
 
 
 

MEMORANDUM 
 
TO:  Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 
  Board of Directors 
 
FROM: Kurt Evans, Government Affairs Manager 
  Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 
 
DATE: February 6, 2015 
 
SUBJECT: Federal Legislative Update:  President’s FY 2016 Budget 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
On February 2, President Barack Obama formally submitted a record $4 trillion budget for FY 2016 to 
Congress that is “designed to bring middle class economics into the 21st Century” through new 
programs to be financed by higher taxes on wealthier Americans and corporations.  The plan calls for 
new tax credits and other initiatives devoted to education, child care, paid leave for employees, and 
infrastructure.  Significantly, the President is recommending ending the automatic spending cuts to 
defense and domestic discretionary programs known as “sequestration,” a product of the 2011 stand-
off over the debt limit.  With the elimination of sequestration, the President is proposing to boost 
spending by $74 billion in FY 2016, split evenly between defense and non-defense programs. 
 
As part of his FY 2016 budget, President Obama offered a $478 billion, six-year surface transportation 
authorization plan to replace the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21), which 
expires on May 31.  The President’s plan relies on using a combination of Highway Trust Fund dollars 
and $238 billion in revenues that would be generated through a mandatory, one-time, 14 percent 
“repatriation” tax on the foreign earnings of U.S.-based corporations to significantly increase spending 
for highways and public transit in the short term.  However, because of its reliance on one-time money 
from corporate taxation, the plan does not solve the long-term imbalance between dedicated revenues 
and expenditures in the Highway Trust Fund. 
 
The widely discussed concept of “repatriation” will likely get folded into a larger debate over tax 
reform.  The President and congressional leaders from both parties have expressed an interest in 
tackling comprehensive tax reform this year, though there remain significant differences between 
Democrats and Republicans on the specifics. 
 
Under President Obama’s surface transportation authorization proposal—called the Generating 
Renewal, Opportunity, and Work with Accelerated Mobility, Efficiency, and Rebuilding of 
Infrastructure and Communities throughout America, or the GROW AMERICA Act—the Highway 
Trust Fund, which supports federal-aid highway and public transit programs, would be replaced with a 
new “Transportation Trust Fund” that would consist of not only the current Highway and Mass Transit 
Accounts, but also a new Passenger Rail Account for AMTRAK and other passenger rail services, 
including high-speed, intercity and commuter rail. 
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The President’s plan authorizes programs under the jurisdiction of the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) at $317 billion over six years, an increase of 29 percent over FY 2015 
enacted levels.  Of this amount, the President is recommending that $51.3 billion be appropriated in 
FY 2016, an increase of more than $10 billion from the current-year number.  It includes the 
following: 
 

• $1 billion for a new multi-modal Freight Program for rail, highway and port projects that would 
address the nation’s greatest needs for efficiently moving goods.  The six-year total for this 
program under the President’s proposal would be $18 billion. 

 
• $7.5 billion for a new Critical Immediate Investments Program, a “fix-it-first” initiative that 

would target federal resources to projects geared toward reconstructing, restoring, 
rehabilitating, and preserving existing highway assets.  President Obama is recommending a 
total of $29.4 billion for this program over six years. 

 
• $2.5 billion for the Highway Safety Improvement Program, which provides federal funding to 

states for infrastructure improvements on public roadways that achieve a significant reduction 
in traffic fatalities and serious injuries.  The funding that California receives under this program 
gets split 50 percent for safety projects on the state highway system and 50 percent for local 
roadway projects distributed through a competitive grant program administered by Caltrans.  
Under the President’s proposal, the Highway Safety Improvement Program would be 
authorized at $15.5 billion for six years. 

 
• $22.3 billion for the National Highway Performance Program, which focuses on the most 

critical 161,000 miles of roadways and bridges in the United States.  The aim of this program is 
to improve conditions and performance on these facilities, with an emphasis on state of good 
repair.  California’s share is deposited into the State Highway Account, with a portion going to 
maintenance and rehabilitation projects on the state highway system under the State Highway 
Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP), and the rest getting programmed through the State 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP).  The President is proposing a six-year authorized 
funding level of $140.8 billion for the National Highway Performance Program. 

