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Trump infrastructure plan fails to impress Bay Area officials (San Francisco Chronicle) 

 

President Trump’s long-offered promise to rebuild America’s roads, bridges and waterways led 

many local leaders to dream of a feast of needed funding. 

But while the strategy laid out Monday by the White House — in which $200 billion would be 

offered by the federal government in a bid to spur $1.5 trillion in total investment over a 

decade — appeared to offer opportunity, it struck some Bay Area and California officials as too 

thin on aid and lacking critical details on how the money would be doled out. 

They said the plan, which needs congressional approval, failed to support traditional federal 

programs designed to keep highways, transit systems, dams, airports and national parks 

running. 

“It’s an incredible disappointment, woefully inadequate,” said Randy Rentschler, a spokesman 

for the Metropolitan Transportation Commission, the Bay Area’s transportation planning and 

financing agency. “It’s a pittance.” 

https://www.sfchronicle.com/bayarea/article/Trump-infrastructure-plan-fails-to-impress-Bay-12608516.php


House Minority Leader Nancy Pelosi of San Francisco called the proposal “puny.” 

Since his presidential campaign, Trump has promised a $1 trillion infrastructure plan, while 

leaving local leaders and the public to speculate on what that could mean. Monday’s plan 

offered some details — $200 billion in federal funds, spread over 10 years, with a preference 

for half of the money to go to states that passed tax increases, like a gas tax, in the past three 

years. 

Combining state, local and private industry contributions with the federal money will get the 

effort to $1.5 trillion or more, the administration said. It proposed the removal of “regulatory 

barriers,” with permit processes “streamlined and shortened.” 

The Bay Area Council, which advocates for the region’s business community, said it was 

encouraged that Trump was “making good on his promise to address this country’s badly 

deteriorating infrastructure.” The group applauded the idea of public-private partnerships and 

the potential for removing regulations — two aspects of the proposal that drew strong criticism 

from Democrats and environmentalists. 

“There will be much debate about the balance of funding from various sources — federal, state, 

local and private — but we’re encouraged that the issue is attracting attention from the highest 

levels of leadership,” said Jim Wunderman, who heads the council. 

The proposal gave little indication of how money could be split among infrastructure projects 

such as highways, public transportation, railroad, airports, ports, and drinking water and flood 

control systems. 

Left unanswered is the potential impact on big Bay Area and state transportation and water 

projects, including high-speed rail and Gov. Jerry Brown’s tunnel plan to move Sacramento 

River water across the state. Major Bay Area transit projects hoping for federal help include 

the BART extension to downtown San Jose and Santa Clara and Caltrain’s extension to the 

Transbay Transit Center in San Francisco. 

“We’re certainly trying to find common ground with the administration on infrastructure 

funding,” High-Speed Rail Authority Chair Dan Richard said Monday. “They have indicated that 

they want to leverage federal support and award the states that have been self-help states. 

California has been very aggressive both at the state level and regional level, and that certainly 

is consistent with the direction of the (infrastructure) plan.” 

Though high-speed-rail officials have secured considerable state and federal funding, the $64 

billion project is well short of what it needs. The proposed rail line, which is beginning to be 

built across the Central Valley, eventually will carry 220-mph trains between San Francisco and 

Los Angeles. 

Asked if California might benefit because the state raised its gas tax and vehicles fees — and 

Bay Area counties in the BART district boosted property taxes — in the past three years, 

https://www.sfchronicle.com/bayarea/article/BART-s-big-dig-leading-to-a-big-fight-in-12375762.php


Rentschler said, “Almost certainly not. ... You don’t really know yet. But this program is not 

geared to help projects like BART to San Jose.” 

He noted that the plan counts on privatization, including the selling off of federal assets like 

Washington’s Reagan National and Dulles International airports, while encouraging more toll 

roads and the commercialization of highway rest stops. 

While there may be some merit to those strategies, Rentschler said, the plan’s biggest 

shortcoming is that it fails to guarantee funding for basic transportation projects to maintain 

the federal interstate highway system and maintain and extend transit systems. 

“It ignores the core responsibility of our government, which is to maintain and improve the 

things people use every day,” he said. 

Fully funding the Bay Area’s transportation needs would, over the next 22 years, cost at least 

$290 billion, according to Plan Bay Area 2040, a long-range transportation plan. That includes 

$254 billion to bring existing streets, highways, bridges and transit systems into good condition. 

Building the region’s top 10 transportation projects would add another $36 billion. 

Michael Quigley, executive director of the California Alliance for Jobs, a labor and construction 

industry group that promotes infrastructure investment, pointed out that the state’s 

Republican congressional delegation is threatening the state’s chances for funding by 

supporting the repeal of the gas-tax increase. 

“I would say that it’s fundamentally hypocritical,” he said. 

Quigley also said he found the White House commitment to infrastructure investment 

underwhelming. “It’s disappointing,” he said. 

Officials with BART and Caltrans said Monday they were studying the plan and trying to 

determine its effect on current and future projects. 

Some of California’s national parks could see long-running maintenance problems, from bumpy 

roads to broken toilets, shored up under Trump’s proposal. However, funding for the fixes 

involves a controversial plan that first needs congressional approval — using royalties from 

expanded oil and gas drilling to pay down the massive maintenance backlog. 

The proposal would create an $18 billion public-lands fund to cover the costs of new roads, 

bridges and visitor centers at the nation’s 417 park sites. The fund, managed by the 

Department of the Interior, would also pay for infrastructure at wildlife refuges and schools run 

by the Bureau of Indian Education. 

Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke said Monday that America’s parks were being “loved to death,” 

citing the park service’s $11.6 billion tab for deferred maintenance. 



At Yosemite alone, the backlog is more than half-a-billion dollars. Wastewater treatment plants 

at El Portal and Tuolumne Meadows are in desperate need of repair, as are several roads, 

restrooms and visitor facilities, park officials say. 

The Interior Department projects 50 percent more leases on federal lands for fossil-fuel 

development and alternative-energy products that would support the new reserve, a funding 

mechanism that environmentalists say is wrongheaded. 

“Increased funding for parks must not come at the expense of other public lands and waters 

that would be irreversibly damaged,” said Phil Francis, chair of the Coalition to Protect 

America’s National Parks. 

Back to top 

‘Woefully inadequate:’ Bay Area leaders decry Trump’s ‘puny’ infrastructure plan 

(East Bay Times) 

 

Bay Area politicians and transportation officials decried President Trump’s much-anticipated 

infrastructure spending proposal, unveiled Monday, as “woefully inadequate” to make the 

kinds of improvements to public transit and congestion management the region so desperately 

needs. 

