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To: Jennifer Chu and David Stillman, City of Cupertino 

From: Lola Torney and Jeff Knowles, Alta Planning + Design 

CC: Jon Cacciotti, HMH 

Date: April 27, 2018 

Re: Regnart Creek Trail Study Public Workshop Summary 

 

Background 

On April 23, 2018, the City of Cupertino held a public workshop regarding the Regnart Creek Trail Study, which will 
determine the feasibility of converting the utility access road adjacent to Regnart Creek between Pacifica Drive and 
Wilson Park (past Blaney Avenue) to a shared use path/trail. This segment is identified as part of the Cupertino Loop 
Trail system in the 2016 Bicycle Transportation Plan. Regnart Creek and the adjoining utility access road is owned 
by the Santa Clara Valley Water District. The feasibility study will identify technical constraints, gather public input, 
and develop design concepts and cost estimates.  

Event Outreach 

The City promoted the workshop using the following techniques: 

• The City of Cupertino mailed 587 postcards to residents who live within 300 feet of a potential trailhead 
• The City of Cupertino hung 170 door hangers to residents directly adjacent to the trail extents 
• The workshop was advertised on: 

o The City’s website, radio, and TV channel 
o Social media (Next Door, Facebook, Twitter) 
o Emails to subscribers of the City’s “Bicycle Transportation Plan” e-notifications 
o Emails to the Cupertino Block Leaders in the neighboring area 
o Emails to participants from prior outreach events 
o Flyer postings around Cupertino Civic Center 

• Cupertino Safe Routes to Schools (SR2S) group advertised the meeting through: 
o A mention to Cupertino Unified School District (CUSD) staff in a March 26, 2018 meeting 
o A mention at the March 13 and April 11, 2018 SR2S Working Group Meetings with flyer distribution 

to attendees 
o Emails to the surrounding schools (Eaton, Faria, Collins, Lawson, and Cupertino High) 

• The Cupertino Courier advertised the event 
Copies of the flyer and postcards are attached at the end of this memo. 
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City of Cupertino Regnart Creek Trail Feasibility Study 

Event Details 

The event was held in the Community Hall in the Cupertino Civic Center from 6:30 – 8:00 p.m. The meeting was 
“open house” style with boards placed on easels around the hall. A slideshow of photos of the project area were 
projected during the event. Cupertino Transportation Manager David Stillman and Jon Cacciotti, a consultant with 
HMH Engineers, welcomed participants and shared an update on the project. Captain Rich Urena with the Santa 
Clara County Sheriff’s Office then provided a brief summary of safety calls for the Saratoga Creek Trail, a Cupertino 
trail with similar conditions to the Regnart Creek. Captain Urena noted that in the past 8 years, only five calls have 
been made to the trail, four of which were noise-related, with the fifth involving a homeless person.  Meeting 
participants were then able to engage in conversations with City and consultant staff at stations and boards around 
the room that illustrated design ideas for road crossings, trailheads and amenities, concepts for addressing privacy 
and security on the proposed trail. The boards and maps are shown at the end of this memo. 

Sixty-five (65) people signed into the event. Attendees were invited to submit comments about the potential trail 
on comment cards. Fifty-nine (59) comment cards were submitted and attached at the end of this memo. 
Attendees were also asked to fill out a trail design preference worksheet with potential options for the various 
elements of trail design including fencing, privacy screens, trail surface, roadway crossing options, and security 
measures. Twenty (20) worksheets were turned in with preferences indicated. An additional 10 worksheets were 
turned in, but did not provide preferences.  
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Public Feedback 

The feedback received from the comment cards fell into the same “themes” heard at previous events. Many cards 
touched on multiple themes. The themes were: 

• Concerns about security and privacy for those who live adjacent to the potential trail 
• Concerns about aesthetics of the fence or wall that would separate the potential trail from homes 
• Concerns about potential trail crossing at Blaney Avenue 
• Concerns about activities trail users may partake in 
• Support for the project as it provides an off-street option for bicyclists and pedestrians 
• Support for the project as potential trail crossings for Blaney Avenue has been addressed through design 
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• Support for the project as it will help reduce traffic concerns (gets people out of their cars) 
• Support for project as it provides more green space for families and community members to enjoy 
• Support for the project as it will provide a more direct route to the Library and Wilson Park 
• Support for the project as it will provide access to several schools 
• Questions regarding cost to implement project 
• Questions about lighting for the trail 

 

Comment cards, emails, and letters received as part of this workshop are attached at the end of this memo.  

