
From: Board Secretary  

Sent: Monday, April 03, 2017 4:32 PM 

To: VTA Board of Directors; VTA Advisory Committee Members 

Subject: VTA Connections Newsletter - April 2017 

 

VTA Board of Directors and VTA Advisory Committee Members: 

Below is VTA’s newsletter for April 2017.  It can also be accessed using this link:  

https://content.govdelivery.com/accounts/CAVTA/bulletins/191e181 

Please share with your constituents. 

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 
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VTA Seeking Applicants for 2016 

Measure B Citizens Oversight 
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VTA is beginning the public process of recruiting applicants for its 

2016 Measure B Citizens’ Oversight Committee. VTA is actively 

seeking individuals who bring important relevant experience to the 

8-member committee. 

The applicant submission deadline is Friday, April 21, 2017. 

Those interested in applying can do so online 

at https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/2016MeasureBApplication. 

Hard copies of the application are available by requests only. 

Read more.                                  Back to Top 
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After weeks of reviewing the thousands of public comments 

submitted in January and February in response to its draft service 

redesign plan, VTA is slated to release its Final Transit Service 

Plan in early April. 

“The volume of comments exceeded our expectations and the 

level of detail provided valuable insight into individual travel 

patterns and needs,” says Senior Transportation Planner Adam 

Burger. “Based on that input, we’ve identified 34 changes that 

we’d like to make.” 

Read more.                                                    Back to Top 
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A three-member law enforcement team made up of Santa Clara 

County Sheriff Deputies assigned to patrol VTA’s Transit are being 

recognized for their alertness, after they saved a minor from 

possibly being a victim of human trafficking. 

  

Deputies Cody Cogliandro, John Rizqallah and Chris 

Tolbertson were working in downtown San Jose on Tuesday, 

February 28, when a routine stop of a vehicle prompted concerns 

about a teenage girl in the passenger seat. 

Read more.                                        Back to Top 
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From: Board Secretary  

Sent: Monday, April 03, 2017 5:10 PM 

To: Board Secretary 

Subject: April 6, 2017, VTA Board Meeting - Agenda Item #7.1.e-Revised Consultant and Contractor List 

 

VTA Board of Directors: 

 

Attached please find the following Agenda Item for the Thursday, April 6, 2017, Board of 

Directors Meeting: 

 

Revised Agenda Item #7.1.e – Selection of a Developer for Tamien Joint Development 

Negotiations List of Consultant(s)/Contractor(s). 

 

Please review the attachment for conflicts and let us know if you have any at your earliest 

convenience. 

 

You may access the Agenda packet by clicking this Link. 

 

Thank you.    

 

VTA Office of the Board Secretary 

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 

3331 North First Street, Building B-1 

San Jose, CA 95134-1927 

Phone: 408-321-5680 

E-mail: board.secretary@vta.org 

 

 

http://vtaorgcontent.s3-us-west-1.amazonaws.com/Site_Content/bod_040617_packet_.pdf
mailto:board.secretary@vta.org


Attachment E 
 

Selection of a Developer for Tamien Joint Development Negotiations 
List of Consultant(s)/Contractor(s)  

 
 

Firm Name Name Role Location 

Tamien Republic LLC    

The Core Companies Chris Neal Market Rate 
Developer 

San Jose, CA 
 

Republic Urban 
Properties 

Michael Van Every Affordable 
Developer 

San Jose, CA  

    

Tamien Republic LLC 

Consultants 

   

 Blach Construction James Woodbury Contractor San Jose, CA 
 Bright Horizons  Child Care San Jose, CA 
 Canyon Snow Jennifer Johnson Public Relations Los Gatos, CA 
    

 Cornerstone Earth Kurt Soenen Geo Tech Sunnyvale, CA 
  HMH Engineering Ray Hashimoto Civil Engineering, 

Landscape 
San Jose, CA 

  Largo Concrete, Inc.   Parking 
Design/Engineer 

Campbell, CA 

  Lyft  Transportation San Francisco, 
CA 

  Newmark Cornish & 
  Carey                     

 Commercial Broker San Jose, CA 

  Novin Development 
  Consulting 

Iman Novin Affordable 
Economic 
Consultant 

Walnut Creek, 
CA 

  Pizadeh & Associates Peter Pirzadeh Traffic Engineer Irvine CA 
  Studio T-Square Sara Liss-Katz Architect Oakland, CA 
    

    

    

ROEM Development 
Corporation  

Robert Emami President San Jose, CA 

BKF Scott Schork Engineering  San Jose, CA  
Choate 
Parking    Consultants, 
Inc 

J. Richard Choate Parking Consultant Concord, CA 

Gates + Associates David Gates Landscape 
Architecture 

San Ramon, CA  

Withee Malcom 
Architects, LLP  

Dan R. Withee and 
Dirk Thelen 

Architectural 
Consultant 

Torrance, CA  
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From: Board Secretary  
Sent: Tuesday, April 04, 2017 3:30 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: From VTA: April 4, 2017, Media Clips 
 

 

 

VTA Daily News Coverage for Tuesday, April 4, 2017 

BART extension to San Jose on track, but new cars delayed 

San Francisco Chronicle 

Construction of BART’s next extension into Silicon Valley is on track to be completed by the end 

of the year, but the transit system may not have enough rail cars to fully serve the two new 

stations it will serve. 

BART has ordered new cars to expand and replace its existing fleet, but it needs at least 30 to 

40 more cars to serve the extension. Its contract with Canadian rail manufacturer Bombardier 

calls for 35 cars to be delivered by the end of the year. So far, BART has received just 10, and 

problems discovered during testing have already led to delays in delivering the rest of the cars. 

Meanwhile, work on the 10-mile, two-station extension from the newly opened Warm 

Springs/South Fremont station to the Berryessa neighborhood of San Jose is at least three 

months ahead of schedule. Work is 94 percent complete on the extension that was originally 

expected to open in spring 2018, said Stacey Hendler Ross, a spokeswoman for the Santa Clara 

Valley Transportation Authority. 

 

Photo: Michael Macor, The Chronicle 

The new BART cars on the test track at the BART maintenance complex, in Hayward, Ca. on 

Mon. April 3 2017. 

VTA, as it is known in the South Bay, is building and paying for the extension then turning it 

over to BART to operate. But the combination of speedy construction and a delay in rail car 

deliveries could spell trouble. 

http://www.sfchronicle.com/bayarea/article/BART-extension-to-San-Jose-on-track-but-new-cars-11047689.php


“It is going to be close,” said Paul Oversier, BART’s assistant general manager for operations. 

“But we think we can count on it.” 

Whether BART riders can count on it as well remains to be seen. BART already struggles to keep 

to its schedules with a current fleet of 669 rail cars, some more than 40 years old. And delivery 

of even the first 10 new cars was problematic. 

The transit system already suffers from a car shortage, as anyone who’s crowded onto a packed 

BART train knows. During a typical commute, BART doesn’t have the ability to run trains with as 

many cars as it needs. And it can’t even come close to the dream of running 10-car trains, the 

maximum length, on all lines during the busiest times of day. Without enough cars, passengers 

are left to stand aboard overcrowded trains — or wait on platforms for the next train that has 

room to crowd aboard. 

The lack of rail cars has prompted BART’s decision to limit service to the Warm Springs station. 

The result is that some riders have to transfer on trains to or from Warm Springs. 

“We just need more cars,” said Robert Raburn, a BART director from Oakland. 

Bombardier is under contract with BART to deliver 775 new rail cars within five years. As the 

cars are delivered, they’ll be added to BART’s existing fleet, which will be slowly retired. The 

new rail cars will be used throughout the system, not just on the new extension. 

The first 10 of the new cars arrived five months late. They’ve been undergoing rigorous testing 

in BART’s Hayward yard and throughout the system in the early mornings to find and fix 

problems before BART officially accepts them and Bombardier fires up the production line at its 

Plattsburgh, N.Y., plant for the remainder of the cars. 

BART officials said they hope to give the go-ahead in June and put the new cars to work. 

Under its agreement, Bombardier is scheduled to deliver 25 more cars by the end of 2017. 

Original plans called for 60 cars but troubles discovered during testing of the cars that had been 

delivered caused BART and Bombardier to extend the tests before the go-ahead to the 

manufacturer for more new cars. 

  

Photo: Michael Macor, The Chronicle 
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Bombardier has delivered 10 new cars to BART and they are being tested at a maintenance 

complex in Hayward. 

Since the tests began last spring, BART has discovered a number of problems, including the 

failure of an on-board electrical system that powers lights, air conditioning, heating and part of 



a braking system. That problem was fixed but more glitches, mainly with software, have 

emerged repeatedly. 

Among those problems are issues related to train control and propulsion, including getting the 

new cars to stop within 1 foot of the black boarding marks on station platforms. Existing cars 

have a 3-foot margin. 

BART spokesman Jim Allison said software fixes are time-consuming because programming 

changes need to be made, tested in a lab, tested on the train, then tested on a train in 

operation. Once one software glitch is fixed, another is often found, he said. 

The new BART cars are also overweight. It doesn’t affect how they operate, Oversier said, but 

does exceed standards in the contract and could accelerate wear and tear on the system. 

Solving the weight problem could mean the loss of some features that make the trains heavier: 

extra arm rests, stronger window frames, thicker seat cushions. Or BART could increase the 

weight limit. 

According to Oversier, specifications allow the cars to weigh 64,500 pounds empty and 100,000 

pounds carrying a crush load of passengers. The cars meet the fully loaded threshold, he said, 

but are 1,000 to 1,500 pounds too heavy when empty. 

BART officials have been testing the 10 rail cars early in the morning after regular service is shut 

down. Testing has been going well, Oversier said, and should soon move to daylight hours. Test 

trains will run between scheduled trains, and aren’t yet allowed to carry passengers. But that 

could happen by June, BART spokeswoman Alicia Trost said. 

At that point, Bombardier will start producing cars at a faster pace. While fewer new cars will 

arrive this year than first planned, more will come in 2018. By the end of that year, BART should 

have 166 new rail cars. Delivery of the new BART cars is scheduled to continue through 2022 

with at least 341 cars in service in 2019, 529 at the end of 2020 and 721 at the end of 2021. All 

of the remaining cars are scheduled to arrive in 2022. 

As BART has been meticulously testing its new rail cars, the Santa Clara Valley Transportation 

Authority has been ahead of schedule building the first phase of what it has labeled “Silicon 

Valley BART.” The extension will head south from Warm Springs/South Fremont to stations in 

Milpitas and Berryessa in East San Jose. 

Ross, the VTA spokeswoman, said she was not aware that a shortage of rail cars could affect the 

start of BART to and from San Jose. 

“It’s their show once we finish the lines and stations,” she said. 

Allison said that BART and VTA hold regular meetings to discuss the progress of the extension 

and how to coordinate plans for starting service. But he said he doesn’t know if the matter of 

having enough rail cars has been discussed. 



In any event, Allison said, it’s too early to start making contingency plans. 

Bombardier spokeswoman Maryanne Roberts said BART can count on having all 35 cars by the 

end of the year. 

Oversier said he, too, is optimistic that BART will have enough cars. 

“We’ll be ready,” he said. 

Back to Top 

Trump Budget Leaves New York-Area Transit Projects Up in the Air  (VTA mention) 

New York Times 

When the new president is a lifelong New Yorker promising a trillion-dollar infrastructure plan, 

many believed New York would be first in line to benefit from the spending spree. 

But only two months into President Trump’s administration, elected leaders in New York and 

New Jersey are alarmed that some of the most high-profile and crucial transit projects in the 

region are already on the chopping block. 

Mr. Trump’s budget blueprint proposed slashing a major source of federal funding for transit 

projects, known as New Starts grants. As a result, two long-delayed proposals could now be in 

jeopardy: building a new train tunnel under the Hudson River between New York and New 

Jersey, and extending the Second Avenue subway in Manhattan north to East Harlem. 

That project is considered essential to helping alleviate congestion on the subway system, 

especially on the nearby Lexington Avenue line, the nation’s most crowded subway. A new 

Hudson River tunnel is needed to remedy a deteriorating bottleneck and improve rail service 

throughout the Northeast. 

Gov. Chris Christie of New Jersey, in a move that was widely criticized, canceled an earlier 

proposal for a new tunnel in 2010, but he and Gov. Andrew M. Cuomo of New York support a 

new tunnel plan, known as the Gateway project. And after the first part of the Second Avenue 

subway opened in January to much fanfare, officials are eager to move forward with the next 

segment. Both projects planned to rely on federal funding. 

“This is a dagger to the heart of the Gateway project that is so vital to our economy,” 

Senator Chuck Schumer of New York, a vocal critic of Mr. Trump on many issues, said in an 

interview. 

Mr. Schumer, a Democrat and the Senate minority leader, said he would fight the cuts to New 

Starts, a program that has benefited large cities with ambitious projects. 

“New York is No. 1 on the list because we’re the biggest city, and we’re by far and away the 

biggest mass-transit city,” Mr. Schumer said. 

https://www.nytimes.com/2017/04/03/nyregion/trump-budget-leaves-new-york-area-transit-projects-up-in-the-air.html?_r=0
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/03/17/us/politics/trump-budget-infrastructure.html
http://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2016/us/elections/chris-christie-on-the-issues.html?inline=nyt-per
http://topics.nytimes.com/top/reference/timestopics/people/c/andrew_m_cuomo/index.html?inline=nyt-per
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/01/01/nyregion/as-second-avenue-subway-opens-a-train-delay-ends-in-happy-tears.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/01/01/nyregion/as-second-avenue-subway-opens-a-train-delay-ends-in-happy-tears.html
http://topics.nytimes.com/top/reference/timestopics/people/s/charles_e_schumer/index.html?inline=nyt-per


Mr. Trump’s proposed cuts have reverberated across the country with transit agencies worried 

that an array of projects could be halted or delayed, including a subway extension in Los 

Angeles, a light rail plan in Maryland and a rapid transit bus line in Kansas City, Mo. Over all, the 

Department of Transportation’s budget would be cut by 13 percent, or $2.4 billion. 

The Portal Bridge, a century-old drawbridge in New Jersey. Officials have the permits to fix it, 

but without approvals from the Trump administration, construction could be delayed by at 

least a year.CreditRobert Stolarik for The New York Times 

Mr. Trump’s budget suggested that new transit projects should rely on local financing — a 

major shift in how such projects have been financed in recent decades. Still, it is early in the 

budget process, and Congress will weigh in on the cuts in the coming months. 

“These agencies count on a strong federal partner,” said Andrew Brady, senior director for 

government affairs at the American Public Transportation Association. “There has been a 

federal role in public transportation since Ronald Reagan put it there." 

President Reagan signed a law in 1983 that raised the federal gas tax and reserved some of the 

money for public transit projects. The New Starts grant program was created in 1991 under the 

Federal Transit Administration, though conservative voices like the Heritage Foundation want 

to see it eliminated. Under Mr. Trump’s budget, only New Starts projects that have already 

secured full financing agreements would receive money. 

But many transit agencies have already started planning new expansion projects. Some 

communities have approved local ballot measures to improve public transportation with the 

expectation that the federal government would provide matching funds. The list of transit 

agencies that are applying for federal grants is not confined to cities in the Northeast; it 

includes Phoenix, Indianapolis and Jacksonville, Fla. 

Officials are moving forward with a $4.8 billion proposal to extend a train line west through San 

Jose, Calif., to the city of Santa Clara, said Stacey Hendler Ross, a spokeswoman for the Santa 

Clara Valley Transportation Authority. The agency is not “panicking yet,” she said, since it is 

early in the budget process. Officials plan to request $1.5 billion in federal funding. 

“It’s such a strong project for the economic vitality of this region,” she said. 

The trillion-dollar question is how Mr. Trump’s broader infrastructure proposal could affect 

public transit and how it would be paid for. The new transportation secretary, Elaine Chao, said 

recently that the initiative would be unveiled this year and that, in addition to transportation, it 

could focus on energy, water, broadband and veterans hospitals. 

As the Trump administration develops the plan, it is possible that major transit expansion 

projects could be part of the initiative, according to a White House official who was not 

authorized to speak about the plan while it was still under discussion. The official said a key 

component would be partnerships with the private sector to complete infrastructure projects. 

https://www.nytimes.com/2016/11/10/nyregion/what-trump-clinton-and-voters-agreed-on-better-infrastructure.html
https://www.transit.dot.gov/funding/grant-programs/capital-investments/current-capital-investment-grant-cig-projects
https://www.transit.dot.gov/funding/grant-programs/capital-investments/current-capital-investment-grant-cig-projects


In New York, Mr. Cuomo and Mayor Bill de Blasio, both Democrats, have criticized the 

transportation cuts and other budget proposals that could hurt the city. The next phase of the 

Second Avenue subway is expected to cost about $6 billion, and officials planned to rely on $2 

billion in New Starts funding. It is unclear if the project could proceed without federal funding. 

“Defunding all of New Starts has a very big impact on us, and we hope that won’t happen,” said 

Fernando Ferrer, the acting chairman of the Metropolitan Transportation Authority, the agency 

that runs New York’s subway, buses and commuter railroads. 

The first three stations of the Second Avenue subway finally opened on the Upper East Side this 

year after nearly a century of planning and debate. The second phase would extend the line to 

125th Street — an expansion officials say is critical during a period of booming subway 

ridership. 

The Second Avenue subway line. It is unclear whether plans to extend the line into East Harlem 

can proceed without federal funding. CreditJosh Haner/The New York Times 

The saga surrounding a new train tunnel under the Hudson River has also been tumultuous. Mr. 

Christie, a Republican who once led Mr. Trump’s transition team, has thrown his support 

behind the Gateway project. But nearly seven years ago, Mr. Christie canceled an earlier plan 

because of cost concerns. 

Since then, officials have grown increasingly anxious about the century-old tunnel currently 

used by Amtrak and New Jersey Transit trains. It was damaged by Hurricane Sandy and needs 

major repairs. 

After Mr. Trump’s budget was released, Mr. Christie said he would fight any cuts to the 

Gateway project, which could cost $23 billion. The next day, the governor tried to calm fears 

over the project’s fate, saying that funding for the tunnel could be included in the broader 

infrastructure initiative. 

“Whether it ultimately comes from New Starts money or from a new infrastructure program 

that’s passed sometime this year is really of no moment to me,” Mr. Christie told reporters. 

“And that’s why I don’t want to, you know, go jumping off the cliff quite yet.” 

Under the Obama administration, federal officials and Amtrak agreed to finance half the tunnel 

project. Mr. Christie and Mr. Cuomo agreed that the states would pay for the other half. 

“New York has the most ambitious building plan in the nation, and it’s absurd the federal 

government claimed these projects were a priority one day and then cut funding for them the 

next,” Mr. Cuomo said in a statement. 

Mr. Schumer had even harsher words for the Trump administration. 

“How can you say you believe in dramatically increasing infrastructure and submit a budget this 

way?” Mr. Schumer said. “It’s a total contradiction. It’s schizophrenic.” 

http://topics.nytimes.com/top/reference/timestopics/organizations/n/new_jersey_transit/index.html?inline=nyt-org
http://topics.nytimes.com/top/reference/timestopics/subjects/h/hurricanes_and_tropical_storms/index.html?inline=nyt-classifier
https://www.nytimes.com/2016/01/21/nyregion/amtrak-says-regions-rail-projects-could-cost-up-to-dollar23-9-billion.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2015/11/12/nyregion/corporation-to-oversee-new-hudson-rail-tunnel-with-us-and-amtrak-financing-half.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2015/11/12/nyregion/corporation-to-oversee-new-hudson-rail-tunnel-with-us-and-amtrak-financing-half.html


Commuters have recently received a preview of how traveling between the two states could 

become a nightmare if the current tunnel is closed for emergency repairs. Last month, an 

Amtrak train derailed near the tunnel, closing half of Pennsylvania Station’s tracks and leading 

to widespread train cancellations and delays. Then on Monday, a New Jersey Transit train 

derailed in the same area, setting off another round of delays. 

“Without this project and this tunnel, that becomes the day-to-day existence for commuters, 

and I don’t think anybody wants that to happen,” said Carlo A. Scissura, the president of the 

New York Building Congress, a group that represents the city’s construction industry. 

Officials had hoped to start fixing another notorious choke point on the Northeast Corridor next 

year — the Portal Bridge, a balky, century-old drawbridge in New Jersey prone to getting stuck 

in the open position, causing a cascade of delays. Without approvals from the Trump 

administration, major construction to replace the bridge could be delayed by at least a year, 

said John D. Porcari, the interim executive director of the Gateway Program Development 

Corporation, a nonprofit overseeing the tunnel and other upgrades along the corridor. 

“It’s 100 percent designed,” Mr. Porcari said. “The permits are in hand. It’s literally ready to 

go.” 

Back to Top 

 

BART train cars 

KCBS radio 

http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/04/04/bart-san-jose-santa-clara-berryessa-

warm-springs.html 

Why BART's initial Santa Clara County service will be limited 

Silicon Valley Business Journal 

Bay Area Rapid Transit is extending into the South Bay later this year, but passengers will be 

faced with limited service, at least initially. 

BART’s first service into Santa Clara County and San Jose, expected late this year, will not 

initially offer either the full service frequency or same number of no-change destinations that 

passengers are accustomed to at Fremont, officials confirmed to the Silicon Valley Business 

Journal on Monday. 

Full BART service will not occur until sometime in 2018 when its new passenger cars begin to 

arrive, said BART spokeswoman Alicia Trost. 

The San Jose Mercury News first reportedSunday that BART’s Warm Springs station, which 

opened last week as the first new stop on the line to San Jose, is only getting service from one 

https://www.nytimes.com/2014/09/26/nyregion/portal-bridge-presents-northeast-rail-commuters-with-a-104-year-old-problem.html
http://mms.tveyes.com/MediaCenterPlayer.aspx?u=aHR0cDovL21lZGlhY2VudGVyLnR2ZXllcy5jb20vZG93bmxvYWRnYXRld2F5LmFzcHg%2FVXNlcklEPTQ2OTk3OCZNRElEPTc2NjUyNDImTURTZWVkPTQ2NyZUeXBlPU1lZGlh
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/04/04/bart-san-jose-santa-clara-berryessa-warm-springs.html
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/04/04/bart-san-jose-santa-clara-berryessa-warm-springs.html
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/04/04/bart-san-jose-santa-clara-berryessa-warm-springs.html


of the two lines that serves Fremont, previously the southern terminus of the system in the East 

Bay and the next station north of Warm Springs. 

At Fremont, trains leave or arrive every 7½ minutes because it is served by trains alternating to 

or from Daly City or to or from Richmond. South of Fremont, initial service will consist of trains 

every 15 minutes along either the Daly City or Richmond lines. 

Here’s what that means for current Warm Springs passengers and those who will begin using 

Milpitas and Berryessa stations later this year: 

•          Before 6 p.m. on weekdays, Warm Springs will be served by trains to or from Daly City 

operating on 15-minute headways. That means if your destination is on the Richmond line — 

downtown Oakland or Berkeley, for example — you will need to change trains by the Lake 

Merritt stop. If you’re going toward Pittsburg/Bay Point — Walnut Creek, for example — you’ll 

need to change again in downtown Oakland. 

•          After 6 p.m. on weekdays and all day on weekends, Warm Springs will be served by 

trains to or from Richmond on the Orange Line. These trains also operate on 15-minute 

headways. So if you’re taking the Transbay Tube to San Francisco stations, you’ll need to 

change by Lake Merritt. You can wait until MacArthur to change if you’re going toward 

Pittsburg/Bay Point. 

•          BART has not yet determined if it will extend this service pattern south to Milpitas and 

Berryessa when those stations open, only that the service will begin along just one line with the 

15-minute frequency. 

The Valley Transportation Authority is building the BART line and stations south from Warm 

Springs but BART will own the trains and operate the service. The same divided responsibility 

holds for Phase II of the BART extension, which will run from Berryessa to downtown San Jose 

and then to Santa Clara. 

Back to Top 

 

Check your receipts: Some Bay Area cities just raised their sales tax almost 10% 

Silicon Valley Business Journal 

42 California cities and seven counties voted for new hikes in rates last November.  

A host of Bay Area cities had their sales taxes raised effective April 1, after 42 California cities 

and seven counties voted for new hikes in rates last November. 

Locally, that's pushed the sales tax as high as 9.75 percent in cities like Newark, or up to 8.25 

percent in St. Helena. Silicon Valley saw even higher rates, with the sales tax spiking to 9.25 

percent in Campbell and San Jose and up to 9 percent throughout Santa Clara County. 

http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/04/03/county-sales-tax.html


“The inherent problem with sales taxes of course, is they tend to be horribly regressive, hitting 

the poor and working class harder because they spend on consumer goods as a percentage of 

their disposable income than do the wealthy,” Jon Coupal with the Howard Jarvis Taxpayers 

Association, a critic of tax increases, told KCBS. 

Coupal said most voters feel like raising a local sales tax creates more accountability for local 

officials, who will be closely watched to make sure they use the funds to fix local infrastructure 

and other products 

Back to Top 

 

 

 



From: Board Secretary  

Sent: Wednesday, April 05, 2017 2:03 PM 

To: Board Secretary 

Subject: VTA Information: Board of Directors - April 6, 2017 Meeting Comments 

VTA Board of Directors, 

Please find attached comments for the following: 

1. Agenda Item #7.1: Selection of a Developer for Tamien Joint Development Negotiations 

 Letter from ROEM Corp. dated 4/4/17 

 Letter from Highridge Costa Development Company dated 4/3/17 

 VTA Response letter dated 3/15/17 to ROEM Corp. letter dated 3/13/17  

 Comments from Dana Huang, Member of the Public, dated 4/3/17 

 Comments from Brett Bymaster, Member of the Public, dated 4/3/17 

 

2. Comments/Petition from Ms. Joyce, Member of the Public, regarding 2017 Proposed 

Service Changes (Ms. Joyce will attend the meeting.) 

 

Thank you. 

 

VTA Office of the Board Secretary 

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 

3331 N. First Street 

San Jose, CA  95134 

board.secretary@vta.org (e-mail) 

(408) 321.5680 (telephone) 

(408) 955.0891 (fax) 

 

 

 

board.secretary@vta.org
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From: Dana Huang 
Sent: Monday, April 03, 2017 1:07 PM 
To: Board Secretary; mprochnow; mayoremail@sanjoseca.gov; District1@sanjoseca.gov; District10 San 
Jose; District4@sanjoseca.gov; District3@sanjoseca.gov; district6@sanjoseca.gov; svaidhyanathan; 
larry.carr; mayor@sunnyvale.ca.gov; Teresa O'Neill; Cindy.Chavez; supervisor.yeager 
Subject: Tamien Affordable Housing: Data shows need for extremely low income housing 

 
Dear VTA Board, 

 

My name is Dana Huang, I am an Urban Planning graduate student at SJSU. I'm writing to advocate for a significant 

increase in affordable housing at the Tamien Station TOD VTA housing project.  Right now, the minimum number of 

affordable housing units is 20% of the total proposed 440 units.  We are advocating for at least 30% (132 units) or more 

affordable units.  We'd like to advocate specifically for more units in the Extremely Low Income Household range (<30% 

AMI, or <$32k/year).   

I analyzed the US Census data for the zip code 95110, and compared that with data obtained from San Jose's Housing 

Department to visually represent the need through quantitative data,  

 

Please take a look at the infographic I developed with a SJUSD high school student.  You'll notice that while there are a 

very large number of extremely low income households in the 95110 zip code (where Tamien is located), there are ZERO 

affordable housing units for that income bracket. Furthermore, of the Very Low income housing units, 60 of them are 

apart of a Senior housing project. Tamien TOD is our opportunity to fix that strategic housing issue! 

 

I would like to request that the VTA board provide clear guidance to the VTA staff to negotiate with the developers for 

an increase in the number of affordable housing units to 130 units, or more. 
 

 

Let's all work together to make a huge improvement for our community, and make progress toward VTA's goal of 35% 

affordable housing developments! 

 

 

mailto:mayoremail@sanjoseca.gov
mailto:District1@sanjoseca.gov
mailto:District4@sanjoseca.gov
mailto:District3@sanjoseca.gov
mailto:district6@sanjoseca.gov
mailto:mayor@sunnyvale.ca.gov


 
 

Best, 

Dana Huang 
Master of Urban Planning - Candidate  2017 

San José State University 

(858) 353-3792 
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From: Brett Bymaster 
Sent: Monday, April 03, 2017 8:18 AM 
To: Board Secretary; mprochnow; mayoremail@sanjoseca.gov; District1@sanjoseca.gov; District10 San 
Jose; District4@sanjoseca.gov; District3@sanjoseca.gov; district6@sanjoseca.gov; svaidhyanathan 
larry.carr; mayor@sunnyvale.ca.gov; Teresa O'Neill; Cindy.Chavez; supervisor.yeager 
Subject: Tamien Affordable Housing: Data Driven Need 

 

Dear VTA Board, 

I'm writing to advocate for a significant increase in affordable housing at the Tamien Station 

TOD VTA housing project.  Right now, the minimum number of affordable housing units is 20% 

of the total proposed 440 units.  We are advocating for at least 30% (132 units) or more 

affordable units.  We'd like to advocate specifically for more units in the Extremely Low Income 

Household range (<30% AMI, or <$32k/year).   

