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Comments were received on the Tasman East EIR from the following groups and 

individuals: 

‐ City of Sunnyvale 
‐ City of San Jose 
‐ City of San Jose Airports Department 
‐ County of Santa Clara LEA 
‐ Santa Clara Valley Water District 
‐ VTA 
‐ California Public Utilities Commission, Rail Crossings and Engineering 

Branch 
‐ Regional Water Quality Control Board 
‐ San Joaquin Regional Rail Commission 
‐ Santa Clara Unified School District 
‐ Lozeau, Drury LLP 
‐ Linda Williams (neighborhood resident) 
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Planning, Building and Code Enforcement

ROSALYNN HUGHEY, DIRECTOR
 
September 13, 2018 
 
 
VIA EMAIL AND MAIL 
Mr. John Davidson, Principal Planner 
City of Santa Clara – Planning Division 
1500 Warburton Avenue 
Santa Clara, CA 95050 
Email: JDavidson@santaclaraca.gov 

RE: City of San José’s Comment Letter relating to the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report for the Tasman East Specific Plan (CEQ2016-01026, PLN2016-12400). 
 
Dear Mr. Davidson, 

On behalf of the City of San José (City), we would like to express our appreciation for the 
opportunity to review and comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the 
Tasman East Specific Plan (Specific Plan). 
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION  

The City understands the project as a Specific Plan to allow for the development of a high-
density, transit-oriented neighborhood with retail. The Specific Plan would allow the 
development of up to 4,500 dwelling units, up to 106,000 square feet of retail, an extension of 
Lick Mill Boulevard through the site, the potential construction of a school for up to 600 
students, and approximately ten acres of parks and open space.  
 
CITY OF SAN JOSÉ COMMENTS 

The City supports Santa Clara’s commitment to allow high-density residential development, a 
school, and ten acres of parkland adjacent to the proposed City Place development and other 
employment centers in North San José and Santa Clara. The development of high-density 
housing in Tasman East will balance the proposed office and retail development of the proposed 
City Place project and will help reduce regional vehicle miles traveled (VMT) by giving more 
employees the opportunity to live within walking, biking, or a short drive from their workplace. 
The greenhouse gas emissions analysis in the DEIR confirms the benefits of placing high-density 
housing adjacent to major employment centers. 
 
However, the City does have concerns about the analysis in the DEIR with regards to biological 
resources (cumulative nitrogen deposition impacts) and transportation (analysis of VMT).  
Furthermore, the City’s comment letter on the Revised Notice of Preparation (NOP), dated 
August 7, 2017, was not included in Appendix A of the DEIR.  The City’s NOP comment letter 
is included as an attachment to this letter and should be included in Appendix A of the DEIR. 
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The City’s specific comments are discussed below: 
 
1.  Biological Resources – Cumulative Nitrogen Deposition Impacts to Bay Checkerspot 
Butterfly Habitat 
 
The DEIR does not evaluate cumulative impacts to Bay Checkerspot Butterfly habitat in 
serpentine soils on hillsides surrounding Santa Clara Valley and Coyote Valley. Bay 
Checkerspot Butterfly habitat is primarily impacted by nitrogen deposition resulting from 
increased vehicle trips. The project site is located outside of the Santa Clara Valley Habitat Plan 
(SCVHP) area, and therefore is not subject to the requirements of the SCVHP. However, the 
SCVHP is the best regional biology science available for the species covered by the Plan, 
including for nitrogen deposition impacts to Bay Checkerspot Butterfly habitat. The SCVHP 
provides a framework for the Santa Clara Valley Habitat Agency to acquire and restore Bay 
Checkerspot Butterfly habitat. Although Santa Clara is not a part of the SCVHP, the DEIR 
should utilize the SCVHP framework for analytical information, disclosure, and mitigation for 
impacts to the Bay Checkerspot Butterfly resulting from trips generated by future development 
allowed under the Tasman East Specific Plan, in order to help protect this species. 
 
2.  Traffic/Transportation 
 
In February 2013, Governor Brown signed Senate Bill (SB) 743 (Steinberg, 2013), which creates 
a process to change the way that transportation impacts are analyzed under CEQA. Specifically, 
SB 743 requires the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR) to amend the CEQA 
Guidelines to provide an alternative to analysis by Level of Service (LOS) criteria for evaluating 
transportation impacts. Particularly within areas served by transit, those alternative criteria must 
“promote the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, the development of multimodal 
transportation networks, and a diversity of land uses.” (Public Resources Code Section 
21099(b)(1).) 
 
