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From: Bruce England 
Sent: Tuesday, April 14, 2026 2:57 PM
To: City Council; Ng, Jennifer; Boyer, Allison; McCarthy, Kimbra; , City Clerk
Subject: Mountain View City Council (Agenda Item 3.1) comment letter
Attachments: 2026-04-14 Mountain View City Council (Agenda Item 3.1).pdf

CAUTION: EXTERNAL EMAIL - Ensure you trust this email before clicking on any links or attachments. 

(formal letter attached) 

April 14, 2026 

City of Mountain View City Council 
City Hall, 500 Castro Street 
PO Box 7540 
Mountain View, CA 94039-7540 

Dear Mayor Ramos and City Council members: 

We appreciate the work that has gone into developing the Capital Improvement Program (CIP) and 
the clarity of how projects and investments are presented.  

We were very happy to see the following projects: 

 Standard Details Update included in the recommended projects, given its importance to how
plans are implemented on the ground. Because these standards function as the City’s default
design templates, updating them can help align current practices with adopted policies
and reduce redesign, delays, and costs during project delivery.

 Moffett Complete Streets project is receiving a $1.5 million funding increase to support
green stormwater infrastructure. This is an important step toward meeting the City’s
requirement under the Municipal Regional Stormwater Permit (MRP 3.0) to identify 4.96 acres
of impervious public land that can be converted to pervious surfaces through green stormwater
infrastructure by June 30, 2027.

 Citywide GSI Inventory & Opportunity Assessment project included, as this kind of work
can help move toward a more systematic, data-driven approach to identifying and prioritizing
green stormwater infrastructure opportunities across projects.

We’d also like to share a few comments and questions on the proposed Capital Improvement 
Program (CIP), particularly around how: 

 investments are being tracked against City goals
 key plans are implemented
 funding is structured

In particular, we’re interested in how priority areas like urban forestry, active transportation, 
biodiversity, and parks are being funded, as these appear to be implemented more piecemeal. 
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1. Aligning CIP Investments with City Goals

In reviewing the Study Session Memo (Figure 1), we noticed that CIP spending and project counts 
are broken down by department and category, but not by asset type or intended outcomes. A 
complementary breakdown could help better relay how investments translate into outcomes like 
safety, climate resilience, and access. 

More broadly, this seems like an opportunity to tie investment more directly to outcomes, so it’s 
more obvious how funding decisions are advancing the City’s adopted goals and priorities. 

For example, it would be helpful to see: 

 A breakdown of CIP projects and spending mapped to the City’s Strategic Priorities
 Within Transportation & Streets (~36% of investment), how much supports active

transportation, Complete Streets, and Green Complete Streets
 Within Parks & Recreation, how much supports: new park creation vs.

renovation/maintenance, investments in biodiversity and urban forest expansion, development
of more amenities (such as rest rooms, water fountains / hydration stations, and benches)
distributed across parks and other City properties that are essential for supporting our active
transportation goals

This type of reporting would help clarify how the CIP is advancing adopted plans and policies. 

2. Program Structure and Funding

The CIP includes structured, ongoing programs for pavement and maintenance. In contrast, 
investments in biodiversity, urban forest expansion, and active transportation appear to be 
distributed across individual projects. 

At the same time, the City is advancing several major plans—including the Biodiversity and Urban 
Forest Plan (BUFP), Active Transportation Plan, and Parks and Recreation Plan, as well as the 
upcoming general plan update, as previously discussed—that rely heavily on implementation in the 
public right-of-way. 

As noted in prior comments in the GreenSpacesMV letter to Council on the Draft Biodiversity and 
Urban Forest Plan (November 11, 2025), a key challenge is the lack of clearly defined funding 
sources and implementation structure  . 

 How does the City plan to fund and implement these plans through the CIP?
 Is there a reason these priorities are not structured as dedicated, ongoing programs similar to

pavement management?
 Are there plans to establish a dedicated Biodiversity and Urban Forest program or

funding line item within the CIP?

Without a programmatic structure, it’s difficult to ensure consistent implementation, track progress, or 
align investments over time. 
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3. Pavement Management as an Implementation Opportunity

Pavement projects represent one of the City’s largest and most consistent investments in the public 
right-of-way, and therefore a key opportunity to implement broader City goals—not just maintain 
existing conditions. 

With multiple plans nearing completion, how is the City: 

 Using these plans to guide improvements within pavement projects?
 Identifying opportunities to reallocate excess vehicle capacity where appropriate?

In addition, while the City has a strong asset management system for pavement (PCI), is there a 
comparable system for tracking the condition and performance of: 

 Bicycle facilities and sidewalks
 Tree canopy and biodiversity
 Green infrastructure and small open spaces

4. Permanente Creek / Miramonte (Segment C) Opportunity

Along Permanente Creek, from Cuesta Park south toward Rancho San Antonio Preserve, there is 
evidently a continuous riparian corridor that is partially forested, intermittently in public or agency 
ownership, and in some areas already functions like a de facto greenway. 

As part of Segment C of the Miramonte Complete Streets project (25-28), has the City evaluated 
opportunities to integrate with or enhance this corridor—through low-impact improvements such as 
green stormwater infrastructure, habitat-sensitive multi-use paths, or small linear open spaces—while 
preserving the existing ecosystem? 

This seems like a unique opportunity to integrate active transportation, green stormwater 
infrastructure, and linear open space in a way that could strengthen the corridor over time and 
potentially extend connectivity south, similar to the Stevens Creek Trail. 

More broadly, could projects like this serve as pilot corridors for coordinated implementation of 
biodiversity, canopy, green infrastructure, and active transportation—supported through a more 
programmatic funding approach? 

Also, bear in mind that the City is currently developing dark skies ordinances, as you know, and 
appropriate lighting for habitat and wildlife protection is essential in these areas in particular. 

5. Standard Details Update (27-27)

The proposed Standard Details Update is a relatively small project with a significant impact on what 
actually gets built across the city. 

 What guidance or standards will be used to inform updates to roadway cross-sections and
active transportation elements, particularly in relation to more recent guidance such as



4

Caltrans Complete Streets Design DIB-94 (2024), NACTO's Urban Bikeway Design Guide 
(2025), CA MUTCD (2026)? 

 How will visibility requirements (e.g., A-22) be balanced with street tree placement and canopy
goals?

 Will the update consider context-sensitive approaches rather than uniform standards across all
street types?

Updating these standards is an important step toward aligning project delivery with current policy 
goals. 

6. Additional Project Questions

 Shoreline/101 Off-Ramp Realignment: Has the City or Caltrans evaluated adding bicycle
facilities, and if so, has a Design Standard Decision Document (DSDD) been prepared?

 ATI – Evelyn Avenue Bikeway Study (27-24): Is the City considering a broader Green
Complete Streets approach, and is there coordination with Sunnyvale to ensure corridor
continuity?

Overall, we appreciate the work that has gone into developing the CIP. These questions are intended 
to better understand how the City is aligning investments, plans, and implementation tools—and 
where there may be opportunities to strengthen that connection. 

Thank you for your time and consideration 
April Webster 
Bruce England 

cc: 
Jennifer Ng, Public Works Director 
Allison Boyer, Assistant Public Works Director 
Kimbra McCarthy, City Manager 
Heather Glaser, City Clerk 