Please take a look at the infographic we've developed below & attached.  You'll notice that while 

there are a very large number of extremely low income households in the 95110 zip code (where 

Tamien is located), there are ZERO affordable housing units for that income bracket.  Tamien 

TOD is our opportunity to fix that strategic housing issue! 

I've spoken both with the VTA staff and the recommended developer, Core Companies.  They 

are open to the idea of increasing the number of affordable housing units at Tamien. 

I would like to request that the VTA board provide clear guidance to the VTA staff to negotiate 

with the developers for an increase in the number of affordable housing units to 130 units, or 

more. 
 

It's important to note that during the selection committee process, the Republic/Core team 

offered some creative solutions to gaining more affordable housing units -- for example, they 

suggested reducing the amount of parking (it is a TOD development!), in order to fit more 

affordable housing units.  I believe there are some very creative possibilities to providing our low 

income community with significantly more affordable housing units. 

Let's all work together to make a huge improvement for our community, and make progress 

toward VTA's goal of 35% affordable housing developments! 

Thanks, 

Brett Bymaster 

Pastor, The River Church Community, San Jose 

Tamien Community resident 

408-648-7865 

mailto:mayoremail@sanjoseca.gov
mailto:District1@sanjoseca.gov
mailto:District4@sanjoseca.gov
mailto:District3@sanjoseca.gov
mailto:district6@sanjoseca.gov
mailto:mayor@sunnyvale.ca.gov


 

 

Thanks to: 

 San Jose Unified Student, Mei-Mei Chang for the infographic artwork 

 San Jose State Urban Development Graduate student, Dana Huang for the data and 

mapping work. 
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From: stuf 
Sent: Monday, April 03, 2017 2:28 PM 
To: Board Secretary 
Subject: Petition for Routes 64 and combo 63/13 for the 2017 Proposed VTA Changes 
 
Hello Board of Directors Secretary, 
 
Well I feel like a persistent broken record, hoping to make positive and constructive change not just for 
passengers but also for VTA by combining routes which will increase ridership!! 
 
I will be at the VTA Board meeting on Thurs with the petition in hand. I am including a copy of the 
petition for routes 64 and combo 63/13 as an attachment, which includes fourteen pages with 651 
signatures as of today.  I am still amazed how many riders are not aware of the upcoming changes. 
 
This petition is about the 2017 Proposed Changes. Please forward them to all the VTA Board Members, 
VTA's CEO, VTA Management and employees involved in making decisions about changes to hopefully 
extending the 64 and combining the 63 with the 13 bus routes. 
 
Thank you so much and hopefully you will be  able to get them into the 'right hands'! 
 
Please confirm you received this email. 
 
Well Wishes, 
Joyce 
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From: Board Secretary  

Sent: Wednesday, April 05, 2017 4:50 PM 

To: VTA Board of Directors 

Subject: From VTA: April 5 Media Clips  

 

 

VTA Daily News Coverage for Wednesday, April 5, 2017 

 

1. Editorial: Jerry Brown’s transportation deal badly needed, but watch for 

details 

2. Roadshow: Is this highway the ‘Dodge City’ of Bay Area roads? 

3. Gov. Brown’s big transportation package faces staunch opposition 

4. It’s Let’s Make a Deal time in Sacramento on transportation plan 

5. New 'Lyft Shuttle' service launches with fixed SF routes, potentially 

challenging Muni 

6. Today: First of three meetings on high-speed-rail project 

7. Senate panel backs Trump’s pick to be No. 2 at Transportation 

Department 
8. Rights groups sue BART over ‘filthy’ elevators, broken escalators 

9. OC Bus Ridership Numbers to Stay Down 

 

Editorial: Jerry Brown’s transportation deal badly needed, but watch for details 

 

By BARBARA MARSHMAN   

 

PUBLISHED: April 5, 2017 at 6:00 am | UPDATED: April 5, 2017 at 6:20 am 

The old saw on compromise — “Hold your nose and approve it” — may be the right thing to do 

with Gov. Jerry Brown’s tax plan to put fixing our roads and other transportation systems back 

among the top of California’s priorities, where they belong. 

http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/04/05/editorial-jerry-browns-transportation-deal-badly-needed-but-watch-for-details/
http://www.mercurynews.com/author/barbara-marshman/


SB 1 deserves a closer look than it can get during the one week between posting the bill’s 100-

plus pages online and the governor’s arbitrary deadline for passing it Thursday before spring 

recess. Among other things, a surprise provision giving truckers a break on clean air rules could 

use work, now that air districts have joined environmental groups in opposing it. (That’s the 

hold-your-nose part.) 

But the condition of our state highways and county and local roads is a crisis: The state is 

short more than $130 billion over 10 years to meet maintenance, repair and upgrade needs. 

And as Silicon Valley CEOs Greg Becker and Celeste Ford explain here, everyone who drives is 

paying a price for that neglect. 

Generally, the compromise Brown negotiated is a badly-needed update of California’s 

transportation funding. It will raise some $52 billion over 10 years — still not enough to make 

up the entire shortfall, but it’s a good start. 

The current gasoline excise tax was set 23 years ago, when electric cars were barely on the 

radar. SB 1 spreads costs among gasoline, diesel and electric-vehicle drivers through fuel taxes 

and vehicle registration and EV fees, at an estimated cost to drivers of $10 more a month. 

Because annual repair costs from hitting potholes average around $700 per driver, $120 a year 

doesn’t seem outrageous. 

The gas tax will go from 18 to 30 cents a gallon and will adjust with inflation — insurance 

against falling farther behind on maintenance. Had the current tax adjusted with inflation, 

drivers would be paying more today than they will with these new fees and taxes. 

Like the previous transportation bill, this one will not sunset. But that doesn’t mean it can’t be 

changed by another Legislature and governor. 

State Sen. Jim Beall, D-San Jose, has been pushing this legislative boulder uphill for years, and 

SB 1 is based on his framework. Brown decided this was the year to make it happen, since the 

2018 race to replace him already is under way, and hard choices about taxes become harder in 

election years. 

The bill does include safeguards that money will be spent as intended and establishes an 

inspector general to oversee it. Cities and counties cannot use the new money to supplant local 

funds already planned for projects. Transit agencies like BART that bend the rules for spending 

their own money at least will be held responsible for using the state grants as promised. 

Brown worked with sponsors of different bills and with affected interests — like the truckers. 

That clean air deal came about because of the $52 billion in new revenue, nearly $11 billion will 

come from diesel taxes. But environmentalists and now air districts across the state are livid at 

the deal. 

http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/04/04/opinion-why-california-should-pass-transportation-bill/


Meanwhile, we’re hearing from lawmakers this week who are parsing out other details that 

they want explained — and the Assembly may not even have time to hold hearings before a 

floor vote Thursday. 

If questions remain, slow it down. If it’s basically a good bill, it won’t collapse over spring break. 

Roadshow: Is this highway the ‘Dodge City’ of Bay Area roads? 

By GARY RICHARDS    

PUBLISHED: April 5, 2017 at 4:00 am | UPDATED: April 5, 2017 at 6:52 am 

Q Highway 4 from Concord to Brentwood has become the lawless “Dodge City” of Bay Area 

roads. Way too many people are endangered, injured and killed by reckless people who drive as 

if there was no speed limit and no road etiquette guidelines. 

Driving this highway is a dangerous, nerve-wracking experience. Hardly a day goes by without a 

major incident. 

 

George Matthews 

Antioch 

A On Saturday night, several vehicles were involved in a crash near A Street when one stopped 

to avoid a bumper left on the highway. More than a dozen people were injured, but it’s not 

clear yet if speeding was the prime factor. 

However, numerous drivers say speeding is a major worry since Highway 4 was widened a year 

ago from four to eight lanes between Loveridge Road in Pittsburg to just west of Route 160 in 

Antioch and from two to four lanes from Lone Tree Way to Balfour Road in Brentwood. 

Q I am grateful for the widening of Highway 4 near Antioch. However, the new freeway has 

become a race track. The speed limit is 65; I usually go between 65-70 and cars are constantly 

passing very fast at estimated speeds of 80-plus miles per hour. In addition, some cars are 

racing each other in the fast lane. 

Pat Moore 

Concord 

A Not good at all. And from one more fearful motorist. 

Q We are wondering if the CHP patrols Highway 4 between Brentwood and Concord. I can’t say 

I’ve ever seen a car patrolling there. Many drivers are doing at least 85 mph. Really. It seems a 

bit out of control. 

Pam Parsons 

Brentwood 

http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/04/05/roadshow-is-highway-4-the-dodge-city-of-bay-area-roads/
http://www.mercurynews.com/author/gary-richards/


A That it does. Unfortunately, speeding is common after a road is widened. In time, I suspect 

drivers will slow down, especially as the CHP beefs up patrols. 

Q Last Friday, Caltrans installed temporary barriers along the left shoulder of Interstate 580 

from North Flynn Road to the Interstate 205 interchange. They also shifted lanes. Are they 

preparing to add an extra lane? Or extend the express lane? 

Tamara Saban 

A A paving project is under way on westbound I-580 from Grantline Road to the Greenville 

Overpass in Alameda County. It’ll take a month to finish, with work occurring at night. 

Q So how long before BART’s Warm Springs parking lot is full? I’m guessing it’s already 

happened. 

Shannon Brown 

A Not yet. There are 2,000 parking spots at Warm Springs and another 3,000 coming when the 

extension to Berryessa is ready late this year. But by 2025, all are expected to fill daily. 

Q You must have some magic as the paving equipment reappeared on Highway 101 near 

Hillsdale and they finished the job all the way to Highway 92. 

 

Mark Zborowski 

Half Moon Bay 

A You seem surprised. 

Follow Gary Richards at Twitter.com/mrroadshow, look for him at Facebook.com/mr.roadshow 

or contact him at mrroadshow@bayareanewsgroup.com 

Back to Top 

Gov. Brown’s big transportation package faces staunch opposition 

San Francisco Chronicle 

 

SACRAMENTO — The Democratic plan to fix California’s roads faces major opposition from 

environmental and health advocates who are furious about a provision in the legislation that 

they say would give the trucking industry a significant break from pollution regulations. 

mailto:mrroadshow@bayareanewsgroup.com
http://www.sfchronicle.com/bayarea/article/Gov-Brown-s-big-transportation-package-faces-11050555.php


Intense lobbying of moderate Democrats in recent days casts doubt on whether Gov. Jerry 

Brown and the Democratic leaders who unveiled SB1 last week will secure the two-thirds 

majority votes needed in each house to pass the bill. The bill would raise $52 billion over 10 

years with new taxes and fees to repair the state’s bridges and roads, and leaders set a 

Thursday deadline to get the legislation passed. 

“This is a giveaway to the trucking industry and should be taken out,” Adrian Martinez, staff 

attorney at Earthjustice, a nonprofit environmental law organization, said about the provision. 

“This was thrust on people at the last minute. I’d be surprised if someone was arguing this is 

good for our air, good for our communities.” 

Photo: Michael Macor, The Chronicle 

 

Semi-trailer trucks entering and leaving the Port of Oakland, Ca. on Tues. April 4, 2017. 

Brown and legislative leaders imposed a Thursday deadline because they want the vote taken 

before lawmakers return to their districts for the weeklong spring break. That’s when legislators 

are more likely to hear from voters about the unpopular gas tax and higher vehicle registration 

fees that are part of SB1. 

The governor told Democrats he wasn’t sure the timing would ever be better to create a much-

needed revenue source for improving the state’s crumbling roads. He urged Democrats not to 

“blow it.” 

“This is needed,” Brown told lawmakers at a committee hearing Monday, where the bill passed 

on a party line vote. “That’s my point here, you can’t escape the need.” 

The bill was unveiled only last week, although lawmakers have been talking for two years about 

how to pay for the state’s estimated $59 billion backlog in road and bridge maintenance and 

repairs. 

While environmental and health groups say they agree that the state needs to take action on 

roads, they do not agree with the provision in the bill they believe lawmakers added to win 



votes from lawmakers aligned with the trucking industry. The provision prohibits the state from 

requiring truckers to upgrade their trucks within the first 13 years on the road or before they 

reach 800,000 miles as part of antipollution regulations. Commercial trucking is a major source 

of air pollution, particularly in communities near ports, freeways or warehouses. 

 

The California Trucking Association, a trucking industry group, is supporting the bill because it 

would ease clean air regulations even though it raises diesel taxes. The trucking association said 

that provision to ease regulations will “provide financial certainty to the family-owned 

businesses that have purchased the newest, cleanest engines.” 

But agriculture groups, such as the California Farm Bureau Federation, are appealing to 

moderate Democrats to oppose the transportation bill, saying it will hurt farmers who will pay 

more to transport their food throughout the state. 

“They need to drop this notion that everything needs to be done by Thursday,” said Sierra Club 

California Director Kathryn Phillips, who opposes the bill because of the trucking provision. “It 

doesn’t make sense to establish an artificial deadline for something this big and this important.” 

Yet, even if lawmakers wanted to remove the provision, they couldn’t do so before a vote on 

Thursday. Voters passed a law in November that requires the Legislature to have a bill in print 

for at least 72 hours before it is voted on. The last amendments to the bill were done in the 

mid-afternoon on Monday and the vote cannot be taken until 72 hours later on Thursday. 

Backers of Proposition 54, the transparency ballot measure, are keeping an eye on the 

Legislature this week as the transportation bill becomes the first major test of the new law. 

Meanwhile, the lobbying on both sides of the bill is intensifying. The California Tomato Growers 

Association, Western Growers’ Association, California Cattlemen’s Association, California Farm 

Bureau Federation and many other agricultural groups sent a letter to lawmakers urging them 

to oppose the bill. The groups said SB1 “will place an enormous burden on family farmers and 

ranchers” due to the increase in diesel fuel costs. 



Carl Guardino, CEO of the Silicon Valley Leadership Group and a Brown appointee to the 

California Transportation Commission, was among those visiting dozens of lawmakers’ offices 

on Tuesday urging their support for the bill, which he said faces a “steep hill.” 

Brown has been pitching SB1 in the districts of reluctant lawmakers — including Sen. Steve 

Glazer, D-Orinda, and Sen. Richard Roth, D-Riverside. Sources said Glazer wants the bill 

amended to include a provision prohibiting BART strikes. Glazer declined to comment through a 

spokesman. 

Brown’s office said the governor will join legislative leaders, labor and business leaders on the 

steps of the state Capitol on Wednesday to rally support for the bill. 

“We will continue to try to build bridges and move forward with something that advances the 

interest of California,” Guardino said. “Doing nothing is going to hurt our economy and quality 

of life.” 

SB1 by Sen. Jim Beall, D-San Jose, would raise $5.2 billion a year for 10 years by increasing the 

vehicle registration fee by $25 to $175 depending on the value of the vehicle, hiking gas and 

diesel taxes, and creating a $100 annual fee on zero-emission vehicles beginning in 2020. Under 

the bill, the state’s gas excise tax, which is currently 18 cents, would increase by 12 cents per 

gallon to 30 cents. 

Additionally, the excise tax on diesel fuel, which is used by the commercial trucking industry, 

would increase by 20 cents a gallon to 36 cents. The diesel sales tax also would rise to 5.75 

percent from the current 1.75 percent. 

An accompanying constitutional amendment would require that the money generated from the 

taxes and fees would be spent on transportation projects, something Brown said should give 

lawmakers — and their constituents — some reassurance. 

It’s Let’s Make a Deal time in Sacramento on transportation plan 

http://www.sfchronicle.com/politics/article/It-s-Let-s-Make-a-Deal-time-in-Sacramento-on-11050464.php


  

San Francisco Chronicle 

 

Proposed gas-tax increases and vehicle fee hikes to pay for transportation fixes are going to be 
a tough sell in the state Legislature. 

It’s probably going to take a lot of winks, nods and backroom side deals for Gov. Jerry 

Brown and the Democratic legislative leadership to pass their $52 billion transportation tax and 

fee package by their self-imposed Thursday night deadline. 

 

Back to Top 

The Democrats have the two-thirds supermajority in both houses, and they’ll need every bit of 

that to pass gas tax and vehicle fee increases that figure to be wildly unpopular with many of 

their constituents. 

But even among Democrats, it’s going to be a tough sell, especially in the Assembly. 

“The optimists think they are seven to eight votes short,” said one legislative source close to 

the Assembly negotiations, who asked not to be named for fear of jeopardizing the talks. “The 

pessimists say they are more like 10 to 12 votes short. 

“Still, if the Senate passes the package, there is going to be tremendous pressure for the 

Assembly to pass it as well.” 

The good news for the governor is that turning reluctant Democratic Assembly members may 

be easier than getting the votes in the Senate. 

“There does not appear to be anyone with a line in the sand like (state Sen.) Steve Glazer,” our 

source said. 

Glazer, a moderate Democrat from Orinda, has refused to commit to the package unless it 

includes a ban on BART strikes — a nonstarter with labor-friendly Democrats. 

http://www.sfchronicle.com/bayarea/matier-ross/article/How-BART-strike-ban-could-be-key-to-big-11043660.php


Whatever deals are cut to win votes in the Assembly, however, will not be included in the 

actual bill. That’s because any last-minute changes would kick in a new rule, approved by state 

voters in November, mandating a three-day review period before lawmakers can decide on 

amended legislation. And that would keep the Legislature from voting before lawmakers break 

for a weeklong spring recess after Thursday. 

As a result, those deals are likely to end up in a “trailer bill” that would come before the 

Legislature at a later date. 

Some Democrats are openly asking, why the big rush? 

“A number of my fellow lawmakers feel disrespected by the deadline being imposed by the 

governor,” said Assemblyman Marc Levine, D-San Rafael. 

“We can still take this up after a much more thorough review, and I think most California voters 

would respect lawmakers fully vetting the proposals,” Levine said. 

Asked why the Thursday deadline is such a big deal, Brown’s press secretary, Gareth Lacy, said 

it was important for the governor, state Senate President Kevin De León and Assembly 

Speaker Anthony Rendon to show they were committed to tackling this issue early in the 

legislative new year. 

“And getting this done before the spring recess keeps that commitment,” Lacy said. 

Koko comfort: Her Peninsula hideaway home was slammed by the winter storms, but now relief 

is in sight for Koko, one of the world’s most famous gorillas. 

Koko caused quite a sensation a few years back as the first ape thought to be able to 

communicate through sign language. 

These days, the former National Geographic cover gorilla lives far from the limelight with her 

male partner, Ndume, at a secluded sanctuary in Woodside. The pair remain under the care 

of Penny Patterson, the former Stanford University researcher whose cross-species, sign-



language experiments first propelled Koko to fame back in the early 1970s — even spawning a 

line of plush toys. 

Many scientists have since cast doubt on Koko’s language skills, and Patterson and her 

partner, Ron Cohn, rely on donations and memberships to their “Project Koko” — a.k.a. the 

Gorilla Foundation — to support their “inter-species communication research.” 

Over the winter, rains took a toll on the roofs over Koko and Ndume’s living quarters and play 

area. Come the next rainy season, if nothing was done, the pair would have been in for a 

prolonged soaking. 

Caregivers put out an SOS call through the GoFundMe website for $35,000 for new roofs over 

the gorillas’ heads. It’s paid off: Although the campaign is still $8,500 short of the goal, 

foundation education director Stanley Gary tells us they “are scheduling the (roofing) job to be 

done in April.” 

San Francisco Chronicle columnists Phillip Matier and Andrew Ross  

New 'Lyft Shuttle' service launches with fixed SF routes, potentially challenging 

Muni 

San Francisco Chronicle  

Ride-hailing company Lyft has debuted Lyft Shuttle, a new service that allows commuters to get 

picked up and dropped off along a fixed route, at predetermined locations. 

For the moment, Lyft Shuttle is being tested in San Francisco and Chicago. A map sent to 

the Examiner shows pre-set stops in the Marina, Fillmore, Lower Haight, SoMa, and FiDi, among 

other spots.  

Lyft Shuttle is intended to operate as a rush-hour extension of Lyft Line, the company's carpool 

service. (It runs from 6:30-10am and 4-8pm on weekdays.) But unlike competing SF shuttle 

service Chariot, drivers use their own cars, with passenger pick-up and drop-off at select 

locations, instead of door-to-door travel. Prices vary according to time and distance, though 

they are not subject to surge pricing. 

http://www.sfgate.com/news/article/New-Lyft-Shuttle-service-launches-with-fixed-SF-11049922.php
http://www.sfgate.com/news/article/New-Lyft-Shuttle-service-launches-with-fixed-SF-11049922.php
https://www.lyft.com/
http://www.sfexaminer.com/new-lyft-shuttle-service-may-direct-competitor-muni/


 

The system has drawn concern from the SFMTA, which is worried about Lyft Shuttle or similar 

services cutting into bus and train ridership.  

 

“It’s more privatization of our public sector and our public transportation system,” Sue 

Vaughan, a member of the SFMTA's citizen advisory council, told the Examiner. “We need to 

have a big conversation about this.” 

 

A representative for the SFMTA's taxi division said the agency will be looking into whether Lyft 

Shuttle falls under its jurisdiction. It's not yet clear if new laws regulating private bus shuttles in 

the city, which are currently in the works, would also have an impact on the service. 

 

Lyft's idea is not new. In 2015, Uber piloted a similar service, called UberHop, in Seattle, which 

paired riders traveling a similar route. Uber also tested a bus-style service called Smart Routes, 

which let customers set a pickup location along a fixed route.  
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Today: First of three meetings on high-speed-rail project 

The California High-Speed Rail Authority will hold three community meetings between April 5 

and 13 on the proposed San Francisco-to-San Jose section of the state high-speed-rail project. 

The first meeting will be held Wednesday, April 5, in the Yerba Buena room at the Metropolitan 

Transportation Commission offices at 375 Beale St. in San Francisco. 

Format and content of the meetings will be identical. Each will be held between 5 and 8 p.m., 

with a presentation at 6 p.m. 

http://hoodline.com/2017/03/chariot-to-face-new-city-regulations-with-eye-on-future-sf-private-bus-services?utm_source=story&utm_medium=web&utm_campaign=stories
http://www.theverge.com/2015/12/8/9873544/uber-hop-commute-mass-transit-seattle-chicago
https://techcrunch.com/2015/08/24/uber-smart-routes/#.t4yk3s:gL7b
https://www.paloaltoonline.com/news/2017/04/05/today-first-of-three-meetings-on-high-speed-rail-project


Other dates and locations are: 

• Tuesday, April 11, at the Success Center, 875 West Maude Avenue, Unit 5, in Mountain View. 

• Thursday, April 13, at the Silicon Valley Community Foundation at 1300 S. El Camino Real, 

Suite 100, in San Mateo. 

People are invited to ask questions and comment on the project's potential environmental 

impacts. 

The planned stops on the high-speed-rail route are the planned Transbay Transit Center at 1st 

and Mission streets in San Francisco; the Caltrain terminal at 4th and King streets in San 

Francisco; Millbrae (for the San Francisco International Airport); and the Diridon Caltrain station 

in San Jose. 

Senate panel backs Trump’s pick to be No. 2 at Transportation Department 

 

BY MELANIE ZANONA - 04/05/17 12:09 PM EDT 1  

© Keren Carrion 

A Senate panel on Wednesday approved President Trump’s nominee to be No. 2 at the 

Department of Transportation (DOT), advancing his nomination. 

In a 15-12 vote, lawmakers on the Commerce, Science and Transportation Committee endorsed 

Jeffrey A. Rosen to serve as DOT deputy secretary. 

Rosen, a senior partner at Kirkland & Ellis, previously served as general counsel for both the 

DOT and the Office of Management and Budget. If approved by the full Senate, he would serve 

as second in command to Transportation Secretary Elaine Chao and supervise the agency’s day-

to-day operations. 

Democrats who voted against Rosen’s nomination cited concerns over the administration’s 

proposed cuts to the DOT budget, including eliminating popular infrastructure grant programs 

— something Democrats pressed Rosen on during his confirmation hearing. 

Sen. Cory Booker (D-N.J.) said he respects the “dignity and qualifications” of the nominee, but 

said the country is at a  “time of extreme frustrations” with regard to its crumbling 

infrastructure. 

http://thehill.com/policy/transportation/327408-senate-panel-backs-trumps-pick-to-be-no-2-at-transportation-department
http://thehill.com/author/melanie-zanona
http://thehill.com/policy/transportation/327408-senate-panel-backs-trumps-pick-to-be-no-2-at-transportation-department#bottom-story-socials


But Sen. John Thune (R-S.D.), the chairman of the committee, argued that achieving massive 

investment in infrastructure won’t happen if top positions at the DOT remain vacant. 

Rosen was in a difficult spot having to defend the proposed cuts, Thune said, because he wasn’t 

able to say something different than the administration. 

“I don’t think there’s anything gained by not filling this position,” Thune said. 

Trump's budget proposal released last month would cut DOT funding by 13 percent to $16.2 

billion, according to a proposal summary. 

The spending blueprint would also eliminate funding for the popular Transportation Investment 

Generating Economic Recovery (TIGER) grant program — set up by the Obama administration’s 

2009 economic stimulus package to provide an extra injection of cash for surface transportation 

projects — as well as end federal support for he Essential Air Service program and end federal 

support for long-distance Amtrak trains. 

 

Rights groups sue BART over ‘filthy’ elevators, broken escalators 

By Michael Cabanatuan 

Updated 11:57 am, Wednesday, April 5, 2017 

BART’s disgusting elevators, often sprayed with urine and populated with piles of poop, are 

unpleasant for everyone. But for people with disabilities, who have no choice but to use them, 

they’re a civil rights violation, according to a lawsuit filed Wednesday. 

So are the transit system’s broken-down elevators and escalators, fare gates and call boxes and 

the lack of an adequate train-evacuation plan for people in wheelchairs, says the suit, filed in 

federal court in San Francisco by two advocacy groups and two people with disabilities. 

The suit claims that BART illegally discriminates against people with mobility disabilities by 

making it difficult, unpleasant or impossible to access the transit system. It seeks a court order 

that BART fix the problems, but it does not seek any financial damages. 

BART officials could not immediately be reached for comment Wednesday morning. 

Getting into a BART station is routinely unpleasant and possibly unhealthy, said Ian Smith, a 

plaintiff and BART rider who uses a wheelchair. 

 

http://thehill.com/people/john-thune
http://www.sfgate.com/bayarea/article/Rights-group-sues-BART-over-filthy-11052756.php
http://www.sfgate.com/author/michael-cabanatuan/
http://www.sfgate.com/search/?action=search&channel=bayarea&inlineLink=1&searchindex=gsa&query=%22Ian+Smith%22
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OC Bus Ridership Numbers to Stay Down 

By THY VO  March 28, 2017 

Orange County bus ridership has fallen 37 percent since the 2008 Great Recession and never 

again will reach pre-recession peaks, according to the CEO of the county Transportation 

Authority. 

“We’re not going to have ridership in excess of 60 million,” CEO Darrell Johnson told the Orange 

County Transportation Authority (OCTA) board Monday. “There are too many things that have 

changed.” 

As the agency prepares two major, long-term documents envisioning the future of public 

transportation in Orange County, the question of what to do with the $300 million bus system 

looms large. 

During the meeting the board discussed the findings of a new “State of Transit” report, which 

identified a number of major issues facing the transportation agency. 

OCTA officials say changes in the market – competition from Uber, Lyft and other ridesharing 

services; a growing number of car registrations and a state law that allowed undocumented 

immigrants to get driver’s licenses – are working against them. 

And although Orange County was once an outlier in its plummeting ridership, now cities 

nationwide are seeing persistent declines in the number of people riding buses. 

“We led the ridership decline and others are following,” Johnson said. 

OCTA’s bus system is doing worse than most of its peers in urban cities, according to the State 

of Transit report, although it generally does better than other suburban cities. 

On three different measures – service levels, ridership and productivity – OCTA scored below 

urban transit systems in cities like Los Angeles, San Diego, San Jose, Las Vegas and Salt Lake 

City. 

http://www.sfchronicle.com/bayarea/article/Gov-Brown-s-big-transportation-package-faces-11050555.php
http://www.sfchronicle.com/bayarea/article/Gov-Brown-s-big-transportation-package-faces-11050555.php
http://voiceofoc.org/2017/03/oc-bus-ridership-numbers-to-stay-down/
http://voiceofoc.org/author/tvo/


For example, Orange County scored 17 in ridership — or annual boardings per resident in 

service areas — while Los Angeles Metro scored 55.6, San Diego Metropolitan Transit System, 

41.4; and Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority, 23.7. 

Meanwhile, OCTA received 20.5 in productivity (boardings per hours of service) compared to 

55.5 for LA Metro, 40 for San Diego MTS and 25.2 for Santa Clara VTA. 

By comparison, Orange County does better than transportation systems that serve smaller 

suburban regions, like Foothill Transit, North San Diego County Transit District and Pace 

Suburban Bus Service in Chicago, as seen in the graphic below. 

“Our boardings are closer to a suburban system, and we’re running and paying for an urban 

system throughout the county,” Johnson said. 

The report also notes the importance of how area streets and neighborhoods affect who rides 

the bus and the quality of their experience. 