Trail Design Preference Worksheet 

The most popular design element of each section is listed in the table below. A tally of the trail design preference 
worksheet including attendees’ rationale for their decision is included at the end of this memo.  

 

Category Winner Image Votes 

Railing Chain link fence 

 

7 

Privacy Screen Fence Extension 

 

10 

Trail Surface Asphalt Pavement 

 

8 

Security Measure Police Patrols 

 

12 
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Category Winner Image Votes 

Roadway Crossings Flashing Beacon 

 

9 
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Figure 1: Workshop  postcard 
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Figure 2: Workshop door hanger 
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Emails Received (between February 1 and April 26, 2018) 

Re: Bike Trail 

Jennifer, 
Why have a public meeting it sounds as though you have made up your mind. You appear to have ignored the 
public response in other public meetings. Why discuss the construction of a trail when you are discussing 
"conceptual design" for the proposed trail. 
 
I live in back of the library and city hall and can expect the noise, activity, violation of my privacy, and the garbage 
that will come. Look what your library has created. The city promised to plant trees along the back to insure our 
privacy and they have failed. The library still looks into one of my bedrooms. 
 
I am against the trail, why come to a meeting to discuss an outcome you have already decided 
 
[name omitted for privacy] 
  

Re: comment regarding Regnart Creek Trail 

Hi Jennifer, 
I received a postcard for the Regnart Creek Trail because I own a home on [omitted for privacy]. 
I reside near the Blackberry Farm trail. 
I will be unable to attend the meeting. 
 
I have 2 suggestions based on my firsthand experience of the Blackberry Farm trail: 
 

1. Please make sure that the material used for the trail can accept leaf litter and moisture without getting 
slippery. The trail at Blackberry Farm can get very slippery. So, they have a parks guy with a blower, blow it 
off. The slippery-when-wet trail surface has had the following negative impacts:  

a. trail is less safe,  
b. trail costs more to maintain because the trail guy is out there regularly with a leaf blower,  
c. the noise from the leaf blower reduces the enjoyment of the trail by trail users, animals, 

neighboring homeowners (I'm not close enough to the trail to hear the blower there, but I do hear 
blowers used for other things and they're annoying), and can cause long-term hearing impairment 
for City employees  

d. the odor and pollution from the leave blower (the electric one isn't strong enough for certain 
applications, so a gas-powered one is used), is unpleasant for trail users, animals, puts City 
employees at risk, increases maintenance cost with non-renewable fuels, and increases 
greenhouse gasses. 

2.  Please consider the privacy of local neighbors by eliminating signage/maps for neighborhood access 
points. This is something that the City of Mountain View has done for many years - I have seen it in their 
EIRs. I have not seen this common courtesy extended by the City of Cupertino for its residents. If you would 
make special considerations for neighborhood access points, you might ease the path (I had to include a 
pun) toward completing this project. 
 
Warm Regards, 
[name omitted for privacy] 
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Re: Bike Safety 

Dear City Council Members, 

I am writing to express my fullest support for developing the Regnart Trail and other car-free biking paths in 
Cupertino.  I'm not a serious biker, but I enjoy going out for a ride with my kids, especially now with the weather 
being so nice.   Sometimes we like to bike over to the library, but it can get a little dicey on Blaney and Rodriguez. I 
don't think I can ever let my kids, who attend Meyerholz (CLIP) bike to school from our home near Sedgwick, 
because it would involve biking down Bollinger during rush hour.  

I'd like to share one particular incident that motivated this email to you.  On Sunday 4/22 -- Earth Day -- my husband 
was on roller blades and the rest of us-- my son (age 7) and twin girls (age 5) and I were biking back from eating 
dinner at The Counter off Stevens Creek.  It was a beautiful evening.  We were heading east on Stevens Creek, 
waiting on the sidewalk to cross Blaney. The light turned green and we had the walk light so I told my son to start 
going across without looking behind my left shoulder like I usually do to check for turning cars.  My son, who also 
usually looks, didn't look this time, nor did my husband. Unfortunately there was a car turning right onto Blaney 
from Stevens Creek, who didn't notice my son in the crosswalk and came literally inches from hitting him.  Luckily 
she was able to slam on the brakes and, after screaming for my son to stop, a collision was very very narrowly 
avoided.  It was very frightening for all involved.  Thankfully nothing happened but it was very close.  Too close.   

We'd really love to bike more, but after yesterday's incident, I will have to think twice.  So the more we can do to 
improve bike safety, the better. 