 
• $10.3 billion for the Surface Transportation Program (STP).  This program has broad flexibility 

in terms of the types of projects that are eligible to be funded.  Under the provisions of MAP-
21, half of the money for STP is required to be suballocated to metropolitan areas according to 
a formula based on population.  The President is proposing that this program be authorized at 
$64.8 billion for six years. 

 
• $2.3 billion for the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program (CMAQ).  

This program provides federal resources for projects and programs in air quality non-attainment 
and maintenance areas that reduce ozone, carbon monoxide and particulate matter emissions 
from the transportation sector.  The distribution of CMAQ dollars is based on the funding level 
that each state received in 2009.  In California, all of the money that the state receives under 
this program is suballocated to metropolitan areas according to a weighted population formula 
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that takes into consideration various air quality factors.  President Obama is proposing an 
authorization of $14.6 billion for CMAQ over six years. 

 
• $847 million for the Transportation Alternatives Program.  This program was created by MAP-

21 through the consolidation of previously separate programs for Transportation 
Enhancements, Safe Routes to School, Recreational Trails, and Scenic Byways.  Under the 
provisions of MAP-21, 50 percent of the funding for the Transportation Alternatives Program is 
allocated to metropolitan areas and 50 percent to states.  The six-year total for this program 
under the President’s surface transportation authorization proposal is $5.3 billion. 

 
• $1 billion for the Transportation Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act Program (TIFIA), 

which provides low-interest loans, loan guarantees and standby lines of credit for nationally 
and regionally significant projects.  Under the provisions of MAP-21, federal assistance is 
awarded through TIFIA to eligible projects on a first-come, first-served basis.  To be eligible 
for TIFIA, projects must:  (a) satisfy certain creditworthiness standards; and  (b) demonstrate 
that they can begin the contracting process for construction within 90 days of when the federal 
credit instrument is obligated.  MAP-21 allows TIFIA to cover up to a maximum of 49 percent 
of a project’s cost.  TIFIA would be authorized at $6 billion for six years under the President’s 
proposal. 

 
• $1 billion for a new competitive grant program called Fixing and Accelerating Surface 

Transportation (FAST) that is intended to “encourage innovative solutions to our most pressing 
transportation challenges.”  State and local governments would be eligible for grants under this 
program, based on their commitment to performance improvements in areas such as safety and 
congestion management.  The funding would be split 50/50 between FHWA and the Federal 
Transit Administration (FTA).  Under President Obama’s proposal, the six-year, authorized 
spending level for FAST would be $6 billion. 

 
• $1.3 billion for the Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery Program 

(TIGER), a multi-modal, competitive grant program administered by the U.S. Department of 
Transportation.  This figure represents a significant increase in funding for this program, which 
received $500 million in FY 2015.  TIGER was originally created as a one-time program under 
the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA).  It has been kept alive since 
then through the annual appropriations process, but has never been formally authorized under a 
surface transportation bill.  The President’s plan authorizes TIGER for six years at $7.5 billion. 

 
Under President Obama’s plan, public transit would be authorized at $115 billion over six years, an 
increase of 76 percent over FY 2015 enacted levels.  Of this amount, the President is recommending 
that $18.4 billion be appropriated in FY 2016, an increase of about $7.4 billion from the current-year 
number.  It includes the following: 
 

• $3.25 billion for the New Starts/Small Starts Program, which received $2.1 billion in FY 2015.  
The President’s $3.25 billion appropriations request breaks down as follows:  (a) $1.385 billion 
for nine projects with existing Full Funding Grant Agreements (FFGAs), including $165 
million for Phase 1 of VTA’s BART Silicon Valley Extension Project;  (b) $792 million for 
seven projects that are expected to execute FFGAs with FTA sometime during the next federal 
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fiscal year;  (c) $351 million for three core capacity enhancement projects in Chicago, New 
York and Dallas;  (d) $353 million for nine Small Starts projects; and  (e) $353 million for 
“accelerated project delivery and development,” which appears to be a “placeholder” for 
projects currently in the New Starts pipeline that are nearing construction, but had not yet 
received an evaluation rating or a funding recommendation from FTA at the time of the 
President’s FY 2016 budget submission.  President Obama is proposing to authorize the New 
Starts/Small Starts Program at $20.5 billion for six years, and to move the program from the 
General Fund into the Mass Transit Account of the newly restructured “Transportation Trust 
Fund.” 