Streets built for cars, especially in south OC, are windy and designed to deliver cars to the 

freeway and have fewer direct paths for buses to take between neighborhoods. Major streets 

where pedestrians have to walk long distances to crosswalk are also deterrents, according to 

the report. 

“…Walking to a bus stop in Orange County can be slow, indirect and unpleasant,” states the 

report. “Uncomfortably close high-speed traffic, poorly designed intersections, and missing 

sidewalks can make walking disagreeable at best and unsafe at worst.” 

Housing affordability can also affects public transportation. 

Transportation appears to thrive in north and central Orange County in cities like Santa Ana and 

Anaheim, where the population is denser and the landscape more urban, where more low-

income people reside. 

Although single-family homes are the largest land use in Orange County – covering 22 percent 

of the land – a growing number of multifamily and mixed-use properties could generate more 

transit riders. 

But the cost of housing has made it increasingly difficult for low-income people who typically 

depend on public transportation to live in Orange County. 



One would need to make $25.50 an hour to afford a one-bedroom apartment in Orange 

County, according to a staff presentation, or make $87,000 a year to qualify for a median-priced 

home. 

The board was divided over how to interpret the report’s findings. 

County Supervisor Todd Spitzer, objected to “social engineering” people toward public 

transportation. 

“I’m not about to socially engineer what happens in this county,” Spitzer said. “The data should 

drive the demand … [we have to] create a system where people need it, not create a system 

where we are telling people they have to use it.” 

OCTA has followed demand by pivoting away from its bus program to serves like van pools for 

those wooed by ride share services like Uber and Lyft. 

Recently, the agency implemented its OC Bus 360 plan, the largest overhaul in bus routes in its 

history, shifting service away from low-performing bus routes largely in south Orange County 

toward improving service along heavily frequented corridors in the north and central county. 

In San Clemente, a south county city with winding, hilly roads not conducive to bus 

transportation, the agency is piloting a rideshare program with Lyft. 

San Clemente Councilwoman Lori Donchak said the agency’s vision should be “equitable” for all 

users, including people in south county where bus services have been cut. 

“When you look at the maps, it’s hard to see how south county fits into the picture,” said 

Donchak. 

Meanwhile, at least one of the board’s directors has called on OCTA staff to do something 

“bold.” 

“If we want to increase our ridership, we should drop our fares – a buck, a buck, a buck,” said 

Anaheim Mayor Tom Tait, saying the agency should drop all its fares to one dollar. 

Tait has long argued that if OCTA wants to increase bus ridership, the agency should do the 

opposite of what it has done over the past decade, which is cutting service and raising fares. 



The number of buses operating at peak hours went from 541 in 2008 to 428 in 2013, a 21 

percent decrease, according to data from the National Transit Database. Over that same period, 

hours of service were cut by 21 percent. 

The Transportation Authority also increased fares by 50 cents, from $1.50 to $2.00 a ride, in 

2013. 

But staff say since 2013, despite service hours and fares remaining constant, ridership has 

continued to decline. 

Recently the agency piloted a six-month promotion to drop the price of a day pass from $5 to 

$4, which won’t continue at the end of the six month period in April because overall bus 

ridership was not increasing. 

Staff said rather than attracting new bus riders, the program just was an incentive for 

customers who were paying another type of fare to switch to a day pass.  They also were 

concerned about the overall loss of revenue, $1.1 million over six months, from decreasing the 

price of the day pass. 

Tait, who favors continuing the promotion, said $1.1 million is a drop in the bucket for the $300 

million bus program and that cash-strapped bus riders “did what any of us would do at that 

level” and moved over to the day pass to save an extra dollar, a sign that the agency should 

keep the promotion. 

“We’re losing revenue off people making less than $20,000 a year,” said Tait. “I don’t think we 

expected to get new riders, I think we expected to get more ridership from existing transit 

dependent people.” 

Read the entire report on the OCTA website.  

Contact Thy Vo at tvo@voiceofoc.org or follow her on Twitter @thyanhvo 
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From: Board Secretary  

Sent: Thursday, April 06, 2017 1:25 PM 

To: Board Secretary 

Subject: VTA Information: Board of Directors - April 6, 2017 Meeting Comments 

VTA Board of Directors, 

Please find attached comments for Agenda Item #7.1: Selection of a Developer for Tamien Joint 

Development Negotiations: 

1. Letter from Lyft, Inc. dated 1/19/17 

2. Letter from Santa Clara & San Benito Counties Building & Construction Trades Council 

dated 1/20/17 

3. Letter from Bright Horizons dated 4/6/17  

Thank you. 

 

VTA Office of the Board Secretary 

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 

3331 N. First Street 

San Jose, CA  95134 

board.secretary@vta.org (e-mail) 

(408) 321.5680 (telephone) 

(408) 955.0891 (fax) 

 

 

 

 

board.secretary@vta.org
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Boilermakers 549 
Brick & Tile 3 

Northern California 
Carpenters Regional Council 
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Santa Clara & San Benito Counties 
Building & Construction Trades Council 

 
2102 Almaden Road Suite 101 San Jose, CA 95125-2190 · Phone 408.265.7643 · Fax 408.265.2080 

 
 
 
Mr. Konstantin Voronin 
Land Acquisition Director 
Republic Family of Companies      
84 West Santa Clara Street, Suite 600 
San Jose, CA 95113 
 
January 20, 2017 
 
RE: Tamien Station Transit Oriented Development RFP 
 
Dear Mr. Voronin, 
I’m writing in reference to Blach+Cahill, two highly capable, long-time Bay Area contractors that 
have partnered to tackle complex building projects. Together, Blach+Cahill is ideally suited to 
handle your upcoming Tamien Station Transit Oriented Development project. 
As the CEO of the Building Trades Council for Santa Clara and San Benito Counties, I have 
extensive experience with many general contractors, and in my objective opinion, Blach+Cahill is 
among the best.  The quality of their work and level of professionalism across all levels is 
outstanding. While they’re always looking to gain efficiencies, they only do what’s best – and right 
– for the job. It is clear they take pride in what they produce.  
Something that is particularly important to me relates to local labor. They are firmly committed to 
creating employment opportunities within any given community and make every effort to hire 
local, skilled labor. This translates into two construction-related critical success factors: quality 
and safety.   

• Quality: When able to make a difference in his/her own community, local labor is 
typically very dedicated to their job and in it for the long-haul.  This generally yields the 
highest quality end product for projects. 

• Safety: Blach+Cahill has stringent skill-level requirements. They work hard to hire 
subcontractors that meet the demands of the job and provide mentoring and training on 
an ongoing basis. As a result, their safety record is unprecedented. 

Lastly, I have known Tony Mirenda of Blach Construction for more than 20 years. He and I 
currently serve on many non-profit boards together, and while our roles within the construction 
industry are vastly different, we’ve always had the same goal: advance and support local, skilled 
labor so that our construction projects are among the safest and highest quality in the Country.   
 
Feel free to call me if you have questions or would like to discuss this further. 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Josué García  
CEO  
Santa Clara County & San Benito Counties 
Building & Construction Trades Council 



 

 
April 6th 2017 
 

TO: VTA Board Members 
 
 

We at Bright Horizons respectfully ask for your support to approve Staff’s recommendation to 
select Republic Tamien LLC for a joint development project at Tamien Station  
 
Bright Horizons has successfully operated a child care program at the Tamien site since 1996.  
For 28 years BH has been the industry leader in early education, child care and work/life services 
with over 1000 child care centers in 42 states and six countries under our management.  Last 
month we were named to FORTUNE's 2017 list of "100 Best Companies to Work For." Bright Horizons is 
the only child care organization on this list, and this is the 17th time the company has been recognized by 
FORTUNE as a "100 Best" company 

 
Should Republic Tamien LLC be selected to develop the Tamien Station site, it would be a privilege 
and our goal to exclusively collaborate with Republic Tamien to plan and design a new center to 
continue serving our community. 
 
We hope you will consider and support Republic Tamien LLC as your partner to develop Tamien 
Station. 
 
Thank you for your consideration 
 
 
Warm Regards, 

 
Debbie Brown 
Vice President, Regional Development 
Bright Horizons Children’s Centers, LLC 
Email:  dbrown@brighthorizons.com  
Phone: 425-576-5333 
 
Cc Paul Suzman: OfficeLease 
     Mike Michaels: Savills Studley 
     Ron Golem & Jessie Thielen; VTA RE Department 
 
 
 
 

mailto:dbrown@brighthorizons.com


From: Board Secretary  

Sent: Thursday, April 06, 2017 3:15 PM 

To: VTA Board of Directors 

Subject: From VTA: April 6 Media Clips 

 

 

VTA Daily News Coverage for Thursday, April 6, 2017 

 

1. VTA's Plan B if BART funding package falls through 

2. High-stakes drama today for California gas-tax hike measure 

3. Tri-Valley letters: BART ride through Oakland shows many fire hazards 

4. San Jose: Stage set for part two of The Alameda makeover 

5. Democrats object to Trump infrastructure plan's direction 

6. Trump eyes combining infrastructure with tax reform, healthcare 

7. High-speed rail plans unveiled: Agency plans Peninsula meetings on 

alignments, 6-mile passing track from San Mateo to Redwood City  

8. What’s in the Gas-Tax-Raising Transportation Funding Bill? 

9. Governor Holds Rally for Controversial Transportation Bill  

10. Vote looms for California gas tax, fee hike 

11. 'You want to have a screwed up state?' If not, then vote to raise taxes, 

Brown says 

12. Roads, streets gain funds from new sales tax 

13. Union Pacific to Invest $180 Million in its California Rail Infrastructure 

14. Roadshow: Los Gatos’ beach traffic woes have started already 

15. Bay Bridge bike path set to open on weekdays May 5 

16. Opponents of Gov. Brown's transportation plan say road money has 

been misused in the past — they're wrong 

 

VTA's Plan B if BART funding package falls through 

http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/04/06/vtas-plan-b-if-bart-funding-package-falls-through.html


VTA is making plans to protect the funding for its project to bring BART to San Jose. 

JODY MEACHAM 

Forewarned is forearmed. 

The Valley Transportation Authority doesn’t think federal matching funds for transit projects are a thing 

of the past. Or that California’s cap-and-trade market, which also provides transit funding, is in its death 

throes. 

A test of whether the planning is realistic could come as the California Legislature votes on a gas tax 

increase. 

But on the off-chance that it’s wrong, VTA is already planning for how to protect its BART extension 

project to San Jose, which depends on both funding sources in addition to the Measure B funds that 

county voters approved in November. 

A test of whether that planning is realistic could come as early as today when the California Legislature 

is scheduled to vote on SB 1, the gas tax increase primarily targeted on highway repairs but which also 

includes some transit funding. 

Asked Wednesday by Davide Vieira, a member of the Alum Rock Community Working Group that 

provides feedback to VTA on the BART extension, at what point VTA might begin trimming back on its 

downtown San Jose subway — perhaps by eliminating a station — project manager Leyla Hedayat said 

that’s not in the plans. 

“Quite frankly, we’re trying to send a strong message that we’re prepared to move forward,” she said. 

“We don’t want to give any indication that we are slowing down or prepared to change the project.” 

The loss, for now, of a $647 million grant to complete Caltrain's electrification project funding was the 

first hint that federal transportation policy is in for a change under President Donald Trump. Then came 

his “skinny budget,” released three weeks ago, which would entirely eliminate funding for the 

Department of Transportation’s capital investment grant program. That's the source of the Caltrain 

grant and VTA plans to apply for $1.5 billion from that program for the BART subway by the end of this 

year. 

At the same time, the last three cap-and-trade auctions, which are held quarterly, have produced only a 

fraction of the revenue that transit agencies like VTA and BART count on for capital projects. 

Kurt Evans, VTA’s lobbyist, told the group that he thinks it’s highly unlikely that the next federal budget 

will eliminate transportation grants because they are too popular with both parties in Congress. Fifty-

five projects in 26 states are awaiting funding, he said. 

“Sixty votes are needed in the Senate and there are only 52 Republicans,” Evans said. “It’s unlikely to get 

all the Republicans’ votes and no Democrat would vote to end the program.” 

He said it’s likely funding for the program will be reduced but that state funds may become available to 

offset that. 

The BART subway also depends on $750 million in cap-and-trade funding, which is endangered by a 

lawsuit challenging its constitutionality and the possibility that the enabling legislation expires in 2020. 

http://companies.bizjournals.com/profile/vta/204182/?mkt=sanjose
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Evans said there are two solutions on the horizon, SB 1 sponsored by San Jose Sen. Jim Beall, and a 

legislative extension of the cap-and-trade law, which would render the lawsuit moot if it passes with a 

two-thirds majority. SB 1, in addition to billions in highway funding, also includes $245 million in annual 

funding to the same transit grant program funded by cap-and-trade as well as the repayment from the 

state’s general fund of more than $700 million in gas tax revenues that were “borrowed” in previous 

years. 

“This would make cap-and-trade the gravy and SB 1 the meat and potatoes of state funding, and that’s a 

good thing,” Evans said. 

Another bill sponsored by Beall, SB 594, would authorize a 2018 referendum to raise tolls on Bay Area 

toll bridges to help fund regional transportation projects. 

Silicon Valley Business Journal 

 

High-stakes drama today for California gas-tax hike measure 

By KATY MURPHY | kmurphy@bayareanewsgroup.com | 

PUBLISHED: April 6, 2017 at 7:02 am | UPDATED: April 6, 2017 at 10:41 am 

SACRAMENTO — The state Senate is set to vote today on a proposal to pour $5 billion more per year 

into California’s pothole-ridden roads and unstable bridges by hiking gas taxes and vehicle license fees. 

But late Wednesday it appeared that Brown and the Democratic champions of Senate Bill 1 were still 

trying to secure the votes — after a week of back-to-back rallies and arm-twisting of Democratic 

holdouts such as Sen. Steve Glazer, D-Orinda. 

What becomes of the proposal — which Gov. Jerry Brown says is critical for public safety and the 

economy — will be the first test of whether the Legislature can leverage its new Democratic 

supermajority to accomplish an ambitious agenda. 

The bill proposes gas tax hikes of 12 cents-per-gallon, diesel tax increases and higher vehicle license 

fees. Nearly half of all drivers, whose cars are worth under $5,000, would pay a $25 fee each year, while 

those with vehicles valued between $5,000 and $25,000 — about 40 percent of drivers in the state — 

would pay $50. Drivers of the highest-end luxury cars would pay as much as $175 more. The state also 

would charge $100 per year, starting in 2020, for electric vehicles. 

 

The bulk of the money would go to road repairs, though it also includes more funding for hours after 

making a final appeal at a Capitol rally on Wednesday, alongside a powerful coalition of business, labor 

and local governments, Brown assured the Assembly Democratic Caucus on Twitter that he “heard” 

their concerns. He acknowledged an outcry from advocates of “environmental justice” for low-income 

and working-class communities over a concession to the trucking industry that was slipped into the bill 

last week. He promised to work on climate programs to “help communities impacted most by dirty air.” 

His top adviser Nancy McFadden echoed Brown’s message. 

 

http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/search/results?q=Jim%20Beall
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Heard @AssemblyDems key EJ/ag/minority biz concerns. Committed to ensuring SB1 +climate programs 

help communities impacted most by dirty air 

— Jerry Brown (@JerryBrownGov) April 6, 2017 

 

Important conversation today between @JerryBrownGov and @AssemblyDems. We heard you. 

https://t.co/OuoSa0TltX 

— Nancy McFadden (@NancyEMcFadden) April 6, 2017 

The trucking provision could make it harder for air-quality regulators to force commercial trucking 

companies to replace, retrofit or retire their vehicles before they reach a certain age or miles on the 

road. The Air Pollution Control Officers Association, which represents employees in all of the state’s air 

quality management districts, on Tuesday urged lawmakers to drop that provision. 

 

“It’s going to create a right to drive dirty trucks,” said Adrian Martinez, an attorney with Earthjustice, an 

environmental law nonprofit. 

 

If the bill passes the Senate today, it would then be taken up by the Assembly Transportation and 

Assembly Appropriations committees. If it wins approval in both committees, the bill would be voted on 

by the full Assembly floor. The Legislature is scheduled to begin its spring recess today.  

For the bill’s proponents, there is almost no margin for error. Tax-hike proposals need a “yes” vote from 

two-thirds of each house to pass, and no Republicans in the Senate or Assembly had come out in 

support of the bill as of Wednesday. With no help from the GOP caucus — which was not consulted on 

the bill and is now campaigning against it — all 27 Senate Democrats and 54 out of 55 Assembly 

Democrats would need to vote for it. 

 

In addition to Glazer, Connie Leyva, D-Chino, was also undecided on Wednesday. 

 

Glazer, who campaigned against BART strikes, is said to have demanded a strike ban in the bill — which 

Brown called a “nonstarter” in a recent interview with members of the Bay Area News Group’s editorial 

board. And Wednesday, the Los Angeles Times reported that Leyva was having second thoughts about 

the deal because of the commercial trucking provision added to the proposal last week. Her office 

confirmed to the Bay Area News Group that she was undecided about the bill, without saying why. 

 

Sen. Jim Beall, the bill’s author, downplayed the air-pollution concerns at a hearing on Monday. He said 

the provision would “do no harm” and that its intent was merely to provide a measure of predictability 

to an industry that would be heavily taxed under the law’s increase in diesel taxes. 

 

https://t.co/OuoSa0TltX


But as Beall, D-Campbell, knows well after years of working on this issue, tax increases are a tough sell 

for the average Californian — and their legislative representatives. Nearly three-quarters of those 

surveyed in a September 2015 UC Berkeley Institute of Governmental Studies poll said they opposed 

higher vehicle license fees, while 63 percent opposed a gas tax hike. 

 

But ignoring the problem could also come with a political cost. When infrastructure falls apart, it signals 

dysfunction in state government, said Barbara O’Connor, a communications professor emeritus at 

Sacramento State University who directed its Institute for the Study of Politics and Media. 

“When you can’t get down Highway 1 this summer because the bridge is still out or you can’t get into 

Yosemite, Californians start to say `Wait a minute, what is all this money we’re spending?'” O’Connor 

said. 

Brown last week told a crowd that the bill wasn’t perfect, but he called it a responsible, common-sense 

measure that charges those who use the roads: “The only choice is: Do we borrow from the next 

generation, or do we really belly up to the bar and say, `Here’s what it costs, and we’re going to pay it.’” 

 

HOW THE MONEY WOULD BE RAISED 

$24.4 billion by increasing gasoline excise tax 12 cents 

 

$200 million from an annual $100 “zero emission vehicle fee” beginning in 2020 

 

$7.3 billion by increasing diesel excise tax by 20 cents 

 

$3.5 billion by increasing diesel sales tax to 5.75 percent 

 

$16.3 billion from an annual “transportation improvement fee” based on a vehicle’s value 

 

$706 million in General Fund loan repayments. 

 

HOW THE MONEY WOULD BE SPENT LOCALLY 

 

$15 billion in “Fix-It-First” local road repairs such as fixing potholes 

$7.5 billion to improve local public transportation 



$2 billion to support local “self-help” communities that are making their own investments in 

transportation improvements 

$1 billion to improve infrastructure that promotes walking and bicycling 

$825 million for the State Transportation Improvement Program local contribution 

$250 million in local transportation planning grants 

 

HOW THE MONEY WOULD BE SPENT STATEWIDE 

$15 billion in “Fix-it-First” highway repairs, including smoother pavement 

$4 billion in bridge and culvert repairs 

$3 billion to improve trade corridors 

$2.5 billion to reduce congestion on major commute corridors 

$1.4 billion in other transportation investments, including $275 million for highway and intercity-transit 

improvements. 

Source: Governor’s Office 
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Tri-Valley letters: BART ride through Oakland shows many fire hazards 

I am saddened by the loss of life in Oakland’s recent fires. There is a lack of leadership and 

political will to stand up for law and order in that city. 

 

The peril of Oakland’s citizens can be witnessed with a simple BART ride. If one looks out the 

window, the change in jurisdiction is readily apparent as you leave San Leandro. On both sides 

of the track, code and fire hazards are easy to spot even to an untrained eye. There are 

mountains of used pallets (er … tinder wood) and commercial properties with yards piled high 

with industrial and flammable junk. God only knows what the insides of these buildings hold 

and who might be living in them. 

 

The scale of the problem is huge, as evidenced just by that BART ride. It is apparent to me that 

this is a problem that has manifested over decades and will probably take many years to rectify. 

Oakland’s leadership and administrators better take bold action and start doing it quickly 

http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/04/06/vote-set-for-today-on-california-gas-tax/
http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/04/06/tri-valley-letters-bart-ride-through-oakland-shows-many-fire-hazards/


because there is a lot of work to do. And they must stop placating the political interests who 

want to keep the status quo. There are too many lives at stake and this will happen again. Want 

proof? Ride BART and look out the window. 

 

Andrew Bodisco 

Danville 
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San Jose: Stage set for part two of The Alameda makeover 

By JULIA BAUM | jbaum@bayareanewsgroup.com | Bay Area News Group 

PUBLISHED: April 5, 2017 at 7:39 pm | UPDATED: April 6, 2017 at 3:44 am 

The Alameda should live up to its nickname, “The Beautiful Way,” when it gets a $3.6 million makeover 

this summer that the San Jose City Council approved last week. 

It won’t be The Alameda’s first facelift. The improvement project, known as “The Alameda—A Plan for 

the Beautiful Way,” started more than five years ago when the historic street shed its designation as a 

state highway, allowing the city to pursue traffic calming measures. 

The first phase focused on the stretch between Stockton Avenue and Fremont Street; the second half 

will extend from Fremont up to Interstate 880, according to a public works department memo. 

Plans outlined in the memo include “a raised median island with landscaping and decorative pavers, 

enhanced pedestrian crosswalks with median refuges, pedestrian bulb-outs, accessible curb ramp 

upgrades, traffic signal modifications at the intersections of Naglee Avenue and Hedding Street, and 

street lighting improvements.” 

The changes primarily aim to protect pedestrians by slowing traffic, but the city also wants to “enliven 

The Alameda as a retail center and multimodal transportation corridor.” With direct access to 

downtown San Jose, Diridon Station and HP Pavilion, The Alameda has been designated a “Grand 

Boulevard” in the city’s 2040 General Plan and is slated to get enhanced landscaping, lighting and other 

attractive features. 

Councilwoman Devora “Dev” Davis said she is optimistic that the project’s traffic calming effects will 

invigorate businesses and create a sense of place. 

“The cool thing about this is it unifies all of The Alameda so it will have a unified look, which is great, and 

I think it will attract more businesses,” Davis said. “There’s so many more plans for it, so I think this is 

one more thing that will make The Alameda more attractive to businesses and jump-start the urban 

village plan for The Alameda.” 

Alameda Business Association President Andrew Batchelder said, “Any improvements that can be made 

are more positive for the businesses. 

http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/04/05/stage-set-for-part-two-of-the-alameda-makeover/
mailto:jbaum@bayareanewsgroup.com


“I would guess that it has an impact on businesses looking at the area,” he added. 

In a nod to The Alameda’s history as well as to beautify the neighborhood, public works department 

deputy director Michael O’Connell said trees will be planted in the center traffic medians. 

“It’s the original tree-lined boulevard in the South Bay,” O’Connell said. “When that road was built by 

the missionaries, they had beautiful trees on both sides of the street. The trees in the medians will look 

very nice as well.” 

O’Connell said the neighborhood has assumed a more pedestrian-friendly atmosphere since the first 

phase was completed, and “as the urban village plan increases densities along the corridor, I think it’ll be 

more important to have this pedestrian/bicycle-friendly thoroughfare there.” 

“My own anecdotal observations are that the pedestrian crosswalks, especially near Whole Foods, 

pedestrians are using those,” he said. “It just seems like it’s turned the neighborhood from a higher-

speed boulevard to a walkable village.” 

Because the transportation department has already repaved the project section, O’Connell said 

neighbors shouldn’t be bothered too much by construction. 

“The big impacts have already occurred,” he added. “The biggest impacts are from the paving…so no, I 

don’t see a lot of heavy impacts.” 

Construction is scheduled to start in July and finish by the end of the year. 

San Jose Mercury 
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Democrats object to Trump infrastructure plan's direction 

© The Associated Press FILE - In this Sept. 14, 2009 file photo, road construction begins along 

California interstate 215 north in San Bernadino County. The construction was undertaken with 

help from the 2009 federal stimulus package. President… 

WASHINGTON — Democrats had hoped the one big policy area they could find common ground 

with President Donald Trump on was infrastructure, but they don't like what they're hearing 

from administration officials about the transportation portion of the plan that's still in the 

works. 

Trump has promised to generate $1 trillion in infrastructure spending over 10 years. With two 

of his other top campaign pledges in trouble — an effort to repeal and replace the Obama 

administration health care law has failed so far, and without savings to the government from 

health care changes there may not be enough money to pay for lowering tax rates — 

infrastructure appeared to be an area ripe for bipartisan compromise. 

https://www.msn.com/en-us/news/politics/democrats-object-to-trump-infrastructure-plans-direction/ar-BBztcAW


But some Democrats say they worry that Trump's plan will focus on trying to entice more 

private investment in transportation projects and reduce regulations that require 

environmental reviews and community consultation on projects rather than providing more 

government money to repair, replace and expand the nation's transportation network. 

Reps. Peter DeFazio of Oregon and Eleanor Holmes Norton of the District of Columbia, two top 

Democrats on the House transportation committee, sent a letter Wednesday to Transportation 

Secretary Elaine Chao objecting to comments she made last week about the failure to fix the 

nation's crumbling transportation system. 

"The problem is not money. It's the delays caused by government permitting processes that 

hold up projects for years, even decades, making them risky investments," Chao said. She 

reiterated the statement Wednesday in a speech to the American Association of Port 

Authorities. 

Congress has already directed the Transportation Department in bills passed in 2012 and 2015 

to take dozens of steps to "streamline" regulations holding up projects. A recent report by the 

department's inspector general found that work on a majority of the 42 actions required under 

the 2012 law had been completed, but implementation has been delayed so that the actions 

can be revised to take into account conflicting or additional requirements of the 2015 law. 

"Piling additional streamlining measures on top of each other before they can be implemented 

— and before we can assess their effectiveness — is not going to solve our infrastructure 

problems," the lawmakers wrote Chao. "We cannot streamline our way out of a funding 

shortfall." 

A recent report by the Treasury Department identified 40 significant transportation and water 

projects whose completion has been slowed or is in jeopardy. The report found that "a lack of 

public funding is by far the most common factor hindering completion of transportation and 

water infrastructure projects." 

Chao, on the other hand, cited a 2015 report by the nonpartisan group Common Good that 

estimates that delaying road and bridge projects by six years to deal with regulations results in 

an estimated $427 billion in additional project costs, traffic congestion delays and impact from 

global warming emissions. The report advocates reducing the permitting process, which can 

sometimes take up to 10 years, down to two years. 

DeFazio also complained at a transportation committee hearing that only a very limited number 

of transportation projects that have natural revenue streams like tolls are attractive to 

investors. Most of those projects cost at least $1 billion, and investors generally put up only 



about 10 to 20 percent of the money, he said. The rest comes from state and local bonds that 

have to be repaid, or federal aid. 

Trump's plan will include ways to boost the role of private investors, Chao said, adding that 

"investors say there is ample capital available" waiting for projects. 

Follow Joan Lowy at http://twitter.com/AP_Joan_Lowy. Her work can be found 

at http://bigstory.ap.org/content/joan-lowy 
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Trump eyes combining infrastructure with tax reform, healthcare 

President Trump is considering attaching his $1 trillion infrastructure package to tax reform or 

healthcare in order to leverage support for his other legislative priorities. 

 

In an interview with the New York Times, Trump said he may use infrastructure as a sweetener because 

it is “so popular” among lawmakers, especially among Democrats, who Trump referred to as “desperate 

for infrastructure.” 

 

“I may put it in with healthcare. I may put it in with something else because it’s a very popular thing,” 

Trump said. “I’m thinking about putting it with another bill. Could be health care, could be something 

else. Could be tax reform.” 

Since the House failed to move on ObamaCare repeal last month, the administration may speed up its 

timeline for Trump’s yet-to-be unveiled infrastructure proposal, which was one of his chief campaign 

promises.  

 

The legislation wasn’t expected to be considered until the fall, but Transportation Secretary Elaine Chao 

said this week that a rebuilding package could come as soon as May. 

 

“I’m thinking about accelerating it,” Trump told the Times. “We’re going to have a very big infrastructure 

plan. And it’s going to come soon.” 

 

When pressed on whether Trump regretted not doing an infrastructure package first, he insisted that it 

was his idea “because infrastructure is so popular that I might want to use it for another bill.” 

 

A number of lawmakers support coupling infrastructure and tax reform, with an international tax 

overhaul being floated as one way to pay for massive transportation upgrades.  

 

It seems far less likely, however, that Democrats would be willing to support ObamaCare repeal in 

exchange for infrastructure investment. 

 

http://twitter.com/AP_Joan_Lowy
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Democratic support for Trump’s infrastructure plan also depends on the details of the package, which 

have begun to take shape in recent weeks. The $1 trillion proposal will likely have $200 billion to $300 

billion in direct federal funding, according to the Times, with the rest of the investment financed by tax 

credits. 