Thank you. 

  

Sincerely,  

[name omitted for privacy] 

  

Re: Regnart Creek Trail proposal: in support 

Dear City Council member(s), 
I am writing to you in support of the proposed Regnart Creek Trail. 
We often have family visiting from India. Our old Indian parents do not drive in the USA. They often feel they are in 
'house arrest' when they visit Cupertino. 
We also have young school going daughters. Our kids need a safe way to reach the library. 
This trail will allow them to go to the library on their own. 
We support the trail. 
 
Sincerely, 
[name omitted for privacy] 
Cupertino resident and parent of students in Cupertino school districts 
  

Re: Support for Regnart Creek Trail 

Dear Honorable Cupertino City Council Members, 
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I am a parent of four children who have attended CUSD schools: West Valley, Meyerholz, Cupertino Middle and 
Homestead High. I have been active in Safe Routes to School (SRTS) at each school for several years. I have worked 
with SRTS city personnel in San Jose (Meyerholz), Sunnyvale (Cupertino Middle) and Cupertino (Homestead High). I 
firmly believe it is important to create ways for students to travel safety to and from school. One of the best and 
most pleasant ways to travel is via a traffic-free trail. 

I support the Regnart Creek Trail project because it creates a safe pathway for students and community members to 
travel in Cupertino. I believe parents would be more willing to allow their children to ride bikes to school if there 
was a safe, traffic-free trail. 

I have been fortunate enough to have lived near the Stevens Creek Trail in Mountain View, and I now currently live 
in Sunnyvale near the Highway 85 pedestrian bridge. My children, starting in kindergarten, were able to bike to 
school. We saved time and enjoyed our surroundings while decreasing traffic and pollution in our school 
neighborhood. 

I’ve attached my experiences of living near safe bike/pedestrian routes as a testimony to the benefits of having a 
trail. I hope you consider my comments in your decision making process. 

  

Sincerely, 

[name omitted for privacy] 
  

Re: public meeting 

I received your notification of another meeting regarding opening the creekside for public use as a proposed trail. 

I am a resident who lives directly behind the City Hall, I am a resident who lives in this home over 30 yrs, and have 
experienced in the past when it was open to the public, and all was not good.  

Noise, garbage, camping, kids peeing in the creek, motorcycles, climbing fences, crime issues, broken windows, 
need I say more. 

Is the city going to police the area? Is the city going to be sure that it does not become a haven for the 
homeless?  These are important questions to be answered. I am 100% AGAINST THIS PROPOSAL.  HOPING GOOD 
JUDGEMENT WILL BE IN THIS PROPOSAL. 

Thank you for the opportunity of being able to speak my piece.   

[name omitted for privacy] 
  

Re: Regnart Creek Path 

Hi Timm, David and Jennifer, 

As committed to you at the March 21st meeting of the Bike and Pedestrian Commission, we are attaching a list of 
the concerns of our neighborhood regarding the potential opening of the Regnart Creek Path. 

Please forward to Jon Cacciotti of HMH and others as needed. 

Kindest regards, 

The Regnart Creek Path Neighborhood 
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Benefits of Living Near a Trail 

My husband and I bought a new home in 1996 near downtown Mountain View and we were a bit clueless that we 
lived so close to the Stevens Creek Trail. A trail head opened in our neighborhood shortly after we moved in. Our 
neighbors would wander down there to check out the creek, but I didn’t use the trail regularly until our oldest child 
started kindergarten. My son was enrolled at Landels Elementary, near the heart of downtown Mountain View. We 
lived across the train tracks from school, on the north side of Central Expressway. If we did not have access to the 
Stevens Creek Trail, I would have to drive my child across the tracks to get to school. According to Google Maps, it is 
a 1.4 mile drive in 7 minutes. However, that does not account for the Cal Train crossing. One time, it took me 15 
minutes to get to school because of the trains.  

The best part about the trail was that my 4 year old son (late birthday!) could ride his bike to school everyday, 
traffic-free! It was a 0.9 mile ride. Google Maps says it’s a 5 minute ride, so we had time to watch the trains as we 
passed over Central Expressway. After school, we had time to check out the creek, find rollie pollies and chase 
butterflies.  

As a young mom, I loved have a safe pathway to and from school. My son LOVED riding his bike to school. That 
would not have happened if he had to cross Central Expressay and the train tracks.  

When we sold our Mountain View home in 2006, we had several offer letters that expressed their desire to be close 
to the trail. Again, we had no idea that this was something buyers were looking for and were willing to bid above 
asking price to get.  

