated as follows: the Butler Road station in South San
Francisco has been closed, Teaving 14 stations in San Mateo County; 63
new gallery cars and 18 new locomotives are on order, delivery will
begin in 1985, and the older equipment will be retired; the Project
Management Committee, which coordinates the service also includes a
representative of the Southern Pacific Company.

Bus Service to South Coast

The chapter indicates that bus service is not available to the South
Coast (page 12.51). Since the time of writing, SamTrans has initiated
Timited service to Pescadero on Route 90C.

Nolte Study

The background information does not mention the City-County Highway
Plan for San Mateo County, prepared by George S. Nolte Engineers in
1962. This plan set forth a phased program of highway improvements in
the County, based on city and County master plans of that time.
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