 

Trump also said he wants to streamline the permitting approval process and create a commission of 

about “20 to 25 people” to vet and oversee projects. He told the Times he wants to give projects 120 

days to get off the ground in order to receive federal funding, though Trump had said earlier in the week 

he was eyeing a 90-day deadline. 

 

“When we do the infrastructure, it’s going to be very important to me that if we give billions of dollars 

to a state, like New York, California or any other state, that they’re going to have to start spending that 

money, they’re going to have to have approval within 120 days,” Trump said. 

The Hill 

Back to Top 

 

High-speed rail plans unveiled: Agency plans Peninsula meetings on alignments, 

6-mile passing track from San Mateo to Redwood City  

April 05, 2017, 05:00 AM By Samantha Weigel Daily Journal 

 

High-speed rail officials will be rolling into the Bay Area to host community meetings to unveil and 

discuss options on its plans to share the Caltrain tracks from San Jose to San Francisco. 

The controversial $64 billion state project is working on an environmental review for its northern 

“blended system” segment where it seeks to use Caltrain’s Peninsula corridor and officials will be 

presenting two alternatives on which they’re looking for public feedback. 

For San Mateo County, one of the most impactful features will be whether to construct a nearly 6-mile 

stretch of separate passing tracks that would run from San Mateo to Redwood City.  

The three meetings will be Wednesday, April 5, in San Francisco; Tuesday, April 11, in Mountain View; 

and Thursday, April 13, in San Mateo. 

Feedback gathered during the forums will be incorporated as staff prepares a recommendation for how 

and where high-speed rail should run along the Peninsula, said Lisa Marie Alley, a spokeswoman with 

the High-Speed Rail Authority. 

“This program needs the involvement of the constituents that it will serve,” Alley said. “We encourage 

the community in the Bay Area to learn about the program and provide their feedback about the 

alignments under consideration so they’re part of this process as we move forward.” 

Plans to run high-speed trains from Los Angeles to San Francisco continue to face hurdles with intense 

opposition from those who say it is too expensive and ongoing litigation. Costs for the massive 

http://www.smdailyjournal.com/articles/lnews/2017-04-05/high-speed-rail-plans-unveiled-agency-plans-peninsula-meetings-on-alignments-6-mile-passing-track-from-san-mateo-to-redwood-city/1776425178337.html
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http://archives.smdailyjournal.com/search.php?KeyWord=Samantha%20Weigel


infrastructure project have skyrocketed since it was first proposed and the required funding has yet to 

be secured following California voters’ 2008 approval of nearly $10 billion in bonds. 

On the densely-populated Peninsula, high-speed rail and Caltrain agreed to share the corridor to avoid 

the initial suggestion it create a separate set of tracks. That “blended system” was codified by legislation 

and resulted in high-speed rail contributing at least $713 million toward Caltrain’s plans to electrify the 

51-mile line. 

The $2 billion Caltrain Modernization Program is also confronting its own issues. A decision was delayed 

on its application for a $647 million federal grant after congressional Republicans requested the Trump 

administration hold off until high-speed rail is evaluated. Local officials are hopeful funding will be 

confirmed by June and allow it to stay on track and lock in the price of already awarded construction 

contracts. 

The environmental review of high-speed rail’s San Jose to San Francisco segment considers a range of 

impacts from noise and air quality to safety and aesthetics. The goal is to bring a staff recommended 

option to the authority’s board in August, and finalize the review in 2018 as they strive to have the first 

segment operational by 2025, Alley said. 

Three main areas in the alternatives that are likely to draw input include passing tracks that would allow 

high-speed rail to skip ahead of Caltrain, where a maintenance facility slated for Brisbane should be 

located and whether there should be a short or long viaduct at the San Jose Diridon station, she 

explained. 

A long stretch of new tracks? 

Passing tracks could have the greatest impact in San Mateo County. The two alternatives are to either 

not create a new set of additional tracks, or to add nearly 6 miles where high-speed rail trains could pass 

Caltrain vehicles that are slower and make more frequent stops. The proposed passing tracks — the only 

in this northern San Jose to San Francisco segment — would span from about Ninth Avenue in San 

Mateo to Whipple Avenue in Redwood City, Alley said. 

That stretch includes the cities of Belmont and San Carlos. 

Alley said the evaluation of where and whether grade separations throughout the region might be 

needed to mitigate impacts is ongoing. That includes passing tracks in areas with already existing grade 

separations. However, Alley said the new San Mateo grade separations at 25th, 28th and 31st avenues 

would be incorporated with any potential new tracks. 

The authority must also consider meeting operational requirements about how long it might take for the 

train to travel a certain distance per voter-approved Proposition 1A requirements. The plan is to run 

high-speed rail trains up to 110 mph in the blended Peninsula corridor, while Caltrain has said its 

proposed new electric trains would run up to 79 mph. 

High-speed rail plans on stopping at San Francisco’s new Transbay Transit Center, at the King Street 

station, in Millbrae near the airport, and in San Jose. 

Without the proposed passing tracks, Alley said high-speed rail trains would use areas where Caltrain 

has existing passing tracks — which the Peninsula agency uses for its baby bullet trains. 

More project details 



The upcoming meetings will be the first time the public can see footprints of the proposed alternatives 

with more specific details about the potential impacts. Alley noted right-of-way constraints have not 

been fully outlined, but those in attendance will be able to use an interactive GPS map to see how close 

their address would be to the proposed alignment. 

There are essentially two alternatives, options A and B, but depending on feedback various components 

can be mixed and matched, she explained. 

Another decision is where in Brisbane to locate a light-maintenance facility, where service could be 

performed on the trains. The “east” option is a 114-acre parcel — an area where a massive mixed-use 

Brisbane Baylands redevelopment has been proposed. The second “west” alternative is on a 108-acre 

site near Bayshore Boulevard, Alley said. 

The other alignment alternative they will be discussing is at the San Jose Diridon station and whether to 

use a shorter 1.5-mile or longer 3.9-mile viaduct leading into either an aerial or ground-level station for 

high-speed rail, Alley said. 

With multiple transit agencies using that station, it’s another example of how further review and 

collaboration with stakeholders is needed to fully evaluate which should be the preferred alternative, 

she said. 

Unable to confirm whether entire homes or properties might be required as part of the various 

alternatives, Alley stressed further review will be conducted and high-speed rail will likely plan on 

hosting more community outreach meetings this summer. 

Alley noted high-speed rail hopes to stay on track by continuing reviews despite funding unknowns both 

with Caltrain’s federal grant and the authority in need of another $2.9 billion to complete the entire 

northern segment that would run from San Jose to San Francisco, up to Merced and into Bakersfield in 

the Central Valley. Ideally, the agency hopes to have the first passengers aboard in 2025, she said. 

In the meantime, Alley encouraged the public to get involved and learn more about the project. 

“This program needs the involvement of the constituents that it will serve,” Alley said. “We’re trying to 

build a world-class system that meets the needs of this ever-growing state, helps reduce our global 

footprint and provides a better way to connect our state like never before. “ 

  

The meetings run 5 p.m. to 8 p.m. with presentations beginning 6 p.m. The first meeting is April 5 in San 

Francisco at the Metropolitan Transportation Commission headquarters, 375 Beal St. The Mountain 

View meeting is April 11 at 875 W. Maude Ave. In San Mateo, the meeting will be held April 13 at the 

Silicon Valley Education Foundation, 1300 S. El Camino Real. Visit hsr.ca.gov for more information.    
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What’s in the Gas-Tax-Raising Transportation Funding Bill? 

Today– Thursday–the authors of S.B. 1 plan to present it for a vote on the floors of the Senate and 

Assembly, and things have been heating up around the subject in Sacramento. Leaders held a rally in 

front of the capitol steps calling for support, saying that “it’s time to get it done!” 

But leaders of the local air districts came out in strong opposition to the last-minute 

amendment, covered by Streetsblog, that would exempt the trucking industry from their oversight. They 

sent a strongly worded letter in opposition to the bill [PDF] and have been meeting with Senate and 

Assembly leaders in the lead-up to today’s vote. 

What’s terrible and ironic is that in many ways, S.B. 1 is remarkably improved from the version that had 

been shopped around at the beginning of the session. It appropriately focuses on money—except for 

that trucking amendment, that is: on where it’s coming from, what it’s going to, and on how to manage 

and oversee that spending. 

Gone are some of the bill’s strange and unrelated provisions, including streamlining of environmental 

reviews for highway projects, removal of the California Transportation Commission from the California 

State Transportation Agency umbrella, and reliance on the unstable and unreliable cap-and-trade funds 

as the only source for public transportation money. 

It even replaces the Traffic Congestion Relief Program—which focused on widening and expanding 

highways—with a new, more balanced program called “Solutions for Congested Corridors Program” to 

be designed “to achieve a balanced set of transportation, environmental, and community access 

improvements within highly congested travel corridors throughout the state.” 

But that last-minute amendment hamstringing the regulation of emissions from trucks is a stinker, and it 

has put the bill’s supporters in a tight spot. Because they want to get it passed tomorrow, they can’t 

amend it further—exactly what the trucking industry, and whoever put this provision in the bill, is 

hoping for. 

The amendment now reads that it “would prohibit. . . the requiring of the retirement, replacement, 

retrofit, or repower of a self-propelled commercial motor vehicle during a specified period,” and adds a 

caveat that the Air Resources Board should evaluate the impact of these provisions on “state and local 

clean air efforts to meet state and local clean air goals,” —by 2025. 

The California Air Pollution Control Officers Association—which notably represents all of the air districts 

in the state, not just the ones that tend to be more environmentally activist—did not agree with Air 

Resources Board executive director Richard Corey’s conclusion that this changed amendment would 

give them the flexibility they need to do their job. Instead, they wrote, it would: 

1. Impede or preclude an air district’s ability to adopt indirect source rules that may affect trucks, 

such as at ports, warehouses, railyards, and airports, and 

2. Limit ARB and air district authority to require retrofit control technology regardless of local 

benefits to public health or even in the case of affordable technological breakthroughs, and 

http://cal.streetsblog.org/2017/04/05/whats-in-the-gas-tax-raising-transportation-funding-bill/
http://cal.streetsblog.org/2017/03/29/showdown-at-the-asphalt-corral-transportation-committee-tomorrow/
http://cal.streetsblog.org/wp-content/uploads/sites/13/2017/04/CAPCOA-Floor-Alert-SB-1.pdf
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201720180SB1
http://cal.streetsblog.org/2017/03/30/transportation-funding-bill-adds-a-poisonous-amendment-on-trucks/
http://cal.streetsblog.org/2017/04/04/after-years-of-inaction-a-rush-to-approve-ca-transportation-funding-bill/
http://cal.streetsblog.org/2017/04/04/after-years-of-inaction-a-rush-to-approve-ca-transportation-funding-bill/


3. Prevent the South Coast Air Quality Management District from adopting fleet rules that would 

clean up state and local government fleets to zero and near zero emission levels as quickly as 

feasible. 

The letter concludes, in bold face: 

We strongly urge you to delete the trucking exemption, or to further amend Section 18 to make clear 

that the language does not, in any way, restrict ARB or air district authority. 

Here’s a quick rundown of what the bill contains: 

MONEY WOULD COME FROM: 

 A 12-cent-a-gallon increase on gas excise tax 

 A 20-cent-a-gallon increase in diesel excise tax 

 An increase in the Vehicle License Fee, ranging from $25 to $175 depending on the value of the 

vehicle 

 A new annual $100 fee on electric vehicles starting in 2020 

 An additional 4 percent increase in sales and use tax on diesel 

It also would stabilize gas taxes by eliminating the annual “gas tax swap” readjustment, and index them 

to inflation so they don’t have to be raised again in the future. 

Note that raising the gas taxes would bring them more in line with the actual costs imposed on roads by 

vehicles than they have been for a long time, given rising fuel efficiency in cars and unchanged tax rates. 

The effect on gas prices would be nowhere near some of the spikes in price that consumers have 

swallowed in the last decade—and those benefited no one but the oil industry. 

MONEY WOULD GO TO: 

 $200m per year for road maintenance in “self-help” counties—those that have passed a local 

transportation tax or funding scheme—according to performance criteria 

 $100m per year for the Active Transportation Program 

 $400m per year for state highway bridge and culvert maintenance and rehabilitation 

 $5m per year for workforce training 

 $25m per year for freeway service patrols 

 $25m per year for local planning grants 

$7m per year for transportation research at UC and CSU 

 The remainder would be split in half between state highway system maintenance or operation 

and cities and counties by formula 

 The additional 4 percent increase in sales and use tax on diesel would be for public 

transportation 

 Half of the diesel excise tax increase would go to a new Trade Corridors Enhancement Fund 

http://www.lao.ca.gov/Publications/Report/3572
http://www.lao.ca.gov/Publications/Report/3572


 Gas tax increases on boats and off-road vehicles would be used for Parks and Recreation Fund 

OVERSIGHT AND OTHER PROVISIONS: 

 Would create the Independent Office of Audits and Investigations within Caltrans, headed by an 

Inspector General 

 Would require Caltrans to update the Highway Design Manual to incorporate “complete streets” 

concept 

 Would require increasing contracts awarded to small, minority-owned, and disabled veteran-

owned businesses 

Would accelerate repayment of transportation loans to general fund 

 Would end the Traffic Congestion Relief Program and instead creates e the Solutions for 

Congested Corridors Program to achieve a balanced set of transportation, environmental, and 

community access improvements within highly congested travel corridors 

 Would create an Advance Mitigation program to speed up CEQA issues and protect 

environmental resources 

AND… 

 Would prohibit requiring the retirement, replacement, retrofit, or repower of a self-propelled 

commercial motor vehicle 

Cal Street Blog 
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Governor Holds Rally for Controversial Transportation Bill 

 

Concerns over truck pollution rules may hold up the governor's new transportation bill. (Dodgerton 

Skillhause/Morguefile) 

April 6, 2017 

SACRAMENTO, Calif. – Gov. Jerry Brown and his supporters held a rally Wednesday to rev up support for 

his transportation bill. 

 

But environmental groups are protesting a section they maintain will lead to more pollution by big 

trucks.  

 

Senate Bill 1 increases the gas tax and the fee to register a vehicle – and would raise $53 billion over 10 

years to repair the state's crumbling roads and bridges.  

 

Kathryn Phillips, director of the Sierra Club California, says it also contains an amendment that handcuffs 

regulatory agencies so they can no longer require trucks going into certain high traffic areas such as 

http://www.publicnewsservice.org/2017-04-06/climate-change-air-quality/governor-holds-rally-for-controversial-transportation-bill/a57155-1
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201720180SB1


ports, warehouse districts and airports to meet lower emissions standards. 

 

"They produce one of the things that creates the smog that we breathe in, and that has serious health 

impacts for lung and heart disease," she points out. 

 

The bill is supposed to go up for a vote Thursday. But opponents hope it will be delayed so they can 

continue to press for the removal of that provision on truck pollution. 

 

Phillips says aside from that section, which is technically called the indirect source rules, the bill is 

remarkably progressive. 

 

"With the exception of the polluting-truck language, this is a fair bill,” she states. “It provides new 

funding for transit, the majority is for fixing stuff not expanding roadways." 

 

California faces a backlog of about $59 billion to repair and maintain the state’s transportation 

infrastructure.  

 

The bill includes a constitutional amendment to prevent the money from being spent on anything 

except transportation. 

Suzanne Potter, Public News Service - CA 

Public News Service 

Vote looms for California gas tax, fee hike 

 

SACRAMENTO - California lawmakers are scheduled to vote Thursday on Gov. Jerry Brown's proposed $5 

billion increase in taxes and fees that would fund major road repairs. 

The governor and top legislative leaders pressed all week to convince their fellow Democrats to support 

the measure but faced mounting opposition from environmentalists and anti-tax crusaders. 

Unless he can convince a handful of Republicans to break ranks, Brown will need near universal support 

from Democrats to muster the two-thirds supermajority required to raise taxes. 

Brown implored lawmakers Wednesday to find the courage to approve a tax hike, warning that roads 

will continue to deteriorate. 

"You've got to do it now," Brown said in a rally on the Capitol steps Wednesday. "And if you don't do it, 

it gets more expensive next year and the year after." 

Republicans have blasted the plan to ask for more money from taxpayers in a state that already has a 

high tax burden. Some have questioned why the state would raise taxes to repair its existing 

infrastructure without adding more lanes of traffic as the state's population swells. 

"You've got people who are stuck in traffic, and yet this new $5 billion in taxes isn't going to solve any of 

those problems," said Assembly Republican Leader Chad Mayes of Yucca Valley. 

http://www.vcstar.com/story/news/2017/04/06/vote-looms-california-gas-tax-fee-hike/100111208/


Republicans say the state can fund road repairs with existing funds — an idea Democrats say would 

require cuts to education and social services that they're unwilling to make. 

The governor visited a closed-door meeting of Assembly Democrats trying to round up support. 

His pleas capped a week of cajoling and prodding lawmakers. He held rallies in the districts of undecided 

legislators and made unusual appearances before two legislative committees. 

Contractors and construction unions blanketed television, radio and social media with ads promoting 

the plan, some targeting lawmakers still on the fence. The ads cost about $1 million, said Kathy 

Fairbanks, a spokeswoman for the Fix Our Roads Coalition. 

 

The proposal aims to address a $59 billion backlog in deferred maintenance on state highways and $78 

billion on local streets and roads. It's projected to raise $52.4 billion over 10 years, much of it to fix 

potholes and repair bridges but some for public transit and biking and walking trails. 

It would raise gas taxes by 12 cents a gallon — a 43-cent increase — and diesel taxes from 16 cents per 

gallon to 36 cents. Diesel sales taxes would also rise. 

Drivers would also face a new annual fee to be paid with their vehicle registration, ranging from $25 to 

$175 depending on the value of their vehicle. The taxes and fees would rise each year with inflation. 

To win support from truckers, who face a big increase in taxes, Brown and legislative leaders agreed to 

restrict future regulations on greenhouse gas emissions related to commercial trucks. 

An association representing the state's 35 air pollution control districts sent a letter to lawmakers saying 

the bill could impede regulations that indirectly affect truckers, such as restrictions on emissions at 

ports, warehouses, railyards and airports. 

The bill, SB1, is the first major legislation that must comply with an initiative approved last year by 

voters that requires lawmakers to publish legislation for 72 hours before voting on it. 

The push for approval created a sense of urgency barely a week after Brown released the negotiated 

proposal alongside Assembly Speaker Anthony Rendon, D-Paramount, and Senate President Pro Tem 

Kevin de Leon, D-Los Angeles. 

While the agreement was only released last week, the idea of raising gas taxes and vehicle fees has been 

the subject of discussion for months, said Sen. Jim Beall, a San Jose Democrat who has been working on 

the transportation bill for two years. 

"I don't think it's some kind of new proposal," he said. 

Ventura Star 
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'You want to have a screwed up state?' If not, then vote to raise taxes, Brown 

says 

http://www.latimes.com/politics/la-pol-sac-jerry-brown-transportation-legacy-20170406-story.html
http://www.latimes.com/politics/la-pol-sac-jerry-brown-transportation-legacy-20170406-story.html


In the final days before a decisive vote in the Legislature on a sweeping $52-billion tax plan for 

transportation, the sales pitch from Gov. Jerry Brown often strayed from civic inspiration to 

political exasperation. 

“I’m going to my ranch in two years,” Brown said last week, a nod to plans to retire in 2019 to 

his Colusa County homestead. “You want to have a screwed up state with a bunch of potholes? 

Go ahead, but that’s insane.” 

That Brown might already be looking ahead to the day he leaves office is not surprising. On the 

homestretch of his unprecedented return as governor, he can rightly claim victory in bringing a 

new fiscal discipline to the state Capitol. He has persuaded voters to raise taxes and increase 

cash reserves. And he has taken his evangelism against the dangers of global climate change to 

the world stage. 

But what Brown has rarely been able to do is break through one of Sacramento’s most difficult barriers: 

enacting legislation that requires a two-thirds vote in both the state Assembly and Senate. 

“What are you guys coming here for?” the governor asked members of the Senate Appropriations 

Committee on Monday. “This is a real problem.” 

Quests for a supermajority vote have bookended Brown’s third and fourth terms in office. In 2011, 

Brown wined and dined Republican legislators in hopes of persuading them to vote for a special election 

that would allow voters to help balance a deficit-plagued budget with taxes. They refused. In 2016, 

there was a brief glimmer of bipartisanship with the reinstatement of an expiring healthcare tax. 

This time, though, it’s fellow Democrats who are balking. The fate of the transportation tax remains 

unclear, even though Brown and lawmakers have vowed to put the plan up for a vote before leaving 

Sacramento for spring recess on Thursday night. 

"Part of the frustration that you're hearing is that it's a self-imposed deadline," said Assemblywoman 

Anna Caballero (D-Salinas), who served in Brown’s administration from 2011 to 2015. "My perspective is 

that people want to be reflective about how we handle a big change, and so we want to make sure 

we're checking in with our constituents — and this doesn't leave much time." 

This week’s deadline was set by Brown, who hoped to seize the moment after private negotiations 

produced the latest version of a long-term transportation funding plan. 

The measure would generate $5.2 billion annually during its first decade, money that would be used to 

whittle down a backlog of road, highway and bridge repairs that the Brown administration estimates has 

grown to cost $130 billion. 

To do that, the legislation would increase California’s gasoline excise tax 12 cents per gallon — the first 

increase since 1994 — bringing it to 30 cents. Another portion of excise taxes would be raised under a 

formula that would include annual inflation adjustments. Excise taxes on diesel would go up 20 cents 

per gallon, and diesel sales taxes would also rise. 

The proposal would also create a new “transportation improvement” vehicle fee, on top of existing fees. 

The annual fee would range from $25 to $175, depending on the assessed value of the personal car or 

http://www.latimes.com/politics/la-pol-sac-healthcare-tax-vote-primer-20160229-htmlstory.html
http://www.latimes.com/topic/politics-government/democratic-party-ORGOV0000005-topic.html
http://www.latimes.com/politics/la-pol-sac-transportation-deal-taxes-fees-20170329-story.html


truck. Zero-emission vehicles that don’t use fossil fuels would be subject to a $100 annual fee beginning 

in 2020. 

Gov. Jerry Brown and lawmakers roll out a major new plan to fund transportation projects » 

In all, Brown estimates the various tax and fee increases will mean the average California motorist 

would pay an extra $10 a month. 

“It’s a hell of a good deal,” Brown said at an event Tuesday in Riverside. “Now is the time.” 

For legislative Republicans, the plan’s selling points — money for state and local governments to fix 

roadways, bridges and culverts — were outweighed by the cost to taxpayers. GOP lawmakers 

complained about the previous decade's state budget deals that diverted transportation funds, though 

they were enacted on bipartisan votes. And Republicans have suggested boosting transportation funds 

with proceeds from California’s auction of greenhouse gas credits. 

It's a hell of a good deal. Now is the time.— Gov. Jerry Brown, speaking in Riverside on Tuesday about 

the $52-billion transportation tax plan he helped craft 

Brown’s own party, on the other hand, has remained divided. Some key holdouts, such as Assemblyman 

Rudy Salas (D-Bakersfield), pointedly noted they did not receive a direct appeal from the governor, 

raising questions about whether he should have worked earlier to personally line up the votes. 

"I haven't gotten a personal phone call from the governor, no," as of midday Wednesday, Salas said. 

Brown ultimately spoke to Salas on Wednesday afternoon. 

Others spoke with Brown too. The governor spoke privately with two Democratic senators who 

remained uncommitted Wednesday. One of them, state Sen. Steve Glazer (D-Orinda), was Brown’s 

former campaign manager. 

Assemblyman Matt Dababneh (D-Encino) said he raised his constituents' concerns about costs with 

Brown in a Wednesday caucus meeting of Democrats. 

"The governor is very genuine. I feel like he made a really humble case based on his experience in 

government, which is far greater than any of ours," Dababneh said. 

The eleventh-hour scramble for votes exposed the fractures between Democrats — though unlike in 

past legislative battles, many of the transportation fault lines are more regional than ideological. 

The informally organized but powerful group of business-friendly Democrats, who self-identify as 

moderates, were not planning to vote as a bloc on the package. Some "mods," including Oakley 

Democratic Assemblyman Jim Frazier, who helped shepherd the proposal, are on board. Others 

including Salas, remained on the fence in the final hours of negotiations. 

"I'm approaching this as the representative from Bakersfield," said Salas, a co-chair of the moderate 

group. "I have to think of the fact that in my district, people have to drive a distance to drop their kids 

off to school. They have to drive a further distance even to go to work. And does this transportation plan 

take into account the distance that they travel in rural areas?" 

Liberal Democrats, on the other hand, complained of a concession on pollution standards designed to 

woo those business-aligned Democrats. And a handful of Central Valley lawmakers recoiled when 

agriculture interest groups announced their opposition due to the rise in fuel costs. 

http://www.latimes.com/politics/la-pol-sac-transportation-deal-taxes-fees-20170329-story.html
http://www.latimes.com/politics/essential/la-pol-ca-essential-politics-updates-california-farming-groups-oppose-gas-1491331039-htmlstory.html


For some, the effort to pull off a historic and long-term infrastructure plan evokes the era of Brown’s 

father, the late Gov. Edmund “Pat” Brown, who in 1959 labored to win legislative support for the 

historic State Water Project. But there are key differences in style between father and son, said Ethan 

Rarick, a biographer of Pat Brown. 

“[Pat Brown] twisted arms to get individual votes,” said Rarick, who is associate director of UC 

Berkeley’s Institute of Governmental Studies. “Jerry is more intellectual, less of a back-slapper. Pat 

worked every room he ever walked into.” 

Rarick said the two men also governed in decidedly different political realities. 

“People had more faith in government to do good things [in the earlier era],” he said. “It was easier for 

politicians to say, ‘I’m in favor of a big public project.’” 

And it’s doubtful the younger Brown, who turns 79 on Friday , sees his own crusade to improve the 

state’s transportation infrastructure as a defining moment of his legacy. 

“It’s really hard for a state politician to be remembered,” the governor said Monday night at an event to 

honor the late Republican state Sen. Ken Maddy of Fresno. “Most of you are going to be completely 

forgotten.” 

Funding for roads and highways has remained one of the most glaring failures of state lawmakers in the 

last few years. Brown called a special legislative session on transportation in late spring 2015 in hopes 

that it would focus the Legislature on the issue. But debate over new taxes has proved a perennial road 

block. And few will be surprised if the governor has to wait for a final vote on the tax-and-fee plan until 

later this year. 

Brown suggested this week that he’s far from impatient. 

“You’ve got a guy who’s going nowhere,” he quipped to senators at Monday’s hearing, acknowledging 

the near-end of his storied political career. “I have no future, I only have a past. So I’m willing to do it.” 

LA Times 

 

Roads, streets gain funds from new sales tax 

Money won’t be available for local projects until late 2017 

 

Purchases in Santa Clara County just became a little more expensive with the new half-cent 

Measure B sales tax going into effect April 1. 

Those funds will jumpstart the Valley Transportation Authority’s 30-year collection of more 

funds to fix potholes, upgrade highway interchanges, build expressways, improve bus and 

Caltrain service and complete other transportation efforts. 

http://www.morganhilltimes.com/news/roads-streets-gain-funds-from-new-sales-tax/article_cb77e832-1a53-11e7-86c8-4bc9de44790a.html


In Morgan Hill, the biggest windfalls from the new sales tax—passed by voters in November 

2016 as Measure B—will come in the form of $800,000 annually for basic roads and streets 

maintenance/upgrades, and about $9.5 million for the long-needed Santa Teresa 

Boulevard/Hale Avenue extension on the west side of town. 

Other Measure B funds potentially disbursed to Morgan Hill could help improve 

pedestrian/bicycle safety and mobility, add more bus lines to the area and bring more Caltrain 

service to local residents, according to city staff. 

But the funds won’t start rolling in for at least four months, as VTA staff and representatives, 

with the help of a citizens oversight committee and officials from 15 cities in the county who 

will benefit from the tax, will spend the next quarter drafting a detailed plan for the 

expenditure of the funds. 

“By the end of the quarter, we’ll be able to start getting money out to the cities so they can 

start using it on road repair,” said Morgan Hill Mayor Pro Tem Larry Carr, who sits on the VTA 

board of directors. 

VTA expects to receive its first payment of Measure B sales tax in June. The board is scheduled 

to adopt a “final draft program” for Measure B, as well as a budget allocation for 2018-19, by 

the end of June, according to the VTA website. 

Measure B is projected to raise between $6 billion and $6.5 billion countywide for 

transportation infrastructure improvements over the next 30 years. Funding is divided into nine 

categories, not all of which will directly impact Morgan Hill: 

• $1.5 billion for the BART extension to downtown San Jose; 

• $250 million for bicycle/pedestrian mobility and safety improvements; 

• $314 million for Caltrain capacity improvements; 

• $700 million for Caltrain grade separations; 

• $750 million for county expressways (including the Santa Teresa/Hale extension in Morgan 

Hill); 

• $750 million for highway interchanges; 

• $1.2 billion for local streets and roads (including $800,000 annually for Morgan Hill); 

• $350 million for State Route 85 corridor congestion relief and noise abatement; 

• $500 million for public transit operations. 