“After a full year of empty boasts, the president has finally unveiled a puny infrastructure scam 

that fully fails to meet the need in America’s communities,” said House Minority Leader Nancy 

Pelosi, D-San Francisco. “The Trump plan is to raise tolls on commuters, increase the burden on 

cities and states, sell our essential infrastructure to the whims of Wall Street, and yank away 

the protections that keep consumers safe and our air and water clean.” 

The proposal, which still must be approved by Congress and faces fierce obstacles in both 

parties, outlines $200 billion in federal spending over 10 years for a wide range of infrastructure 

improvements — from rural WiFi connectivity to energy to upgrading Veterans Affairs facilities 

to highways. It relies heavily on state, local and private funds to leverage those dollars into $1.5 

trillion in spending on infrastructure projects. 

Of that, $100 billion of the proposed spending will be dedicated to an “Incentive Program,” 

which would provide up to 20 percent of a project’s cost in competitive grants to states and 

cities that make their own investments in infrastructure projects. 

That works out to roughly $10 billion per year, of which, each state can only apply to receive up 

to 10 percent — not a lot of money for costly public transit and highway projects, said Randy 

Rentschler, a spokesman for the Metropolitan Transportation Commission, the region’s 

transportation planning agency. California is already facing a deferred maintenance backlog of 

$67 billion, according to the governor’s budget office. 

https://www.eastbaytimes.com/2018/02/12/woefully-inadequate-bay-area-leaders-decry-trumps-infrastructure-plan/


Another $50 billion is dedicated to rural infrastructure improvements; $20 billion is slated for 

infrastructure financing; and $10 billion is dedicated to purchasing federal property that’s 

currently leased. The remaining $20 billion is set aside for a “Transformative Projects Program” 

for “ambitious, exploratory, and ground-breaking” proposals. 

“This whole thing is woefully inadequate,” Rentschler said. “This is not remotely close to a 

major infrastructure plan and not remotely close to something that could be significant for 

transportation.” 

Federal grants already favor applications from state and local sponsors that contribute 

matching funds. And the Bay Area, in particular, has a long history of voting to tax itself to 

support investments in transportation. California last year increased its gas tax and approved a 

10-year extension of its cap-and-trade program, both of which contribute significant funds for 

infrastructure projects. 

But historically, the state and local agencies needed only to provide a 20 percent match for 

federal funding, though Bay Area projects often offered more, said Carl Guardino, the president 

and CEO of the Silicon Valley Leadership Group and a member of the California Transportation 

Commission. Under Trump’s proposal, those requirements are flipped, with an 80 percent 

match required. 

The Bay Area’s fledgling toll lanes could benefit from such a proposal, Rentschler said. But it’s 

less clear how other high-profile projects, such as extending BART to San Jose would benefit, 

Guardino said. The second phase of that project already has 65 to 70 percent of local matching 

funds, he said, but would need to come up with more under Trump’s proposal. 

“We’re closer to being competitive than most regions have been or probably will be,” Guardino 

said. “But this new requirement would be a stretch for most projects in our region.” 

As part of the plan, the administration also is making a push to sell off federal assets, such as 

Reagan National and Dulles International airports, as well as power assets around the country, 

according to a copy of the proposal. The plan calls for giving federal agencies “authority to 

divest of Federal assets where the agencies can demonstrate an increase in value from the sale 

would optimize the taxpayer value.” 

Also on Monday, Trump released his proposed 2019 budget, which includes some $240 billion 

in proposed cuts over the coming decade to an array of existing infrastructure programs — 

more than what Trump proposed as “new” spending, according to an analysis by Senate 

Minority Leader Chuck Schumer, D-New York. 

“This would be a big mistake and counterproductive to fostering prosperous communities,” said 

Paul Skoutelas, the president and CEO of the American Public Transportation Association. 

Nevertheless, Skoutelas said he was encouraged by Congress’ decision earlier this year to reject 

similar proposed cuts in the 2018 budget. He called Trump’s infrastructure plan an opportunity 

https://www.mercurynews.com/2018/02/12/trumps-infrastructure-plan-involves-selling-national-assets/


to “push for a bipartisan approach that continues and expands upon the historic federal 

support needed to address public transportation’s priorities.” 

Congressional Democrats are pushing their own plan to spend $1 trillion in public funds, 

investing in projects that aren’t partially privatized. Their blueprint would focus on roads and 

bridges and expand existing programs like TIGER grants, which go to transit, rail and bicycle 

path funding, as well as roads and highways. 

While just about everyone in American politics agrees the country needs to spend more on 

infrastructure, Trump’s proposal, which was touted as an area where he could find bipartisan 

compromise, was a non-starter with congressional Democrats. 

Rep. Anna Eshoo, D-Palo Alto, said she was “deeply disappointed” by the plan and called the 

incentives toward privatization “poison pills.” 

The federal budget cuts will make state infrastructure funding from Sacramento even more 

important, said Sen. Jim Beall, D-San Jose. Trump’s plan “raises the cost of transportation 

projects by drastically reducing the size of federal matching grants that historically have helped 

states and local governments build, improve, and repair roads.” 

But there will be a lot of room for change before the proposal is enacted, said Michele 

Nellenbach, director of strategic initiatives at the Bipartisan Policy Center. She lauded the 

president’s focus on infrastructure as a “good starting point for Congress to get to work.” 

Back to top 

Bay Area transit and planning gurus blast Trump infrastructure plan (San Francisco 

Business Times) 

 

A new plan to overhaul the nation's infrastructure over the next decade fell flat with many Bay 

Area planning and transit experts this week. Experts said the outline provided by the Trump 

Administration is murky on funding details and doesn't address much of the region's transit 

needs. 

The Trump plan released Monday hopes to combine $200 billion in federal funding with private 

money to eventually add up to $1.5 trillion for infrastructure nationwide. But local 

transportation experts estimate that Bay Area alone needs $290 billion to fix roadways, transit 

and bridges, as well as finish major transportation projects, the San Francisco Chronicle reports. 

“It’s an incredible disappointment, woefully inadequate,” said Randy Rentschler, a spokesman 

for the Metropolitan Transportation Commission, the Bay Area’s transportation planning and 

financing agency. “It’s a pittance.” 

