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Mountain View Coalition for Sustainable Planning and GreenSpacesMV
c/o Aaron Grossman

817 Montgomery Street

Mountain View, CA 94041

Santa Clara Valley Bird Alliance (SCVBA)
22221 McClellan Road
Cupertino, CA, 95014

August 31, 2026

Re: Agenda Item 5.1 — Rengstorff Green Complete Streets Study, Project 25-39
Dear Council Transportation Committee members,

We are writing on behalf of community organizations supporting the Rengstorff Avenue Green
Complete Streets project.

Rengstorff is the City’s highest-priority Vision Zero corridor, and Council has already directed it
to advance as it's first Green Complete Streets project.

The current feasibility study is an opportunity to determine how safety, active transportation,
green infrastructure, shade, stormwater management, and climate resilience can work together
within the corridor. It's also an important early test of how the City can translate its broader
policy commitments into street design—particularly the Biodiversity and Urban Forest Plan and
the soon-to-be-adopted Active Transportation Plan.

Council has funded feasibility and preliminary design work that includes both transportation
safety and green infrastructure improvements, and the project has received strong community
support.

The question at this stage is therefore how to deliver that direction most effectively, not whether
the corridor should receive meaningful safety and Green Complete Streets improvements.


https://www.greencompletestreets.com/cities/mountainview-ca/rengstorff-green-complete-streets/#at-a-glance
https://www.greencompletestreets.com/cities/mountainview-ca/rengstorff-green-complete-streets/#at-a-glance
https://collaborate.mountainview.gov/biodiversity
https://mountainview.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=8194360&GUID=A54C91AC-CA18-4533-9826-2A8861624BEA&Options=&Search=

In meeting with staff last week, we learned that Alternatives A, B, and C are intended to test
different elements and uses of street space—not necessarily to serve as three mutually
exclusive choices. Staff also confirmed that the next design round is the appropriate time
to combine desired elements, confirm dimensions, and identify additional opportunities
for space.

Our request

We respectfully ask the Council Transportation Committee to pass the following motion.

Requested CTC Motion

Move that the Council Transportation Committee direct staff to use the next phase of the
Rengstorff Avenue Complete Streets Study to develop and evaluate a full Green Complete
Streets concept that integrates the core safety and green infrastructure elements that were
tested individually in Alternatives A, B, and C, rather than selecting among the current
alternatives as-is. In particular, direct staff to:

e Develop a full concept design: that integrates continuous Class IV protected bicycle
lanes, protected intersections and all four mid-block crossings with Pedestrian Hybrid
Beacons, together with street trees, regionally native and biodiversity-supportive planting
designed as functioning habitat, and functional green stormwater infrastructure.

e Do the design work needed to determine how it can fit: test 10-foot inner vehicle
lanes, lane reduction where appropriate, reallocation of the 14-foot median,
City-controlled land and right-of-way, and additional parking reconfiguration or removal.

Bring the full concept back to the CTC and community including the planning-level costs, space
requirements, benefits, and trade-offs for the major elements and different levels of investment
before removing elements or selecting a preferred concept.

Additional technical detail supporting each element of the requested motion is provided in
Appendix A.

The first round showed us the pieces. For the next round, we ask the City to put them together
and bring back the information Council and the community need to make informed trade-offs.



Thank you to Lauren, Priyoti, and the broader project team for their work and for taking the time
to discuss the design process with us.