Need is desperate 

The drafters of Measure B used a formula based on each city’s population and roadway miles to 

determine their annual allocation from the new sales tax funds. In Morgan Hill, that amount 



comes to $800,000 annually, though the first full annual allocation likely won’t come until next 

fiscal year. 

The city currently spends just more than $2 million per year on street maintenance, but officials 

have declared they need to spend at least $5.8 million just to maintain roadway infrastructure 

in its current citywide condition. 

With Measure B and possible new gas tax funding proposed last week by the governor, city 

officials are optimistic about future pothole repair and other maintenance projects. The new 

gas taxes, which have yet to be approved by the state legislature, could bring another $1.4 

million annually to Morgan Hill for streets infrastructure, Carr said. 

“That’s the closest we’ve come to the state doing something” to repair roads and streets, Carr 

added. 

Unexpectedly to Carr and other officials, shortly after Measure B was approved, VTA suggested 

the annual funds for maintenance and pothole repair could come in the form of a 

reimbursement, rather than an up-front distribution. 

“I’ve heard concerns about that,” Carr said. “It’s not the way most cities or I were thinking 

about it when supporting the measure last fall.” 

He added that he thinks the City of Morgan Hill can afford to work with that proposal if it 

becomes the rule, but admits it would be easier for cities to receive the funds before spending 

them. 

Westside bypass funding on the way 

Another vital transportation need in Morgan Hill is the extension of the Santa Teresa 

Boulevard/Hale Avenue corridor on the west side of town. This project has been in the pre-

planning stages for decades, with viable funding having dried up over the years. 

The “county expressways” category of Measure B projects would provide about 70 percent of 

the city’s cost to extend Santa Teresa Boulevard from the intersection of Hale and West Main 

Avenues, to the intersection of Spring and DeWitt avenues. This funding amounts to about $9.5 

million, with the city kicking in the remaining $4 million or so. 

Together, these sums will cover design, right-of-way acquisition, environmental studies and 

construction, according to Morgan Hill Public Works Director Karl Bjarke. 

When deciding how to spend these expressway funds countywide, the VTA board will give 

preference to projects that are “shovel ready,” added Morgan Hill Finance Director Christina 

Turner. She sits on the Measure B Technical Advisory Committee with Bjarke and 

representatives of the 15 other cities that are slated to benefit from Measure B. 



Bjarke added the city’s portion of the Santa Teresa/Hale extension will be “100 percent 

designed” in May. After that, private property purchases for the new roadway’s right-of-way 

will proceed, and Bjarke expects the project to be shovel ready by the middle of 2018. 

There is also a county portion of the Santa Teresa/Hale extension, which will extend the 

roadway from DeWitt and Spring Avenue to Sunnyside and West Edmundson Avenue. This 

project, projected to cost about $8 million, is also on the list of Measure B expressway projects. 

Together, these two extensions will create a seamless bypass around the west side of 

downtown Morgan Hill—something that residents and city planners have identified as key to 

solving the area’s worsening congestion problems. 

Morgan Hill Times 
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Union Pacific to Invest $180 Million in its California Rail Infrastructure 

06 Apr 2017 | Railway News 

Americas Business 

Union Pacific is boosting safety and efficiency with an approximately $180 million infrastructure 

investment in California this year. Projects funded by Union Pacific benefit California’s overall 

transportation infrastructure without taxpayer funds. 

California Rail Infrastructure 

Union Pacific’s investment plan funds a range of initiatives: $149.6 million to maintain railroad track 

and $20.7 million to maintain bridges in the state. Key projects planned this year include: 

 $12.5 million investment in the rail line between Visalia and Delano to replace 28 miles of rail. 

 $7.9 million investment in the rail line north of Winterhaven, California, to replace 18 miles of 

rail. 

 $9.1 million investment in the West Colton Bowl Track project. 

Wes Lujan, Union Pacific vice president – Public Affairs, Western Region, said: 

Union Pacific’s targeted investments fund projects that strengthen our railroad tracks, increase safety 

and minimize delays as trains travel through communities across California. 

Maintaining a healthy railroad is the foundation of our ability to serve customers and communities 

across the state. 

Union Pacific’s Investment Strategy 

https://railway-news.com/union-pacific-invest-180-million-california-rail-infrastructure/


This year’s planned $180 million capital expenditure in California is part of an ongoing investment 

strategy. From 2012 to 2016, Union Pacific invested more than $976 million strengthening California’s 

transportation infrastructure. 

Union Pacific plans to spend $3.1 billion across its network this year. The company has invested $51 

billion since 2000, contributing to a 40% decrease in derailments during the same time frame. 

Original article © Union Pacific. 

FOR ALL THE LATEST INFORMATION, NEWS, IMAGES, VIDEOS AND ARTICLES ON ALL ASPECTS OF 

INFRASTRUCTURE, PLEASE CLICK HERE.  
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Roadshow: Los Gatos’ beach traffic woes have started already 

 

Q Oh nooooo, it’s started again! Late Saturday morning, I decided to head to Los Gatos for 

lunch. I thought a nice drive down Winchester Boulevard would be just the thing. But 5 miles’ 

worth of other drivers decided to avoid the traffic jam on Highway 17 and take that route, too. I 

feel sorry for downtown Los Gatos businesses and the residents on those Waze-recommended 

routes. 

So how is Los Gatos going to tackle the problem this year? Do town leaders and the CHP have 

any new tricks to try? Hope so because it’s only the first week of April, and we probably have six 

months of this mess ahead of us. 

C.M. 

San Jose 

 

A We should know soon. The town is working on a design that will make it easier to close 

southbound Santa Cruz Avenue to discourage beach-bound drivers from trying to beat backups 

on Highway 17 by cutting through streets in Los Gatos. 

Until then, look for the closure of South Santa Cruz Avenue on weekends and holidays from 

Memorial Day through Labor Day like last year. 

Matt-the-Town-Traffic-Man said “last year’s experiences provided significant relief” to the 

residents and businesses south of Highway 9. 

Q I have a question about the intersection of Leigh and Campbell avenues where city officials 

are talking about banning through traffic on Campbell and left turns onto Leigh due to the many 

collisions at this intersection. 

http://www.up.com/media/releases/170405-california-investment.htm
https://railway-news.com/directories-category/infrastructure/
http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/04/06/roadshow-los-gatos-warm-weather-traffic-woes-begin-anew/


There’s an obvious method of reducing collisions: Make it a four-way stop. If they do, that 

problem intersection won’t be a problem anymore. Can you look into this please? 

Steve Tidd 

San Jose 

A I have, and a four-way stop is not the solution. State traffic guidelines recommend four-way 

stops at intersections where traffic is approximately equal from all directions. That’s not the 

case here. 

Campbell Avenue carries approximately one-tenth of the traffic that Leigh carries. Requiring all 

Leigh traffic to stop 24/7 — even when there is no traffic on Campbell Avenue — would 

increase congestion, backups, noise, air pollution and the possibility of more rear-end crashes. 

Plus, here is what often happens. Motorists on Leigh may begin to ignore the stop signs and roll 

through the intersection. 

A few years ago the city secured a federal grant that would have paid 90 percent of the cost of 

a traffic signal at this intersection, but residents opposed the installation, fearing it would lead 

to cut-throughs on Campbell Avenue. The city then forfeited the grant. But over the years 

collisions have continued to occur here. 

Q I have spent just over $3,000 to repair front-end damage to my car, not to mention four nice 

chips in my windshield and several paint chips on my hood and front fenders. Repave our roads 

smooth like a baby’s bottom. 

Mike D’Amelio 

San Jose 

A May all our roads be that smooth. 

Follow Gary Richards at Twitter.com/mrroadshow, look for him at Facebook.com/mr.roadshow 

or contact him at mrroadshow@bayareanewsgroup.com. 

Bay Bridge bike path set to open on weekdays May 5 

By Michael Bodley, San Francisco Chronicle and Michael Cabanatuan 

 Updated 9:38 pm, Wednesday, April 5, 2017 

 

Bike riders won’t have to wait much longer to pedal across the Bay Bridge eastern span to 

Yerba Buena Island on weekdays. Caltrans has agreed to open the bridge bike path early next 

month Monday through Friday during daylight hours, The Chronicle has learned. 

http://www.sfgate.com/bayarea/article/Bay-Bridge-bike-path-set-to-open-on-weekdays-May-5-11053674.php
http://www.sfgate.com/author/michael-bodley/
http://www.sfgate.com/author/michael-cabanatuan/


The 2.2-mile path has been accessible to pedestrians and bike riders on weekends, but Caltrans 

spokesman Bob Haus said the long-delayed opening on weekdays has been held up by the 

ongoing demolition of the old eastern span of the bridge, as well as the completion of a plaza 

on Yerba Buena Island’s Vista Point. 

The new eastern span from Oakland to Yerba Buena opened to the public more than 3½ years 

ago. But a promise to have the bike and pedestrian path available 24 hours a day, every day, 

was put on hold. 

AMay 5 weekday opening is tentative and contingent on the construction, Haus said. A full-

blown 24/7 opening awaits the resolution of a number of related issues, he said. 

The last standing truss of the old bridge span was demolished last week, taking care of one 

obstacle. But the opening, Haus said, then “was really dependent” on when the plaza at Vista 

Point was going to be done. 

 

http://www.sfgate.com/bayarea/article/Bay-Bridge-bike-path-set-to-open-on-weekdays-May-

5-11053674.php 
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Opponents of Gov. Brown's transportation plan say road money has been 

misused in the past — they're wrong 

 

The chief argument against raising taxes on motorists to pay for road repairs is that Sacramento 

Democrats can’t be trusted. 

They have a rotten history, Republicans contend, of stealing the drivers’ tax money and 

spending it on nontransportation goodies. 

And that argument is basically bunkum. 

http://www.sfchronicle.com/bayarea/article/Never-on-weekdays-Bay-Bridge-bike-pedestrian-10987826.php
http://www.sfgate.com/bayarea/article/Bay-Bridge-bike-path-set-to-open-on-weekdays-May-5-11053674.php
http://www.sfgate.com/bayarea/article/Bay-Bridge-bike-path-set-to-open-on-weekdays-May-5-11053674.php
http://www.latimes.com/politics/la-pol-sac-skelton-transportation-plan-opposition-20170406-story.html
http://www.latimes.com/politics/la-pol-sac-skelton-transportation-plan-opposition-20170406-story.html


It’s a convenient excuse to vote against unpopular tax hikes. It plays well with the public’s 

perpetual-but-rising mistrust of government. And more than that, it feeds the natural desire of 

people to make someone else pay for things they want. 

Gov. Jerry Brown is trying to patch up roads — and correct past mistakes — before term limits 

oust him after next year. 

Brown admits he didn’t pay enough attention to road construction his first time as governor 

from 1975 to 1983. In fact, many blame Brown for starting the erosion of our once-superb 

highway system. 

“I didn’t realize how much our roads and infrastructure … cost,” Brown said in a rare 

gubernatorial appearance before a legislative committee Monday. “Since that time there has 

been a continued deterioration.” 

Brown also noted the irony of it all: “When I was governor [the first time], it was the 

Republicans who were beating down my door for a gas tax. That time, they wanted to do 5 

cents. I said, ‘No, we’ll let you have 2.’ So the shoe is on the other foot now.” 

The last time the Legislature raised the gas tax was when a Republican governor, George 

Deukmejian, pushed for it. That was in 1989. Now there apparently is no Republican in the 

Capitol who will even think about voting for Brown’s proposed tax hike. 

The tax boost roughly a quarter-century ago wasn’t adjustable for inflation, so now it buys 

about half as much concrete. Also, motorists are pumping fewer gallons because today’s 

vehicles are more fuel-efficient. Consequently, the state has a huge backlog of needed repairs 

and not enough money. 

“I have a chart here,” Brown told the Assembly Transportation Committee, pointing to it. 

“The red line, $8 billion going to $9.2 billion — that is the [annual] needs. Here’s what we’re 

spending, down here at $2.5 billion. That’s a gap. What I’m telling you is whether you’re a 

Republican or Democrat, or a man or a woman, that gap is real … a huge gap that is getting 

bigger. It’s a very simple proposition. Pay now or pay later — and pay a hell of a lot more.” 



Brown and Democratic legislative leaders are proposing to raise motorists’ taxes by $5.2 billion 

annually. 

They want to increase the gas tax by 12 cents per gallon and diesel by 20 cents. They’d hike the 

diesel sales tax by 4 percentage points. There’d be a new annual fee on vehicles based on their 

worth, ranging from $25 to $175. And electric cars that don’t burn gas would be assessed $100 

annually. 

Here’s how all that would be spent: 65% on fixing state and local roads, 20% for transit, a 

portion for improving truck access around ports and some for bicycle and pedestrian lanes. 

Also, there’d be a constitutional amendment to prevent any of that new money from being 

spent on anything but transportation. 

Democrats wanted to get it passed by Thursday before everyone takes off on spring break. 

Friday is also Brown’s birthday — maybe coincidentally, maybe not. But the tax legislation 

needs a two-thirds vote in both houses, and passage wasn’t looking very promising late 

Wednesday. Even some Democrats were holding out, looking for backroom deals. 

Updates from Sacramento » 

This is a typical Republican response from Sen. Scott Wilk of Antelope Valley, who represents 

many long-commuters who buy gas by the barrel: 

“Californians already pay the highest taxes in the nation toward our roads, but Democrats in 

the Legislature have redirected, repurposed and redistributed our money to pork-barrel 

projects and gubernatorial pipe dreams like high-speed rail, rather than taking action on failing 

roads.” 

OK, one at a time. 

California’s combined gas tax and fees ranks eighth in the nation, not first, according to the 

Federation of Tax Administrators. 

http://www.latimes.com/essentialpolitics


No transportation money has been redistributed to high-speed rail. (But, yes, it is a pipe 

dream.) 

As for redirecting the money to “pork-barrel projects,” that’s the real bunkum. 

A brief history: 

Highway funding had always been financed strictly by user fees — taxes at the pump, truck 

weight fees, registrations — until 2000. The state was rolling in money so Gov. Gray Davis 

decided to spend $2 billion from the general fund on one-time transportation projects. 

Whoops! The general fund started running short. So two years later, the general fund 

“borrowed” back $1.2 billion from Caltrans, which got the money as a gift in the first place. The 

state still owes $706 million. Under Brown’s legislation, it would be paid back in three years. 

Then there are the truck weight fees. Lobbied by Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger, voters in 2006 

voted to borrow nearly $20 billion for transportation infrastructure. Those bonds were to be 

paid off by — big mistake — the general fund, which feeds off income, sales and business taxes. 

But when the recession hit and the general fund was bleeding tens of billions in red ink, 

Democrats grabbed $1 billion annually in weight fees and used the money to repay the 

transportation bonds. But it was still being spent on transportation. 

“We all have our politics, but at some point you have to look truth in the eye,” Brown told 

committee members. 

That’s probably asking way too much these days: To look truth in the eye. 

http://www.latimes.com/politics/la-pol-sac-skelton-transportation-plan-opposition-20170406-

story.html 
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From: Board Secretary  

Sent: Friday, April 07, 2017 8:33 AM 

To: VTA Board of Directors 

Subject: State Legislature passed SB 1, the Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017 

VTA Board of Directors: 

The state legislature passed SB 1 (Beall) the first major transportation spending bill in two years.  With a 

major push from Governor Brown, the bill passed the State Senate 27 – 11 and the State Assembly 54 – 

26 achieving the super majority needed for passage.  An accompanying constitutional amendment 

protecting transportation funding from future diversions also passed both houses.  That measure goes 

before the voters in 2018.  Following is the link to KQED’s 

report:  https://ww2.kqed.org/news/2017/04/06/in-big-win-for-gov-brown-state-legislature-oks-major-

transportation-plan/ 

This is a major political victory for the governor and Sen. Jim Beall, the bill’s author and major force in 

achieving this victory for transportation infrastructure.  The entire Bay Area delegation supported this 

effort and deserve our thanks. 

Yesterday also saw the state appellate court uphold the validity of Cap and Trade.  In ruling 2 -1 against 

the suit brought by the California Chamber of Commerce they relieved a great deal of the uncertainty 

over this important transportation funding source.  According to news sources the Chamber is 

considering its options at this point. 

 
Jim Lawson 
Director Government & Public Relations 
 

Board Secretary’s Office 

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 

3331 North First Street, Building B 

San Jose, CA 95134-1927 

Phone 408-321-5680 

board.secretary@vta.org 

 

 

 

https://ww2.kqed.org/news/2017/04/06/in-big-win-for-gov-brown-state-legislature-oks-major-transportation-plan/
https://ww2.kqed.org/news/2017/04/06/in-big-win-for-gov-brown-state-legislature-oks-major-transportation-plan/
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From: Board Secretary  
Sent: Friday, April 07, 2017 2:28 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: From VTA: April 7 Media Clips  
 

 
 

VTA Daily News Coverage Friday, April 7, 2017 

  

1. San Jose: VTA bus and car collide outside City Hall 

2. Apply for Measure B oversight committee by April 21 

3. After Long Day (And Night), Legislature Passes Transportation Deal 
4. Disabled Riders Sue BART Over Lack Of 'Full, Equal' Access 

5. Roadshow: Has I-80 Smart Corridor made an impact yet? 

6. California Legislature votes to raise gas taxes, vehicle fees by $5.2 billion a 

year for road repairs and transit 

7. California Lawmakers Approve Taxes and Fees for Roads 

8. California's $54B Road Improvement To Benefit Construction Stocks (SUM, 

ACM) 

9. How not to create traffic jams, pollution and urban sprawl 

10. Aguiar-Curry Votes to Fund Crumbling State and Local Transportation 

Infrastructure 

11. California Lawmakers Approve Gas Tax To Pay For $52 Billion Infrastructure 

Plan 

  

San Jose: VTA bus and car collide outside City Hall 

SAN JOSE — A Valley Transportation Authority bus and a car collided outside City Hall on Thursday 

morning, sending the car into the civic plaza, according to authorities and witnesses. 

The crash occurred around 10:10 a.m. involving a Honda Civic southbound on Fourth Street and a bus 

eastbound on Santa Clara Street. The impact caused the Honda to spin into an open area outside the 

City Hall rotunda, knocking over a fire hydrant in the process. 

http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/04/06/san-jose-vta-bus-and-car-collide-outside-city-hall/


The adult female Honda driver was alert and talking to emergency personnel from the San Jose Fire 

Department. 

No one aboard the bus was injured. A relay bus was dispatched to the scene so they could continue on 

their route. 

http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/04/06/san-jose-vta-bus-and-car-collide-outside-city-hall/ 

Apply for Measure B oversight committee by April 21 

Any residents interested in helping to keep officials accountable in the expenditure of the Santa 

Clara Valley Transportation Authority Measure B sales tax funds can apply to be a member of 

the Measure B Citizens Oversight Committee. VTA is seeking eight candidates for this 

committee, and applications must be submitted by April 21. Each committee member will serve 

a four-year term. 

Measure B is a half-cent, 30-year sales tax collected throughout the county that will fund a 

variety of transportation infrastructure improvements. The tax, approved by voters in 

November 2016, is projected to collect between $6 billion and $6.5 billion to fund these 

improvements. 

The committee will “audit and report on the performance of VTA and the various project 

sponsors to ensure the funds are being expended consistent with the approved programs,” 

according to the committee description. To apply for the Citizens Oversight Committee or learn 

more, visit vta.org. 

http://www.morganhilltimes.com/news/apply-for-measure-b-oversight-committee-by-

april/article_b4b3b7f2-1b1b-11e7-8819-332f5d73eafa.html 

  

Back to Top 

  

After Long Day (And Night), Legislature Passes Transportation Deal 

  

Ben Adler  

Friday, April 7, 2017 | Sacramento, CA | Permalink 

Raising gas taxes and vehicle fees is about the least popular thing a California politician can do. 
Just ask former Gov. Gray Davis, who was recalled after raising what Arnold Schwarzenegger 
dubbed the “car tax.” 

  

So it took the full negotiating power of Gov. Jerry Brown and Democratic legislative leaders to 
push their transportation funding measure across the finish line Thursday. 

http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/04/06/san-jose-vta-bus-and-car-collide-outside-city-hall/
http://www.morganhilltimes.com/news/apply-for-measure-b-oversight-committee-by-april/article_b4b3b7f2-1b1b-11e7-8819-332f5d73eafa.html
http://www.morganhilltimes.com/news/apply-for-measure-b-oversight-committee-by-april/article_b4b3b7f2-1b1b-11e7-8819-332f5d73eafa.html
http://www.morganhilltimes.com/news/apply-for-measure-b-oversight-committee-by-april/article_b4b3b7f2-1b1b-11e7-8819-332f5d73eafa.html
http://www.capradio.org/articles/2017/04/07/after-long-day-(and-night),-legislature-passes-transportation-deal/


  

(If you missed it, here's our live blog of the day's events) 

  

Just hours before the scheduled vote on the transportation funding deal, a new bill emerged 
with a billion dollars in earmarks for the Central Valley and Inland Empire – two regions that 
often lose out to big cities in the Bay Area and Southern California. 

  

Asm. Adam Gray (D-Merced) made no bones about his deal-making to extend commuter rail 
from the Bay Area to his district. 

  

“It’s protected money, dedicated to transportation, specific projects that we can point to in our 
community, and it gives the valley access to some of this transit,” Gray said a few hours before 
the vote. 

  

The new gas taxes and vehicle fees will raise an estimated $52 billion over the first decade for 
road repairs, public transit and other transportation projects. 

  

When the bill came up for debate, Republicans slammed it. Sen. Janet Nguyen (R-Garden 
Grove) spoke of the hardships the tax and fee increases will impose on poor and middle-class 
Californians. 

  

“I don’t want them to have to live through what I did, when my parents had to choose between 
making sure that they could get to work, or buy a gallon of milk for my siblings and I,” Nguyen 
said. 

  

But with crucial support from one Republican, Sen. Anthony Cannella (R-Ceres), Democrats 
used their supermajorities to muscle the bill past the two-thirds threshold to raise taxes and 
fees – without a single vote to spare. 

  

Afterwards, Brown and a bunch of triumphant lawmakers emerged from the governor’s office 
to take a victory lap. 

  

“Tonight, we did something to fix the roads of California,” Brown said. 

  

And he defended the deals he cut to get the measure through: “Sometimes these bills that take 
all these different arrangements and compromises help the very people that we came here to 
serve.” 

  



It was an early birthday present for the oldest governor in California history, who turns 79 
Friday. 

  

http://www.capradio.org/articles/2017/04/07/after-long-day-(and-night),-legislature-passes-

transportation-deal/ 
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Disabled Riders Sue BART Over Lack Of 'Full, Equal' Access 

BREAKING: Transit officials said they share same concerns and are working toward clean-up, 

improvements and upgrades. 

By Susan C. Schena (Patch Staff) - April 7, 2017 11:42 am ET  
  
  
EAST BAY, CA – BART officials responded to a federal discrimination lawsuit filed by disabled 

transit riders Wednesday by saying they share the passengers' concerns and are trying to work 

on the problems. 

"The quality-of-life and maintenance matters outlined in the plaintiffs' complaint are areas of 

concern subject to ongoing action at BART," the transit agency said in a statement from its 

Oakland headquarters Wednesday evening. 

"We share the frustration of the Disability Rights Advocates legal group, but are disappointed 

our program of capital improvement is being met with litigation," the statement said. 

The lawsuit was filed in federal court in San Francisco by lawyers from Berkeley-based Disability 

Rights Advocates and San Francisco-based Legal Aid at Work on behalf of two passengers and 

two advocacy groups. 

It charges that BART fails to provide accessible service to mobility-impaired passengers because 

it has broken elevators, elevators soiled with human waste, non-functioning escalators and 

broken accessible fare gates. 

"For decades, people with disabilities have been denied full and equal access to BART's stations 

and services that federal and state disability rights laws seek to guarantee," the lawsuit claims. 

Disability Rights Advocates attorney Rebecca Williford said in a statement, "BART is 

perpetuating a discriminatory transportation system, right here in the birthplace of the 

disability rights movement." 

The lawsuit alleges that BART's failure to provide equal access to disabled people violates the 

U.S. Americans with Disabilities Act and Rehabilitation Act and California civil rights law. 

http://www.capradio.org/articles/2017/04/07/after-long-day-(and-night),-legislature-passes-transportation-deal/
http://www.capradio.org/articles/2017/04/07/after-long-day-(and-night),-legislature-passes-transportation-deal/
https://patch.com/california/pleasanton/disabled-riders-sue-bart-over-lack-full-equal-access
https://patch.com/users/susan-c-schena5f2639ca489673e3efe4d6587b6f868fbbce9e45b4b04dba4e9677f47ec0ff3e


The plaintiffs are the San Francisco-based Senior and Disability Action; the Independent Living 

Resource Center of San Francisco; Ian Smith of Oakland, who uses a motorized wheelchair; and 

Pi Ra of Oakland, who has complications of diabetes and needs to use a variety of mobility aids, 

including crutches and a knee scooter. 

The lawsuit seeks to be certified as a class action on behalf of all mobility-impaired passengers 

who are denied equal access to the transit system. It seeks an injunction requiring BART to 

make its system fully functioning and accessible to disabled people. 

BART said in the statement that it is in the midst of "an aggressive $16.3 million escalator and 

elevator improvement agenda" and has also earmarked $190 million of a recently approved 

BART bond for access improvements in downtown San Francisco stations. 

It said it has hired more crews to work on cleaning up after homeless people and "is working 

with local agencies to help address the complexities of homeless people in our stations. 

BART said the primary reason for recent elevator outages is floor replacement, which is due to 

be completed in May. The agency said it provides announcements of elevator outages and that 

passengers can call for a shuttle ride to a station with working elevators. 

The lawsuit alleges, however, that "the vast majority of these outages are unplanned" and that 

the agency does not consistently provide accurate notice of outages. 

Mobility-impaired riders must sometimes use four elevators to complete a single one-way BART 

trip. Just one broken elevator within that set can block a disabled passenger from getting to 

work, a meeting or an appointment, the lawsuit says. 

The case was assigned to U.S. District Vince Chhabria of San Francisco. 

https://patch.com/california/pleasanton/disabled-riders-sue-bart-over-lack-full-equal-access 
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Roadshow: Has I-80 Smart Corridor made an impact yet? 

Gary Richards  

Q What is going on with the Smart Corridor on Interstate 80 in the East Bay? I think everyone 

who drives the corridor, fan or skeptic, was hopeful that this system would help the situation. 

My concern is that I can’t point to any positive signs. 

Anecdotally, traffic has not improved. I have not seen any news about Smart 80, let alone 

positive news, since last fall. I have only seen the overhead signs utilized once, and they were 

telling us to go 30 mph while in standstill traffic. 

My intent is not to gripe or place any blame. I am confident that all involved have committed 

their best. I would love to be contradicted and proven wrong. Should we stop hoping? 

https://patch.com/california/pleasanton/disabled-riders-sue-bart-over-lack-full-equal-access
http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/04/07/roadshow-has-i-80-smart-corridor-made-an-impact-yet/
http://www.mercurynews.com/author/gary-richards/


Rich Autz 

Benicia 

A Never stop hoping. We should have more information on the impact of the $79 million “smart 

highway” project that runs for 20 miles from the Carquinez Bridge to the Bay Bridge late this 

year when more data is collected. Not all signals on local streets have been connected to the 

flow of traffic on the freeway. 

This stretch of I-80 has approximately 25 accidents per week, a rate twice as high as the 

statewide average for comparable highways (such as I-405 in Southern California) and where on 

nasty days it can take two hours to go 20 miles. The goal is a decrease in secondary accidents of 

at least 10 percent. Secondary accidents occur when there is a crash and a sudden slowdown, 

leading to a follow-up crash. 

Under the Smart Corridor strategy, when the freeway bogs down, overhead signs post lower advisory 

speed limits and divert traffic to key streets; signals are adjusted to handle that extra traffic. 

From last September, when the corridor was activated, through February, signs have been used 106 

times to warn drivers of blocked lanes or other incidents. 

Q Can you explain why the metering lights on I-80 are set at different intervals? The lights at Ashby 

Avenue in Berkeley are set at about five-second intervals while the lights at Appian Way in Pinole were 

set at 15-second intervals recently — and traffic was going the speed limit! 

Melanie Andersen 

Crockett 

A. The meters adjust to conditions throughout the day and the rate fluctuates based on not only traffic 

on I-80 but also on the ramps. There’s quite a bit of traffic demand at the ramps in the Berkeley area, 

including Ashby. To minimize traffic impacts in nearby cities, Caltrans cycles those meters faster during 

commute periods. 

In comparison, the ramp at Appian typically experiences less demand during the commute. So the 

cycling rate is a bit slower to ensure the freeway flow is efficient. 

Q Thank you for alerting drivers to the serious hazard on the ramp from Highway 85 to 101 in South San 

Jose. The ride is jarring, to say the least! The first time I drove 85 north past the flyover carpool lane, our 

new, hyper-vigilant Volvo SUV went nuts! Lights flashed and the seat belt slapped painfully tight over my 

chest! On my frequent trips there I now hold the belt away from me. 