When we moved to Sunnyvale, we were grateful to find a home close to a pedestrian bridge that crosses over 
Highway 85. My four children have been fortunate to be able to ride their bikes to school (West Valley, Cupertino 
Middle and Homestead High.) They get to school faster than if I had to drive them to school. They are more aware 
of their environment and they gain confidence and independence. They prefer to ride their bikes than carpool! 

I hope that the Regnart Trail will be built so that students and community members will have a safe, traffic free 
option to bike and walk in Cupertino. 

 

Sincerely, 

[name omitted for privacy] 

 

 



Regnart Creek Trail Site Elements 
Please place an X next to your preferred design element and explain why. Refer to the Regnart Creek 
Trail Site Elements board for pros and cons of each. 

Railing 

Chain Link Fence: 7 Split Rail Fence (wood): 4 Split Rail Fence (steel): 6 None: 2 

   

 

Why?  

• Chain link fence is less expensive and easy to place and maintain 
• Chain link fence is cost effective 
• Chain link fence is cheaper, I assume, but more sturdy than the one in the photos. Like the one 

on the Creekside Park segment 
• Chain link fence is a low cost alternative (we have now at Creekside), but small split rail at 

Blaney crossing 
• Chain link fence is probably the most cost effective 
• Chain link fence is cost effective and relatively impervious 
• Wooden split rail fence is more attractive. Doesn’t catch bags/trash/weeds as chain link does 
• Wooden split rail fence is aesthetically pleasing 
• Wooden split rail fence fits in with environment, easy to build 
• Steel split rail fence looks like and is less maintenance than wood 
• Steel split rail fence looks the best 
• Steel split rail fence is nicer looking – will last forever 
• The two split rail fences were chosen for aesthetics, but none would be suitable. Not sure it’s 

entirely necessary 
• None as there is no privacy, disrupts habitat – duck crossing, double fence. Different settings 

require different fencing. Hard to generalize for all areas of trail 
• No preference. Chain link fence was better opportunity for green cover. Consider coasted chain 

link fence 

 

 

 



Privacy Screen 

Fence Extension: 
10 

Metal Panel Screen: 
4 

Acrylite Screen: 1 Sound Wall: 8 Replace Wood 
Fence: 2 

     
     
None of these: 2     

Why?  

• Fence extensions require the least amount of maintenance 
• Fence extensions are in line with residential fencing 
• Fence extension are simple 
• Try to use as many existing fences as possible. Don’t forget to provide some gates 
• Taller fences would provide more screening and abate privacy and some security concerns 
• Metal panel looks nice 
• Gets you to look at the metal panel instead of the neighbor’s house 
• Metal panel screens gives a chance for artists to contribute, no maintenance, looks great, natural 
• Sound wall looks nice 
• Sound wall provides maximum security 
• Sound walls can be painted with anti-graffiti paint, blocks noise, and better privacy 
• All are fine 
• If a fence already exists, another on top of it seems unnecessary 
• Replace the wood fence to maximize the width and reduce cost 
• Fence is best for being uniform while adapting to different elevation and alignment. Consistency 

is important without being too trendy 
• None of these as they block views, are ugly, block sunlight for yards, plastic scratches, 

inappropriate for front yards – not for Lazano Lane/De Palma Lane 
• For resident’s back fences, give them a chance to give an opinion and choice if they want a 

gate. Go with the majority 
• I defer to people living along the trail. Ease of low cost maintenance is important 
• Privacy is important for neighboring residents! 

 

 

 

 



Trail Surface 

Decomposed Granite: 5 Asphalt Pavement: 8 Pervious Pavement: 7 None: 1 

   

 

    

Why? 

• Decomposed granite requires less time to place and is more natural 
• I like the Saratoga RR trail with decomposed granite. It’s pervious and seems to do well with rain 

and weather 
• Decomposed granite is natural 
• Asphalt pavement is useful at all seasons 
• Asphalt pavement is cheap and easiest to ride on 
• Asphalt pavement is easier to maintain 
• Asphalt pavement is better in rainy weather 
• Asphalt pavement is a softer surface, but more expensive. Same as Stevens Creek Trail in 

Sunnyvale 
• Asphalt is quite long-lasting and looks neat and nice 
• Pervious pavement because of cost for maintenance. It is not maintained now by water district 
• Pervious pavement because maintenance to water permeable best trade-off 
• Pervious pavement seems the best of both worlds – pervious, but also solid for biking and 

walking 
• Pervious pavement is expensive but much better for managing runoff. Decomposed granite is too 

hard for wheelchairs and assisted walking 
• Asphalt and pervious pavements are clean, neat, and great for bikes and walkers 
• Decomposed granite and pervious pavement both drain water, more natural. The decomposed 

granite would also promote a slower pace for cycles 
• Whatever bicyclists and joggers prefer 

Security Measure 

Security Camera: 8 Emergency Push Buttons: 6 Police Patrols: 12 None: 1 

   

 



Why? 