SB 743 requires the CEQA Guidelines to develop a metric that promotes the reduction of 
greenhouse gas emissions, the development of multimodal transportation networks, and a 
diversity of land uses. OPR selected vehicle miles traveled as a replacement measure not only 
because it satisfies the explicit goals of SB 743, but also because agencies are already familiar 
with this metric. Vehicle miles traveled (VMT) is already used in CEQA to study other potential 
impacts such as greenhouse gas, air quality, and energy impacts and is used in planning for 
regional sustainable communities’ strategies. 
 
Replacing LOS with VMT will help meet regional goals, better align with VMT implementation 
requirements under SB 743, and may streamline development of vibrant, walkable communities. 
Removing barriers to housing production in areas that have access to services and increasing 
transportation options will help to reduce both housing and transportation costs—the largest two 
components of Californians’ cost of living. With VMT mitigation, new development will add 
less vehicle travel onto highways, leading to better outcomes for regional congestion. 





Planning, Building and Code Enforcement
ROSALYNN HUGHEY, INTERIM DIRECTOR

August 7, 2017

VIA EMAIL ONLY
Mr. John Davidson, Principal Planner 
City of Santa Clara - Planning Division 
1500 Warburton Avenue 
Santa Clara, CA 95050

RE: City of San Jose’s Comment Letter relating to the Revised Notice of Preparation for 
the Tasman East Specific Plan (CEQ2016-01026, PLN2016-12400).

Dear Mr. Davidson,

On behalf of the City of San Jose (City), we would like to express our appreciation for the 
opportunity to review and comment on the Revised Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Tasman 
East Specific Plan (Specific Plan) Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The City understands the project as a Specific Plan to allow for the development of a high- 
density, transit-oriented neighborhood with retail. The Specific Plan would allow the 
development of up to 4,500 dwelling units, up to 106,000 square feet of retail, an extension of 
Lick Mill Boulevard through the site, the potential construction of a school for up to 600 
students, and approximately ten acres of parks and open space.

NOTICE OF PREPARATION COMMENTS

The City supports Santa Clara’s commitment to allow high-density residential development, a 
school, and ten acres of parkland adjacent to the proposed City Place development and other 
employment centers in north San Jose and Santa Clara. The development of high-density housing 
in Tasman East will balance the proposed office and retail development of the proposed City 
Place project and will help reduce regional vehicle miles traveled (VMT) by giving more 
employees the opportunity to live in walking, biking, or a short drive from their workplace. 
However, buildout of the Specific Plan will result in a significant concentration of new residents 
on a 46-acre site on the City’s border, resulting in changes to the local environment, especially 
with regard to biological resources, traffic patterns, and use of recreation facilities. Therefore, 
the City requests the EIR evaluate the following potential impacts related to air quality, 
biological resources, recreation/open space, and transportation/circulation:

1. Air Quality

The EIR should evaluate impacts to sensitive receptors from construction period air pollutants
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during construction of development consistent with the Specific Plan. Sensitive receptors 
include residents in the City of San Jose across the Guadalupe River, approximately 500 feet east 
of the Specific Plan area.

2. Biological Resources - Santa Clara Valley Habitat Conservation Plan

The EIR should evaluate potential impacts of new development adjacent to the Guadalupe River. 
Project design that includes more open space (part of the proposed ten acres of parks and open 
space) along the Guadalupe River could serve as a buffer between future development and the 
riparian habitat while serving as an amenity.

Although the project site is located outside of the Santa Clara Valley Habitat Plan (SCVHP) area, 
it is immediately adjacent to the border of the covered area, just west of the City of San Jose. The 
SCVHP is the best regional biology science available, particularly for Nitrogen Deposition, and 
should be evaluated as part of the EIR. Even though Santa Clara is not a part of the SCVHP, the 
EIR should utilize the SCVHP framework for analytical information, disclosure and mitigation, 
particularly with regard to potential impacts to the Bay Checkerspot Butterfly resulting from 
cumulative nitrogen deposition from trips generated by future development.

3. Open Space and Recreation Area

Given that the proposed project abuts the City of San Jose, with likely impacts to public usage of 
San Jose’s parks, open space, and recreational facilities, the City has the following concerns 
related to: (1) inadequate park space, (2) utilization of City’s trail network, (3) habitat and open 
space connectivity, and (4) future adaptation measures to address climate change.