...The proposal gave little indication of how money could be split among infrastructure projects 

such as highways, public transportation, railroad, airports, ports, and drinking water and flood 

https://www.bizjournals.com/sanfrancisco/news/2018/02/13/bay-area-trump-infrastructure-plan-transit-roads.html
https://www.sfchronicle.com/bayarea/article/Trump-infrastructure-plan-fails-to-impress-Bay-12608516.php
https://www.bizjournals.com/sanfrancisco/search/results?q=Randy%20Rentschler


control systems. ... Asked if California might benefit because the state raised its gas tax and 

vehicles fees — and Bay Area counties in the BART district boosted property taxes — in the past 

three years, Rentschler said, “...You don’t really know yet. But this program is not geared to 

help projects like BART to San Jose.” 

You can read more about the Trump infrastructure plan and how it's being received by local 

transit experts and planning authorities here. 

Back to top 

Here are 3 sites where San Jose wants to test 'tiny homes' for homeless (Silicon 

Valley Business Journal) 

San Jose’s progress toward a test of the controversial “tiny homes” concept as a temporary 

housing solution took another step Monday night when the city’s housing department 

announced three sites for a closer look. 

The City Council is supposed to get a final report ranking the sites — one each in Districts 2, 3 

and 7 — by mid-summer and then can move toward setting up the first to house the homeless. 

In the meantime, the city’s housing department is planning public outreach meetings in each of 

the districts over the next two weeks. If they go like the December hearing and debate at the 

Council’s meeting to test tiny homes, they could be long and loud. 

The homes, also called “bridge housing communities,” are slated to house people during the 

typically three- to five-year period between qualifying for housing assistance and an actual 

housing unit being available. The city wants to try the tiny homes concept, but officials say 

they've been met with stiff resistance from residents who don’t want the sites nearby. 

Gensler, the architectural firm, has come up with two designs for the tiny homes, which sleep 

one or two people and are to be located in clusters with temporary common buildings for 

cooking and bathrooms. 

The three sites, picked from 122 originally identified based on ranking them community 

concerns, proximity to residences and schools, are: 

 The southwest quadrant of the I-280/I-680/101 freeway interchange owned by 

CalTrans, 2 acres, 

 The Valley Transportation Authority staging areas on Mabury Road, 1.33 acres, and 

 The intersection of Hellyer Avenue and Silicon Valley Boulevard, seven-plus acres owned 

by the city. 
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https://www.sfchronicle.com/bayarea/article/Trump-infrastructure-plan-fails-to-impress-Bay-12608516.php
https://www.sfchronicle.com/bayarea/article/Trump-infrastructure-plan-fails-to-impress-Bay-12608516.php
https://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2018/02/13/san-jose-tiny-homes-homeless-locations.html
https://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/12/13/san-jose-oks-tiny-homes-for-homeless.html
https://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/12/13/san-jose-oks-tiny-homes-for-homeless.html
https://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/12/04/san-jose-tiny-homes-homeless-design-gensler.html


Infrastructure Spending (KTVTU, Ch. 2) 
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Roadshow: Relief on Lawrence Expressway is a long ways off (East Bay Times) 

Q: Due to increased traffic on Lawrence Expressway southbound after 5 p.m., it takes close to 

25 minutes to go from Highway 101 and Lawrence to Poinciana. Can they tweak the signals on 

Oakmead Parkway, East Arques, Kifer Road and Monroe Street to improve the flow of traffic on 

Lawrence Expressway? 

Shantanu Joshi 

Like Mr. Roadshow’s Facebook page for more questions and answers about Bay Area roads, 

freeways and commuting. 

A: Alas, no. County engineers say this is the most congested stretch on any expressway and 

unfortunately the signal timing cannot do anything when the expressway is saturated. There 

are plans to build underpasses at Arques Avenue, Kifer Road and Monroe Street that would 

greatly help. This is the highest priority for all county expressways. However, that project is still 

years away, and the estimated $434 million cost could soar. 

The county may also look at reversible lanes, but design work has been delayed because of the 

lawsuit filed against the Measure B sales tax that is currently tied up in the courts. 

My only suggestion is to avoid the road between 5 p.m. and 6:30 p.m. Outside of those hours, 

traffic begins to ease — on some days. 

Q: The El Camino Real-Highway 92 interchange is a mess with two additional turning lanes and 

no end in sight. They used to have regular cloverleaf ramps. What is the reason behind the 

renovation? 

Walter Kaplan 

San Mateo 

A: This is the look on almost all new interchanges — think Highway 101-Willow Road in Menlo 

Park. They have been turned into partial cloverleafs on one half, with direct ramp connectors to 

the other half. This eases merging backups on the ramps.  It’ll cost $16 million and should be 

done in a few months. 

Q:: This is the weirdest speed limit I’ve seen: A black and yellow placard stating that the limit is 

7.5 mph at the Palo Alto Medical Foundation underground parking garage in Palo Alto. 

Tom Shoup 

Los Altos 

http://mms.tveyes.com/MediaCenterPlayer.aspx?u=aHR0cDovL21lZGlhY2VudGVyLnR2ZXllcy5jb20vZG93bmxvYWRnYXRld2F5LmFzcHg%2FVXNlcklEPTQ2OTk3OCZNRElEPTkzNjM2NTQmTURTZWVkPTc3OTMmVHlwZT1NZWRpYQ%3D%3D
https://www.eastbaytimes.com/2018/02/13/roadshow-relief-on-lawrence-expressway-is-a-long-ways-off/
http://bayareane.ws/mrroadshowfb


A: This is an attempt to slow down drivers. A 10-mph sign might not garner much attention, but 

7.5 mph could. It’s a strategy used on Quito Road in Saratoga with 19-mph and 22-mph signs 

before tight curves. 

Q: I recently received a carpool lane violation ticket at 9:30 a.m. at McCarthy Boulevard onto 

Highway 237. The carpool sign does not indicate hours of operation and I thought it was past 

carpool lane time. It seems the hours of operation should be posted. 

Linming Jin 

San Jose 

A: Bad news. If hours are not posted, carpool hours are in effect 24 hours a day, seven days a 

week, as is the case at almost all carpool lanes from city streets on-ramps. 

Back to top 
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VTA Daily New Coverage for Wednesday, February 14, 2018 

1. Opinion: Why California should continue building high-speed rail (Mercury News) 

2. In search of the elusive 'big fix' for the Bay Area's transportation woes (Silicon Valley 

Business Journal) 

3. Palo Alto takes stand against Wiener's housing bill (Palo Alto Weekly) 

4. Norfolk's Thelma Drake nominated to lead Federal Transit Administration in trying 

time for transit (The Virginian-Pilot) 

5. Caltrain delays caused by systemwide electrical issues (SFGate.com) 

6. How money from polluters helps Californians (San Francisco Chronicle) 

Opinion: Why California should continue building high-speed rail (Mercury News) 

The high-speed rail vision is of Bay Area grandparents on family visits to Disneyland. The system 

would fail based only on those relatively infrequent end-to-end trips. 

