From: Catherine Hudson [mailto: c77hudson@cruzio.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 22, 2007 8:19 AM
To: info@scortc org

Certainly, history has proven over the past 50 years that by building
freeways the housing tracts and shopping malls quickly follow with
resulting gridlock - over and over again! I would imagine that much of
the controversy around Highway 1 would be alleviated if our Board of
Supervisors were to put in place an effective moratorium on such
expansive development. The other half of the controversy might be
addressed by careful development of the rail & trail concept, along with
smaller fuel-efficient cars in the hopefully not too distant future.

At some point in time, we must acknowledge limitations on our wanton
growth.

Catherine J Hudson
560 Conservancy Loop
Santa Cruz, CA 95065
(831) 459-7211

Thank you for your comments. They wiil be forwarded to the Commission for their review.

Please visit the SCCRTC website at www.scertc.org for information on the Commission and its
activities.

Thank you again.

Lt Lo Lol gL Lo Tl L Lo T Lo T D Lo oo T i
Gini Pineda, Secretary

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
1523 Pacific Avenue, Santa Cruz CA 95060

831 460 3200

831 460 3215 (fax)

www.sccrc.org

s/




From: Howard Sasbee [mailto:howard@sosbee.com]
Sent: Sunday, March 04, 2007 6:32 PM

To: info General

Cc: ¢77hudson@cruzio.com

Subject: widening

Many people apparently still believe that widening the Highway One freeway will
encourage residential development without relieving congestion. Most of their
arguments use comparisons to other metropolitan areas where new freeways did
indeed facilitate massive development. The trouble with this argument, however,
is that these other new freeways extended into vast areas of developable land. and
there is no such thing in this county as large tracts of developable land. Therefore,
whatever increased traffic that moves to the freeway would most likely come
from surface streets which is what we wanted to achieve anyway. Isn't it?

Howard F. Sosbee

1400 Weston Ridge Rd.
Scotts Valley, CA 95066
831-335-8401
howard(@sosbee.com

Thank you for your comments. They will be {orwarded to the Commission for their review.
Please visit the SCCRTC website at www.sccrte.org for information on the Commission and its activities,
Thank you again.

PP D D o o o
Gini Pineda, Secretary '

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Cominission
1523 Pacific Avenue, Santa Cruz CA 95060

831 460 3200

831 4603215 (fax)

WWW.Scerte.org
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1154 Prospect Hits.
Santa Cruz, CA 95065
February 28, 2007

Jan Beautz

Regional Transportation Committee
1523 Pacitic Avenue '
Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Re: Widening Highway 1

Dear Ms. Beautz:

Do we as a community really understand the long-range consequences
of widening Highway 1?

A new study dated January 2, 2007, suggests that children who grow
up within a third of a mile of a freeway may be sustaining permanent
respiratory problems. They found that the closer children lived to a heavily
trafficked roadway, the more likely they were to experience reduced growth
in lung functions. Other studies also suggest that the closer a child’s schoo
. 18 to a freeway also impacts the child’s lung health. -

Their findings were observed in children living in areas with high air
pollution as well as those areas with lower pollution. The study states * our
findings of a larger impact on small lung airways is consistent with what is
known about the types of pollutants that are emitied from the tailpipe.”

L am enclésing a copy of the article. You can also find it by typing
into your computer “Highway Exhaust Stunts Lung Growth, Study Finds”.

Sincerely,

Suz:ze Stephens

enclosure
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Highway Exhaust Stunts Lung Growth, Study Finds
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By NICHOLAS BAKALAR

A new study suggests that children who grow up within a third of a mile of a freeway may be
sustaining permanent respiratory problems.

Researchers studied developing lung function in 1,445 children living in 12 Southern California
communities for eight years, from age 10 to 18. They found that the closer the children lived to a
freeway, the more likely they were to experience reduced growth in lung function as measured by the
standard tests.

“That living near freeways is a health issue is something we’ve known about for a long time,” said
Gennet Paauwe, a spokeswoman for the California Air Resources Board, which financed part of the
research. “All of this points to the fact that California’s air pollution control program needs to
continue with its aggressive reduction in air pollutants. But I think this would translate to any othO
part of the U.S. where people are living near heavily trafficked roadways.” A

The findings were published online Friday by the British journal Lancet.

“Our finding of a larger impact on small lung airways is consistent with what is known about the types
of pollutants that are emitted from the tailpipe,” said W. James Gauderman, the lead author and an
associate professor of preventive medicine at the University of Southern California. These pollutants,
he continued, “can be inhaled deeply into the lung and may have the largest impact on the smallest

lung airways.”

The study was not restricted to the notoriously smoggy Los Angeles basin. “Our findings were
observed in all of these children, including those living in areas of lower pollution,” Dr. Gauderman
said, “so it suggests that in any urban area where children are living near busy roads, they are likely to
have adverse respiratory effects. It’s not just L. A.”

The development of lung function was also lower in nonasthmatic and nonsmoking teenagers living
near freeways, suggestmg that the highways had an adverse effect on otherwise healthy children.
Growth of lung strength and capaaty, the researchers write, is largely complete by age 18, and thi!
means that a child with a deficit at that age will probably suffer lifelong diminished lung function.

R
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“The study is signiﬁéant in the ﬁﬁding that it isn’t just regional air pollution, which policy makers
have focused on,” said Frederica Perera, director of the Columbia Center for Children’s
Environmental Health at the Mailman School of Public Health in New York. “These results indicate
that it’s also important to consider local variations in air pollution.”

The researchers started with a group of 3,600 children, using questionnaires to gather information on
parental income, history of asthma, prenatal exposure to maternal smoking and household exposure
to smoking and pets. Then, using yearly questionnaires, they tracked asthma status, personal smoking
and exposure to secondhand smoke. They also recorded the distance of each child’s home from the
nearest limited-access highway and from other major nonfreeway roads.