• Security cameras provide peace of mind for neighbors 
• Security cameras can catch graffiti offenders 
• Occasional only. Generally nothing needed, but emergency buttons would be nice 
• Police patrols are cost effective 
• The police already have some bicycle patrols; hopefully extending the patrols would be easy 
• All of the above if possible! I think people should be more scared getting in their cars every day 

than of having a trail behind their house 
• All of the above – keep it safe 
• Lots of security and privacy for existing residents. De Palma Lane will need bollards to prevent 

vehicle traffic. Not enough space for fire trucks to turn 
• All if it’s not too expensive 
• All are good ideas 
• Patrols combined with emergency push buttons 
• Make the local residents feel safe 
• Don’t see any real security issue with this trail 

 
Roadway Crossings 

Bulbout: 4 High-Visibility Crosswalk: 8 Raised Crosswalk: 7  

   

 

    
Median Island: 6 Pedestrian Signal: 5 Flashing Beacon: 9 None: 0 

   

 

    

Why?  

• Median island is best for bike safety – kids can judge traffic in one direction only 
• Any safety measure is good. Flashing beacons are very visible as a driver. You can see them 

well before the pedestrians and bikes 



• All are fine solutions. 
• Perhaps beacon as it is cheapest and most visible 
• Best to stop flow 
• Blaney will need all of these. Traffic already congested with trips to Collins Elementary. Will 

increase traffic when everyone is already in a hurry 
• High visibility crosswalk, raised crosswalk, and flashing beacon to slow traffic and make 

motorists aware 
• Raised crosswalk at E Estates Drive crossing 
• Alternative 2 – S Blaney Avenue 
• On Blaney, pedestrian signal ensures they’ll stop (only when pedestrians are there) 
• Increase safety at crossings 
• A well marked crossing is fine 
• Don’t like raised crossing. Driving over is issue 
• Visibility is the most important component of pedestrian safety 

 

Are there any other design solutions not listed you would like to see along the potential trail? 

• Benches 
• Doggie walk bags 
• Trash receptacles 
• Interpretive signage if there is anything interesting 
• Dotted-dash lines to divide directions to help keep order. 
• Trail etiquette reminder signs – Bikes yield to peds 
• Shade 
• A minimal fence between sidewalk and street at trail entrances on Blaney so kids can’t bop 

straight into the street 
• Have access to future parking lot 
• Split rail fencing at crossings 
• Split rail at crossings (parallel to road crossings) 
• Lanes marked to encourage bikes and walkers to stay out of the way of each other 
• Pull outs with benches 
• Lights illuminating trail heads and intersections 
• Some trees/tall bushes for foliage screening may make residents less concerned and provide 

better experience for people on the trail 



From: Concerned Cupertino residents opposing Regnart Creek Trail  
 
Subject:  Negatives to be Addressed and Mitigated – Cumulatively 

Considerable issues for the Proposed Regnart Creek Trail  
 
 
Summary 
 
Fundamental rights of the citizens of our neighborhood will be violated.  These universal rights are safety, 
security and privacy.  A basic question that should be asked before each project is undertaken is “Will the 
neighborhood want it?”  The consensus answer in our case is a firm “no”. Retrofit trails in residential 
neighborhoods are not soundly conceived.  Regnart Creek is a flood control culvert and should be left as such.  
In addition, Regnart Creek is not visible to the public and the project should be cancelled immediately for the 
safety protection of the overall community. 
 
Safety 
Safety of the neighborhood will be compromised by all the reasons we have stated below.  It is important to re-
emphasis the risks to the homeowners on Lozano Lane and DePalma Lane as the front of their homes are only 
feet away the existing path.  To expand the trail access along Regnart Creek will put these properties at a higher 
safety risk caused by increase in traffic flow from pedestrians and bikers, many from outside the immediate 
neighborhood. 
 