The reason for building high-speed rail is to protect our Bay Area economy. Per Caltrans, 

133,000 daily vehicle trips were averaged during 2016 peak months on Interstate 580 at 

Highway 205 headed into Silicon Valley. Highway 152 averaged 47,000 daily vehicles during 

peak months. Many fearsome 18-wheel trucks joined the vastly overcapacity daily migration 

connecting the Central Valley’s affordable housing to Silicon Valley’s irresistible job market. 

That trip (2-4 hours each direction) is dangerous, time consuming and emotionally debilitating. 

Burning $3-4 per gallon gasoline (more in the future) also depletes a family’s fiscal well-being 

and adds dramatically to climate change. 

Compare that 4-8 hours per day dead-time fighting traffic when, in 2026, a daily commuter 

catches the electrically powered Silicon Valley Express train in downtown Fresno and, no matter 

the weather, arrives 51 minutes later at the San Jose Diridon Station. A world-class, electrically 

powered distribution system including BART, Caltrain, the Capital Train, Altamont Corridor 

Express, VTA Light Rail and sustainable buses completes the trip to Bay Area businesses 

increasingly clustered in transit villages — think Google — around rail stations. That’s less than 

a 90-minute trip, including connections, during which the commuter can catch a nap, eat 

breakfast, start work electronically, and arrive relaxed and ready to win the international geo-

https://www.mercurynews.com/2018/02/14/opinion-why-california-should-continue-building-high-speed-rail/


economic competition. The return trip delivers the commuter home, after electronically 

finishing work on the train, rested and ready to hug rather than grumble at the family. 

Many of our wonderfully progressive employers subsidize employees’ transit use and might be 

expected to do so with the high-speed rail trip tickets. The alternative is automobile fuel, wear 

and tear costs, accidents and emotional strain borne by the poor auto commuter. 

Which would you choose? Six or more hours a day fighting dangerous traffic? Rapidly increasing 

auto costs? Adding to pollution problems with the prospect of arriving at an indeterminate time 

by car on highways that cannot be effectively expanded because of permanently constrained 

urban choke points? Or arriving reliably in less than half that time while relaxing on the world’s 

safest, fastest, cleanest and most efficient transportation? 

Though nice, high-speed rail’s objective isn’t to take the kids to Disneyland but to efficiently 

bring employees to work and clear roads to move products to market. Only a small fraction of 

those daily Central Valley trips need to ride the train for profitable operation, as is the case with 

most of the world’s high-speed rail systems. 

The Bay Area and Los Angeles both need relief from the crushing Central Valley commute. But 

detractors say we can’t afford the $64 billion or so to save our economic engines of the nation 

from stifling terminal gridlock. But 16 of the industrial and many of the emerging countries of 

the world have operating high-speed rail systems with double that number in development. 

How can Spain and Turkey, among the poorest countries, afford major high-speed rail networks 

while the richest state in the richest nation cannot? California obviously can afford and must 

proceed with high-speed rail or expect to lose the concentration of intellectual and economic 

capacity that is respected around the world. 

Rod Diridon, Sr., is the chair emeritus of the California High-Speed Rail Authority. 

Back to Top 

 

In search of the elusive 'big fix' for the Bay Area's transportation woes (Silicon 

Valley Business Journal) 

The Bay Area has taken on the financial burden of improving its own transportation 

infrastructure since 1984, when Santa Clara County — newly authorized by a change in state 

law — approved California’s first local sales tax measure for transportation improvements. 

Since then, two more sales tax measures have been approved by local voters, but with snarled 

freeways and limited mass transit options, it’s harder to get around than ever, says Russell 

Hancock, CEO of Joint Venture Silicon Valley. 

Hancock admittedly is looking for the "big fix" that Silicon Valley is famous for and believes that 

local governments are hobbled in dealing with regional problems. 

https://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2018/02/09/in-search-of-the-elusive-big-fix-for-the-bay-areas.html?ana=e_mc_prem&s=newsletter&ed=2018-02-14&u=oboFmgl6no%2FBUgbE98AM%2Bw0d876644&t=1518624699&j=79999241
https://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/search/results?q=Russell%20Hancock
https://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/search/results?q=Russell%20Hancock


At Joint Venture’s annual State of the Valley Conference on Friday, he went head-to-head in a 

Q&A with Steve Heminger, executive director of the Bay Area’s biggest transportation 

bureaucracy, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission, which doles out $2 billion a year in 

state and federal transportation funds for local surface transportation projects. 

Hancock’s questions were in search of the big fix. Here’s an edited transcript of their 30-minute 

conversation, with questions by Hancock and answers by Heminger. 

Let’s pretend that we dispense with quaint things like democratic control and put you in 

charge. You are the czar for transportation in the Bay Area and you call the shots and you 

now have resources at your disposal. What’s the fix? And I mean a game-changer.  

I think the big fix is to first of all acknowledge what the big problem is. And the fact is that 

traffic congestion is primarily an economic problem. It’s not primarily an engineering one. 

And outside of North Korea, the American highway system is one of the last bastions of Soviet 

central planning. 

We take a bunch of free goods and we line up to watch people use them. Our transportation 

system is not only underpriced — for the most part it’s unpriced. It’s no surprise that people 

will over-consume a good that doesn’t have a price on it. 

If we were able to price the highway system like we do everything else — air fares, hotel rates, 

you name it — where the prices go up during the peak hours so that it would discourage 

demand during that period and then go down in the off-peak hours so that it would encourage 

demand for that period, we could make a huge amount of headway. 

The reason I said that you don’t have to appoint me czar is that this is already happening. It’s 

sort of creeping up on us and what we have now are things called express lanes … and that’s a 

way of getting price in the system. 

What happens for low-income people?  

What happens with lower income people and utility rates: They get a life-line bill, which is 

lower than what other people pay. You could do the same thing with the highway system if you 

wanted to. 

What’s preventing a big fix? 

We built a system that is designed to keep a big fix from occurring. As long as the smallest 

possible improvement requires three years of environmental review, you’re not going to get 

quick fixes. 

As long as the courts are open to anybody with a couple of bucks and a filing fee, you’re not 

going to get quick fixes. I think to a great extent that our frustration with how long it takes to do 

things — we ought to point the finger right back at ourselves. 

https://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/search/results?q=Steve%20Heminger


We have met the enemy and he is us. You can’t have endless process and quick results. You’ve 

got to have one or the other. 

