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From: Samuel & Natalie
To: CEO_BoardFeedback
Subject: Comment on planned purchase of 3335 Spring St
Date: Monday, August 25, 2025 9:43:52 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email
address and know the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply.

Hello, we are writing in as residents of Spring street with respect to the county's plans to
purchase the home at 3335 Spring street as a transition home for young adults. 

We agree that youth transition programs provide critical pathways for young adults. However,
moving so quickly on this proposal without community involvement does not install
confidence in future outcomes. If this proposal moves forward, this program will be intimately
part of our home lives for years to come, yet no information or outreach has been made with
us or our neighbors about how this program would integrate into the community nor even
details of who would run this program and how.

We request that the county supervisors make public the options and tradeoffs for planned
programs in this location prior to the purchase of this property. There should be an
opportunity for public information and feedback at a time and place accessible for those of us
who work throughout the week. 

Thank you
Samuel Bray and Natalie Chin

Item No. 26
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From: Patricia D
To: CEO_BoardFeedback
Subject: Public Comment for board meeting 8/26
Date: Monday, August 25, 2025 5:03:51 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of San Mateo County. Unless you recognize the sender's email
address and know the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply.

My name is Patricia Delara, and i am from Redwood City. I want to thank SamTrans for deciding
to opt in SB 63, the regional transit funding measure. This is a positive step forward not just for
San Mateo County, but for the entire Bay Area. While there is some hesitation from some
supervisors about opting in SB 63, I want to also reiterate if sales tax is a concern, then let’s
proceed with discussing the other option, which would be the gross receipts tax. This is already
supported by recent polling commissioned by the SEIU. Let’s focus on and remember what the
people of this county want: a better and more robust transit system. Thank you.

Sent with Proton Mail secure email.
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August 25, 2025 
 

RE: Agenda Item 10 - Study Session on SB 63: Regional Transportation 

Dear President Canepa, Vice President Corzo and Supervisors, 

SPUR, the San Francisco Planning and Urban Research Association, is a strong supporter of transit in the 
Bay Area and across the state.  We rely on transit to keep our roads moving, to support housing and office 
growth, to keep our environment clean and as a safety net for some of our region’s most vulnerable 
residents.   For all of these reasons, SPUR has been a steadfast supporter of SB 63 and has spent the last 
year working to ensure that the bill can meet the needs of the entire Bay Area - including San Mateo 
County.  We appreciate the countless hours that County policymakers, staff and stakeholders have 
dedicated to discussion of this bill and we are grateful that the San Mateo County Transportation 
Authority, the San Mateo City / County Association of Governments and the San Mateo County Transit 
District all voted overwhelmingly in favor of the county opting into SB 63.  

The crisis that transit faces in the Bay Area is real. Caltrain, BART, MUNI and AC Transit -  systems that 
account for more than 80% of all transit ridership in the region and are heavily used by San Mateo County 
residents - stand at the precipice of financial catastrophe.  This collapse of major transit systems is not just 
a Bay Area issue, but rather a national phenomena brought on by the COVID pandemic and the exhaustion 
of federal relief funding.  Just this week, Philadelphia slashed transit service by 20% with further cuts 
planned for the start of the year - Chicago, Pittsburgh, Dallas, Portland and Washington DC appear likely 
to follow over the coming months.  Here in the Bay Area we have a narrow path to avoid a similar 
outcome- but only if we are able to work together collectively to support a regional transit funding 
measure at the ballot. 

SPUR is fully aware that there are many demands on local government finances and we understand that 
contemplating a tax increase at this time is difficult.  SB 63 is an emergency measure intended to address a 
uniquely urgent situation and time is running out to finalize this legislation.  The bill has been developed 
collaboratively with stakeholders across the region and overwhelmingly supported by the votes of San 
Mateo policy makers.  We respectfully urge you to join your peers and the rest of the region in 
supporting SB63. 

Thank you for your consideration and for the time and care you are dedicating to this critical regional 
issue. 

Sincerely,​
Sebastian Petty, Senior Policy Advisor, SPUR 

 

 

 



Public Comment - SMC BOS - SB 63 Study Session - Item 10 at 1pm - 08.26.2025 

Dear President, Board, and honorable staff, 
 
I’m Jenny Michel, a native living in SMC D4, a recovering homeless teacher, and a disabled bus 
rider. 
 
Personal comments: 
 
I wish I could see the agenda item staff presentation ahead of time! It would help me provide 
comments - just saying. 
 
The Daily Post headline was two supes look to kill transit. I think we should do everything in our 
power to make sure it fails said Spier. 
 
What is wrong with you? Your power is not being used wisely. Didn’t you say you supported 
working class folks? If you kill this measure, you and Papan are effectively killing us. There is no 
plan B, madam. That should have been the headline.  
 
I just saw an advertisement for a car that suggested a young person had 70 years of car 
camping to look forward to. No. The future of planet earth cannot take another 70 years of car 
use by 300 million Americans. The future is transit! 
 
School has started. The buses are PACKED! My feedback is to only have the double buses 
during school transit times. The future of our kids is taking the bus where they need to go. It’s so 
fun! Four of the buses I’ve taken this past week were standing room only. MUNI is definitely a 
leader in this area. They move hundreds of people around within 30 mins on one bus. Their 
announcements are in four languages, and there is a clipper card reader at each entrance. 
 
This study session should be focused on what a fantastic investment transit to our region or 
economic juggernaut, on the flipside, address what a terrible investment vehicle use and 
infrastructure is, address how even the remote residents on the coast absolutely benefit from 
transit, even if they are not the ones personally taking transit, and lastly, we need to talk about 
how we have historically not paid our pro-rata share of BART, MUNI, and AC Transit. I’d suggest 
we’ve been the bully, not the other way around. BART invested resources into making the 
system work better for the riders. I see that almost daily. I believe it was a wise investment. 
Sorry you disagree. Perhaps you need to spend more time on transit. You are welcome to join 
me and read my new favorite book. Traffic: why we drive the way we do and what it says about 
us by Tom Vanderbilt. It’s only a few hundred pages or a few hours on Audible. 
 
It’s time we paid our share - SB63 is our pathway to do just that and to finally get someone from 
SMC on the BART and MUNI boards!  
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
 
Jenny from the Coleman Place Neighborhood block (AKA apartment row) 
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