Security 
A fundamental right to security implies that everyone in America should be safe in one’s own home, and that 
residents are not burdened by anxiety or fear when a major change is made to the neighborhood in which they 
reside.  Property damage is also a real concern. Our neighborhood would not be reacting so negatively towards 
the opening of this path unless it was a clear threat to our security in our own homes and our well-being. 
 
Privacy 
Homeowner’s privacy will be greatly reduced by the constant increased noise level if the trail gets used as 
expected by Cupertino’s planners.  Homeowners appreciate the serenity of their personal space and converting 
this section of Regnart Creek would jeopardize the calm of their own yards.  Suburban backyards have this 
calm. The impact of this path on the front yards on Lozano Lane and DePalma Lane would be enormous.  Noise 
levels are a complaint of those who back up to the path between Creekside and East Estates. They have a sound 
wall between them and path users.  There are portions of the path where uneven grading results in the path 
having a direct view down into resident’s homes. 
 
If these concerns are not addressed now, they will never be mitigated.  We have become tired and frustrated by 
having our concerns unaddressed and dismissed.  All we are told is: 

 Path neighbors’ concerns don’t usually materialize (what mitigation is there if they arise?) 
 More eyeballs are better (this is a loss of privacy) 
 Housing values will rise (has there been a survey that a bike path directly in front of a home is 

desirable by prospective buyers?) 
 Safety issues for school children is the primary focus for pushing for this trail (to the contrary, a path 

hidden from public view and adjacent to a creek that can overflow is not a safe path for children) 
 

Additionally, the east side of Cupertino seems to bear the majority of collateral damage for much of the future 
development of the City.  Council members are elected to represent all of Cupertino. 
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We disagree strongly that safety is the primary consideration  by the city, as the public commentary summation 
by the city regarding the November 2017 Walkshop made no mention of safety as a concern by attendees.  In 
review of the cards posted online safety is a very important consideration by path opponents who were in 
attendance.  Below is the city’s summarized list of public feedback. 
 
City of Cupertino Regnart Creek Trail Feasibility Study | City of Cupertino Public Feedback 
 
The feedback received from the comment cards fell into several “themes.” Many cards touched on multiple 
themes. The themes were: 

 Concerns about security and privacy for those who live adjacent to the potential trail 
 Concerns about aesthetics of the fence or wall that would separate the potential trail from homes 
 Concerns about potential trail crossing at Blaney Avenue 
 Concerns about cost to implement the trail 
 Concerns about activities trail users may partake in 
 Support for the project as it provides an off-street option for bicyclists and pedestrians 
 Support for the project as it will help reduce traffic concerns (gets people out of their cars) 
 Support for project as it provides more green space for families and community members to enjoy 
 Questions regarding liability 
 Identifying preferred potential trail features including: 

o Decomposed granite 
o Bollards with lights  
o Dog cleanup bag kiosks 
o Paved trail with unpaved shoulders 

 
List of concerns cited by Cupertino Citizens: 
 
Safety for Users: 
 

1. This area would provide an unsupervised and secluded gathering place for groups of teens or 
children.  It has the added attractive nuisance of flowing water which includes the street water 
runoff.  Children would want to hop right down into it (or could fall into it) but will have a very difficult 
time climbing back out of the ditch.  There will be no Neighborhood Watch in effect, everyone will be 
on their own back there.   

2. The path is inaccessible for any emergency vehicles or police cars due to the V-cut out on the 
existing path.  It is like the surface of the Bay Bridge after the ’89 earthquake and this V-cut can 
swallow up a whole car.  This very issue was one of the main reasons for not opening up the path in 
2005.  It was termed “The Fatal Flaw”.  The V-cut is still there and it is still a fatal flaw.  The V-cut is 
required for emergency SCVWD access to the creek.  For all the study of this issue, it has yet to be 
resolved with bridging.  There is a driveway off of South Blaney and East Estates to get onto the path 
that is required for emergency and maintenance vehicle access.  Thus the trail is left as a thruway for 
unauthorized vehicles too.  

3. It is a steep V-shaped drainage ditch that is difficult to climb out of.  One side of the path would be 
homeowner’s bare wood back fences and the other side would be this steep drainage ditch.  We realize 
that a trails main benefit is for bikers who will quickly pass through these sections. However, for a 
pedestrian, it would have the effect of trapping them in, almost like a cage or a tube.  In case of 
emergency, it could be a very long way out to the city streets as there are no outlets for > 1/3 mile in 
some spots.  
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4. Authorized access by SCVWD and Utilities would necessitate advance planning for the trail 
closure for maintenance and/or emergency service. 