The Bay Area needs to be one of the world’s great city-states. We need to take our place 

alongside Hong Kong and Singapore where the transportation is fantastic. That means we 

need to do massive infrastructure projects. 

I’m not sure about Singapore. I think that’s the place where if you spit your gum out on the 

street, you get arrested. Singapore is at the other end of the extreme. That’s where efficiency 

has been allowed to trump civil rights a little bit too much. 

I don’t think it’s a coincidence, though, that they have pulled off one of the most aggressive 

systems of infrastructure and they have a pricing system like I’ve described. To that extent, 

they’re ahead of us. 

On balance, I would probably rather live here than there. We have decided in the Bay Area that 

we don’t want a lot of things to happen in certain places and that has trumped the value of 

trying to get some transportation improvements in the Bay. If you really want to get to it, Russ, 

your point about Singapore and Hong Kong is they are incredibly dense in their land 

development pattern. Generally speaking, in our region, we are not. It’s one of those things 

that you can’t have both. You can’t have low density and efficient public transit. 

Then this is as good as it gets? 

Not at all, and I think sometimes incrementalism has a bad rap. In our system of governance, 

for the ability of the public to be involved in the most major decisions, I think it’s going to go 

slower than you’d like.  

What about technology as a solution — drones, flying cars, the “crazy stuff?” 

The honest answer is, I’m not sure. We are living through an incredibly transformative period 

when it comes to transportation. For decades, transportation was one of the most hidebound 

enterprises you could find. We were due for some disruption and we are getting it right now. 

Which way that breaks, though, I think is very much an open question. 

For example, if we automate our (automobile) fleet without electrifying it, we haven’t done a 

lot for emissions and greenhouse gases. In fact, we may make it worse if all those automated 

vehicles are tooling around our streets all day long instead of sitting parked somewhere. If 

we’re going to take advantage of this transformation, we need to make sure first of all we don’t 

make the problem worse. 

And second of all, we need to remember that we should try to pursue more than one objective 

at a time. Automation has the chance to save tens of thousands of lives every year in America. 

It’s a tremendous possibility, but we’ve got to be sure we bring the environment along in the 

bargain so that we don’t make our mobility and our greenhouse gas emission challenges worse. 



Why is it taking so long to approve automated vehicles? 

The short answer is federalism. We have 50 states in this great country and they have a lot to 

say about what kind of cars drive on their roads. If you talk to the automakers, they would 

much prefer to have a single decision made in Washington and allow that to carry the day 

throughout the country. And frankly, if we were Europe, that would probably happen because 

in those countries — the central government has a much stronger say on how transportation 

and infrastructure is done in the country. 

Why don’t we privatize roads and rail? 

You’re channeling Donald Trump a little bit there because our president, for several months, 

was saying that was what he thought one of the major solutions to our infrastructure shortfall, 

was that we needed to essentially allow the private sector to bring their money and bring their 

expertise and take care of our infrastructure deficit. 

I think he realized — and I think it’s not too difficult a thing to figure out, once you think about 

it — that the private sector wants to get involved where it can make some money. That’s what 

the private sector does. They’re not going to give you money to build projects. They’re going to 

loan you money. You’ve got to pay them back, and where you’re going to be able to pay them 

back are in very congested metropolitan areas like ours because we’ve got the congestion and 

we’ve got the folks who are probably willing to pay a toll or a fee and generate the income 

stream for the private sector to make their money. 

But in the middle of Kansas or in the middle of Nebraska or in the middle of all those red states 

all over the country, the opportunity for private investment is much, much smaller. 

So the president basically figured out that he had a Democratic strategy in mind and I think 

quickly turned the corner. Whether the strategy benefited blue or red states is not the point I’m 

trying to make. The point I’m trying to make is that private sector investments will tackle a 

relatively small portion of our problem. A big chunk of our shortfall is just taking care of the 

system that our parents and grandparents built. And Goldman Sachs isn’t that interested in that 

because filling potholes doesn’t generate a revenue stream.  
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Palo Alto takes stand against Wiener's housing bill (Palo Alto Weekly) 

A state bill that would increase zoning densities, relax parking requirements and curb cities' 

abilities to limit building heights in transit-rich areas is proving to be a tough sell in Palo Alto, 

where city officials on Tuesday took a firm stance against the proposed legislation. 

Authored by state Sen. Scott Wiener, D-San Francisco, Senate Bill 827 would provide zoning 

concessions and exemptions from local regulations for "transit-rich housing projects," which are 

defined in the bill as residential developments within a half-mile radius of a major transit stop 

https://www.paloaltoonline.com/news/2018/02/13/palo-alto-takes-stand-against-wieners-housing-bill


or within a quarter-mile radius of a high-quality transit corridor. Qualifying projects would not 

be subject to limits on the maximum number of units, minimum parking requirements or 

maximum height limitations. 

Wiener's new bill comes at a time when the Palo Alto City Council is trying to roughly triple its 

housing production, in part by revising the local zoning code to give developers incentives for 

building housing. But despite the Palo Alto's recent push on housing, officials are raising 

concerns that the Wiener bill would actually hinder the city's efforts. 

On Tuesday, the city signaled its official opposition to the bill in a letter to Wiener's office. 

Signed by Mayor Liz Kniss, the letter alludes to the city's effort to amend its zoning regulations 

to encourage residential projects with higher densities near transit areas. That effort received a 

boost Monday night, when the council approved a Housing Work Plan that include a list of 

zoning revisions staff will be working on in the coming months. 

"SB 827 in its current form could diminish local acceptance of residential development and 

undermine our local efforts," the letter states. 

The letter also alludes to the package of 15 housing bills that the Legislature passed last year 

(including Wiener's Senate Bill 35, which created a streamlined approval process for qualifying 

housing developments). It remains to be seen, the letter states, whether the voters will 

approve the most significant of the funding measures passed last year -- a $4-billion bond that 

will appear on the Nov. 6 ballot. 

"We ask that you give us all time to assess and adjust to changes from 2017," the city's letter 

states. "However, we must join with The League of California Cities and others to oppose SB 

827." 

City Manager James Keene declared the city's opposition to the bill at the Monday night 

meeting, shortly before members kicked off their discussion on best ways to encourage 

housing. 

The council's opposition is not, however, unanimous. Councilman Adrian Fine, author of the 

memo spurred the creation of the Housing Work Plan, said that he disagrees with the dissent. 

He also said he is disappointed in the process that led to the drafting of the letter, with he said 

caught him by surprise (the council had not had any extensive discussions about the Wiener bill 

before the letter was drafted and sent out). 