Recognizing that the Quimby Act and Mitigation Fee Act are imperfect measures to achieve 
adequate recreational land for residents, the City is concerned that the proposed 10-acre park is 
substantially below the City of Santa Clara’s Parkland In-lieu Fee Schedule for New Residential 
Development (Resolution No. 17-8427) and the Quimby Act requirement for open space. As 
described in the ordinance and depending on whether a project is subject to Quimby Act or 
Mitigation Fee Act, individual residential projects in the development should be subject to a 
parkland obligation of either 3.0 or 2.53 acres per 1,000 residents, respectively. Assuming that to 
achieve the densities proposed in the Specific Plan, all units in the plan will be multifamily units 
with occupancy calculated at 2.24 residents per dwelling unit, the overall Specific Plan should be 
required to provide between 25.5 and 30.2 acres. The proposed 10 acres is substantially lower 
than both the City of San Clara and Quimby Act’s requirements for recreation and open space 
and therefore, demand for public recreation facilities from new residents within the Specific Plan 
area will negatively impact San Jose’s trail, park and other recreation facilities. The Specific 
Plan and EIR should account for how the additional parkland need will be addressed.

4. Traffic/Transportation

Please consider the following when preparing the traffic analysis:
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• North San Jose Area Development Policy (NSJADP) and North San Jose Deficiency Plan 
(NSJDP)

o US 101 / Oakland Transportation Development Policy 
o VMT analysis - Implementing SB743 
o City of San Jose Protected Intersections 
o City of San Jose TIA Guidelines 
o VTA’s CMP analysis 
o Provide trip assignment distribution

o Include number of AM/PM Peak hour trips distributed to protected intersections, 
freeways (US-101 Oakland, Mabury)

o TDM
o Reduce parking, add bike parking, employer incentives, Eco Passes, unbundled 

parking, incorporate a TMA (Transportation Management Association) to provide 
transportation services/resources information to encourage trip reduction

Analysis review: To expedite EIR review, please consider all technical documents to be 
disclosure documents for all stakeholders, including the general public in addition to technical 
staff/reviewers.

City of San Jose development projects in the vicinity: Please contact City of San Jose 
Department of Public Works for current City of San Jose project list.

o PD 16-034 - Top Golf 
o PD 15-053 - America Center Building 5 
o PDC15-016 - Marriott Residence Inn 
o SP16-053 -Cilker 
o IT 15-037 - Boston Properties 
o North San Jose

Evaluate the following City of San Jose intersections using TRAFFIX:

o Gold Street/Gold Street Connector (City of San Jose) 
o Great America Parkway / State Tlwy 237 (N) 
o Great America Parkway / State IJwy 237 (S) 
o N. First Street / Nortech Parkway 
o Disk Drive / Nortech Parkway 
o Wilson Drive / Grand Blvd 
© N. First Street / State Hwy 237 (S) 
o N. First Street / State IJwy 237 (N) 
o N. First Street / ITolger Way (Lamplighter Way)
° N. First Street / Headquarters Drive (Vista Montana) 
o W. Tasman Drive / Vista Montana 
o Renaissance Drive / Vista Montana
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o W. Tasman Drive / Champion Court 
o W. Tasman Drive / Rio Robles 
o N. First Street / W. Tasman Drive 
o N. First Street / Rio Robles 
o N. First Street / River Oaks Parkway 
o N. First Street / Montague Expressway 
o Baypointe Parkway / Tasman Drive 
o Zanker Road / State Hwy 237 (N) 
o Zanker Road / State Hwy 237 (S) 
o Zanker Road / Holger Way 
o Zanker Road / Baypointe Parkway 
o Zanker Road / Tasman Drive 
o Zanker Road / Alicante Drive 
o Zanker Road / River Oaks Parkway 
o Zanker Road / Sony Driveway 
o Zanker Road / Innovation Drive 
o Zanker Road / Montague Expressway 
o Cisco Way / Tasman Drive
o Any other intersections that meet the CMP Guidelines for analysis

Please identify any and all transportation improvements that may result from the full build-out of 
Specific Plan. We request that you coordinate with City of San Jose staff to provide seamless 
transportation connections between San Jose and Santa Clara:

1. City of San Jose intersections (using City of San Jose Council Policy 5-3 criteria)
2. Multimodal Bike, Ped and transit facilities

For impacts in North San Jose, please refer to the NSJADP and NSJDP. For impacts in other 
areas of San Jose, please provide preliminary mitigation proposals for San Jose review and 
approval.