Dina Black 

A That’s not good. The big dip will be taken care of soon, we hope. 

Follow Gary Richards at Facebook.com/mr.roadshow or contact him at 

mrroadshow@bayareanewsgroup.com. 

http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/04/07/roadshow-has-i-80-smart-corridor-made-an-impact-yet/ 
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California Legislature votes to raise gas taxes, vehicle fees by $5.2 

billion a year for road repairs and transit 

Patrick McGreevy and Melanie Mason - Contact Reporters 

After a week of fierce debate between opposing interests, the state Legislature on Thursday 

approved a plan to raise gas taxes and vehicle fees by $5.2 billion a year to pay for the repair of 

California’s pothole-ridden, decaying system of roads, highways and bridges. 

The bill squeaked through the Senate on a 27-11 vote and cleared the Assembly with 54 votes, 

the bare minimum required in both houses. 

The measure sparked suspenseful wrangling in the waning hours of Thursday, with Assembly 

Democrats initially three votes short of securing the two-thirds threshold needed to approve a 

new tax. Ultimately, all but one Assembly Democrat, Assemblyman Rudy Salas (D-Bakersfield), 

backed the bill. 

The plan was forcefully pushed by Gov. Jerry Brown as a necessary response to 23 years 

without a gas tax increase, which has resulted in a backlog of $130 billion in repair and 

replacement projects throughout the state. 

"The Democratic Party is the party of doing things, and tonight we did something to fix the 

roads of California,” Brown said after the vote. 

State Sen. Jim Beall (D-San Jose) said his bill will boost the economy and fix a crumbling road 

system that is unsafe. 

"If we are able to have better maintained roads, we could prevent accidents and deaths and 

help have a better outcome in terms of traffic congestion," Beall said during the two-hour floor 

debate. 

Senate President Pro Tem Kevin de León (D-Los Angeles), who negotiated the package with 

Brown and other Senate and Assembly leaders, said the state’s roads have suffered from 

decades of neglect and must be addressed. 

“Sooner or later, you have to pay that bill,” he said. “And let's do it now, and let's do it pay as 

you go.” 

Brown and the legislative leaders set a self-imposed deadline for action on the bill by Thursday 

before the Legislature’s spring recess. 

Democratic Sen. Steve Glazer of Orinda voted against the bill, saying his constituents were 

against higher taxes as proposed by a 2-1 margin. But Brown and De León persuaded 

Republican Sen. Anthony Cannella of Ceres to vote in favor of the measure, reaching the two-

thirds vote needed for passage. 

http://www.latimes.com/politics/la-pol-sac-california-gas-tax-vote-20170406-story.html
http://www.latimes.com/politics/la-pol-sac-california-gas-tax-vote-20170406-story.html


The governor and legislative leaders ended up giving nearly $1 billion to specific transportation 

projects in the districts of legislators who had been on the fence before voting for Senate Bill 1. 

Brown and De León agreed to provide $500 million for projects in Cannella’s district, including 

the extension of a commuter rail line from the Bay Area to Merced. 

“At the end of the day I asked for certain things and they delivered them, so I needed to vote 

for it,” Cannella told reporters afterward. 

Cannella described the conversations with his fellow Republicans as “very tense.” 

Assemblyman Adam Gray (D-Merced), whose district also benefits from the funds, praised the 

bill on the floor as a "package that provides new money so that the state can keep its 

commitment to local communities that need potholes filled, that needs roads built and 

maintained." 

Senate Republican leader Jean Fuller of Bakersfield criticized the Democrats for providing nearly 

$1 billion to districts as sweeteners to win votes. 

“I think it’s a very bad precedent,” Fuller said. “It just encourages people to vote for things for 

the wrong reasons.” 

The other Republicans opposed the tax increase, saying the money should instead be taken 

from a general fund that has swollen by $36 billion in recent years. They also called for diverting 

non-bond money from Brown’s proposed high-speed train project. 

Sen. Jeff Stone (R-Temecula) said the tax hikes will hurt small businesses and low-income 

families, who he said would have to choose between buying gas or food. 

  

“The state Senate tonight passed yet another tax on hardworking Californians because we 

continue to fail the people by wasting money on programs we can't afford,” Stone said after the 

vote. 

Final details were unveiled last week for the legislation, which will raise the base excise tax on 

gasoline by 12 cents per gallon, bringing it to 30 cents. Another variable excise tax will be set at 

17 cents. 

The excise tax on diesel fuel will jump 20 cents per gallon and the sales tax on diesel will go up 

four percentage points. Electric car owners will pay a $100 annual fee. 

The package also creates an annual vehicle fee ranging from $25 for cars valued at under 

$5,000, to $175 for cars worth $60,000 or more. 

About $34 billion of the first $52 billion raised will go to repairing roads, bridges, highways and 

culverts, with most of the money split 50-50 between state and local projects. 



An additional $7 billion over the first decade will go to mass transit projects. Other money will 

fund improvements to trade corridors, including the roads serving the ports of Los Angeles and 

Long Beach, and will go toward reducing congestion on the most clogged commuter routes. 

  

Updates from Sacramento » 

  

The bill was opposed by several agricultural industry groups, including the Western Growers’ 

Assn. and the California Farm Bureau Federation, whose representatives worried that the 

additional costs of fuel will be a difficult financial burden for farmers. 

Several environmental groups, including the Coalition for Clean Air, objected to a provision of 

the bill that they said ties the hands of air quality regulators who might want to adopt new rules 

to provide for cleaner operations of existing trucks. 

The California Chamber of Commerce, cities, counties and labor groups supported the measure. 

The Senate also approved a measure for the June 2018 ballot that would prohibit borrowing the 

new money for non-transportation programs. 

The arm-twisting by the governor and Democratic leaders began in earnest Wednesday 

afternoon and continued through the day Thursday. 

  

The deal to spend $500 million for transit and road construction in the northern Central Valley 

was struck at the governor’s mansion late Wednesday night and other negotiations continued 

past dawn. Later, the governor's office agreed to pump $427 million into the Riverside districts 

of Sen. Richard Roth and Assemblywoman Sabrina Cervantes, both Democrats and holdouts 

whose votes were crucial to securing passage. 

Extra effort was put into wooing Cervantes, whose defeat of an incumbent Republican last year 

makes her a prime target for the GOP to unseat in 2018. Mid-afternoon, Cervantes huddled 

with De León, Assembly Speaker Anthony Rendon (D-Paramount) and Nancy McFadden, the 

governor's top aide. 

Also present was Assemblyman Eduardo Garcia (D-Coachella), who has deep ties to Cervantes. 

Her father, Greg Cervantes, a former mayor of Coachella, was a political mentor to Garcia. 

Cervantes was absent from the Assembly floor for most of the afternoon, while lawmakers took 

up bills unrelated to transportation. 

The scrounging for votes was complicated by the sudden absence of another member, 

Assemblywoman Sharon Quirk-Silva (D-Fullerton), who went to the emergency room after 

suffering from severe weakness and nausea. 



By the time the Assembly finally took up the measure about 8:30 p.m., Assemblyman Jim 

Frazier (D-Oakley) alluded to the rocky path the transportation package had to travel. 

"Members,” Frazier said, “it's been a long, crumbling road to get where we are today." 

http://www.latimes.com/politics/la-pol-sac-california-gas-tax-vote-20170406-story.html 
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California Lawmakers Approve Taxes and Fees for Roads 

The plan approved by the California legislature to raise gas and vehicle taxes is expected to generate $5 

billion a year for road repairs. 

| April 7, 2017, at 3:41 a.m. 

By JONATHAN J. COOPER and SOPHIA BOLLAG, Associated Press 

  

SACRAMENTO, Calif. (AP) — California lawmakers on Thursday approved a $5-billion-a-year 

plan to boost California's gas and vehicle taxes to pay for major road repairs, handing a victory 

to Gov. Jerry Brown who has lobbied for years for money to fix crumbling highways and bridges. 

  

Brown and top Democratic lawmakers overcame strong opposition from environmentalists and 

anti-tax crusaders to muster the two-thirds support required to raise taxes. 

  

[MORE NEWS OF THE DAY: Hillary Clinton Calls for U.S. to Bomb Syrian Air Fields] 

  

"Tonight we did something," Brown told reporters in a hallway news conference outside his 

office. "There's real money and people can afford it...It helps bring jobs. It helps bring 

prosperity." 

  

Republicans blasted the plan to ask for more money from taxpayers in a state that already has a 

high tax burden. Some questioned why the state would raise taxes to repair its existing 

infrastructure without adding more lanes of traffic as the population swells. 

"We aren't taxing champagne and caviar here," said Sen. Ted Gaines, a Republican from El 

Dorado Hills outside Sacramento. "Transportation is a basic need to live and work and raise a 

family." 

Republicans said the state can fund road repairs with existing funds — an idea Democrats 

reject, contending it would require cuts to education and social services. 

http://www.latimes.com/politics/la-pol-sac-california-gas-tax-vote-20170406-story.html
https://www.usnews.com/news/best-states/california/articles/2017-04-06/vote-nears-for-california-gas-tax-fee-hike


"I don't think there are better options out there," Assemblyman Kevin McCarty, D-Sacramento, 

said. 

The evening votes in the Senate and Assembly capped a week of cajoling and arm-twisting by 

Brown, Assembly Speaker Anthony Rendon and Senate President Pro Tem Kevin de Leon. 

Contractors and construction unions blanketed television, radio and social media with $1 

million of ads promoting the plan and targeting undecided lawmakers. 

Brown held rallies in the districts of targeted legislators and made unusual appearances before 

two legislative committees. 

Rudy Salas, an Assemblyman from Bakersfield, was the lone Democrat in the Assembly to vote 

against the bill. After he cast his vote, a number of fellow Democrats swarmed around his desk, 

shaking their heads. "You sold them out," Assemblywoman Lorena Gonzalez-Fletcher, a 

Democrat from San Diego, told him, adding that other Democrats had made the brave decision 

to support the bill. 

Three Democrats — Al Muratsuchi of Rancho Palos Verdes, Jim Cooper of Elk Grove and Tim 

Grayson of Concord — were the last to cast their votes in the Assembly. The vote count was 

frozen three votes shy of passing for more than 10 tense minutes while lawmakers huddled on 

the floor, pressuring the trio to vote for the bill. 

Sen. Anthony Cannella of Ceres was the only Republican to support the tax hike. Democratic 

Sen. Steve Glazer of Orinda was the only Senate Democrat opposed. 

"My constituents have told me loud and clear that they want any new taxes to be spent more 

wisely and effectively," Glazer said in a statement. He lobbied unsuccessfully for a provision 

that would ban strikes by Bay Area Rapid Transit workers. 

Cannella said he voted for the bill after Brown and Democratic leaders agreed to spend $400 

million to extend a commuter train from San Jose to his Central Valley district and $100 million 

to build a parkway linking the University of California, Merced to Highway 99. 

The proposal aims to address a $59 billion backlog in deferred maintenance on state highways 

and $78 billion on local streets and roads. It's projected to raise $52.4 billion over 10 years, 

much of it to fix potholes and repair bridges but some for public transit and biking and walking 

trails. 

It would raise gas taxes by 12 cents a gallon — a 43 percent increase — and diesel taxes from 

16 cents per gallon to 36 cents. Diesel sales taxes would also rise. 

Drivers would also face a new annual fee to be paid with their vehicle registration, ranging from 

$25 to $175 depending on the value of their vehicle. The taxes and fees would rise each year 

with inflation. 

Separately, lawmakers voted to ask voters to amend the state constitution to require that the 

money be spent on transportation projects. The measure will be on the 2018 ballot. 



Republicans weren't convinced that the measure is strong enough, warning that creative 

lawyers will find a way around it. 

To win support from truckers, who face a big increase in taxes, Brown and legislative leaders 

agreed to restrict future regulations on greenhouse gas emissions related to commercial trucks. 

The change angered environmentalists, who worry it could impede regulations that indirectly 

affect truckers, such as restrictions on emissions at ports, warehouses, railyards and airports. 

"We are deeply disappointed that the Legislature chose to sacrifice our clean air plans just to 

appease one polluting industry in their haste to rush through a transportation funding bill," said 

Adrian Martinez, an attorney for Earthjustice. 

Republicans in the Assembly argued the bill doesn't do enough to guarantee existing revenue is 

spent responsibly. 

"Before we take a single dollar from Californians again that increase their taxes we have the 

duty to make sure that we first are spending every dollar they send us the best we can," said 

Assemblywoman Catharine Baker, a Bay Area Republican. "SB1 totally fails to do that." 

Associated Press writer Don Thompson contributed to this story. 

Copyright 2017 The Associated Press. All rights reserved. This material may not be published, 

broadcast, rewritten or redistributed. 

  

https://www.usnews.com/news/best-states/california/articles/2017-04-06/vote-nears-for-

california-gas-tax-fee-hike 
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California's $54B Road Improvement To Benefit Construction Stocks 

(SUM, ACM) 

By Shobhit Seth | April 7, 2017 — 7:05 AM EDT 

Late Thursday, the ambitious $54 billion plan to revamp and fix the roads and finance highway 
improvements secured clearance from both houses of the legislature in California. 

The state Senate passed the transportation plan by voting 27-11 in favor, while the Assembly 
chamber passed it with 54-26 votes. With Governor Jerry Brown already announcing to sign the 
legislation into a law, the path is cleared for big money to flow into the infrastructure sector. 

As a part of funding package, the legislation offers money for local and state projects to mend 
roads, highways and bridges. It also paves the way for financing other transportation programs of 
the state which has had around $100 billion worth of backlog for transportation requirements. 

http://www.ap.org/
https://www.usnews.com/news/best-states/california/articles/2017-04-06/vote-nears-for-california-gas-tax-fee-hike
https://www.usnews.com/news/best-states/california/articles/2017-04-06/vote-nears-for-california-gas-tax-fee-hike
http://www.investopedia.com/news/californias-54b-road-improvement-benefit-construction-stocks-sum-acm/
http://www.investopedia.com/news/californias-54b-road-improvement-benefit-construction-stocks-sum-acm/


The move is expected to generate around $5.2 billion each year through new taxes over the next 

decade, which will be achieved by increasing gasoline taxes by 12 cents per gallon to 30 cents per 

gallon in state. The state had last increased gasoline tax more than two decades ago. Additional 

money will be raised through vehicle taxes, though opponents argue that raising taxes in California, 

which already has the some of the highest gasoline prices in the country, may force some 

businesses to leave the state. (See also, Why California Is No. 1 for Headquarters.) 

 

Construction and Infra Stock To Benefit 

While California state’s infrastructure is in for the haul, the construction companies are expected to 
be the major beneficiaries who can look forward to big gains from the huge capital inflow following 
the clearance of the legislature. 

Summit Materials Inc. (SUM), a construction materials company, and Aecom (ACM), an engineering 
firm engaged in designing, building, financing and operating infrastructure assets, are two major 
beneficiaries recommended by analysts, quotes CNBC. 

Vulcan Materials Co. (VMC) a supplier of construction aggregates and a producer of asphalt mix and 
ready-mixed concrete was also recommended last week by Goldman Sachs (GS), as a beneficiary of 
the California transportation spending bill. 

Granite Construction Inc.(GVA), which already commands up to 15% share of the state highway 
spending, is also expected to reap the profits from the development.  

Follow us: Investopedia on Facebook 
 
Read more: California's $54B Road Improvement To Benefit Construction Stocks (SUM, ACM) | 
Investopedia http://www.investopedia.com/news/californias-54b-road-improvement-benefit-
construction-stocks-sum-acm/#ixzz4dZzIlvlm  
Follow us: Investopedia on Facebook 
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How not to create traffic jams, pollution and urban sprawl 

The Economist 

EVEN if the new headquarters that Apple is creating in California does not prove to be “the best 
office building in the world”, as Steve Jobs boasted shortly before his death in 2011, it will be an 
astounding sight. The main building resembles a flying saucer with a hole in the middle. 
Through its large, gently curving windows, workers will eventually look out on a wood 
containing some 7,000 carefully chosen trees. It is as though a race of high-tech beings has 
landed on a pristine planet. 

http://www.investopedia.com/news/why-california-no-1-headquarters-aapl-googl/
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And then, unfortunately, there’s the car park. For 14,000 workers, Apple is building almost 
11,000 parking spaces. Many cars will be tucked under the main building, but most will cram 
into two enormous garages to the south. Tot up all the parking spaces and the lanes and ramps 
that will allow cars to reach them, and it is clear that Apple is allocating a vast area to stationary 
vehicles. In all, the new headquarters will contain 318,000 square metres of offices and 
laboratories. The car parks will occupy 325,000 square metres. 

  

Apple is building 11,000 parking spaces not because it wants to but because Cupertino, the 
suburban city where the new headquarters is located, demands it. Cupertino has a requirement 
for every building. A developer who wants to put up a block of flats, for example, must provide 
two parking spaces per apartment, one of which must be covered. For a fast-food restaurant, 
the city demands one space for every three seats; for a bowling alley, seven spaces per lane 
plus one for every worker. Cupertino’s neighbours have similar rules. With such a surfeit of 
parking, most of it free, it is little wonder that most people get around Silicon Valley by car, or 
that the area has such appalling traffic jams. 

Parking can seem like the most humdrum concern in the world. Even planners, who thrill to 
things like zoning and floor-area ratios, find it unglamorous. But parking influences the way 
cities look, and how people travel around them, more powerfully than almost anything else. 
Many cities try to make themselves more appealing by building cycle paths and tram lines or by 
erecting swaggering buildings by famous architects. If they do not also change their parking 
policies, such efforts amount to little more than window-dressing. There is a one-word answer 
to why the streets of Los Angeles look so different from those of London, and why neither city 
resembles Tokyo: parking. 

For as long as there have been cars, there has been a need to store them when they are not 
moving—which, these days, is about 95% of the time. Washington, DC, had a parking garage in 
1907, before Ford produced its first Model T. But the most important innovation came in 1923, 
when Columbus, in Ohio, began to insist that builders of flats create parking spaces for the 
people who would live in them. “Parking minimums”, as these are known, gradually spread 
across America. Now, as the number of cars on the world’s roads continues to grow (see chart), 
they are spreading around the world. 

The codes that tell developers how much parking they must provide can be wonderfully 
revealing of local mores. In Las Vegas, “sex novelty shops” must have at least three spaces per 
1,000 square feet (93 square metres) of floor space but “adult entertainment cabarets” at least 
ten for the same area. Singapore insists on one space for every 500 niches in a columbarium—a 
place where funerary urns are stored. Chennai’s city plan calls for one parking space for every 
20 square metres of marriage hall. Perhaps unwisely, the city of Swan, in Australia, has parking 
minimums for taverns and wineries. 

Might as well do the white line 



Some developers are happy to supply parking spaces. Ryan Shear of Property Markets Group 
builds expensive flats in Miami, which are often bought by Latin Americans. He sometimes 
creates more spaces than the city requires, because his customers desire a safe place for their 
precious motors. But most developers create the number of parking spaces they are compelled 
to build and no more. In 2004 London abolished minimum parking requirements. Research by 
Zhan Guo of New York University shows that the amount of parking in new residential blocks 
promptly plunged, from an average of 1.1 spaces per flat to 0.6 spaces. The parking minimum 
had boosted supply far beyond what the market demanded. 

Water companies are not obliged to supply all the water that people would use if it were free, 
nor are power companies expected to provide all the free electricity that customers might 
want. But many cities try to provide enough spaces to meet the demand for free parking, even 
at peak times. Some base their parking minimums on the “Parking Generation Handbook”, a 
tome produced by the Institute of Transportation Engineers. This reports how many cars are 
found in the free car parks of synagogues, waterslide parks and so on when they are busiest. 

The harm caused begins with the obvious fact that parking takes up a lot of room. A typical 
space is 12-15 square metres; add the necessary access lanes and the space per car roughly 
doubles. For comparison, this summer The Economist will move into a building in central 
London where it is assumed each employee will have ten square metres of space. In cities, such 
as Kansas City (see map), where land is cheap, and surface parking the norm, central areas 
resemble asphalt oceans dotted with buildings. 

Kerb your enthusiasm 

The more spread out and car-oriented a city, as a result of enormous car parks, the less 
appealing walking and cycling become. Besides, if you know you can park free wherever you go, 
why not drive? The ever-growing supply of free parking in America is one reason why 
investments in public transport have coaxed so few people out of cars, says David King of 
Arizona State University. In 1990, 73% of Americans got to work by driving alone, according to 
the census. In 2014, after a ballyhooed urban revival and many expensive tram and rapid-bus 
projects, 76% drove. 

The rule of thumb in America is that multi-storey car parks cost about $25,000 per space and 
underground parking costs $35,000. Donald Shoup, an authority on parking economics, 
estimates that creating the minimum number of spaces adds 67% to the cost of a new shopping 
centre in Los Angeles if the car park is above ground and 93% if it is underground. Parking 
requirements can also make redevelopment impossible. Converting an old office building into 
flats generally means providing the parking spaces required for a new block of flats, which is 
likely to be difficult. The biggest cost of parking minimums may be the economic activity they 
prevent. 

Free parking is not, of course, really free. The costs of building the car parks, as well as cleaning, 
lighting, repairing and securing them, are passed on to the people who use the buildings to 



which they are attached. Restaurant meals and cinema tickets are more pricey; flats are more 
expensive; office workers are presumably paid less. Everybody pays, whether or not they drive. 
And that has an unfortunate distributional effect, because young people drive a little less than 
the middle-aged and the poor drive less than the rich. In America, 17% of blacks and 12% of 
Hispanics who lived in big cities usually took public transport to work in 2013, whereas 7% of 
whites did. Free parking represents a subsidy for older people that is paid disproportionately by 
the young and a subsidy for the wealthy that is paid by the poor. 

A few crowded American cities, including San Francisco, have abolished their parking 
minimums. So has one shrinking city—Buffalo, in New York state. But most of the country 
seems to be stuck with a hugely costly and damaging solution to the parking problem. And the 
American approach to parking is spreading to some of the world’s fastest-growing cities. 

Back to Top 

In China, cars park everywhere—in marked spaces, in places where parking is specifically 
banned, in bicycle lanes, on pavements. In some cities, the fight for parking spaces has become 
so intense that people install metal barriers to which only they have the key, or persuade their 
parents to reserve spaces by sitting in them. Beijing’s streets are patrolled by orange-jacketed 
workers who, in theory, put slips of paper on car windows to mark when the vehicles arrive, 
and then collect money from drivers when they leave (they also assist novice drivers in the 
tricky art of parallel parking). In practice, the parking wardens give discounts to drivers who 
forgo receipts, then pocket the money. Some also make cash from illegal parking spaces. 

Beijing’s parking minimums were laid down in 2003, before driving took off, and are modest: 
just 0.3 spaces per flat in the city centre and 0.5 outside it. They are expected to rise in 
response to the growing chaos on the streets. Most Indian planners concur that the best way of 
ameliorating a shortage is to require more off-street parking, says Shreya Gadepalli of the 
Institute for Transportation and Development Policy, a think-tank. One reason, she suggests, is 
that so many of them studied at American universities. 

Whether in America or Asia, oceans of free parking might delay a transport revolution. When 
autonomous cars that are allowed to move with nobody inside them become widespread, 
demand for private cars could fall sharply. Starting in the morning, one car could take a child to 
school, a city worker to his office, a student to her lecture, party people to a club, and a security 
guard to his night shift, all more cheaply than taxis. Cars that now sit idle could become much 
more active, which would drastically change parking needs. 

Parking garages would still be needed in a driverless world, predicts Sean Behr, a Silicon Valley 
entrepreneur. Instead of storing vehicles for hours at a time, though, garages might become 
service centres where shared battery-powered cars could be cleaned, repaired and recharged 
before being sent back on the road. “We will need better facilities for a smaller number of 
vehicles,” he suggests. These garages need not be in city centres. In the slow hours of mid-
morning and early afternoon, driverless cars could trundle to industrial estates in suburbia. 



Much of the area now allocated to cars in city centres could be turned into homes, offices or 
parks. 

Mr Shear is already building flats with drop-off and pick-up areas, to accommodate people who 
travel by Uber cars. In a radically driverless future, he could perhaps do away with many of his 
parking spaces. But only if consumers decide to forgo car ownership—and whether they do is 
connected to parking. Where spaces are expensive, shared vehicles that need not be parked are 
highly attractive. They are less attractive in cities where parking is plentiful and free, such as 
Miami. 

Unlike Africa and Asia, European streets are for the most part well-policed. Although some 
cities have parking requirements, these are seldom as extravagant as American ones, and have 
been progressively weakened. Several cities even have parking maximums, which restrict the 
amount of spaces. Huge buildings rise with hardly any provision for cars: the Shard in London 
has 95 storeys but just 48 spaces. Yet European cities are much kinder to cars than they usually 
admit. 

To ride in one of Amsterdam’s “scan cars” is to witness the epitome of Western parking 
enforcement. As it moves through the streets, clicking noises confirm that roof-mounted 
cameras are snapping the number plates of every parked car. If any vehicle has overstayed—
which the system knows because Amsterdam’s parking meters are connected to a database, 
and drivers are required to enter their number plates when they pay—a second officer is 
alerted. He rides to the scene on a moped and issues a digital fine. Amsterdam’s parking 
officers describe their system as fair. They mean it is so ruthlessly efficient that it cannot be 
beaten. 

Just the ticket 

Amsterdam charges up to €5 ($5.30) an hour for parking on the street. Visitors can also park 
underneath office buildings or in large, clean park-and-ride garages run by the city. Drivers thus 
have many choices and the city raises a lot of money—€190m in 2015. Yet this diverse, market-
based system covers only a small slice of parking in Amsterdam. Three-quarters of spaces on 
the streets of the city centre are occupied not by visitors or commuters but by residents. And 
the people of Amsterdam, who are so keen on pricing parking for others, would not dream of 
exposing themselves to market forces. 

Anybody who lives in a home without a dedicated space is entitled to buy a permit to park 
nearby for between €30 and €535 a year. This is a good deal and, not surprisingly, the number 
of takers in many districts exceeds the number of spaces. So Amsterdam has waiting lists for 
permits. The longest, in the Westerpark area, is 232 months long. To free more spaces, the city 
has begun to reimburse permit-holders part of the annual fee if they keep their cars in 
suburban garages. Take-up is encouraging—which suggests that, despite the long queues, many 
people do not prize the opportunity to park close to their homes. 



A more obvious solution would be to charge more for permits. But that is politically fraught. 
Amsterdammers believe they have a right to park near their homes, explains Pieter Litjens, the 
deputy mayor in charge of transport. (They also believe they should be able to leave their 
bicycles absolutely anywhere for nothing, which is another headache.) So the queues for 
permits are likely to grow. Amsterdam expects to build 50,000 more homes before 2025, which 
will mean between 20,000 and 30,000 more cars. 

Even more than in America’s sprawling cities, car parking in Amsterdam is unsightly. “The canals 
are beautiful, and cars are parked along them all the time,” laments Mr Litjens. The city would 
love to sweep them away, but that would be unpopular. So in one district, De Pijp, a bold (and 
expensive) remedy is under way. Engineers have drained a canal and are digging an 
underground garage with 600 parking spaces into the marshy ground beneath. When the car 
park is finished and sealed, the canal will be refilled with water. The city will then abolish 273 
parking spaces on the streets above. 

Other cities lauded for their excellent public transport and enthusiasm for market-based 
solutions to traffic problems also have a blind spot when it comes to residents’ parking. Much 
of inner London, for example, is covered with residents’ parking zones. The permits are often 
even cheaper than in Amsterdam: Kensington and Chelsea charges between £80 ($100) and 
£219 a year for the right to park anywhere in the borough and on the fringe of nearby 
Westminster. Visitors, on the other hand, must pay between £1.20 and £4.60 an hour. Given 
that the average home in Kensington and Chelsea sold for £1.9m last year, residents’ parking 
represents a gift to some of Britain’s richest people. 

Despite being the home of Lyft and Uber, two car-sharing services, San Francisco is similarly 
generous. It charges just $127 a year for residents’ permits. Unlike Amsterdam, though, San 
Francisco does not cap the number, and in some neighbourhoods one and a half are issued for 
every parking space. The result is a perpetual scrap for empty kerb. A survey in 2015 found that 
53% of permit-holders had spent at least five minutes looking for a space at the end of their 
most recent trip, and 7% more than half an hour. 

As San Francisco’s infuriated drivers cruise around, they crowd the roads and pollute the air. 
This is a widespread hidden cost of under-priced street parking. Mr Shoup has estimated that 
cruising for spaces in Westwood village, in Los Angeles, amounts to 950,000 excess vehicle 
miles travelled per year. Westwood is tiny, with only 470 metered spaces. 

There is, however, one exception to the rule that residential parking must never be subjected 
to market forces. In the 1950s, when it was still far from rich, Japan began to require city-
dwellers who did not have parking spaces in their buildings to purchase them. These days 
anybody who wishes to buy a car must first show a receipt for a space. He or she had better use 
it: any vehicle without one left on the roadside will be removed by the police in the middle of 
the night. 