Fine said he supports SB 827 and intends to write letters to Wiener's office and to the League of 

California Cities, signaling his support. He told the Weekly that he sees housing as an 

"environmental, equity and economical" issue and that he supports the bill's goal of building 

housing near transit. 

"If we aren't going (to) support housing here, then where?" Fine said. 

https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/63466
https://www.paloaltoonline.com/news/2018/02/13/palo-alto-adopts-plan-to-build-more-housing
https://www.paloaltoonline.com/news/2017/10/05/new-housing-laws-pose-planning-challenges-for-palo-alto


It's clear, he said, that many cities -- including Palo Alto -- are not effectively using their zoning 

codes and regulations to achieve housing goals. 

"We should be flexible and entertaining new ideas," Fine said. 
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Norfolk's Thelma Drake nominated to lead Federal Transit Administration in trying 

time for transit (The Virginian-Pilot) 

President Donald Trump has nominated Thelma Drake to lead the Federal Transit 

Administration, the agency that provides funding and policy to local public transit systems, 

including buses, subways, light rail and ferries. 

But her appointment comes at a time when transit funding is under siege from the Trump 

administration. His 55-page infrastructure plan was released Monday and transit wasn't even 

mentioned in the executive summary. 

A former congresswoman and state delegate, Drake is the city of Norfolk’s assistant director of 

transportation and has lobbied for the city at the General Assembly since 2015.   

Drake will still have to go through a confirmation process — the FTA has not had a confirmed 

administrator since January 2014. The Administrator oversees 3,000 transit agencies 

nationwide, a $12 billion budget and 550 employees.  

Trump's proposed budget cuts several grant FTA grant programs including phasing out 

the Capital Improvement Grants over the next decade, The Hill reports. "It could leave cities 

and states on the hook for billions of dollars in spending on public transportation projects that 

are already underway," according to an article published this week. 

But even in a trying time for transit, having a local in the position could be a big advantage for 

the region and state, local transportation officials say.  

Most notably, Hampton Roads Transit is in the process of studying a new light rail extension to 

the Norfolk Naval Station and will need federal funding to build it.  

FTA provided $128 million in 2007 for the Tide's first 7.4-mile leg. It was supposed to pay for 

more than half of the project, but the total cost ended up at $318 million after nearly $86 

million in cost overruns and running a year and a half behind schedule. 

Last year, the FTA gave HRT a $500,000 grant to try out a new electric bus.  

FTA administers grants for major transit projects and helps fund about 17 percent of HRT's 

regular operating budget.  

https://pilotonline.com/news/government/nation/article_9e396d7d-1339-501c-98f5-ca657898c6bc.html
https://pilotonline.com/news/government/nation/article_9e396d7d-1339-501c-98f5-ca657898c6bc.html
https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2018/02/INFRASTRUCTURE-211.pdf


HRT CEO William Harrell said Drake has had a great relationship with the transit company from 

working on customer issues to increasing ridership to technical issues and being involved in the 

legislative process. 

"We would love see in her in that role," Harrell said. "To have someone that understands the 

importance of the military to the region and having familiarity with the transit issues of the 

region... that can only help Hampton Roads." 

Drake, a Republican who lives in East Ocean View, was a realtor before she was elected to the 

Virginia House of Delegates in 1996 and Congress in 2004. She held the 2nd District seat for two 

terms and served on the House Transportation and Infrastructure Committee. 

She helped bring Amtrak passenger service back to Norfolk when she was director of the 

Virginia Department of Rail and Public Transportation under former Gov. Bob McDonnell from 

2010-2013. There she also implemented new performance metrics that streamlined DRPT's 

operations and enhanced accountability for its projects, according to the White House press 

release. 

Drake's nomination gained universal praise from those that have worked closely with her in 

recent years.  

Virginia Department of Rail and Public Transit head Jennifer Mitchell said she's glad Trump 

nominated someone with Drake's unique background in both Congress and working directly in 

transit.  

"I can't imagine any of those federal administration jobs are easy jobs, but the good news is 

Thelma comes in way up the learning curve on understanding transit," Mitchell said. "It's going 

to be a challenging time to navigate FTA through some of these (budget) changes, but she has 

always been pragmatic and understands the complexity of the issues. 

"She's got a good combination of skills, background and knowledge to be really effective." 

Norfolk Mayor Kenny Alexander, who worked with Drake in the General Assembly and at the 

city level, said he's witnessed her commitment to public transportation and "skillful 

development of creative regional transportation solutions." 

“From expanded interstate corridors, newly designed roads that enable safe and efficient travel 

for pedestrians, bicyclists and drivers to light rail and the return of Amtrak service to our city, 

her impact has been immense," Alexander said. "As she takes on a new role, heading an agency 

that is critical to Norfolk’s success, we hope that there is still much of Thelma’s legacy that has 

yet to be constructed. 

"Norfolk is the transportation center of Hampton Roads, and will remain the most multimodal 

city in Virginia because of her tireless work.” 



Norfolk Councilwoman Andria McClellan, a Democrat, tweeted praise for Drake saying she's "an 

excellent team member from whom I’ve learned so much on transportation issues and much 

more." 

"She’s caring, wise and reasonable," McClellan said. "The administration will be lucky to have 

her on their team." 

Former Transportation Secretary and current Finance Secretary Aubrey Layne said he'd heard 

rumors of the nomination since late last year and said he's happy for Drake.  

"Any role that has a Virginian and a Hampton Roads resident has got to be good for the area," 

Layne said.  

He noted her biggest role may be guiding the struggling D.C. Metro subway to a better place. Its 

general manager has requested $500 million in new funding from Virginia, D.C. and Maryland to 

help right the ship. 

Drake did not return a call Tuesday night after the White House sent out the press release 

around 7 p.m.  
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Caltrain delays caused by systemwide electrical issues (SFGate.com) 

Caltrain commuters can expect delays Wednesday morning as systemwide electrical issues have 

halted at least six trains, officials said. 

The delays started around 8:15 a.m., said Tasha Bartholomew, a spokeswoman for the transit 

agency. It was not clear what caused the glitch. 

BART, SamTrans and VTA are helping transport passengers, she said. 