5. When a driver is maneuvering a right turn from, for example, La Mar onto South Blaney, a driver will 
be accelerating on to a busy street connector and within 100 feet be required to come to a full stop 
for either a pedestrian or biker crossing the street to get to the other side of the path.  This is also 
true at Whitney, Pacifica, Farallone, East Estates, Vicksburg, and De Palma.  This could be a potential 
hazard for a serious accident involving a car and a biker or pedestrian.  This is especially true as the 
pilot program AB-1103 allows cyclists to treat stop signs as yield signs. 

6. The creek curves at several spots and creates a secluded environment that is simply unsuitable for 
children to walk to school on. 

7. E-bikes, distracted pedestrians using cell phones, skateboarders and potentially wheelchairs at times will 
be accessing this proposed trail along with high-speed cyclists  

8. In conversation with one cyclist (path proponent), she said she did not want to have to slow down to 15 
MPH or have to deal with S-curves when biking through Wilson Park.  If children are to be walking and 
biking on this proposed trail alongside adults, there needs to be a very slow speed limit set.  10 MPH is 
the standard speed for children.  25 MPH is standard speed for experienced cyclists.  Average speed of a 
pedestrian is 2 miles per hour.  The length of this path invites bicycle usage at high speeds which is 
inconsistent with pedestrian traffic and youth cycling causing increased chance of collision.  

9. Money for a Regnart Creek Trail should be diverted and used in a more appropriate manner to address 
safety issues on the West side where there are sidewalk deficits and don’t receive high safety ratings.  
To do otherwise is to imply that connectivity, not safety is what’s most important to the city.  Safety 
should be of utmost importance.  

10. Most parents who are being persuaded in favor of the path have never seen it.  We can't imagine a 
child riding his/her bike back home after a study session at the library in the dusk or dark on this 
long, isolated trail.  The child would find it much safer to bike home on the surface streets in darkness.  
Walking alone on the path in the middle of the day is unacceptable as well.  

11. In trying to get easier access to the path at the library opening, children may be tempted to jaywalk on 
Rodrigues instead of walking up to the crosswalk at Torre. 
 

Safety for Community 
 

1. Drivers will resent more traffic restricting devices or more stop signs on busy streets in close 
proximity to existing stop signs on South Blaney.   A stressed and irritated driver will tend to make bad 
decisions. 

2. Our neighborhoods have paved sidewalks and a very bikeable streets. In Wilson Park 
neighborhoods there is a very bikeable street on one side (Le Mar) and a bikeable park on the other side 
leading to yet another very bikeable street (Vicksburg) just yards from this proposed trail, all of which 
are a much more attractive option for a stroll.  The fences of the backs of our homes aren’t much to look 
at but we think the fronts of our homes are just great! 

3. The proposed trail will be inconvenient for feeder streets adjacent to the proposed trail where the most 
school children reside.  There very likely could be very little usage by other than recreational 
cyclists.   

4. The noted reason many parents do not allow their children to walk to school are the conditions at 
the school itself or safety issues reported from the west side.  The problems are not in the 
neighborhoods but when they reach the school.  Our neighborhood has a safety rating of 0 – it could 
not be safer. Reassigning the blame for safety issues in other parts of the city to our neighborhood 
is unjust.  

5. The overall conclusion of the Negative Mitigation Declaration was that the project has individually 
limited problems, but are not cumulatively considerable. Therefore, this project is deemed to have less 
than significant impact. Nowhere in this report does it address neighborhood acceptance or issues 
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regarding privacy, safety and security of the neighborhood it resides in.  All of our aforementioned 
concerns create cumulatively considerable impact for the community as a whole. 

 
Security/Privacy 

1. Cars have driven onto the already existing path at the end of DePalma Lane only to discover it is not a 
street and there is no outlet on the other end.  There is no space to turn around on this narrow section 
which creates a hazard in having to back out of the path.  With the opening of the path, cars could 
drive the length of the path.  As on La Mar Drive, Blaney, Pacifica, East Estates and DePalma, the path 
needs to be quickly accessible for emergency vehicles.   

2. Opening access for the proposed trail at the end of the existing Lozano path would conceivably allow 
autos and unauthorized vehicles the ability to drive on the trail the full distance to Pacifica.  Frightening. 

3. Fencing and lighting will need to be acceptable to the impacted neighborhood. 
4. Neighbors backing directly up to the creek have expressed fear that an increase in home invasion 

crimes will be the inevitable consequence of opening this area up to the public.  Perception becomes 
reality.  