CONCLUSION

We thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Revised NOP for the Tasman East Specific 
Plan EIR. The City of San Jose looks forward to continued collaboration, communication, and 
implementation of the project. If you should have any questions, please feel free to contact David 
Keyon, Supervising Environmental Planner at david.keyon@sanioseca.gov or (408) 535-7898.
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Sincerely,

Ned Thomas, Division Manager 
Planning, Building and Code Enforcement 
City of San Jose

CC: City’s Department of Public Works
City’s Department of Parks, Recreation, and Neighborhood Services
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September 10, 2018 
 
John Davidson           
Principal Planner 
City of Santa Clara – Planning Division 
(408) 615-2450 
 
Re: Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Tasman East Specific Plan Project  

 File Nos.: CEQ2016-01026, PLN2016-12400 
 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the referenced project. 

The City of San Jose, and the Department of Parks, Recreation, and Neighborhood Services has an interest in the project 
as the Specific Plan is immediately adjacent to the city boundary and may impact a number of our recreational facilities.  

The Department supports the Specific Plan’s call for:  

• 10 acres of open space, paseos, and parkland within the 41.4-acre Tasman East project.  
• a school site of up to two acres in size.  

We encourage the City of Santa Clara to establish and enforce clear requirements and minimums for the provision of 
these park and open space assets.  

PRNS has the following general comments on the Specific Plan, with additional details provided for each, as relate to (1) 
Provision of Adequate Parkland; and, (2) Trail Impacts and Use. 

PRNS Summary Comments 

Provision of Adequate Parkland 

- The Specific Plan DEIR states that City of Santa Clara would use park impact fees to acquire offsite parkland and 
achieve a less than significant impact. PRNS is concerned about the availability of land for park purposes in this part 
of Santa Clara, as we struggle to identify and acquire suitable sites nearby in North San Jose.  
 

- The adjacent City Place Project, also in Santa Clara, has proposed much more significant parks and open space. The 
DEIR should include this finding to clarify any misconceptions about the adequacy of parkland, if such public spaces 
are also intended to offset park impacts from the Tasman East Specific Plan. This would be consistent with the 
Cumulative Impacts to Recreation as described in Section 3.13.2.3. 
 
 
 
 
 

-  
 
 
 



 
 
- PRNS is concerned that nearby park and recreational facilities in San José may be negatively impacted through 

heightened use if the Tasman East Specific Plan is unable to adequately provide park and recreation area on site 
or in close proximity. Specifically, staff is concerned about potential impacts to larger community parks, sports 
fields, and regional facilities like San Jose’s planned park at the former Agnews site (located at Cabrillo Road east of 
Zanker Road).  
 

The current Draft EIR, proposes five acres of actual parkland and relies on paseos, pedestrian connections, and public 
open space to achieve the previously proposed 10-acre park. This is substantially below the City of Santa Clara’s 
Parkland In-lieu Fee Schedule for New Residential Development (Resolution No. 17-8427). As staff understands the City 
of Santa Clara’s Parkland Dedication Ordinances, the project would be required to provide between 25.5 and 30.2-acres 
of public parkland or fees in-lieu. PRNS also understands that park improvements are likely to be funded out of the same 
obligation, ultimately moderating the actual land exaction. The City of San José remains concerned that the five acres 
proposed is so significantly below these impact mitigation targets, that demand for public recreation facilities from new 
residents will negatively impact San José’s own facilities, as well as those in Santa Clara proper.  

It appears from statements in the Cumulative Impact to Recreation Section 3.13.2.3, that parkland acreage planned in 
the approved City Place Project will help offset the parkland impacts of the Tasman East Specific Plan. If this is the intent, 
PRNS would recommend that the DEIR make this statement clearer throughout all sections related to parks, recreation, 
and open space. 
 
Trail Impacts and Use 
 
- The Specific Plan DIER states that projects would construct bicycle access to the Bay Trail and Guadalupe River trail, 

supporting the finding that the project would have a less than significant impact. Staff is concerned that simply 
providing bicycle access to existing bicycle facilities is not an adequate evaluation of impacts to existing facilities, like 
the Guadalupe River Trail. The DEIR should evaluate and estimate likely bicycle trip generation resulting from 
implementation of the Specific Plan. San Jose maintains travel volume data for the trail system on its Trail Count 
page.  