 
• $500 million for a new Rapid Growth Area Transit Program, which would be geared toward 

providing grants on a competitive basis for bus rapid transit projects in communities 
experiencing fast-growing population.  For the six-year authorization period, the President is 
suggesting a total of $3.4 billion for this program. 

 
• $13.9 billion for the various public transit formula programs, which includes Urbanized Area 

(UZA), Rural, State of Good Repair, Bus/Bus Facilities, and Elderly & Disabled Individuals 
grants.  The FY 2015 appropriation was $8.6 billion.  Right now, it is unclear how much would 
go where.  Under the President’s proposal, these programs collectively would be authorized at a 
total of $87.1 billion for six years. 

 
President Obama is proposing to restructure the existing grant programs overseen by the Federal 
Railroad Administration (FRA) into a new National High-Performance Rail System Program, and is 
recommending a $28.6 billion, six-year authorization funded through the new Passenger Rail Account.  
The President is requesting that $4.8 billion be appropriated for the National High-Performance Rail 
System Program in FY 2016.  Of this amount, $2.5 billion would be used for projects designed to 
upgrade public passenger rail assets to a state of good repair and maintain current services.  The other 
$2.3 billion would be dedicated to developing high-performance passenger rail networks throughout 
the United States, including high-speed rail, and assisting commuter rail operators in implementing 
positive train control systems. 
 
Also included in President Obama’s FY 2016 budget is a proposal to create a new National 
Preparedness Grant Program within the U.S. Department of Homeland Security (DHS), and to 
eliminate the current Transit Security Grant Program, the Port Security Grant Program and the Urban 
Area Security Initiative.  Under the President’s plan, public transit agencies would be required to 
compete with other local and state first-responders by applying for grant funding through a single State 
Administrative Agency (SAA).  The SSA would then make all final decisions on which projects would 
be submitted to DHS for consideration.  If the President’s proposal were to be enacted, public transit 
agencies would no longer be able to apply for security grants directly to DHS under a program that 
would be specific to addressing their needs. 
 
The release of President Obama’s FY 2016 budget is the first step in the process.  Now, the House and 
Senate Budget Committees will begin developing their respective versions of the FY 2016 budget 
resolution, which will provide guidance for Congress to follow on spending and revenues.  These 
committees typically vote on their budget resolutions in March, which will be followed by 
consideration of appropriations, tax and authorization bills. 



From: Board.Secretary  
Sent: Friday, February 06, 2015 5:50 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: VTA Correspondence - Comments from Roland LeBrun and Additional Petition for the 
VTA Board to Save the Alum Rock BART Station 
 
VTA Board of Directors: 
 
We are forwarding to you the following comments: 
 
From Topic 
Roland LeBrun Caltrain: 1) Proposed design of the South San Francisco 

Station; and 2) Bike capacity on Bombardier trains     
San Jose United Petition to include and support the 28th Street location for the 

Alum Rock BART Station 
 
Thank you. 
 
Office of the Board Secretary 
Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 
3331 N. First Street 
San Jose, CA 95134 
408.321.5680  
board.secretary@vta.org 
 
 

mailto:board.secretary@vta.org


From: Roland Lebrun  
Sent: Wednesday, February 04, 2015 5:56 AM 
To: Caltrain Board 
Cc: council@ssf.net; steve.stamos@sfcta.org; Board.Secretary; Caltrain CAC Secretary 
Subject: South San Francisco Caltrain station design issues 
 
Dear Chair Tissier and Members of the Caltrain Board of Directors, 
 
Further to my letter of February 3rd 2014 (attached) and the 3 fatalities on Caltrain tracks in 
January 2015, I would like to share serious concerns with the proposed design of the relocated 
South San Francisco Caltrain station. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
Roland Lebrun   
 



        Roland Lebrun   

        

        February 3rd 2015 

 

Dear Chair Tissier and Members of the Caltrain Board of Directors, 

Further to my letter of February 3rd 2014 (attached) and the 3 fatalities on Caltrain tracks in 

January 2015, I am writing to express my strong concern with the proposed design for the 

new South San Francisco station, specifically plans by SamTrans consultants to add an 

island platform in the middle of the SF-LA main line (MT-1 & MT-2). 