5. The backside of Farallone was open at one time.  Property damage in the form of rocks thrown into 
pools and on roofs were common occurrences.  Windows and sliding glass doors were broken.  There 
is also the potential that a resident could be injured by such things flying over the fence.  Insurance 
companies don’t look favorably on repeated claims of this nature.  

6. There are so many nefarious things that will go on in that darkened area that will never be known 
by parents and law enforcement.  We need to be proactive and stop those types of things from 
occurring before they happen.  On October 4, 2005, this path was removed unanimously by all five 
members of the City Council. A petition was signed by 432 concerned neighbors to keep the path 
closed. 
 

Additional Factors 
 
1. For those who have not seen the so-called creek, it is not at all a natural creek.  This is not a venue for a 

nature trail.  It would potentially be cost-prohibitive to make it an attractive, natural-looking trail. 
2. The concerns that the gates will not be consistently closed at nighttime are real.  The city has said the 

gates of the proposed trail can be closed at nighttime.  There are many gates that need to be closed at 
varying dark/dusk times that it is logistically nearly impossible to maintain without additional night 
time staffing. 

3. The Negative Mitigation Declaration claims that there would be no impact on emergency access.  It also 
claims that impact on fire and police services would have no significant impact because a new facility 
would not be required due to the path.  The proposed Regnart Creek Trail would definitely require 
the Sheriff beat deputies to actively watch the trail for potential misuse and dangerous situations.  
Policing of the trail will be very limited due to the physical nature of the trail.  Patrolling only at 
school start and end hours is not enough. 

4. The money that the City intends to spend on this path and the cost of regular maintenance will likely be 
enormous.  We think our citizens would wish to have this money spent on things that would benefit 
all of Cupertino, not just some select (biking) group. 

5. As City Council Member Chang has brought up several times, how many people will use this path? 
6. Not all trails are worth implementing and Regnart Creek is not a good place for a trail.  It was 

dredged for flood control.  Santa Clara Valley Water District has controlled access to keep people from 
disturbing it, thereby insuring its intended purpose as a flood-control mechanism.  In the past decade 
however, the City of Cupertino has decided its intended purpose shall be completely changed to a public 
access area.  We strongly disagree with this position.  Trails don’t belong in this residential area. 
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7. The criteria that has bumped Regnart Creek Path to Tier 1 priority in 2018 is connectivity, not 
safety as originally stated.  Our streets rank as high as they possibly can for safety and this is clearly 
demonstrated in the criteria scoring.  Also, this path is redundant as a pedestrian pathway because our 
neighborhood has no deficit of sidewalks.   

8. Information has not been provided as to why the proposed Regnart Creek Trail scoring changed from 
Tier II project to a Tier I.  Also, the scoring dramatically increased from 48 to 70.  It appears the 
criteria changed and these documents are in conflict:  2016 Bicycle Transportation Plan (Tier II; 
score 48) and Resolution 18-015 Pedestrian Plan Project Mitigated Negative Declaration (Tier I, 
score 70) which was approved January 2018 by the city council. 

9. You can find any study to backup whatever point you wish to make.  A study can be made of an 
attractive and safe path that does not impinge on the surround neighborhood’s wish for safety, security 
and privacy.  This path will indeed improve property values and be an amenity to the community it runs 
through.  There are many, many examples of paths like this in California.  This is not that kind of a path 
so it cannot be compared to such paths.  Regnart Path is a retrofit that just doesn’t fit. 

 
In summary, the opening of Regnart Creek is a bad idea.  Path proponents are not presenting the many 
downsides of the path, referring to the path as an “amenity for the community”. 
 
 
 





















































































































































Regnart Creek Trail Site Elements 
Please place an X next to your preferred design element and explain why. Refer to the Regnart Creek 
Trail Site Elements board for pros and cons of each. 

Railing 

Chain Link Fence Split Rail Fence (wood) .J{}. Split Rail Fence (steel) yJ_ None .i}_ 
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Privacy Screen 

� 
Extension 

None of these 

Metal Panel Screen Acrylite Screen 

� ., 

Sound Wall 

None 

































Regnart Creek Trail Site Elements 
Please place an X next to your preferred design element and explain why. Refer to the Regnart Creek 
Trail Site Elements board for pros and cons of each. 

Railing 

Chain Link Fence 

Privacy Screen 

Fence Extension 

None of these 

Trail Surface 

Metal Panel Screen Acrylite Screen 
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:i:ii., . _ 
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Sound Wall 

None 

Replace Wood 
Fence 

None 
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