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To: HLUET

Cc: Rod Diridon, former County Supervisor


From: Akos Szoboszlay, Modern Transit Society (disbanded)


Agenda date: Dec. 19, 2024     (Date of letter: 12/15/2024)


This letter as a pdf file (not email) has better formatting:  ModernTransit.org/2024/HLUET.pdf


Subject: HLUET agenda #5:  draft Active Transportation Plan (ATP) 

Hon. Supervisor Arenas and Supervisor Simitian, 


Between 1988 and 2008, County Roads tried to eliminate bicyclists from expressways a total 
of 3 times and eliminate pedestrians a total of 4 times, but County Roads lost all BOS votes. 
[See Figure 1.] The 2003 County Expressway Plan includes detailed bike lane requirements. 
This was approved by the Expressway Policy Advisory Board, city councils, the VTA BPAC, 
VTA Board and the BOS. [Figure 2] Now, County Roads is trying to eliminate bike lanes 
from all 62 miles of expressway [Figure 3] without allowing any of these entities to vote, 
other than the BOS. 


For the 2008 County Expressway Plan, County Roads tried to eliminate sidewalks from all 
expressways, but lost all votes. Instead, city BPACs, VTA BPAC, VTA Board, and the BOS 
approved sidewalks along all expressways on both sides of the road. This Plan included 
Sidewalk Maps for each expressway. [Figure 4] County Roads does not recognize the 
existence of these Sidewalk Maps in the ATP in order to eliminate half the sidewalks which 
would force pedestrians to cross the expressway to reach the sidewalk on the other 
side of the expressway. Crossings cause the most pedestrian fatalities, and increase 
exponentially with number of traffic lanes. This makes expressways the most dangerous to 
cross.


In March, 2024, County Roads censored both the 2003 and 2008 County Expressway Plans 
by eliminating them from the County website, but was forced to restore them in May. Now, 
they are trying to eliminate them by a Board vote. They do not let other entities (which voted 
for the 2003, 2008 Plans) be heard, including BPACs comprised of bicyclists and pedestrians 
who actually use expressways. 


County Roads ignored all public comment for the ATP. The document version presented to 
the HLUET is the same as on the day it was released on October 28. I uploaded 15 pages of 
my comments, as did others. All were ignored. (The comment period was closed after 4 
weeks, on Nov. 24, way to short for a 250 page document.)


The accident statistics were doctored to make bike lanes appear dangerous. County Roads 
merged collisions from jay-walking, which is dangerous, and bicycling in the bike lane, which 
is safe. They placed these in the same category named “High collision roadway segments.” 
[Table 5.] This makes no logical sense except for propaganda purposes. 


http://ModernTransit.org/2024/HLUET.pdf
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County Roads put this agenda item on the VTA BPAC agenda in November, but in order to 
prevent a vote, placed the label “information item.” Many BPAC members stated that they 
want to vote. The Chair of the Committee stated she would place this agenda item as an 
action item on the next meeting. The bylaws allow this. Then, staff cancelled the meeting.


These facts show that the highway engineers of the County are not qualified to write the ATP. 
Even if major errors are corrected, the innuendos and doctored data remain. I ask HLUET to 
reject this draft ATP outright, or at least take no action until the VTA BPAC has voted and has 
given their input. 


I would gladly meet with you or your Policy Aide for transportation to provide more 
information and answer questions. I am available any day or time. 


Sincerely,


Akos Szoboszlay


Links: (If reading on paper, going to the first link makes other links clickable) 
This letter to the HLUET:   ModernTransit.org/2024/HLUET.pdf

Full rebuttal to the draft ATP:       ModernTransit.org/2024/ATPrebuttal.pdf

One-page of quotes of BOS policies and requirements:   ModernTransit.org/2024/Quote.pdf

Links to scans of County documents (for above quotes):  ModernTransit.org/Quote	 

Timeline of Expressway Events:   ModernTransit.org/expy/#timeline  

Expressway Topics, Links page:   ModernTransit.org/expy


Figures: 
(next pages) 

Contact:  
Akos Szoboszlay (at right, being 
ticketed $149 for using the bike lane 
on San Tomas Expressway)

phone: 408-221-0694

email:   
expressway [“at” symbol] akos.us

http://akos.us
http://ModernTransit.org/2024/HLUET.pdf
http://ModernTransit.org/2024/ATPrebuttal.pdf
http://ModernTransit.org/2024/Quote.pdf
http://ModernTransit.org/Quote
http://ModernTransit.org/expy/#timeline
http://ModernTransit.org/expy
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Figure 1: County Roads actions and BOS actions and votes regarding 
bicyclists and pedestrians along expressways 
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Figure 2: Cities endorsed bike lanes along all expressways when they 
endorsed the 2003 County Expressway Plan. [Copy of Plan’s Appendix C] 



To:  HLUET, agenda #5 (draft) Active Transportation Plan Page  of 5 6

Figure 3: Elimination of bike lanes on Foothill, Central and Lawrence 
Expressways is shown by green dashed lines on the map. 

This map from draft ATP (page 
181) shows the elimination of 
bike lanes from these 3 
Expressways. Other maps show 
the same for other expressways. 


These maps are identical for 
both bicyclists (page 181) and 
pedestrians (page 189) because 
both use the same space: a 
“shared-use path.” (Only the 
map title changes.)


For each expressway, one 
green-dashed line is shown on 
the road, rather than two lines 
on the 2008 Sidewalk Maps (see 
Fig. 4). This means half the 
sidewalks are eliminated. 
Sidewalks already exist along 
Lawrence Expressway, usually 
on both sides of the road. This 
means County Roads wants 
to destroy half these 
sidewalks. 


Figure 4 (next page): Sidewalk map of 2008 County Expressway Plan 
(Lawrence Expressway example) is on the next page (original page copy). 
County Roads eliminated half the BOS-approved sidewalks along expressways by 
pretending the BOS never approved these, by not mentioning them in the ATP.  
Compare the ATP map (above, with one line on each expressway) with the 2008 
Sidewalk Map (next page) which shows sidewalks on both sides of the road (with 2 
lines). Much more work and detail went to producing the 2008 Sidewalk Maps. 
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