Parking brake 



Freed of cars, the narrow residential streets of Tokyo are quieter than in other big cities. Every 
so often a courtyard or spare patch of land has been turned into a car park—some more 
expensive than others. Takaomi Kondoh, who works for a firm that manages buildings and car 
parks, explains that prices are usually higher close to transport hubs, because commuters 
compete for those spaces. Near the central station in Tama, a suburb, the going rate is ¥17,000 
per month ($150). Ten minutes’ walk away it drops to ¥10,000. 

Once you become accustomed to the idea that city streets are only for driving and walking, and 
not for parking, it is difficult to imagine how it could possibly be otherwise. Mr Kondoh is so 
perplexed by an account of a British suburb, with its kerbside commons, that he asks for a 
diagram. Your correspondent tries to draw his own street, with large rectangles for houses, a 
line representing the kerb and small rectangles showing all the parked cars. The small 
rectangles take up a surprising amount of room. 

This article appeared in the Briefing section of the print edition under the headline "Sacred 

http://www.economist.com/news/briefing/21720269-dont-let-people-park-free-how-not-

create-traffic-jams-pollution-and-urban-sprawl 
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Aguiar-Curry Votes to Fund Crumbling State and Local Transportation 
Infrastructure 

Posted by Vanguard Administrator 
Date: April 07, 2017 

(From Press Release) – Assemblymember Cecilia Aguiar-Curry (D – Winters) voted in support of 

SB 1 (Jim Beall), to fund the decades-long backlog of fixes to state and local roads, bridges, and 

transit systems. 

“When our leaders asked for my support for this effort, I told them I needed several things to 

be on board:  protecting transportation funds from budget raids; a fix-it first plan; fair share for 

small and rural communities; and, an even funding split between state highways and local 

streets and roads,” said Aguiar-Curry.  “I take very seriously asking our people to pay more in 

taxes, but this plan meets those goals and starts the process of restoring the transportation 

system that is so critical to our people and economy.” 

The bill will provide $5.2 billion in new funds per year, with $2.6 billion committed to state 

programs ($1.9 billion for maintenance to the state highway system, $300 million to trade 

corridors, and almost $400 million to congestion relief programs), and $2.6 billion to local 

programs ($1.5 billion distributed directly to cities and counties for local street and road 

maintenance, $850 million for transit, bike, and pedestrian access programs, and $200 million 
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in incentive grants to counties with local transportation sales taxes like Napa and Sonoma 

Counties). 

Part of the package also includes a constitutional amendment that will prevent the state budget 

from raiding transportation funding for non-transportation purposes – a common practice in 

the state budgets of the Great Recession. 

“Our broken roads cost drivers over $750 a year in repairs, farmers have a hard time getting 

their produce to market, and transit service cuts and increased fares hurt working families,” 

Assemblymember Aguiar-Curry declared. 

She added,  “We’ve ignored our maintenance responsibilities for too long.  I may not have been 

here to create the problem, but I am among our state’s leaders who are willing to step up and 

begin fixing it, while also creating thousands of jobs that will go with this critical investment.” 

A breakdown of anticipated funding for the cities and counties of the 4th Assembly District is 

below: 

From the Governor’s Office: 

Cities, counties, local and statewide businesses and labor groups, transportation leaders and 

newspaper editorial boards from across California are supporting the Road Repair and 

Accountability Act of 2017 – SB 1, co-authored by Senator Jim Beall (D-San Jose) and 

Assemblymember Jim L. Frazier Jr. (D-Discovery Bay) – which invests $52.4 billion over the next 

decade to fix roads, freeways and bridges in communities across California and put more dollars 

toward transit and safety. Here’s what they’re saying: 

Back to Top 

Business and Labor Leaders 

California Chamber of Commerce President and CEO Allan Zaremberg: “This is a responsible 

investment. The public and our economy will be the beneficiaries” 

“Asking Californians to pay more is not something the Chamber of Commerce does lightly, or 

frequently. But in this case, it is the most prudent course of action…The basic principle that 

those who use the roads should help maintain them is one that was embraced by Ronald 

Reagan and George Deukmejian. President Reagan pushed for a hike in the federal gas tax and 

Gov. Deukmejian took similar action on the state level in 1990. Investing in transportation 

improvements will save taxpayers money in the long run…Fixing our roads and transportation 

systems is an investment in our future that will help our economy grow, and improve the 



quality of life for California residents and businesses. This is a responsible investment. The 

public and our economy will be the beneficiaries of a comprehensive funding solution. 

(3/31/17) 

Orange County Business Council President and CEO Lucy Dunn: “We thank Governor Brown 

and legislative leaders for hearing our concerns.” 

“This is a critical moment for Californians. No one disputes that the state’s transportation 

system is in disrepair. The Council has long advocated that any new funding measures must 

come hand in hand with strong accountability measures and reforms. We thank Governor 

Brown and legislative leaders for hearing our concerns.” (3/29/17) 

Orange County Business Council Senior Vice President for Government Affairs Bryan Starr: 

“Moderate increases will reduce costs for motorists in California” 

“Our coalition supports legislation which would enact strong accountability measures to ensure 

that our dollars are spent efficiently, while also providing long-term funding for transportation 

through a combination of moderate fees and gas taxes of a few dollars a month. In the end, 

moderate increases will reduce costs for motorists in California who pay almost $800 annually 

in repairs to their vehicles from driving on bad roads, which pencils out to over $60 per 

month…situation is too dire for the problem to be fixed with accountability reforms alone…the 

time has come for the Legislature to step up and urgently pass a transportation funding 

package (3/26/17) 

Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce Chair Steve Nissen: “raising revenue to support our 

transportation infrastructure is a very worthwhile investment” 

“Transportation infrastructure is important to a healthy economy from commuting to and from 

work, to providing access to business establishments, to the essential business of moving goods 

which benefits everyone. This is why California’s business community believes raising revenue 

to support our transportation infrastructure is a very worthwhile investment. You know the 

business community keeps an eye on ROI, return on investment. This is a great return on 

investment because for every one dollar spent on roads, highway and bridge improvements, 

the result is a $5.20 benefit to Californians in lower car repairs, lower road maintenance costs, 

better fuel consumption and improved road safety. We are California. We can do this, we 

should do this, we really must do this.” (3/20/17) 

Torrance Area Chamber of Commerce President and CEO Donna Duperron: “Torrance 

Chamber supports SB 1 so that area businesses can continue to excel at providing the goods, 

people, and the services that our economy requires” 

“California’s crumbling transportation network has been faced with physical and financial 

challenges for too long. Torrance businesses require – and deserve – an efficient transportation 
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system to succeed and prosper in today’s economy. The Torrance Chamber supports SB 1 so 

that area businesses can continue to excel at providing the goods, people, and the services that 

our economy requires.” (4/3/17) 

Bay Area Council President and CEO Jim Wunderman: “We need this bill. It doesn’t just fix 

potholes, it has essential funds for traffic relief” 

“In the Bay Area, we are either jammed in traffic or having our teeth rattled by pothole-infested 

roads and highways. We need this bill. It doesn’t just fix potholes, it has essential funds for 

traffic relief in our region on places like Highway 101 and 680. Our elected leaders should vote 

yes.” (3/29/17) 

Bay Area Council Senior Vice President for Transportation Policy Michael Cunningham: “The 

longer we wait to fix the small problems, the bigger and more expensive they become.” 

“Legislature urgently needs to pass a transportation funding package in 2017 to address the 

billions in backlogged maintenance needs that have led to potholes, deteriorating roads, 

bridges and transit systems across our region and the state. The longer we wait to fix the small 

problems, the bigger and more expensive they become. In fact, it costs eight times more to fix a 

road than to maintain it.” (2/12/17) 

Silicon Valley Leadership Group CEO Carl Guardino: Legislators need to “move this legislation 

to the Governor’s desk.” 

“It’s time for a Butch Cassidy and Sundance Kid moment – I’ll jump if you jump,” “When it 

comes to transportation improvements, Democrats often call for additional revenue. 

Republicans often call for additional reforms. The fact is, we need both, and we need both sides 

of the aisle to recognize that reality and move this legislation to the Governor’s desk.” 

(3/29/17) 

Silicon Valley Leadership Group Chair and Silicon Valley Bank President and CEO Greg Becker 

and Stellar Solutions Founder and CEO Celeste Ford: “SB 1 is a balanced combination of 

necessary revenue and needed reforms” 

“SB 1 is a balanced combination of necessary revenue and needed reforms to ensure we have 

more money for traffic relief, while also using our existing dollars as cost effectively as 

possible…SB 1 focuses $2.5 billion for improvements in California’s key 

corridors…Transportation funding hasn’t increased in California in 23 years, since Republican 

Gov. George Deukmejian championed our last gas tax increase in 1994. Since it wasn’t adjusted 

for inflation, and with the improved fuel efficiency our cars now enjoy, our gas tax has lost well 

over half its purchasing power during a time when our state’s population has increased by 

nearly 8 million people…For better roads, more transit and traffic relief, call your legislator 

today.” (4/4/17) 
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State Building and Construction Trades Council, AFL-CIO President Robbie Hunter: “This 

forward thinking investment will create tens of thousands of good paying jobs” 

“SB 1 will help all Californians, especially working families that have to navigate our dilapidated 

and congested roads and mass transit systems daily. This forward thinking investment will 

create tens of thousands of good paying jobs, make our roads more accessible and safer while 

protecting the General Fund from having to cover the high costs of emergency replacement and 

repairs of bridges and roads.” (4/3/17) 

Associated General Contractors of California CEO Tom Holsman: “plan strategically aligns with 

our industry’s efforts to address the backlog of projects and secures future revenue that will 

be used for its stated purpose” 

“The plan strategically aligns with our industry’s efforts to address the backlog of projects and 

secures future revenue that will be used for its stated purpose. Let’s not further delay; Urge 

Legislators to pass this package.” (4/3/17) 

California Alliance for Jobs Executive Director Michael Quigley: “This is a smart and 

responsible investment legislators should support.” 

“We are fully committed to supporting the road repair plan and intend to get it and the 

companion constitutional protection through the Legislature by April 6. We need new revenue 

coupled with accountably provisions to begin to make a dent in the multi-billion dollar backlog 

of needed repairs to state highways and local roads. With strong protections that dedicate this 

revenue toward fixing the roads, this is a smart and responsible investment legislators should 

support.” (3/29/17) 

United Contractors Executive Vice President Emily Cohen: “This is the right thing for 

California’s economy, for our safety, and for the quality of life of every California family” 

“Legislative inaction is hamstringing our economy and harming our quality of life. It’s time to 

invest. The transportation funding and reform proposal introduced today is a balanced package 

of needed revenue and smart reforms to more efficiently invest in California’s roads, bridges, 

neighborhood streets, and public transit systems. ..Although a tax increase is never an easy 

thing, it is absolutely necessary to repair and rebuild our state’s crumbling infrastructure. In 

addition to being a user-based fee system, the bill ensures that the funds are dedicated to 

transportation purposes and creates essential accountability, oversight and regulatory reforms 

that are important to our industry. This is the right thing for California’s economy, for our 

safety, and for the quality of life of every California family. Now it’s time for members of the 

legislature to step up, face the challenge, and show true leadership by supporting this 

investment package.” (3/29/17) 
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CA Labor Federation, State Building and Construction Trades Council, Amalgamated Transit 

Union CA Conference Board, American Federation of State, County and Municipal Employees, 

CA Alliance of Retired Americans, CA Conference of Machinists, CA Conference of Plasterers 

and Cement Masons, CA District Council of Ironworkers, CA/NV Conference of Operating 

Engineers, CA Professional Firefighters, CA State Council of Laborers, CA Teamsters Public 

Affairs Council, International Federation of Professional and Technical Engineers, Local 21, 

Service Employees International Union California, Service Employees International Union, 

Local 1000: “proposal will strengthen the economy, expand trade, and create good paying 

jobs for California workers”  

“California’s Labor Movement stands united in strong support of this transportation funding 

proposal…Legislature should not wait for more bridges to collapse or only respond to 

emergency situations…The proposal will strengthen the economy, expand trade, and create 

good paying jobs for California workers.” (4/3/17) 

Transportation Leaders 

Transportation California Director Roger Dickinson: Legislation “provides funding for road 

improvement projects in every community in California” 

“Lawmakers need to pass this bill immediately. The Legislature has not raised revenue to 

address transportation needs in more than two decades – since George Deukmejian was 

governor…This deal provides funding for road improvement projects in every community in 

California. It also includes $7.5 billion for public transportation, which can help communities 

reduce air pollution and meet our state’s ambitious clean-air goals…This new public investment 

will improve the safety and quality of life for our residents, and allow California to continue to 

lead the way toward a better future.” (3/31/17) 

California Transit Association Executive Committee Chair Michael Wiley: Legislation 

“demonstrates California’s commitment to clean, sustainable transportation” 

“This proposal clearly demonstrates California’s commitment to clean, sustainable 

transportation, and the role that public transit plays in that vision…this proposal acknowledges 

the importance of public transit in achieving the 21st century transportation network that 

Californians need and deserve.” (3/29/17) 

Metropolitan Transportation Commission Chair and Mayor of Rohnert Park Jake Mackenzie: 

“This is what real leadership looks like”  

“This is what real leadership looks like. The state has kicked the can down the proverbial road 

for a full generation, during which time some of our rural roads have started returning to 

gravel. The governor, Senate and Assembly leaders and State Transportation Agency secretary 

Brian Kelly all had a lot of heavy lifting to do, and they’ve done it. Now we’ll see if our crumbling 

http://www.sacbee.com/opinion/op-ed/soapbox/article141845989.html


pavement, crawling traffic and corroding transit infrastructure will spur the rest of our 

legislators to do some heavy lifting of their own.” (3/29/17) 

National Electrical Contractors Association San Diego Chapter Executive Director Andy Berg: 

“The time to act is now” 

“The poor state of our roads is why we’ve joined with other businesses, local governments, 

labor leaders and many others in urging the California Legislature to urgently pass a 

transportation funding package…It has been 23 years since California has increased funding for 

transportation. As a result, road repairs now receive only 50 percent of the funding they did 

back in1994…Just ask any contractor, or any motorist how urgent this problem has become. It’s 

past time for our legislators to do something to fix our roads. The time to act is now” (2/17/17) 

Newspaper Editorial Boards and Opinion 

LA Times: Skelton: Legislation “deserves passage. Our cars need help” 

“This measure isn’t perfect, but it deserves passage. Our cars need help. And it’s a pay-as-you-

go plan. No borrowing. No bonds that double the sticker price with interest payments.” 

(4/3/17) 

LA Times: Skelton: “The last time the Legislature raised the gas tax was when a Republican 

governor, George Deukmejian, pushed for it. That was in 1989.” 

“The chief argument against raising taxes on motorists to pay for road repairs is that 

Sacramento Democrats can’t be trusted. They have a rotten history, Republicans contend, of 

stealing the drivers’ tax money and spending it on nontransportation goodies. And that 

argument is basically bunkum. It’s a convenient excuse to vote against unpopular tax hikes. It 

plays well with the public’s perpetual-but-rising mistrust of government. And more than that, it 

feeds the natural desire of people to make someone else pay for things they want.” (4/6/17) 

LA Daily News: “If we let our roads and highways keep deteriorating, our economy eventually 

will fall into a sinkhole” 

“It’s been 23 years since gas taxes were raised, and if the tax had been indexed to inflation, it 

would be higher now than the governor’s proposal will make it…The package includes a 

constitutional amendment to be passed by voters to require that all the money is spent as 

promised…These tax hikes are essentially user fees, and that’s better than the typical approach 

to taxes in the state. And paying as we go is better than borrowing…If we let our roads and 

highways keep deteriorating, our economy eventually will fall into a sinkhole…this is a case 

where we have to swallow hard and pay” (4/1/17) 

Back to Top 
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SF Chronicle: “state can’t somehow meet its massive transportation needs with money hiding 

in the corners of the state budget” 

“A plan to raise $52 billion over a decade for roads, bridges, and mass transit reflects a big, ugly 

bill that Californians have little choice but to pay…Given that the state can’t somehow meet its 

massive transportation needs with money hiding in the corners of the state budget, as Brown 

noted, the most responsible way to do so is by charging the motorists who use the 

infrastructure.” (3/30/17) 

Modesto Bee: “Gas tax makes sense, if state sees our needs” 

“Those who argue we can redirect part of state’s annual $113 billion budget are severely 

underestimating both need and resources…Our roads are as deplorable as any in the state. We 

shouldn’t have to wait until someone swerves to avoid a pothole and runs head-on into another 

vehicle to fix them.” (4/3/17) 

Sac Bee: “The cost of repair won’t fall if lawmakers fail to act now” 

“By this Friday, the Legislature is expected to vote on – and we hope approve – a bill to raise 

taxes and fees that will generate $52 billion during the coming decade for road repairs and 

construction and public transit…California’s roads are rutted, clogged and in need of help. The 

cost of repair won’t fall if lawmakers fail to act now.” (4/3/17) 

Sac Bee: Editorial: “Gridlock and potholes vex regardless of party” 

“Gov. Jerry Brown and Democratic legislators on Wednesday announced a 10-year, $52.4 billion 

freeway repair and construction deal, and business and labor leaders have been quick to 

applaud, rightly…includes safeguards, and voters would get a chance to approve a measure that 

locks in money for transportation…No Republican legislator is backing the deal openly, which is 

unfortunate. Gridlock and potholes vex regardless of party…we already pay dearly in wasted 

traffic time and damage from bumps in the roads. (3/29/17) 

Sac Bee: Walters: Legislation “maintains the fundamental user-pays principle of 

transportation financing, which Republicans have, for some reason, been willing to abandon” 

“Capping years of effort, Brown, Democratic legislators, and business, labor and civic groups 

unveiled this week a package…the plan would, if enacted, finally do something about the state’s 

pavement conditions, considered some of the nation’s second worst, which Brown correctly 

likens to fixing a home’s leaky roof…The package also maintains the fundamental user-pays 

principle of transportation financing, which Republicans have, for some reason, been willing to 

abandon.” (3/30/17) 

Bakersfield Californian: “We need our roads fixed yesterday, and these proposed taxes would 

undoubtedly do it, quickly” 
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“We need our roads fixed yesterday, and these proposed taxes would undoubtedly do it, 

quickly. Even the tax-averse California Chamber of Commerce agrees: ‘Raising additional 

revenues for transportation will not be an easy vote when the time comes,’ Chamber CEO Allan 

Zaremberg said in a statement, ‘but doing nothing will only ensure deterioration in the system 

necessary to move people and goods.'” (3/30/17) 

San Diego Union-Tribune: “providing decent roads is government’s ‘most core function'” 

“As Brown said, providing decent roads is government’s “most core function.” Their case 

appears strong…Most importantly, Brown has included a constitutional amendment in the 

proposal to ensure new revenue would go only to transportation projects.” (3/30/17) 

Cities and Counties 

League of California Cities President and Lodi City Council Member JoAnne Mounce: “Road 

Repair and Accountability Act of 2017 will have a lasting impact on Californians for 

generations.” 

“After years of discussion, debate and negotiation on transportation, our Governor and 

legislative leaders have made monumental progress with the crafting of this agreement. Their 

commitment in making transportation a priority and coming together on the Road Repair and 

Accountability Act of 2017 will have a lasting impact on Californians for generations. The League 

and the cities of California are ready to get to work on our streets and begin fixing many years 

of deferred maintenance.” (3/29/17) 

California State Association of Counties Second Vice President and Humboldt County 

Supervisor Virginia Bass: “This will allow counties to make much-needed repairs to improve 

the safety and efficiency of our local transportation systems” 

“Transportation funding has been a county priority for more than three years, so we are 

gratified to see this legislation gaining traction. We understand the next few days will be critical 

and legislators should rest assured that members of the Fix Our Roads coalition support this 

package, and we will stand behind legislators who vote for it. This will allow counties to make 

much-needed repairs to improve the safety and efficiency of our local transportation systems.” 

(3/29/17) 

San Luis Obispo Mayor Heidi Harmon: “package would provide Caltrans with funds for 

highway improvements on the Central Coast” 

“SB 1 would generate more than $1 million per year for street and road maintenance in the city 

of San Luis Obispo alone, and enable the city to meet critical transportation needs…In addition, 

San Luis Obispo County would receive a significant increase in road funding. The transportation 

package would provide Caltrans with funds for highway improvements on the Central Coast, 

increase funding for local transit agencies such as SLO Transit and our local Regional Transit 
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Agency, and increase money in the state’s Active Transportation Program…San Luis Obispo City 

Council believes these benefits can enhance public health, build community and reduce 

congestion.” (4/4/17) 

South Bay Cities Council of Governments Executive Director Jacki Bacharach: “maintaining a 

healthy transportation network is critical to our regional economy and will help us meet our 

future sustainability goals” 

“The South Bay is strategically located between the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach, and 

the Los Angeles International Airport. These facilities benefit our region by providing an influx 

of goods and tourism, but they strain our local transportation infrastructure and show the limits 

of our current transportation funding. The South Bay Cities Council of Governments supports SB 

1, because maintaining a healthy transportation network is critical to our regional economy and 

will help us meet our future sustainability goals.” (4/3/17) 

Santa Barbara County Association of Governments Chair and Goleta City Council Member 

Michael T. Bennett: “Restoration of STIP funds will allow the Santa Barbara Association of 

Governments and the member agencies to leverage regional Measure A transportation sales 

tax dollars” 

“Restoration of STIP funds will allow the Santa Barbara Association of Governments and the 

member agencies to leverage regional Measure A transportation sales tax dollars to construct 

high-occupancy vehicle lanes on the frequently gridlocked U.S. I01 in south Santa Barbara 

County. U.S. 101 is our highest regional transportation priority. U.S. 101 is one of only two 

highways connecting Southern California to the Bay area and is a critical economic link for 

goods movement from our region to the rest of the country.” (3/31/17) 

Santa Barbara Mayor Helene Schneider: “Santa Barbara is in dire need of additional funding 

to maintain its streets, sidewalks and related infrastructure.” 

“The City of Santa Barbara is in dire need of additional funding to maintain its streets, sidewalks 

and related infrastructure. The pavement condition index in Santa Barbara is 61 and declining 

rapidly. The City estimates the funding gap for street infrastructure to be approximately $17 

million per year. Any additional funding received from new revenue sources will go directly to 

improving the pavement condition, repairing sidewalks, and maintaining traffic safety 

infrastructure such as traffic lights and street lights.” (4/3/17) 

Sacramento Mayor Darrell Steinberg: “Roads, jobs, transit – why not say yes?” 

“California in 2017 has the opportunity to raise money to do something necessary and positive. 

Roads, jobs, transit – why not say yes? Throughout our state’s history, every generation has 

reached their own crossroads and made a deliberate decision to do what it takes to build up, 

http://www.sanluisobispo.com/opinion/readers-opinion/article142734999.html#storylink=cpy


not wear down our state structures because we know that the prosperity of our state and 

future generations depends on it. This is such a moment.” (4/5/17) 

Sacramento County Supervisor and California Air Resources Board Member Phil Serna: “SB 1 

provides an effective new tool to ensure 300,000 dirty diesel trucks clean up their act in the 

state of California” 

“I’m on the California Air Resources Board, home to some of the brightest air quality analysts in 

the business. They are telling all of us that SB 1 provides an effective new tool to ensure 

300,000 dirty diesel trucks clean up their act in the state of California…that will slash up to 90 

tons of smog-forming NOx and three tons of toxic diesel soot per day. That’s equal to taking 

every single passenger car in California off the road, all 26 million of them. So remember, the 

same air quality experts who helped bring Volkswagen to justice for falsifying diesel emissions 

have concluded this is a good deal for California air quality. That’s why I’m supporting SB 1 

wholeheartedly.” (4/5/17) 

Los Angeles Mayor Eric Garcetti: “Our safety, economy, and quality of life depend on it.” 

“We have a very simple message for Sacramento: It’s time to fix our streets. Los Angeles and 

cities throughout California are counting on the Legislature to act by April 6 and pass legislation 

that would allow the state to begin investing the billions of dollars we need to fix crumbling 

roads, bridges, and infrastructure that millions of Californians use every day. Our safety, 

economy, and quality of life depend on it.” (4/3/17) 

Burbank Mayor Jess A. Talamantes: “There may be no better way to put Californians back to 

work and stimulate our economy” 

“a comprehensive transportation proposal inclusive of sensible reforms, modest increases to 

revenue sources, robust infrastructure investment, and important protections for the 

revenues…a historic and necessary agreement between the Governor and legislature…There 

may be no better way to put Californians back to work and stimulate our economy than making 

the roads we and our children rely on everyday safe again.” (4/4/17) 

San Jose Mayor Sam Liccardo: “We need the state legislature to approve this critical 

investment in our transportation infrastructure” 

“Every dollar we invest in basic road maintenance today will save us $4 in the future to repair a 

failed road. We need the state legislature to approve this critical investment in our 

transportation infrastructure, and I’d like to thank Gov. Brown, Sen. Beall and Assemblymember 

Frazier for their continued commitment to fixing our aging and deteriorating roads.” (4/3/17) 

San Francisco Mayor Ed Lee: “bill reflects a landmark commitment to make responsible 

investments in our infrastructure” 



“I fully endorse the comprehensive transportation funding proposal announced today by 

Governor Brown and leaders in the California State Legislature…When Californians are able to 

travel efficiently and safely, it benefits our economy, our environment, and the overall quality 

of life standards of our state. This bill reflects a landmark commitment to make responsible 

investments in our infrastructure…I appreciate the determination of our Governor and 

legislators in Sacramento to come up with a transportation funding package that proves 

California is ready to invest in a brighter future.” (3/29/17) 

Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors Chair Federal D. Glover: “Contra Costa County is 

depending on a solution at the state level in order to close a $7.9 million budget gap.” 

“Contra Costa County is depending on a solution at the state level in order to close a $7.9 

million budget gap. The County has struggled to maintain safe, well-maintained roads during a 

time when revenues are declining due to the increase in fuel-efficient and electric vehicles and 

the purchasing power of the unit based gas tax is half of what is was when it was established in 

1994. Our Public Works Department has a short term list of 11 major projects that will have to 

be deferred, on top of a reduction in maintenance activities, unless a solution is identified. The 

more long term scenario is substantially bleak.” (4/3/17) 

Alameda County Supervisor Scott Haggerty: “Without an immediate investment of new 

revenue, the County’s local streets and roads infrastructure will continue to decline, which 

only increases the cost burden on future tax payers” 

“In Alameda County, we have $170 million in deferred maintenance needs for 2018. This figure 

is expected to increase significantly in future years under the current budget assumptions. 

Almost one third of Alameda County’s local streets and roads are in poor or very poor 

condition. This is the result of limited transportation funding resulting in continued deferred 

maintenance of needed roadway treatments. Without an immediate investment of new 

revenue, the County’s local streets and roads infrastructure will continue to decline, which only 

increases the cost burden on future tax payers.” (3/31/17) 

Alpine County Board of Supervisors Chair Terry Woodrow: “current trend of reduced 

revenues for transportation…will result in significant adverse impacts to public safety, 

convenience of the travelling public and our local economy” 

“Reductions in funding available to local agencies has resulted in our county reducing its road 

maintenance crew to only four full time positions. There is no funding for pavement 

treatments. Consequently our road maintenance effort can best be described as triage – 

responding to emergencies that need immediate attention and using our limited resources to 

try and keep the pavement from completely failing. If the current trend of reduced revenues for 

transportation continues our pavements will eventually fail and we will have to cut back 

http://sfmayor.org/article/mayor-lee-state-transportation-funding-package


maintenance efforts even further. This will result in significant adverse impacts to public safety, 

convenience of the travelling public and our local economy.” (3/31/17) 

Mendocino County Board of Supervisors Chair John McCowen: “SB 1 would allow us to 

reinvest in our existing infrastructure.” 

“The County of Mendocino’s local streets and roads are in poor condition and are facing an 

unmet need of $625 million according to the statewide needs assessment. Without an 

immediate investment of new revenue into the system, our infrastructure will continue to 

decline, which will only increases the cost burden on future tax payers. SB 1 would allow us to 

reinvest in our existing infrastructure. Mendocino County would be able to bring our 

infrastructure into good condition, by applying pavement preservation treatments to 300 miles 

of road, paving 150 miles of road, and repairing 21 bridges and other much-needed 

maintenance and improvements.” (3/31/17) 

Monterey County Board of Supervisors Chair Mary L. Adams: “Without adequate 

maintenance and rehabilitation funds, repair costs will continue to increase exponentially” 

“Monterey County maintains more than 1,200 miles of roadway and 173 bridges – a significant 

majority of which were rated as in “poor” condition in the recent Statewide Local Streets and 

Road Assessment report. As of December 2016, Monterey County’s maintenance backlog was 

more than $750 million. Damage due to the 2016 Soberanes Fire and 2016-17 Winter Storms 

added an additional $50 million in damages to County roadways. Without adequate 

maintenance and rehabilitation funds, repair costs will continue to increase exponentially.” 

