




Trail Now strongly supports private property rights. We oppose RTC's continued reliance on litigation
against adjacent property owners and believe the agency must stop wasting taxpayer dollars on legal
battles that delay construction of the Coastal Trail.

It is time for RTC to change course and pursue practical, affordable solutions.

The recent ruling further strengthens the case for evaluating railbanking, which could provide a more
cost-effective and straightforward approach to constructing the Coastal Trail directly on the existing
railbed while preserving the corridor for potential future rail use. RTC should begin evaluating this
alternative now, while the Surface Transportation Board (STB) considers its pending proceeding.

Trail Now calls on RTC staff and commissioners to take the following actions:
1. Stop unnecessary litigation against adjacent property owners and respect their legal rights.
2. Meet directly with affected property owners, particularly in Aptos Village, to develop mutually

acceptable trail solutions.
3. Advance the Interim Trail Plan through Aptos Village and all the way to Watsonville, rather than

continuing to pursue costly and contentious alternatives.
4. Evaluate railbanking immediately as a practical long-term strategy for completing the Coastal

Trail.
5. Protect existing state and federal grants by prioritizing construction, resolving obstacles, and

preventing further delays.

The potential loss of significant state and federal funding for Coastal Trail Segments 8–12 would
represent a serious failure in project management and oversight. RTC staff and commissioners must be
held accountable for decisions that unnecessarily delay construction and jeopardize these critical
investments.

Our community deserves a completed Coastal Trail—not more litigation, escalating costs, and years of
delays.

Trail Now urges RTC leadership to shift its priorities from fighting property owners to working
collaboratively with them. The public expects responsible stewardship of taxpayer dollars, respect for
private property rights, and meaningful progress toward completing the Coastal Trail.

Stop fighting the community. Start working with the community. Build the Interim Trail now.

Sincerely,

Brian Peoples









Develop a buildable alternative through Aptos Village and Segment 12 on the existing railroad
alignment, consistent with the approach for Segments 9–11.

3. Initiate concrete railbanking steps.

Direct staff and qualified independent railroad counsel to begin the necessary federal process and
identify required agreements, approvals, costs, and decisions. Clarify which corridor-rights issues
railbanking may resolve and which require separate agreements.

4. Protect trail funding.

Provide commissioners and the public with a clear accounting of affected grants, deadlines, and risks
from property or regulatory delays, together with actions and decision dates needed to preserve
funding.

The Commission should set a clear direction now: negotiate rather than prolong litigation, pursue
railbanking, and establish an achievable path to construction.

Sincerely,

Brian Peoples 















MORE CRITICAL to the RTC is that the 1882 deed documents almost all of the Santa Cruz Branch Line
between Pajaro and Pacific Ave. in Santa Cruz does not belong to the RTC.  This is where the chain of
title fails for most of the properties in that section.  In other words, like proving an ancestry to say,
George Washington, the RTC cannot prove title ownership because its chain stopped in 1882.  By the
way, there is an 1884 deed that sold the Pacific Improvement's Santa Cruz Railroad assets to another
Southern Pacific subsidiary, Santa Cruz and Pajaro Railroad.

Appealing the RTC-Negro decision will open up this line of argument that the RTC will presumably lose. 
But, worse, it will be a ruling that will apply to the remainder of the rail corridor.  Personally, I'd love it
because I live next to the rail corridor with property sold by Conrad Bush to the railroad.  I've research its
chain of title and it too disappeared.  I will benefit.

Carey Pico, Ph.D.









is an extraordinary potential expense for just 200 feet of corridor, particularly for a train project that
remains unfunded.

This parking is essential to the commercial viability of Trout Gulch Crossing and the neighboring
Bayview Hotel. Why should taxpayers finance a costly legal battle and potentially undermine beloved
local businesses when a practical alternative exists?

Rail supporters have vilified railbanking, yet building the trail over the existing railroad corridor in this
section could cost a fraction of the price of the proposed property acquisition and business impacts. It
would provide the community with a trail while preserving future transportation options, without
unnecessarily disrupting local businesses or historical landmarks. The RTC has already approved an
over-the-tracks approach for Segments 9, 10 and 11. It should seriously evaluate that alternative for
Segment 12 rather than stubbornly defending a more expensive alignment.

Being pro-trail does not mean being anti-rail or anti-transit. It means being fiscally responsible
and delivering practical benefits the community can afford.

I call on the commissioners to add to a commission agenda this year to direct staff to stop pursuing
the disputed alignment, avoid further legal action or eminent-domain proceedings without compelling
public justification, and present a transparent comparison of feasible alternatives and their full costs.
The RTC must prioritize completing an affordable, continuous Coastal Rail Trail while respecting
property rights and protecting Aptos Village businesses.

The question is no longer whether the RTC can find a legal path forward. It is whether continuing down
this path makes any sense for the public.

Stop this Segment 12 fools’ errand. Stop throwing good money after bad. Direct staff to find better,
less expensive solutions that serve the community instead of forcing an unnecessary design at an
extraordinary cost.

The public deserves sound judgment, fiscal accountability and transportation projects grounded
in reality, not an unwillingness to admit when it is time to change course.

Sincerely,

Jack Brown
Aptos, CA





Develop a buildable alternative through Aptos Village and Segment 12 on the existing railroad alignment,
consistent with the approach for Segments 9–11.

3. Initiate concrete railbanking steps.
Direct staff and qualified independent railroad counsel to begin the necessary federal process and identify
required agreements, approvals, costs, and decisions. Clarify which corridor-rights issues railbanking may
resolve and which require separate agreements.

4. Protect trail funding.
Provide commissioners and the public with a clear accounting of affected grants, deadlines, and risks from
property or regulatory delays, together with actions and decision dates needed to preserve funding.

The Commission should set a clear direction now: negotiate rather than prolong litigation, pursue railbanking,
and establish an achievable path to construction.





Nadene Thorne







ensure preservation of the rail line, maintain local control, and minimize overall cost.

Though the question of timing may come up, it is more important for your Commission to ALL AGREE
that railbanking is the best way forward.

This is a pivotal moment and the stakes couldn't be higher. More than $200M in grants are at risk by
not moving to railbank and protect the corridor now.

Thank you for your consideration.

Tim Brattan
Santa Cruz







There is a sensible alternative: negotiate a fair agreement with property owners and initiate the
federal railbanking process to advance construction of the Coastal Trail.

If RTC Commissioners believe that the judge's decision is incorrect, and RTC owns the property at Trout
Gulch, we urge commissioners to seek independent legal advice rather than relying solely on the
attorney who argued the case.

Stop the litigation, protect taxpayer dollars and trail funding, and move forward with a practical
solution.

Thank you.

Brian Peoples