At least six trains — four southbound and two northbound — are being held as officials address 

the issue. 
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How money from polluters helps Californians (San Francisco Chronicle) 

If you follow the news, then you’ve seen repeated arguments about California’s efforts to fight 

climate change — fights over cap-and-trade, effects on consumers, funding for high-speed rail 

and more. But there’s a hidden story you may have heard less about. 

https://www.sfgate.com/bayarea/article/Caltrain-delays-caused-by-systemwide-electrical-12613475.php
https://www.sfchronicle.com/opinion/openforum/article/How-money-from-polluters-helps-Californians-12611676.php


If you follow the news, then you’ve seen repeated arguments about California’s efforts to fight 

climate change — fights over cap-and-trade, effects on consumers, funding for high-speed rail 

and more. But there’s a hidden story you may have heard less about. 

It’s the story of people like Richmond resident Kendra Tramiel, who got help trading in her old, 

gas-guzzling clunker for a much more reliable and far less polluting hybrid. It’s a story about the 

residents of West Gateway Place in West Sacramento — a complex that provides affordable 

housing for dozens of families and whose energy-saving features and proximity to transit, bike 

and pedestrian routes are estimated to be equal to taking more than 140,000 carsoff the road. 

These stories happened because of how California uses the money it collects from polluters for 

the carbon they put into our air. 

All over California, low-income families are getting their homes weatherized, getting help 

buying an electric or plug-in hybrid car and much more. Communities and local governments 

receive grants to plant trees and create community gardens, build affordable housing near 

public transit and replace smoke-belching diesel school buses with clean electric buses, among 

other benefits — all because of the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund, powered by cap-and-

trade dollars. 

Some $614 million has already been put to work on projects benefiting disadvantaged 

communities, two-thirds of which has gone to projects directly located within those 

communities — with more added every day. 

In a state that combines remarkable wealth and economic vitality with unacceptable levels of 

poverty and a growing affordability crisis, these smart greenhouse gas reduction expenditures 

not only clean the air in neighborhoods that need it most, they help address wealth inequality 

and tackle some of California’s most urgent problems. 

Putting affordable homes near transit — like West Gateway Place, the MacArthur Park 

Apartments in Los Angeles and other projects happening statewide — not only eases our 

affordable housing crisis, it saves energy and cuts traffic and air pollution while reducing the 

amount of climate-changing carbon dioxide going into our atmosphere. Projects like this make 

life better for the whole neighborhood and also create good jobs. 

California’s approach is unique. While a few places — including a group of northeastern states 

— have programs in place to put a price on carbon, none has made the sort of concrete 

commitment that California has made to use the money generated to attack the combined, 

interwoven problems of poverty and pollution. Our governor and Legislature have actually 

written it into law that 35 percent of carbon proceeds must benefit disadvantaged 

communities or low-income Californians. And it’s working. 

If there’s one drawback to all this, then it’s that the public has had no easy, convenient place 

for individuals, local governments or community groups to find out which of these benefits they 

https://www.jamboreehousing.com/results-develop-build-communities-help-people/media/press-releases/grand-opening-of-west-gateway-place.
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/capandtrade/auctionproceeds/auctionproceedsmap.htm
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/capandtrade/auctionproceeds/cci_annual_report_2017.pdf
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201520160AB1550
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201520160AB1550


qualify for. But now they do: Resource Finder lets users answer a few short questions and be 

directed to the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund-funded resources that meet their needs. 

Despite fierce opposition from fossil fuel interests, California has mounted a unique and 

successful effort to simultaneously fight climate change and uplift our most economically 

stressed and pollution-burdened communities. The nation and world should follow our 

example. 
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San Francisco’s BART Extension to Silicon Valley Mulls Tunnel Design (Icons of 

Infrastructure) 

San Francisco’s ambitious $4.7 billion BART Silicon Valley Extension project has come to a fork 

in the road, or to be precise, on the track. 

It has until June to make a decision. 

The decision centers around a tunnel design under downtown San Jose that will finish the last 6 

miles of the 16-mile project. As one can imagine, there are huge challenges with digging an 

underground tunnel under busy city streets. And the disruption to area residents and 

businesses could be even more if the project developers make a wrong decision. 

The question is: Should it be a one-bore, or a two-bore tunnel? 

“It’s a 100-year decision and we want to make sure we get that right,” BART Deputy General 

Manager Bob Powers has said. 

The BART Silicon Valley Extension envisions stretching the regional BART (Bay Area Rapid 

Transit) subway system from the Berryessa Station in northeast San Jose, adding three stations 

in San Jose along the way and a fourth, end-of-line station in Santa Clara. 

https://iconsofinfrastructure.com/san-francisco-bart-extension/


BART entered into a comprehensive agreement with VTA (Valley Transportation Authority) 

relating to the design, construction, operation and maintenance of the project. While VTA is 

designing, funding, and building it, BART will operate it once completed – likely by 2026. 

But first, the two parties have to agree on the tunnel design. 

On one hand, VTA recommends a single, 45-foot diameter subway bore. It would carry two 

tracks inside the same tunnel, using a dividing wall between trackways. VTA argues the design 

will be less disruptive during construction. For instance, single-bore is deeper, VTA says, and 

avoids surface street disruption and major utility location because it wouldn’t require cut and 

cover of stations which are located in the public right of way. Also, the single bore option has 

stations located to the side of the tunnel, under private right of way. This option could 

potentially reduce 10 months off the 4-year tunneling phase and cut $50 million in costs. 

Only problem: This single-bore method has not been widely used for transit projects, and 

design studies are partially complete – so cost savings are only a wild estimate at this time. 

BART, on the other hand, wants two single-track, 21-foot tunnels. It is a tested design, similar to 

BART’s 19th Street stop in Oakland and also common in global transit systems. 

“We are having to decide what kind of construction methods will be best for downtown San 

Jose which has also created some conflict,” Taylor Huckaby, BART spokesman, told Icons couple 

months ago. “BART traditionally has used cut-and-cover to construct subways, but San Jose’s 

political leaders would prefer a less disruptive method. To find out what we should do we are 

putting together a team of outside experts to give us dispassionate advice.” 

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) has given VTA a 3-month extension to come up with a 

final plan. The new deadline is June 2018. 

“This nod from FTA affirms the importance of spending additional time to fully examine new 

innovations in the construction industry that can help us build a project that is safe and 

minimizes construction impacts to downtown San Jose residents and businesses,” said Sam 

Liccardo, VTA Board Chair and Mayor of San Jose. 

VTA general manager Nuria Fernandez has said her agency needs to quickly vote on the 

options, since a defined project description including the final design of the tunnel is imperative 

for the project to seek $1.5 billion in federal aid. 

The remaining project funding is through local and state resources. 

Although Governor Brown signed into law last April an increase in gas taxes which will also go 

toward rebuilding California’s transportation networks, which have not had significant 

investments made in decades, funding remains an issue. 