To determine lung function, the scientists used standard tests that measure how much air a child can
exhale during a forced expiration and how forcefully he can do so. Normally, these numbers gradually
increase as children grow. The children were tested an average of six times over the eight years of the
study.

About 11 percent of subjects per year dropped out of the study for various reasons.

Although the authors controlled the study for socioeconomic status, an editorial with the paper points
out that social factors are difficult to define and may affect lung capacity no matter where a child lives,
Other studies, for example, have shown that poor children in the Los Angeles area are more likely to
attend schools near freeways than those who are more affluent, Also, the study did not examine
exposures at ages younger than 10.

Capyright 2007 The New York Times Company
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From: Bankheadsteve@aol.com [mailto:Bankheadsteve@aol.com]
Sent: Sunday, March 11, 2007 6:59 PM

To: info@scertc.org

Subject: Highway 1 widening issue

| recently sent this response to Good Times regarding its two anti-Highway 1 letters.
Though written in a somewhat whimsical tone, | truly believe that a form of the

electoral process | describein it is necessary to finally put this issue to rest, one way or
the other. '

In two Mar. 8th letters opposing Highway 1 widening, the first writer warned that it

would encourage more drivers to use the highway. Gee, you think? And if that results from
drivers no longer clogging residential streets in an effort to avoid existing highway congestion,
isn't that a huge plus?

The second writer noted "the proposal to widen Highway 1 got voted down";'but aver a third
of Measure J funds were slated for non-widening projects, including bicycle and pedestrian
travel improvements. Fred Keeley's Transportation Funding Task Force appears headed
towards recommending a similarly mixed proposal, which might be a case of reinventing a flat
tire.

The problem with attempting to pass a tax measure containing something for everyone to love is
it will likely contain something for everyone to hate. Therefore, it seems reasonable to place
three measures on the ballot:

-One which would fund highway widening...period.

-Another funding only non-widening solutions. This could throw in every alternative, possibly
even including solar-powered skateboards and Star Trek transporter research.

-The third would be whatever comes from Keeley's TF Task Force.

Let everyone vote on the three initiatives, and whichever gets the greater percentage of votes
over a 2/3 margin rules. If none of them passes, then that will demonstrate there's really rio will
to do anything, and | can get back to my transporter research.

Steve Bankhead

18 Kilburn Street
Watsonville, CA 95078
(831) 722-2087

Thank you for your comments. They will be forwarded to the Commission for their review.

Ptease visit the SCCRTC website at www.sccrtc.org for information on the Commission and its
activities.

Thank you again.

OO ICOC O P ICICIC IO D IDCICHCICS
Gini Pineda, Secretary

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
1523 Pacific Avenue, Santa Cruz CA 95060 '
831 460 3200

831 460 3215 (fax)

www.sccrtc.or .
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————— Criginal Message---~--

From: Vickie Birdsall [mailto:v.birdsall@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Tuesday, March 13, 2007 12:16 PM

To: info@sccrtc:org :

Subject: Santa Cruz transit study

When I read in the Sentinel, March 8, that the biggest support on how
Eo spend the transit money was for the coastal trail I knew I had to
eXpress my personal opinion. I have been a bike rider and hiker

most all my 73 years and a strong supporter of environmental issues.
I car pool and walk whenever possible. The stand still and clogged
movement of traffic on Highway 1 certainly contributes to the poor
ailr quality and most of the waste of fuel. TIf you want people to use
buses, you have to have a reascnable timetable but with the traffic
tie-ups this is not practical. School buses would be more reasonable
than any rail trail. A tourist train is NOT what we need to spend
out scarce dollars on. After riding a train then what, walking a
mile to work or to the dentist? : -

There are many of my friends that support my views and I appreciate
you considering them.

Viola- Birdsall, Scotts Valley

Thank you for your comments. They will be forwarded to the Commission
for their review. ’

Please visit the SCCRTC-website at www.sccrte.org for information on
the Commission and its activities.

Thank you again.

<><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><>

Gini Pineda, Secretary

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
1523 pacific Avenue, Santa Cruz CA 95060

831 460 3200

831 460 3215 ({fax).

Www.sccrtc.org
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From: SharpSagen@aol.com [maiIto:SharpSagen@aol.com]
Sent: Friday, March 16, 2007 9:34 AM

To: info@sccrtc.org

Subject: Purchase of Rail Line

We owe our future generations in this community the beneits of a rail line. You must act now to
assure that we own this line. It's reprehensible that the oil companies and Union Pacific have
managed to all but destroy rail travel for the people of California. It is incumbent upon our leaders
to recognize that rail lines need to be owned by-the public so that they can be preserved. In 10 or
20 years, the line will only cost more and need more work. We need to take a risk and secure the
fine .

now before naysayers manage to remove the tracks and, with it, any chance of a thoroughfare in
the future. There used to be a train from San Jose through the mountains to Santa Cruz. But
that is gone forever. Let's not let this happen to this 32-miles.

Melody Sharp
www.melodysharp.com
831-685-8318 (home/office)
831-684-2704 (fax)

ke sk e e e e ke ok e e e ke e v e e o e e e ke e e e e e e ok ok e e e o e e

Thank you for your comments. They will be forwarded to the Commission for their review, O
Please visit the SCCRTC website at www.secrte.org for information on the Commission and its activities.

Thank you again. '

L O S D o T S o
Gini Pineda, Secretary

Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
1523 Pacitic Avenue, Santa Cruz CA 95060

831 460 3200 .
8314603215 (fax)

www.scerte.org
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