 

 
 
http://www.smcta.com/Assets/__Agendas+and+Minutes/TA/Board+of+Directors/Presentati

ons/2015/1-8-15+SSF+Measure+A+Funds+for+Caltrain+Station+Improvements.pdf 

 
I would also like to share concern about how a $20M underpass could possibly have 

ballooned into a $59M project without ever having been presented to the Caltrain CAC or 

the Board of Directors and how $9.5M could have been spent on 100% design without this 

project appearing on the quarterly list of Caltrain capital improvements. 

http://ci-ssf-ca.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=3&clip_id=823&meta_id=59486 

http://www.caltrain.com/Assets/_Finance/Quarterly+Capital+Program+Status+Report/FY15

_Q1_PCJPB_Quarterly_Report.pdf 
  

mailto:ccss@msn.com
http://www.smcta.com/Assets/__Agendas+and+Minutes/TA/Board+of+Directors/Presentations/2015/1-8-15+SSF+Measure+A+Funds+for+Caltrain+Station+Improvements.pdf
http://www.smcta.com/Assets/__Agendas+and+Minutes/TA/Board+of+Directors/Presentations/2015/1-8-15+SSF+Measure+A+Funds+for+Caltrain+Station+Improvements.pdf
http://ci-ssf-ca.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=3&clip_id=823&meta_id=59486


Recommendations:  

 

- The JPB should direct SamTrans to redesign the new station with separate northbound and 

southbound platforms away from the main line (MT-1 & MT-2) as follows: 

 

 

- The South San Francisco station redesign contract could proceed with the proposed 

pedestrian underpass while the track layout and platforms are being redesigned. 

- The JPB should consider establishing a policy whereby there will be no further funding for 

station relocation/reconfiguration unless a 4-track configuration has been duly considered. 

Thank you in advance for your urgent attention to this issue. 

Roland Lebrun 

Northbound platform 

Southbound platform 

MT-1 

MT-2 
New 

north-

bound 

track 

Executive Drive 



Cc 

Caltrain Board of Directors 

Mayor and Council of the City of South San Francisco 

Caltrain CAC 

SFCTA Board of Directors 

VTA Board of Directors 

 



From: Roland Lebrun  
Sent: Wednesday, February 04, 2015 6:08 AM 
To: Caltrain Board 
Cc: Board.Secretary; SFCTA Board Secretary; Caltrain CAC Secretary 
Subject: Item #10 Bombardier overhaul and conversion contract 
 
  
Dear Chair Tissier and members of the Caltrain Board of Directors,   
Further to the Board’s decision to add bike capacity to the Bombardier train sets, see attached 
letter for alternative to adding a third bike car. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
Roland Lebrun 
 



Roland Lebrun 

 

 

February 3rd 2015  

 

Caltrain Feb 2015 Board of Directors meeting 

Item #10 Railcar Overhaul and Conversion Services Contract 

 

Dear Chair Tissier and members of the Caltrain Board of Directors, 

 

Further to the Board’s decision to add bike capacity to the Bombardier train sets, I would 

like to suggest an alternative to adding a third bike car. 

 

Issue:  

Adding a third bike car would require adding a third conductor 

 

Analysis:  

Bombardier cars have less bike capacity than Gallery cars because there is a row of seats 

reserved for bike riders in the middle of the bike section. This row of seats does not exist in 

the Metrolink bike cars which have the same bike carrying capacity as Gallery cars. 

 

Recommendation:  

Remove the row of seats in the middle of the Bombardier bike cars and keep the number of 

bike cars at two per train set. This would have the additional advantage of making it 

possible to load and unload bikes simultaneously through separate doors (something that 

cannot be done with Gallery cars) thereby reducing dwell times at bullet stations by over a 

minute per station or approximately the same as the time saved with the acceleration of the 

future Caltrain EMUs. 

 

I hope that the Board will give appropriate direction to Samtrans staff prior to sending the 

cars off for conversion. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Roland Lebrun 

 

PS. I would like to take this opportunity to mention that the first time some members of the 

CAC heard about the third bike car was when they read about it in the press.  