“Funding is the most difficult challenge. Most of BART is funded by ticket sales, not taxes, so it’s 

difficult to get money for capital improvements without shifting that burden directly onto 

customers,” Huckaby said. 



“As growth continues, we will need even more to alleviate traffic. In the more distant future for 

BART, we want to build a second transbay tube which will cost billions.” 
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How these Bay Area cities are paving the way for our autonomous car future (East Bay 

Times) 

Within two to three years, bicyclists in Emeryville and Los Gatos will be able to download an 

app to get more green lights at intersections. Patients at the Veterans Administration Palo Alto 

Medical Center will be hopping on an autonomous shuttle for appointments. And, within a few 

more years, BART riders in Dublin will have a driverless vehicle picking them up and dropping 

them off at the station. 

It’s all part of an effort to prepare the Bay Area for a future with self-driving cars, said Robert 

Rich, a planner at the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC), the region’s 

transportation planning agency. When that future comes, cars will be expected to communicate 

not just with each other, but also with traffic signals and other infrastructure, he said. 

And that’s where the MTC comes in. On Wednesday, an MTC committee approved $5 million in 

grants for six cities to embark on pilot programs aimed at not only the driverless future, but 

also at solving real-world traffic problems now. The full commission is expected to formally 

award the grants on Feb. 28. 

“We were looking for more hands-on knowledge of both how connected and autonomous 

technology would work together,” Rich said. “We wanted to see how ready this technology 

was, how it could work and how much it costs, and see if it could tackle some short-term 

challenges, as well.” 

In Emeryville, traffic engineer Ryan O’Connell expects a three-phase approach. The city will first 

install upgraded traffic signals to collect large amounts of data to help the flow of traffic at 15 

intersections on 40th, Shellmound and Powell streets. Then, the city will work with transit 

agencies to install GPS technology at the signals for public transit, which now rely on infrared. 

Finally, using the same GPS technology, O’Connell said the city will deploy an app for cyclists 

that tells the signals to stay green longer when they approach an intersection. The apps will be 

able to differentiate between a bicycle and car based on speed. 

The idea, O’Connell said, is to encourage modes of transportation other than cars. And, since 

Emeryville sits on the Bay Trail, it willl help the flow of cyclists on weekends, when they traverse 

the corridor in large numbers. 

“That would really help the weekend riders coming through here to get more green time and 

fewer delays,” he said, adding that he also expects it will help during the weekday commute. 

“Whenever we’re promoting health benefits, we’re also promoting (reduced) emissions 

benefits and helping get people out of their cars.” 

https://www.eastbaytimes.com/2018/02/16/how-these-bay-area-cities-are-paving-the-way-for-our-autonomous-car-future/


In Palo Alto, a team comprised of the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA), the 

Mineta Transportation Institute and the VA hospital are working to develop the world’s first 

autonomous vehicle that is also accessible to passengers who are blind, use wheelchairs or 

otherwise need assistance getting around. 

The VTA has been watching the advent of autonomous vehicles with great interest, said Gary 

Miskell, the agency’s chief information and technology officer. But there was one problem, he 

said. The autonomous vehicles being developed weren’t accessible to everyone. 

“We needed a way to escalate or bring this issue up to the surface and get the autonomous 

vehicle manufacturers to think more about accessibility,” Miskell said. “It’s just as important for 

the vehicle.” 

But, making an electric, automated vehicle that meets the Americans with Disabilities Act is no 

small feat. The first phase of the project will be to work with an autonomous vehicle 

manufacturer on how to develop such a vehicle, including adding features that automate 

securing wheelchairs, so they don’t move around during the ride, or a video screen that uses 

sign language as well as speaking instructions and facetimes a customer service representative 

in case there’s a problem that needs human intervention. 

Then, Miskell says the team will begin testing the shuttle, first at a private facility and later, at 

the VA’s medical center in Palo Alto, where it will pick up patients from bus stops and cart them 

throughout the campus. Ultimately, the shuttle will be deployed in other locations around the 

South Bay, including, possibly, the San Jose airport or downtown San Jose, Miskell said. Not 

only is the shuttle expected to boost transit use, but Miskell said it will help reduce greenhouse 

gas emissions, as well. 

“The project is really trying to explore how automated, accessible vehicles can be incorporated 

into public transit,” he said. “Public transit has to be accessible. That really is critical.” 

The other grant recipients are below. Each project is subject to change and refinement: 

 Walnut Creek: The city plans to upgrade traffic signals and outfit buses with connected 

vehicle technology. The lights will stay green longer for the buses, based on how many 

people are on the bus and whether it is on time or delayed. 

 Dublin: The Livermore Amador Valley Transit Authority, along with the city of Dublin, 

will begin testing a driverless shuttle on city streets. Ultimately, the goal is to use the 

shuttle to carry people between the BART station and a future job center near Arnold 

Road. The city will be looking to see if the shuttle helps promote transit use, improves 

the overall mobility around the route and reduces greenhouse gas emissions. 

 Los Gatos: Similar to the Emeryville pilot, Los Gatos plans to first upgrade its traffic 

signals to improve the flow of traffic and then deploy an app that detects when cyclists 

using the app are present, giving them longer green lights. 



 Contra Costa County: The Contra Costa Transportation Authority plans to upgrade its 

traffic signals to improve the flow of traffic and deploy an app that recommends a speed 

for buses to increase the number of green lights it hits. It also plans to deploy an app for 

passengers to make connections to BART more reliable. 
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Here's where San Jose's 'tiny homes' community meetings are scheduled (Silicon 

Valley Business Journal) 

The City of San Jose has scheduled three 90-minute neighborhood outreach meetings tied to 

the environmental review of the three sites it's investigating for its pilot program of providing 

“tiny homes” for the homeless. 

The city says the goal is to engage and inform the surrounding neighborhoods about 

homelessness and get input into what it calls “bridge housing communities” (BHC) that are 

intended to provide temporary relief for the homeless who have already qualified for housing 

assistance. 

Here’s the schedule: 

 City Council District 7, BHC site at the Interstate 280, 680 and U.S. 101 interchange, 6 

p.m., Thursday, Feb. 22 at the Leininger Community Center, 1300 Senter Road. 

 City Council District 3, BHC site on Mabury Road, 6 p.m., Monday, Feb. 26, at the 

Environmental Innovation Center, 1608 Las Plumas Ave. 

 City Council District 2, BHC site at Hellyer Avenue and Silicon Valley Boulevard, 6:30 

p.m., Thursday, March 1 at the Wyndham Hotel, 399 Silicon Valley Blvd. 
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