 
The City of San José has constructed and operates the Lower Guadalupe River Trail directly to the east of Project, 
providing active transportation links from San Francisco Bay at Alviso, south to Downtown San José and beyond. The 
Guadalupe River Trail serves both Santa Clara and San José residents. Over the past decade, San José’s Trail Program has 
conducted an annual Trail Count, cataloguing the volume of trail users along several City trails. In the most recent Trail 
Count for 2016, staff has documented approximately 2,325 users over a 12-hour period at the nearby River Oaks bridge. 
Additionally, responses to Trail Count questionnaires estimate that approximately 51% of trail users utilize trails for 
transportation or commuting in some fashion. From this evidence of current use, it is likely that intensive development 
near the trail will increase the number commuters as well as recreational users of the trail and may have potential 
impacts to trail infrastructure and the safe and enjoyable experience of users.  
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In Section 3.14.2.7 Bicycle Facilities Impacts of the Draft EIR (Pg. 252), the DEIR states that “The proposed project 
provides adequate bicycle access to the Bay Trail and points south along the Guadalupe River Trail. As a result, 
bicycle impacts are considered to be less than significant.” From this statement, the project is providing increased 
pedestrian and bicycle access to the trail, but has not fully evaluated the extent of new bicycle use on existing 
facilities, nor what the likely impacts of such increased ridership may be.  
 
Once again, we greatly appreciate the opportunity to comment upon this project and request that we be placed on the 
mailing list for future correspondence. 

 
 
 
Thank you, 
 
 

 

David McCormic, Associate Landscape Designer 

Parks, Recreation & Neighborhood Services 
200 East Santa Clara Street, 9th Floor 
San José, CA 95113-1903 
408.535-8433 
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John Davidson

From: Greene, Cary <CGreene@sjc.org>
Sent: Wednesday, August 15, 2018 10:26 AM
To: John Davidson
Cc: Amelia Morgia; Sheelen, Ryan
Subject: Draft EIR for Tasman East Specific Plan

Thank you for notifying the City of San Jose Airport Department of the completion the subject 
DEIR.  The Airport has reviewed the aviation‐related information and impact analysis presented in the 
document, including the Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Land Use and Planning, Noise and 
Vibration, and Transportation/Traffic sections, and considers it sufficiently complete and 
accurate.  We therefore have no specific concerns or suggested revisions for the document. 
 
Feel free to contact either myself or Ryan Sheelen in my office to discuss any comments raised by 
other reviewers regarding aviation‐related topics, and please continue to include the San Jose Airport 
Department on notices or distribution of DEIR amendment or Final EIR documents for the project. 
 
 
Cary Greene 
Airport Planner, City of San Jose Airport Department 
408‐392‐3623 
cgreene@sjc.org 

 

 
 





















 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA EDMUND G. BROWN JR., Governor 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

320 WEST 4TH STREET, SUITE 500 

LOS ANGELES, CA  90013 

 

August 10, 2018 
 
John Davidson        
City of Santa Clara 
1500 Warburton Ave 
Santa Clara, CA  95050 
 
Re: SCH 2016122027–Tasman East Specific Plan–Draft Environmental Impact Report 

Dear Mr. Davidson: 

The California Public Utilities Commission (Commission/CPUC) has jurisdiction over rail crossings 
(crossings) in California. CPUC ensures that crossings are safely designed, constructed, and 
maintained.  The Commission’s Rail Crossings Engineering Branch (RCEB) is in receipt of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the proposed Tasman East Specific Plan. City of Santa 
Clara (City) is the lead agency. 
 
The City proposes to develop an existing industrial neighborhood 45 acres in size into a high-
density transit-oriented neighborhood. The project would provide greater pedestrian and bicycle 
access to the adjacent Valley Transit Authority (VTA) Lick Mill Station through the traffic light 
controlled Calle del Sol crossing (CPUC No. 082B-5.58). The project also borders the Capitol 
Corridor Great America Station, with a flasher controlled pedestrian crossing (CPUC No. 001L-
40.60-D).  
 
Any development adjacent to or near the railroad or light rail transit right-of-way (ROW) should be 
planned with the safety of the rail corridor in mind.  New developments may increase pedestrian or 
vehicular traffic volumes not only on streets and at intersections, but also at nearby rail crossings. 
Traffic impact studies should analyze rail crossing safety and potential mitigation measures.  Safety 
improvement measures may include the planning for grade separations or improvements to existing 
at-grade crossings. Examples of improvements may include, but are not limited to: addition or 
upgrade of crossing warning devices, detectable warning surfaces and edge lines on sidewalks, 
and pedestrian channelization. Pedestrian and bicycle routes should be designed to clearly prohibit 
and discourage unauthorized access (trespassing) onto the tracks, except at authorized crossings. 
 