 

Cc  

Caltrain CAC 

SFCTA Board of directors 

VTA Board of Directors 

mailto:ccss@msn.com


From: San Jose United  
 
Sent: Thursday, February 05, 2015 2:10 AM 
 
To: General Manager; Gonot, Carolyn; Ristow, John; cindy.chavez@bos.sccgov.org; 
ken.yeager@bos.sccgov.org; jamie.matthews@att.net; Board.Secretary; dave.cortese@bos.sccgov.org; 
Valles, Colleen; Pearse, Brent; ed.shikada@sanjoseca.gov; Freitas, Harry; Kim.Walesh@sanjoseca.gov; 
Larsen, Hans; Jessica.Zenk@sanjoseca.gov; Michael.Brilliot@sanjoseca.gov; leslie.xavier@sanjoseca.gov; 
District1@sanjoseca.gov; District2@sanjoseca.gov; District3@sanjoseca.gov; District4@sanjoseca.gov; 
District5@sanjoseca.gov; pierluigi.oliverio@sanjoseca.gov; District7@sanjoseca.gov; 
District8@sanjoseca.gov; District9@sanjoseca.gov; District10@sanjoseca.gov; 
mayoremail@sanjoseca.gov; district5united@gmail.com; mike.wasserman@bos.sccgov.org
 
Subject: Save the Alum Rock BART station 
 
Dear Valley Transportation Authority, City of San Jose’s Mayor & City Council Members, San Jose City 
Manager, and Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors, 
 
I petition the VTA Board to save the Alum Rock BART station by including and supporting the 28th Street 
location in the Silicon Valley Rapid Transit Program planning. Our community deserves to have this 
major transportation hub located within our community as promised. 
 
 
 
The 28th Street location for the Alum Rock BART Station has been a part of the BART extension to San 
Jose – Phase 2 Planning for years.  Since 2001, the Alum Rock community has worked with the Valley 
Transportation Authority (VTA) on concepts for the Alum Rock BART Station.  The "Urban Village" 
concept embraces the BART Station as an important facet of the community and will have a positive 
economic impact on the neighborhoods surrounding the proposed station.  The Urban Village designs 
were presented to the San Jose City Council in November 2013 and were unanimously adopted and 
included in the City’s General Plan.  The plan has also received the support of the Envision 2040 Task 
Force.   
 
The 28th Street location for the Alum Rock BART Station has a Park-n-Ride lot conveniently located 
immediately adjacent to an interchange on Highway 101 and would serve commuters from south county 
who work north of San Jose in areas with BART access.  Commuters using the Alum Rock section of Bus 
Rapid Transit (BRT) that is presently under construction would be able to transfer to BART at this 
location, providing addition public transit access to the community.  In addition, the Urban Village plan 
would provide 4,050 jobs and 845 housing units to the residents of East San Jose. 
 
However, now the 28th Street location for the Alum Rock BART Station is fast becoming another broken 
promise from the VTA to the residents of East San Jose. 
 
On October 6th, the VTA unilaterally proposed to the Silicon Valley Rapid Transit Program Working 
Committee the elimination of the 28th Street BART station and inclusion of an “Alum Rock” station at E. 
Santa Clara St (near 23rd St). This new location is not located in the Alum Rock community, does not 
have accessible parking, and is located in a neighborhood of single-family homes.  This new proposed 

mailto:mike.wasserman@bos.sccgov.org


plan virtually eliminates direct BART access to the residents of East San Jose.  Once again, East San Jose 
residents were promised trains, but this time will get NOTHING. 
 
Therefore, I make the following petition: 
 
Whereas, the elimination of the 28th Street BART station location demonstrates a blatant disregard for a 
community who has worked with the VTA in good faith for over a decade; and   
 
Whereas, previously promised extensions of Light Rail Service promised to East San Jose residents have 
been eliminated and/or postponed indefinitely in favor of a BART extension; and   
 
Whereas, the residents of East San Jose have continuously supported sales taxes to support transit 
extension in Santa Clara County ($1.4 Billion to date) – including extensions of service to East San Jose; 
and   
 
Whereas, the San Jose City Council approved Urban Village plans that will provide much needed 
economic opportunities for East San Jose Residents are dependent on the existence of the 28th St 
location;  
 
I therefore petition the VTA Board to provide direct access to public transit services and improvements 
in East San Jose, I petition the VTA to include and support the 28th Street location for the Alum Rock 
BART station in the Silicon Valley Rapid Transit Program planning. This community deserves to have this 
major transportation hub located within the community as promised. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
Maria Canchola 
 
You may not use my contact information for any purpose other than to respond (if you prefer) to my 
concern regarding the the Alum Rock BART station, nor may you share my contact information with any 
other organization(s) or individual(s). 
-- 
This e-mail was sent via San Jose United (http://sanjoseunited.net) 
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