Sincerely,

April Webster, Bike Walk MVLA Team Lead, MVCSP Executive Committee
Bruce England, Bike Walk MVLA Team Lead, MVCSP Executive Committee
Cliff Chambers, MVCSP Executive Committee

Silja Paymer, President GreenSpaces MV

Tracy Ferea, Vice President GreenSpaces MV

Caroline Horn, Bike Walk MVLA Team Lead

Shani Kleinhaus, Environmental Advocate, Santa Clara Valley Bird Alliance
Rashmi Sahai, GreenSpacesMV

Jesse Cupp, Bike Walk MVLA

Mary Dateo, Bike Walk MVLA

Lada Adamic, Bike Walk MVLA

Isaac Stone, signing on his own behalf

On behalf of

Mountain View Coalition for Sustainable Planning (MVCSP)

Mountain View Active Transportation Policy Working Group, Bike Walk MVLA (formerly SVBC
MVLA)

GreenSpacesMV

About Mountain View Coalition for Sustainable Planning

The Mountain View Coalition for Sustainable Planning is a local volunteer-based organization dedicated to making Mountain
View as beautiful, economically healthy, transit, bicycle, and pedestrian accessible, and affordable as possible. MVCSP member
interest and expertise covers areas such as housing, transportation, the environment, the economy, and beyond!

For more information, see http://www.mvcsp.org.

To contact us, send email to mvcsp.info@gmail.com.

About GreenSpacesMV

Our focus is on biodiversity, native, drought-tolerant, and pollinator-friendly landscaping, complete green streets, parks and other
open spaces, including Privately owned, publicly accessible (or POPA) park spaces, and so on.

For more information, see https://www.facebook.com/GreenSpacesMV.

To contact us, send email to GreenSpacesMV.info@amail.com.


http://www.mvcsp.org
https://www.facebook.com/GreenSpacesMV
mailto:GreenSpacesMV.info@gmail.com

Appendix A: Supporting detail for the requested motion

The following provides additional context and technical detail supporting the requested motion.

1. Green Complete Streets as the baseline

More substantial bikeway protection

Evaluate raised curbs or constructed buffers integrated with street trees and planting as a
stronger form of Class |V protection, treating street trees as part of the bikeway protection
strategy rather than simply decorative landscaping.

Use planted buffers to provide multiple functions within the same space: stronger physical
separation, shade and heat safety, visual narrowing and traffic calming, biodiversity, and
potentially stormwater management.

Green infrastructure and GSI

Treat green infrastructure as functional street infrastructure, not simply beautification, and use
limited street space to deliver multiple benefits where possible: shade and heat safety, stormwater
management, biodiversity, traffic calming, and physical separation.

Develop and price a base level and one or more enhanced levels of green/GSI investment, rather
than treating these elements as all-or-nothing, with planning-level costs and the additional
climate-resilience, stormwater, shade, heat-safety, and biodiversity benefits provided at each
level.

Biodiversity and native planting

Implement the Biodiversity and Urban Forest Plan through the corridor design by prioritizing
regionally native trees, shrubs, grasses, and flowering plants that provide habitat and food
resources for birds, pollinators, and other wildlife. Design planted areas as functioning habitat
rather than ornamental landscaping, with sufficient planting diversity, understory, and soil volume
to support long-term ecological value, while retaining existing mature trees and valuable habitat
wherever feasible.

Interdepartmental implementation

Clarify the roles of Public Works and Community Services in the design, species selection,
installation, establishment, and long-term maintenance of trees, native planting, and GSI.

Document clear responsibilities and project requirements so the Green Complete Streets
elements carried into the preferred concept are preserved through detailed design, construction,
and maintenance.



2. Opportunities to find additional space

Across all opportunities to find or reallocate space, prioritize safety and exhaust reasonable
opportunities to find space before accepting gaps in the continuous safety network.

Lane narrowing and lane reduction

e Re-evaluate lane reduction on selected segments, particularly south of Central
Expressway, even if congestion and capacity constraints at major intersections preclude
a corridor-wide road diet.

e Test 10-foot inner vehicle lanes throughout the corridor. Alternative C already uses
10.5-foot inner lanes, and existing conditions show at least one 10-foot inner lane on
Rengstorff.

e Confirm actual roadway dimensions, including widths staff indicated still need field
verification, and reclaim any additional width identified for safety and Green Complete
Streets elements.

e Use lane narrowing and lane reduction for speed management as well as space
allocation. Staff shared that drivers commonly travel 6-8 mph above the posted speed
limit, so reducing vehicle speeds should be an explicit design objective.