In addition, modifications to existing public crossings require authorization from the Commission.  
RCEB representatives are available for consultation on any potential safety impacts or concerns at 
crossings.  Please continue to keep RCEB informed of the project’s development.  More information 
can be found at: http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/crossings. 
 
If you have any questions, please contact Matt Cervantes at (213) 266-4716, or mci@cpuc.ca.gov. 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 

 

 Matt Cervantes 

Utilities Engineer 
Rail Crossings Engineering Branch 
Safety and Enforcement Division 
 
CC: State Clearinghouse, state.clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov 

 



















 

 

 

 

Chair, Steve Dresser, City of Lathrop 
Vice Chair, Christina Fugazi, City of Stockton 
Commissioner, Bob Johnson, City of Lodi 
Commissioner, Debby Moorhead, City of Manteca 
 
 
Executive Director, Stacey Mortensen 
 

Commissioner, Bob Elliot, San Joaquin County 
Commissioner, Leo Zuber, City of Ripon 
Commissioner, Scott Haggerty, Alameda County 
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September 10, 2018 
 
ATTN: John Davidson, Principal Planner 
City of Santa Clara, Planning Division 
1500 Warburton Ave 
Santa Clara, CA 95050 
 
Re: Tasman East Specific Plan DEIR; File CEQ2016-01026, PLN2016-12400 
 
Dear Mr. Davidson: 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Tasman East Specific Plan Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR). We are fully supportive of policies and projects 
that will transform the area adjacent to Santa Clara - Great America Station (Great 
America Station) into a regional, transit-oriented destination, anchored by a welcoming, 
world-class multimodal transportation hub. We concur with specific policies expressed 
in the City of Santa Clara General Plan that direct future development within the 
Tasman East Focus Area to: 
  

 Provide direct linkages from Tasman East to the Santa Clara Valley 
Transportation Authority (VTA), Amtrak, and Altamont Corridor Express stations 
(ACE) and transit stops to promote transit use for access to services and jobs 
(5.4.6-P2) 

 Work with appropriate transportation agencies, businesses, and surrounding 
cities to maximize rail and bus transit to and from the stations (5.4.6-P3) 

 Promote pedestrian-friendly design that includes features such as shade trees, 
streetscapes that contain lighting and landscaping, street furniture, pedestrian 
and bike paths, limited driveway curb cuts, traffic-calming features, and 
pedestrian street crossings (5.4.6-P4) 

 Provide for future connections, which encourages walking and bicycling, to the 
new development in the north when it is redeveloped to promote accessibility 
between the two areas (5.4.6-P7) 

 Emphasize walkability and access to transit and existing roadways in Future 
Focus Area comprehensive plans (5.4.6-P9) 

 Provide access across expressways or major arterial streets so that new 
residential development in Future Focus Areas has adequate access to 
neighborhood retail, services and public facilities (5.4.6-P10) 

 
We appreciate the effort put into the DEIR traffic operations analysis, but find the 
section missing critical information that would allow the San Joaquin Regional Rail 
Commission to fully assess the impact of future development on our ridership, 
specifically the impact of additional intersection and freeway delay on our jointly-



 

 

operated VTA/ACE first-and-last mile shuttle network, which operates out of Great 
America Station (EXHIBIT 1).  
 
The VTA/ACE shuttles are the most heavily-used local public transit service in the area, 
accounting for roughly 1,240 boardings each weekday, or 82% of total transit boardings 
from the proposed Tasman East Specific Plan area (EXHIBIT 2). Riders include 
customers transferring from regional ACE and Capitol Corridor trains, as well as local 
residents.  
 

EXHIBIT 1: EXISTING TRANSIT RIDERSHIP, BY ROUTE1 

Service Stop 
Average 
Weekday 

Boardings 

% of 
Total 

VTA Route 140 Tasman @ Calle del Sol 0 0% 
VTA Route 330 Tasman @ Calle del Sol 1 0% 
VTA Route 902 Lick Mill Station 276 18% 
VTA/ACE Shuttles Great America Station 1,240 (AM) 82% 
Total   1,517 100% 

 
EXHIBIT 2: EXISTING VTA/ACE SHUTTLE NETWORK (RIDERSHIP DESTINATIONS HIGHLIGHTED)2  

 

 
Given their significance, it is notable that the VTA/ACE shuttles are not mentioned in the 
main body of the DEIR, or comprehensively analyzed in the full Transportation Impact 
Analysis Report (Appendix G of the DEIR).  

                                                 
1 Sources: VTA/ACE Shuttle Boardings: Tasman East Specific Plan Transportation Impact Analysis (June 2018); Other Routes: VTA 
Ridecheck Plus Reports (August 2018) 
2 Source: 2017 ACE Shuttle Ridership Survey 



 

 

 
We believe that future development within the Tasman East Specific Plan area may 
potentially impact VTA/ACE shuttle service, and our customers, in the following two 
ways: 
 

 Increased Travel Time Delay: The traffic operations analysis disclosed 
significant impacts at four study intersections and five freeway segments due to 
additional project-generated trips. The VTA/ACE shuttle routes traverse three of 
the four impacted intersections, and all five impacted freeway segments, and yet 
no travel time impacts to transit were disclosed in the DEIR.   

 Additional Project Ridership: The full Transportation Impact Analysis report 
(Appendix G of the DEIR) makes two questionable assumptions: (1) that 
additional transit riders generated by the project would typically use regional rail 
at Great America Station, or local light rail service at VTA’s Lick Mill station; and 
(2) that “VTA bus transit service within the immediate study area operates below 
capacity, and additional trips generated by the proposed Project could be 
accommodated by existing bus service.”  We believe that most additional transit 
riders generated by the project would actually use the existing VTA/ACE shuttle 
network, which would connect them major employment centers throughout 
Silicon Valley faster, and more directly than the ACE train, Capitol Corridor, or 
VTA light rail; as currently operated, the VTA/ACE shuttles do not exclude non-
ACE riders. Furthermore, a few of the VTA/ACE shuttles are currently operating 
at or near capacity, and additional ridership from new developments would result 
in over-capacity, potentially displacing existing riders.  

 
We respectfully request that the City of Santa Clara conduct additional analysis of these 
potential impact. If significant impacts are found, we urge staff to consider possible 
mitigation measures that take advantage of economies of scale, and build on the 
success of the VTA/ACE shuttle program. Some examples include increasing the span 
and frequency of existing VTA/ACE shuttle service, adding additional routes, and 
investing in larger vehicles. These investments could be more effective at encouraging 
mode-shift than investments in conventional, corridor-based mass transit, given the 
dispersed pattern of employment that dominates north Santa Clara county.  
 
Rather than reinvent the wheel, we urge staff to consider mitigation measures that will 
help grow the public transit ridership that is already there, rather than investing in 
entirely new and untested services, like the proposed peak-hour shuttle to Lawrence 
Caltrain.  
 
The City of Santa Clara envisions north Santa Clara county as a new jobs-rich center 
that will draw workers from across the region, in particular from communities to the 
east—eastern Alameda county, San Joaquin County, and the Central Valley—which 
ACE currently serves. We encourage staff to envision ACE as a “Caltrain of the East,” 
serving a regional transit hub for north Santa Clara county centered at Great America 
Station, and to ensure that this vision is implemented concurrently with future land-use 
developments. Great America Station is the logical regional hub for north county, not 



 

 

Diridon Station located 6 miles away, nor a future BART station located 4 miles away in 
Milpitas. Land use and transportation must work together if we hope to meaningfully 
reduce the environmental impacts of future development.   
 
If you or any member of your staff would like to discuss any of these items further, 
please contact Corinne Winter, ACE outreach lead in Santa Clara County, at 
corinne@winter.associates. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Stacey Mortensen 
Executive Director 
 
 









 
 

Via Email and U.S. Mail 

 

August 14, 2018 

 

John Davidson, Principal Planner 

Community Development 

Planning Division 

City of Santa Clara 

1500 Warburton Avenue  

Santa Clara, CA 95050 

jdavidson@santaclaraca.gov  

Andrew Crabtree, Director of 

Community Development 

City of Santa Clara 

1500 Warburton Avenue 

Santa Clara, CA 95050 

acrabtree@santaclaraca.gov   

 

Jennifer Yamaguma, Acting City Clerk 

City Clerk’s Office 

City of Santa Clara 

1500 Warburton Avenue 

Santa Clara, CA 95050 

clerk@santaclaraca.gov  

 

  

 

Re: Comment on Draft Environmental Impact Report, Tasman East Specific 

Plan aka PLN2016-12400, SCH #2016122027 and File No. CEQ2016-

01026 

 

Dear Mr. Davidson, Mr. Crabtree and Ms. Yamaguma: 

 