Reallocation of the 14-foot landscaped median

e Determine how much of the existing 14-foot landscaped median is actually needed and
evaluate reallocating some or all of it to higher-function uses along the sides of the
roadway: continuous physical bikeway protection and raised separation, street trees and
shade, GSI, and biodiversity-supportive planting.

e Compare retaining the full median with reallocating that space to functions that provide
greater benefits for people walking and bicycling, including physical and heat safety,
traffic calming, stormwater management, biodiversity, and active transportation

e Evaluate irrigation and maintenance requirements for relocating landscaping, including
whether reliance on water trucks constrains the location or design of street trees,
planting, bioswales, or other GSI.

Multimodal analysis and transparency

e Provide the CTC and community with the key inputs, assumptions, outputs, and findings
of the multimodal analysis, including how vehicle congestion, safety, active
transportation, transit, and other constraints and trade-offs were evaluated.



e Explain how that analysis informed the alternatives and design decisions, particularly
where vehicle congestion or capacity constrains other Complete Streets improvements.
Transparency around modal trade-offs has also been raised by the community and BPAC
on other Complete Streets projects, including Moffett and Middlefield.

City-owned or City-controlled space

e Examine City-owned or City-controlled property, excess right-of-way, applicable
easements, and publicly controlled frontage, particularly near Rengstorff Park, for
opportunities to accommodate Green Complete Streets elements outside the existing
curb-to-curb roadway.

e Prioritize this additional space for the continuous safety network and Green Complete
Streets elements, including raised bicycle facilities, physical separation, and protective
street-tree buffers; once those are accommodated, consider comfort and convenience
improvements such as widening narrow sidewalk sections.

Parking

e Evaluate parking-protected bikeways and other configurations that preserve the
continuous Class |V facility where parking is retained, while keeping additional parking
removal or reconfiguration available where needed rather than compromising the
continuous safety network.

e Evaluate street trees in the sidewalk, furnishing, or planting zone in parking-protected
configurations, allowing parking to provide bicycle-lane separation while trees provide
shade and vertical traffic-calming elements.

e Where parking is retained, investigate ways to reduce parking demand and make
remaining spaces work better for residents, including residential parking permits or
stickers, time limits, designated loading or short-term spaces, and better use of existing
off-street or underused parking.

3. Planning-level costs and design trade-offs

e Provide separate planning-level cost estimates, where practicable, for major
design elements, including safety elements (Class IV protected bikeway and levels of
protection, protected intersections—ideally by intersection—and each mid-block crossing)
and green infrastructure/GSI elements (street and GSI trees, native and
biodiversity-supportive planting, bioswales, bioretention, and other significant GSI
treatments).


https://nacto.org/publication/urban-bikeway-design-guide/designing-bikeways-for-all-ages-and-abilities/protected-bike-lanes/separating-protected-bike-lanes/

e Compare different levels of investment rather than treating major elements as
all-or-nothing. For bikeway protection, compare the currently proposed treatment with
more substantial physical protection, raised curb or constructed separation, and
separation integrated with planting and street/GSI trees. For green infrastructure and
GSI, compare base and enhanced levels.

e Show the incremental cost and the key benefits gained—or lost—at each level,
including safety and traffic calming, heat safety and shade, stormwater management,
biodiversity, comfort and accessibility, and reduced transportation-related GHG emissions
through mode shift, so Council and the community can make informed trade-offs.

e Where full build-out cannot be funded immediately, preserve the necessary space
in the conceptual design and identify elements that can be phased or supported
through supplementary funding.

4. Evaluate the complete concept before making cuts

If utilities, drainage, pavement conditions, construction escalation, or other project costs
ultimately require reductions, make those decisions after Council and the community can see
the costs, benefits, and trade-offs.

We would prefer to see the complete concept evaluated before deciding what must be reduced,
rather than reducing it before knowing whether those reductions are necessary.
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