I am writing on behalf of the Laborers International Union of North America, Local 

Union No. 270 and its members living in the City of Santa Clara (“LIUNA”), regarding the 

Draft Environmental Impact Report; (“DEIR”) prepared for the Project known as the Tasman 

East Specific Plan aka PLN2016-12400, SCH #2016122027 and File No. CEQ2016-01026, 

including all actions related or referring to the proposed development of a high density 

transit-oriented neighborhood of up to 4,500 dwelling units and up to 106,000 square feet of 

retail space bounded by Tasman Drive to the south, the Guadalupe River to the East, the 

Santa Clara golf course to the north, and Lafayette Street to the west in the City of Santa 

Clara (“Project”). 

mailto:jdavidson@santaclaraca.gov
mailto:acrabtree@santaclaraca.gov
mailto:clerk@santaclaraca.gov
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After reviewing the DEIR, we conclude that the DEIR fails as an informational 

document and fails to impose all feasible mitigation measures to reduce the Project’s 

impacts.  Commenters request that the Community Development Department address these 

shortcomings in a revised draft environmental impact report (“RDEIR”) and recirculate the 

RDEIR prior to considering approvals for the Project.  We reserve the right to supplement 

these comments during review of the Final EIR for the Project and at public hearings 

concerning the Project. Galante Vineyards v. Monterey Peninsula Water Management Dist., 

60 Cal. App. 4th 1109, 1121 (1997). 

 

We hereby request that City of Santa Clara (“City”) send by electronic mail, if 

possible or U.S. Mail to our firm at the address below notice of any and all actions or 

hearings related to activities undertaken, authorized, approved, permitted, licensed, or 

certified by the City and any of its subdivisions, and/or supported, in whole or in part, 

through contracts, grants, subsidies, loans or other forms of assistance from the City, 

including, but not limited to the following: 

 

 Notice of any public hearing in connection with the Project as required by California 

Planning and Zoning Law pursuant to Government Code Section 65091. 

 Any and all notices prepared for the Project pursuant to the California Environmental 

Quality Act (“CEQA”), including, but not limited to: 

 

 Notices of any public hearing held pursuant to CEQA. 

 Notices of determination that an Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) is 

required for a project, prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 

21080.4. 

 Notices of any scoping meeting held pursuant to Public Resources Code 

Section 21083.9. 

 Notices of preparation of an EIR or a negative declaration for a project, 

prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21092. 

 Notices of availability of an EIR or a negative declaration for a project, 

prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21152 and Section 15087 

of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations. 

 Notices of approval and/or determination to carry out a project, prepared 

pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21152 or any other provision of 

law. 

 Notices of approval or certification of any EIR or negative declaration, 

prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21152 or any other 

provision of law. 

 Notices of determination that a project is exempt from CEQA, prepared 

pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21152 or any other provision of 

law. 

 Notice of any Final EIR prepared pursuant to CEQA. 
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 Notice of determination, prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 

21108 or Section 21152. 

 

Please note that we are requesting notices of CEQA actions and notices of any public 

hearings to be held under any provision of Title 7 of the California Government Code 

governing California Planning and Zoning Law.  This request is filed pursuant to Public 

Resources Code Sections 21092.2 and 21167(f), and Government Code Section 65092, 

which requires agencies to mail such notices to any person who has filed a written request for 

them with the clerk of the agency’s governing body. 

 

Please send notice by electronic mail, if possible or U.S. Mail to: 

 

Richard Drury 

Theresa Rettinghouse 

Lozeau Drury LLP 

410 12th Street, Suite 250 

Oakland, CA  94607 

510 836-4200 

richard@lozeaudrury.com 

theresa@lozeaudrury.com 

 

Please call if you have any questions.  Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Richard Drury 

Lozeau Drury LLP 

mailto:richard@lozeaudrury.com
mailto:theresa@lozeaudrury.com
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John Davidson

From: Montanagrl <montanagrl@aol.com>

Sent: Friday, August 10, 2018 1:35 PM

To: John Davidson

Subject: Tasman East Plan

Hi,  
As a resident of Primavera since 1976, I am opposed to the development of this property.  The roads in 
this area are already congested and busy.  We DO NOT need this development.  Please reconsider a 
smaller development or do not proceed with the present plan.  Santa Clara is NOT a San Francisco 
even tho there are so many companies moving in to the area.   
Thanks for your consideration 
Linda Williams 
2246 Avenida de los Alumnos 
Santa Clara, CA  95054 
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