(3/31/17) 

Santa Clara Board of Supervisors President Dave Cortese: “SB 1 would assist our County in 

addressing both a maintenance backlog and the ongoing operating and maintenance needs of 

our roadways” 

“The County has exhausted its Road Fund reserves, which were used over the last five years to 

cover the shortfall between the gas tax revenue and operating/maintenance costs. 

Consequently, the County no longer has sufficient resources to perform pavement, traffic 

signal, and other infrastructure maintenance, and, in general, to ensure the safe and efficient 

operations of the expressway and unincorporated road systems. The receipt of funds through 

SB 1 would assist our County in addressing both a maintenance backlog and the ongoing 

operating and maintenance needs of our roadways.” (3/31/17) 

Yolo County Supervisor Oscar Villegas: “Well maintained and modern road infrastructure 

ensures the continued viability and sustainability of our agricultural economy” 

“Within Yolo County there are hundreds of road miles that need major repairs and 

improvements in order to keep up with increased usage, in addition to new infrastructure 



needs. Well maintained and modern road infrastructure ensures the continued viability and 

sustainability of our agricultural economy. Road infrastructure between rural and urban areas 

supports agribusiness’ ability to quickly and safely move agricultural products to value-adding 

processing facilities and ultimately to local, domestic, and international markets.” (3/31/17) 

Arroyo Grande Mayor Jim Hill: “Arroyo Grande, like most municipal agencies has a backlog of 

road maintenance and improvement projects including roads requiring substantial 

rehabilitation as well as ongoing pavement resurfacing needs” 

“The City of Arroyo Grande, like most municipal agencies has a backlog of road maintenance 

and improvement projects including roads requiring substantial rehabilitation as well as 

ongoing pavement resurfacing needs. Additionally, this transportation funding is needed for the 

Brisco Road at Highway 101 Interchange project which our local Council of Governments has 

identified as a high priority improvement in our region.” (3/31/17) 

Belvedere Mayor James Campbell: “We are in critical need of funding to maintain streets” 

“In Belvedere, we are in critical need of funding to maintain streets that, being a predominantly 

island city, provide the only daily and emergency vehicle access and egress for our residents. 

We would use funding to stabilize, shore up and repave our lagoon and hillside roadways that 

are suffering from deteriorating sub-grade conditions. Additional work will be necessary to 

protect our public roadways from rising sea level.” (3/31/17) 

Ceres Mayor Chris Vierra: “The current street network has a Pavement Condition Index (PCI) 

of 64 and is forecast to drop to 52 over the next ten years without significant investment.” 

“The City of Ceres has a substantial investment in the critical infrastructure of local streets and 

roads valued in excess of $169 million. The current street network has a Pavement Condition 

Index (PCI) of 64 and is forecast to drop to 52 over the next ten years without significant 

investment. The unfunded maintenance backlog is currently over $10 million and would grow 

to over $63 million in ten years.” (3/31/17) 

Chino Mayor Eunice M. Ulloa: “This bill will greatly assist the City of Chino by affording us the 

opportunity to receive funding that will enhance the ability to maintain our critical 

infrastructure.” 

“Located along the 60 Interstate Freeway, the City serves as a corridor from The Greater Los 

Angeles area and Ports. This includes the mass distribution of goods from our warehouses that 

serve the Western States. Though the city is tenacious in maintaining our streets, the consistent 

use of trucks has led to a continuous pattern of scheduling improvements of our roads to 

ensure they retain the highest standard. Moreover, our region has experience tremendous 

population growth. This has led to an increased traffic flow through our City. Undoubtedly, this 

will have significant impacts to the quality of our streets. This bill will greatly assist the City of 



Chino by affording us the opportunity to receive funding that will enhance the ability to 

maintain our critical infrastructure.” (3/31/17) 

Concord Mayor Laura Hoffmeister: “SB 1 would significantly increase the City’s budget to 

repair and maintain our roadways, improving the local roadways that our residents and 

visitors use every day.” 

“The funding available to help maintain the roadways in the City of Concord has been limited 

and roadway conditions continue to decline. As noted in the California Statewide Local Streets 

and Roads Needs Assessment prepared by NCE, the roadways in the City of Concord are 

considered “At Risk”. Approximately $90 million is needed to bring our roads to “Good” 

condition. Additional funding would also be needed to maintain the rating, once achieved. The 

funds made available through SB 1 would significantly increase the City’s budget to repair and 

maintain our roadways, improving the local roadways that our residents and visitors use every 

day. Additionally, SB 1 will help fund the implementation of needed bikeway and other 

Complete Street improvements in the City.” (3/31/17) 

Walnut Creek Mayor Richard G. Carlston: “we still need further assistance to bridge funding 

shortfalls to maintain our roads at their current levels” 

“Here in Walnut Creek, 125,000 vehicles drive through our City per day on just two of our 

arterial roads: Ygnacio Valley Road and Treat Blvd, more than Highway 4. We place a high 

priority on the maintenance of our 218 miles of roads and transportation infrastructure, 

spending $2.3 million per year. Nevertheless, we still need further assistance to bridge funding 

shortfalls to maintain our roads at their current levels.” (3/31/17) 

Walnut Creek City Councilmember Cindy Silva: “Potholes are not partisan” 

“Potholes are not partisan. When it comes to roads, our community members do not care that I 

am a Republican, nor do they care that one of my colleagues is a Democrat -they just want their 

roads fixed. Our communities want good roads, they want safe bridges and now is the time for 

all of us to come together to support SB 1 and to deliver on our promise to our communities.” 

(4/5/17) 

Crescent City Mayor Blake Inscore: “We, in Crescent City, are in urgent need of funding to 

support our deteriorating transportation infrastructure” 

“We, in Crescent City, are in urgent need of funding to support our deteriorating transportation 

infrastructure. A 2011 inventory of our city streets revealed that 44% were in need of capital 

preventative maintenance and an additional 13% were in dire need of structural improvements. 

This data has been supported with multiple failed roadways during this year’s winter storms 

including the passage of two Declared Emergencies. Estimates to provide the required 



improvements exceed $30 million; a difficult feat for a small town with General Fund 

expenditures of $5.2 million.” (3/31/17) 
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Davis Mayor Robb Davis: “Addressing the current condition of certain roads and bike lanes 

now will save millions of dollars in the long run” 

“Although the City of Davis has allocated millions of General Fund dollars in the annual budget 

to address transportation infrastructure improvements, this area remains one of the City’s 

largest unfunded priorities. The community’s average pavement condition index currently sits 

at a 63; without adequate investment, that percentage will decline to unacceptable and unsafe 

levels. Addressing the current condition of certain roads and bike lanes now will save millions of 

dollars in the long run.” (3/31/17) 

Gonzales Mayor Maria Orozco: “The proposed legislation will improve the ability to address 

some of these needs” 

“Gonzales recently completed a pavement management plan that shows a need for $15.7 

million dollars to bring the approximately 20 miles of roadways in our community to good 

condition if spent in the current year. The plan shows the average Pavement Condition Index 

(as determined by the federal guidelines from the Army Corps of Engineers) is 60 out of 100 

with main arteries much lower. Furthermore, Gonzales has three primary entrances from the 

freeway. Two of which need over $20 million apiece to improve. These projects will take years 

to improve. The proposed legislation will improve the ability to address some of these needs.” 

(3/31/17) 

Grass Valley Mayor Howard Levine: “As the economic hub center of Western Nevada County, 

updated and well-maintained road systems are necessary vital resources for the City of Grass 

Valley” 

“SB 1 would provide much needed funding and transportation reform towards the local streets 

and roads infrastructure used every day in the City of Grass Valley. As the economic center of 

Western Nevada County, updated and well-maintained road systems are necessary vital 

resources for the City of Grass Valley’s residents, business owners and tourists alike.” (3/31/17) 

Gustine Mayor Melvin Oliveira: “without adequate funding deterioration is rapidly occurring 

on our local streets and roads” 

“SB 1 funding would help the City of Gustine meet the maintenance needs of our aging local 

streets and roads. The current condition of streets and roads in the City of Gustine is poor to 

fair condition, and without adequate funding deterioration is rapidly occurring on our local 

streets and roads. Funds to maintain roadways would preserve roadways and eliminate the 



expensive need to repave in the future. Funds will be used to repave local streets in very poor 

condition and maintain roadways in fair or good condition.” (3/31/17) 

Indio Mayor Elaine Holmes: “Delaying improvements will only make road repairs more 

expensive in the future” 

“In the City of Indio, approximately $6 million per year is needed to properly maintain our city’s 

172 miles of streets. We need to fix pot holes and make road improvements for the safety of 

motorists, bicyclists, and pedestrians. Delaying improvements will only make road repairs more 

expensive in the future. It is also vital that state Highway 111 and Interstate 10 be improved for 

safety and traffic flow since nearly 1.4 million visitors come to the City of Indio every year for 

our world-renown festivals and events. This will also help accommodate the City of Indio’s 

current and future economic development and population growth, which is expected to 

increase from 100,000 in 2020 to 170,000 in 2035.” (3/31/17) 

King City Mayor Mike LeBarre: Legislation “could be instrumental in achieving the City’s goal 

of addressing serious deficiencies of the City’s street system” 

“This bill would provide important revenue to King City to assist in funding ongoing paving 

projects, a proposed roundabout project necessary to address a substantial circulation 

problem, and other transportation and street infrastructure needs. It could be instrumental in 

achieving the City’s goal of addressing serious deficiencies of the City’s street system.” 

(3/31/17) 

Modesto Mayor Ted Brandvold: “City of Modesto has more than $300 Million in deferred 

maintenance costs and that figure continues to rise” 

“The City of Modesto currently maintains 615 centerline miles of pavement. Our average 

pavement condition index is 59. With current funding levels, this number is projected to drop to 

45 within the next 10 years. More than 10% of our streets are failed and require complete 

reconstruction. The City of Modesto has more than $300 Million in deferred maintenance costs 

and that figure continues to rise. Within 20 years the deferred maintenance cost is project to 

exceed $1 Billion if additional funding is not secured.” (3/31/17) 

Moraga Mayor Teresa Onoda: “In addition to pavement needs, more funding is needed for 

other transportation and infrastructure projects.” 

“In order to maintain our Pavement Condition Index over the remaining life of our sales tax, an 

annual amount of $2.1 million is needed, far greater than what our tax will generate. In 

addition to pavement needs, more funding is needed for other transportation and 

infrastructure projects.” (3/31/17) 
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Ontario Mayor Paul S. Leon: “Senate Bill 1 is a carefully crafted attempt to raise new funding 

while ensuring that existing funding be better utilized for transportation purposes” 

“Our state’s economy, and the prosperity of cities like Ontario, depends heavily on upon a 

reliable road system. But, by all accounts, California’s transportation infrastructure system is 

crumbling, and in desperate need of repair. Senate Bill 1 is a carefully crafted attempt to raise 

new funding while ensuring that existing funding be better utilized for transportation 

purposes.” (3/31/17) 

San Gabriel City Manager Steven A. Preston: “With stagnant and declining gas tax revenues in 

the future, this situation will only become worse.” 

“The inconsistency of revenue streams, the loss of redevelopment, and reductions in federal 

Block Grant funding have affected our ability to deliver timely rehabilitation and repair. With 

stagnant and declining gas tax revenues in the future, this situation will only become worse.” 

(3/31/17) 

Santa Cruz Mayor Cynthia Chase: “we certainly appreciate whatever additional funds the 

State could funnel to the local agencies for maintenance of arterial and collector streets.” 

“The current backlog of deferred maintenance for the transportation network within the City is 

approximately $40 million. While we understand that there is no magic formula to alleviate 

this, we certainly appreciate whatever additional funds the State could funnel to the local 

agencies for maintenance of arterial and collector streets.” (3/31/17) 

Stockton Mayor Michael Tubbs: “Stockton currently has $224 million in unfunded 

transportation infrastructure projects that are fundamental to safety, commerce and 

development in our community.” 

“In addition to maintenance and repair needs, Stockton currently has $224 million in unfunded 

transportation infrastructure projects that are fundamental to safety, commerce and 

development in our community. Without additional funding sources, these critical projects will 

be delayed long into the future.” (3/31/17) 

Tracy City Manager Troy Brown: “Additional transportation dollars could be used for freeway 

interchanges, highway improvements, creation of railroad grade separations and to support 

local streets and roads which are grossly underfunded.” 

“The City of Tracy boasts a strategic position in the region, with easy access to the Ports of 

Stockton and Oakland, as well as having quick access to San Francisco, Oakland and San Jose 

airports. Over 70,000 vehicle trips per day traverse the City as goods and people move to points 

west {across the Altamont Pass) and east to Interstate 5 where access to all points across the 



West Coast are possible. Additional transportation dollars could be used for freeway 

interchanges, highway improvements, creation of railroad grade separations and to support 

local streets and roads which are grossly underfunded. The City of Tracy would allocate any 

additional monies toward three freeway interchange improvement, maintenance of our 

existing 545 roadway network which currently has a Pavement Condition Index rating of 72.” 

(3/31/17) 

Tulare Mayor Carlton Jones: “As the condition of these roads continues to decrease, the 

future cost of repairs necessary to return them to good condition increases exponentially.” 

“The City of Tulare currently receives approximately $1.3 million of funding annually through 

the Highway Users Tax Account, which falls well short of the approximately $5 million needed 

to maintain our street network in an overall “good” condition. The Pavement Condition Index 

(PCI) of our network is currently 57 which falls within the lower end of the range used to define 

the “good” condition category. Due to the shortage of funding available for pavement 

management activities, the City of Tulare has focused its maintenance efforts on our arterial 

and collector roadway network, as these are of the greatest importance to regional mobility 

and economic development. As a result, the condition of our local (residential) street network 

has steadily declined from a PCI 61 in 2010 to a PCI of 53 in 2016. As the condition of these 

roads continues to decrease, the future cost of repairs necessary to return them to good 

condition increases exponentially.” (3/31/17) 

Riverside Mayor Rusty Bailey: “maintaining transportation is a core function of our local 

government” 

“I’m here because our constituents deserve streets and roads they can use to get to work and 

to school without dodging potholes and risking damage to their vehicles. Maintaining 

transportation infrastructure is a core function of our local government. Yet in my city and cities 

across California, that investment has declined in recent years due to a lack of action in 

Sacramento. That’s why it’s critical that the legislature act to inject funding into our network of 

roads by passing a funding bill by April 6 this year.” (3/20/17) 

 

Perris City Council Member Tonya Burke: “plan includes smart, targeted investments that will 

produce results for the people of Riverside County and will save local taxpayers millions of 

dollars into the future” 

“This much-needed investment will help our economy stay on track, and give Riverside 

residents the transportation support we so desperately need for our growing region…No matter 

what anyone says, there’s simply not enough money in the state general fund to make a dent in 

the backlog…This compromise plan includes smart, targeted investments that will produce 

results for the people of Riverside County and will save local taxpayers millions of dollars into 

the future… I invite Sen. Roth and Assembly Members Cervantes and Medina to stand boldly 

http://fixcaroads.com/watch-live-fix-our-roads-press-conference-in-la-with-mayor-eric-garcetti-and-others/


with myself and other local leaders in the Inland region, to help bring California’s crumbling 

roadways into the 21st Century. (3/31/17) 

Riverside County Board of Supervisors Chair John F. Tavaglione and Vice Chair Chuck 

Washington: “We all pay, the more they delay.” 

“In Riverside County, we have dozens of road projects that have been backlogged because of 

lack of immediate funding such as the Market Street Bridge reconstruction, Mission Boulevard 

Bridge reconstruction, Hamner Avenue Bridge reconstruction and the Limonite/15 Freeway 

Interchange reconstruction. Completion of these projects and many others on the list will 

improve commute times and residents’ quality of life. That’s why we strongly support…long-

term transportation reform and funding packages that contain new revenues to make road 

safety improvements, fill potholes and repair local streets, highways, bridges and 

overpasses…We all pay, the more they delay.” (2/10/17) 

Stanislaus County Supervisor Vito Chiesa: “$10 more per month…a smart investment because 

driving on bad roads means I pay far more” 

“The plan announced earlier this week would mean that drivers in California pay about $10 

more per month. That small amount every month makes sense to me as a smart investment 

because driving on bad roads means I pay far more than that to fix and maintain my personal 

vehicle and the trucks I use in my farming business…If we fix our roads, I won’t have to fix my 

vehicles as often, and neither will you. The deal just announced this week by Gov. Jerry Brown 

and several key lawmakers achieves that goal…The plan will generate tens of millions of dollars 

of new revenue each year so Stanislaus County and our city governments can make road safety 

improvements, fill potholes and repair local streets, highways, bridges and overpasses. All for 

about $10 a month. I think it’s worth it (3/30/17) 

Waterford Mayor Michael Van Winkle: “SB 1 will help lo improve Waterford’s existing 

infrastructure and improve neighborhoods” 

“Funding from SB 1 will help lo improve Waterford’s existing infrastructure and improve 

neighborhoods, provide transit system preservation and improvements, reduce traffic 

congestion, help to provide funding for point-to-point services for seniors, veterans and people 

with disabilities, improve safety for motorists, bicyclists and pedestrians and will help to 

promote economic development.” (3/31/17) 

Yreka Mayor Joan Freeman Smith: “funding for state highway projects is also of critical 

concern to the community.” 

“Recent financial events have pushed off funding repair projects such as those already in the 

pipeline, much less the streets that desperately need repair beyond that. Without funding for 

repair the average Yreka Street will have a PCI of 39 by 2020. A PCI of 39 is the breakpoint for 

http://www.pe.com/articles/among-828667-know-california.html
http://www.pe.com/articles/needs-825262-legislature-address.html
http://www.modbee.com/opinion/state-issues/article141723344.html


full reconstruction, the most costly method of repair. The financial lifeblood of our community 

is dependent on Interstate 5 as well as Highway 3, which is also our Main Street, so funding for 

state highway projects is also of critical concern to the community.” (3/31/17) 

http://www.davisvanguard.org/2017/04/aguiar-curry-votes-fund-crumbling-state-local-
transportation-infrastructure/ 
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California Lawmakers Approve Gas Tax To Pay For $52 Billion Infrastructure Plan 

April 7 (Reuters) - California lawmakers on Thursday approved legislation to increase gasoline 

taxes and other transportation-related fees for the first time in decades, to fund an ambitious 

$52 billion plan to repair the state’s sagging infrastructure. 

The legislation heads to the desk of Democratic Governor Jerry Brown, who urged its support 

after the Democratic-led state legislature passed it on Thursday with a 27-11 vote in the Senate 

and then a 54-26 vote hours later in the Assembly. 

“The Democratic Party is the party of doing things, and tonight we did something to fix the 

roads in California,” Brown said during a news conference after the vote. “We got to fix them. It 

takes real money.” 

The measure will increase the excise tax on gasoline by 12 cents per gallon from the current 

$0.28 and on diesel fuel by 20 cents per gallon, among other fees, over 10 years. The money 

will be used for repairs to roads and bridges as well as for anti-congestion projects. 

Owners of electric vehicles, who do not use gasoline and would not pay the gas tax, would have 

to pay a $100 fee to help repair roads. The fees and taxes should raise about $5.2 billion per 

year. 

The average motorist in California will see costs increase by about $10 a month, according to 

Democrats, the Sacramento Bee newspaper reported. 

Republicans condemned the plan, saying the state’s transportation taxes and fees were already 

among the highest in the country. 

http://www.davisvanguard.org/2017/04/aguiar-curry-votes-fund-crumbling-state-local-transportation-infrastructure/
http://www.davisvanguard.org/2017/04/aguiar-curry-votes-fund-crumbling-state-local-transportation-infrastructure/
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/california-gas-tax_us_58e75c4de4b00de141022c6f


“Democrats want us to pick up the tab for their decades of neglect,” state party chairman Jim 

Brulte said in a statement. “The liberal Democrat elites are out of touch and Californians should 

not be used as a piggy bank for the majority party’s failures.” 

California’s transportation systems have gone unrepaired and unexpanded for decades, as 

budget constraints and politics have stymied plans by Democrats and Republicans alike. 

Brown, a fiscal moderate credited with bringing the state back from a $27 billion budget gap, 

has refused to sign on to plans that involve borrowing money, and Republicans and some 

moderate Democrats have resisted raising gasoline taxes. 

But the same Democratic wave that led California to go two-for-one in favor of former 

presidential candidate Hillary Clinton last November gave the party a two-thirds majority in 

both houses of the legislature, enough to pass new taxes without Republican support. 

The deal won support of construction companies and labor unions, and Democratic lawmakers 

on Wednesday put up a unified front on what had been the divisive issue of raising taxes. 

http://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/california-gas-tax_us_58e75c4de4b00de141022c6f 
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From: Board Secretary  
Sent: Friday, April 07, 2017 6:07 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: VTA Correspondence: Support Letters for SB 1 (Beall); Comments Regarding Caltrain 
 

VTA Board of Directors: 

 

We are forwarding you the following:  

 

From Topic 

VTA Letters of Support for SB 1 (Beall) 

Roland Lebrun Comments regarding Caltrain 

 
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 
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M E M O R A N D U M 

 

TO:  Members of the California State Assembly 

 

FROM: Jeannie Bruins, Chairperson 

  Board of Directors 

  Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 

 

DATE:  April 6, 2017 

 

RE:  Support for SB 1 (Beall) 

 

 

The Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) respectfully requests your support for SB 1 

(Beall) when this bill comes before the Assembly for a vote.  This comprehensive and well-thought-out 

measure would raise new revenues to address various transportation funding needs, as well as put in 

place a number of important transportation policy reforms.  Roughly two years in the making, SB 1 

reflects a compromise that recently emerged from a series of very productive negotiations occurring 

over the past several weeks. 

 

As you know, there has been considerable discussion about transportation funding ever since the 

Governor highlighted in his FY 2016 budget that California has a shortfall of $59 billion for 

maintenance and rehabilitation work on the state highway system over the next 10 years.  For local 

streets and roads, the gap over the same period has been estimated at $78 billion.  Without immediate 

legislative action to address these funding shortfalls, pavement conditions will deteriorate at a faster rate, 

resulting in increased costs to the state and cities/counties, as well as impacts to public safety and 

California’s economic competitiveness. 

 

Similarly, public transit is facing significant funding shortfalls.  According to a needs assessment 

commissioned by the California Transit Association, the state’s public transit systems face a $72 billion 

funding gap over the next 10 years, $39 billion of which relates to deferred maintenance, vehicle 

replacement and facility rehabilitation.  Left unaddressed, these shortfalls will degrade the quality, 

frequency and reliability of public transit service, depressing ridership and limiting access for people 

who rely on our bus and rail systems for their mobility needs. 

 

VTA believes SB 1 is an important piece of legislation for the following reasons.  First, it would 

generate new revenues through a variety of sources to: 

 

 Close the funding gaps for state highway and local roadway maintenance and rehabilitation. 

 Repair and rehabilitate state highway bridges and culverts. 

 Improve mobility in key goods movement corridors. 

 Provide additional investments in public transit and intercity/commuter rail. 
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 Supplement existing resources for active transportation, including improvements to bicycle and 

pedestrian facilities. 

 Advance mobility, environmental and community access improvements within highly congested 

travel corridors throughout the state. 

 Reward communities that step up and invest local resources in their transportation systems. 

 

Second, SB 1 tackles a number of lingering and troublesome challenges that have been plaguing 

transportation funding for years.  Specifically, the bill would: 

 

 Fix the volatility of the variable gasoline excise tax, which, in recent years, has resulted in large 

decreases in funding for the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), the State 

Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP), and local streets/roads. 

 End the erosion of purchasing power of both the gasoline and diesel excise taxes by indexing 

them to the Consumer Price Index on an annual basis. 

 Ensure the repayment of all outstanding loans owed by the General Fund to various 

transportation accounts, and invest this money in public transit, the SHOPP, local streets/roads, 

and local/regional climate change adaptation planning. 

 

Finally, SB 1 includes several key policy reforms, such as: 

 

 Creating an Independent Office of Audits and Investigation to ensure that Caltrans and entities 

receiving state or federal transportation funds from the department are expending those dollars 

efficiently, effectively, economically, and in compliance with applicable state and federal 

requirements. 

 Establishing an Advance Mitigation Program to improve the success and effectiveness of actions 

implemented to mitigate the environmental impacts of future transportation projects. 

 Strengthening the California Transportation Commission’s (CTC) oversight of Caltrans with 

regard to the expenditure of SHOPP funding. 

 Tasking the CTC with the responsibility of overseeing the expenditure of the new funding that 

Caltrans and cities/counties would receive pursuant to the bill. 

 

SB 1 is an extremely important measure for California’s transportation infrastructure, as well as for the 

state’s future.  Therefore, we respectfully seek your support for this legislation.  Thank you for your 

consideration of our request. 

 



 

 

 

M E M O R A N D U M 

 

TO:  Members of the California State Senate 

 

FROM: Jeannie Bruins, Chairperson 

  Board of Directors 

  Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 

 

DATE:  April 5, 2017 

 

RE:  Support for SB 1 (Beall) 

 

 

The Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) respectfully requests your support for SB 1 

(Beall) when this bill comes before the Senate for a vote.  This comprehensive and well-thought-out 

measure would raise new revenues to address various transportation funding needs, as well as put in 

place a number of important transportation policy reforms.  Roughly two years in the making, SB 1 

reflects a compromise that recently emerged from a series of productive negotiations occurring over the 

past several weeks. 

 

As you know, there has been considerable discussion about transportation funding ever since the 

Governor highlighted in his FY 2016 budget that California has a shortfall of $59 billion for 

maintenance and rehabilitation work on the state highway system over the next 10 years.  For local 

streets and roads, the gap over the same period has been estimated at $78 billion.  Without immediate 

legislative action to address these funding shortfalls, pavement conditions will deteriorate at a faster rate, 

resulting in increased costs to the state and cities/counties, as well as impacts to public safety and 

California’s economic competitiveness. 

 

Similarly, public transit is facing significant funding shortfalls.  According to a needs assessment 

commissioned by the California Transit Association, the state’s public transit systems face a $72 billion 

funding gap over the next 10 years, $39 billion of which relates to deferred maintenance, vehicle 

replacement and facility rehabilitation.  Left unaddressed, these shortfalls will degrade the quality, 

frequency and reliability of public transit service, depressing ridership and limiting access for people 

who rely on our bus and rail systems for their mobility needs. 

 

VTA believes SB 1 is an important piece of legislation for the following reasons.  First, it would 

generate new revenues through a variety of sources to: 

 

 Close the funding gaps for state highway and local roadway maintenance and rehabilitation. 

 Repair and rehabilitate state highway bridges and culverts. 

 Improve mobility in key goods movement corridors. 

 Provide additional investments in public transit and intercity/commuter rail. 
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 Supplement existing resources for active transportation, including improvements to bicycle and 

pedestrian facilities. 

 Advance mobility, environmental and community access improvements within highly congested 

travel corridors throughout the state. 

 Reward communities that step up and invest local resources in their transportation systems. 

 

Second, SB 1 tackles a number of lingering and troublesome challenges that have been plaguing 

transportation funding for years.  Specifically, the bill would: 

 

 Fix the volatility of the variable gasoline excise tax, which, in recent years, has resulted in large 

decreases in funding for the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), the State 

Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP), and local streets/roads. 

 End the erosion of purchasing power of both the gasoline and diesel excise taxes by indexing 

them to the Consumer Price Index on an annual basis. 

 Ensure the repayment of all outstanding loans owed by the General Fund to various 

transportation accounts, and invest this money in public transit, the SHOPP, local streets/roads, 

and local/regional climate change adaptation planning. 

 

Finally, SB 1 includes several key policy reforms, such as: 

 

 Creating an Independent Office of Audits and Investigation to ensure that Caltrans and entities 

receiving state or federal transportation funds from the department are expending those dollars 

efficiently, effectively, economically, and in compliance with applicable state and federal 

requirements. 

 Establishing an Advance Mitigation Program to improve the success and effectiveness of actions 

implemented to mitigate the environmental impacts of future transportation projects. 

 Strengthening the California Transportation Commission’s (CTC) oversight of Caltrans with 

regard to the expenditure of SHOPP funding. 

 

SB 1 is an extremely important measure for California’s transportation infrastructure, as well as for the 

state’s future.  Therefore, we respectfully seek your support for this legislation.  Thank you for your 

consideration of our request. 

 



From: Roland Lebrun  
Sent: Wednesday, April 05, 2017 3:42 AM 
To: Caltrain Board 
Cc: MTC Commission; SFCTA Board Secretary; Board Secretary; Nila Gonzales; CHSRA Board; SFCTA CAC; 
Caltrain CAC Secretary; Caltrain BAC; cac@transbaycenter.org 
Subject: Item 9.b Status of Caltrain FFGA 

 

Dear Chair Gee, 
 
Further to my letter of July 5th to the Metropolitan Transportation Commission highlighting 
multiple irregularities with the Caltrain EMU procurement, please find attached an analysis of 
irregularities with the FTA Core Capacity grant application, namely an apparently deliberate 
misrepresentation of Caltrain's current peak seated capacity. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Roland Lebrun. 
 
CC 
MTC commission 
SFCTA Board of Directors 
VTA Board of Directors 
Transbay Joint Powers Authority Board of Directors 
High Speed Rail Authority Board of Directors 
SFCTA CAC 
Caltrain CAC 
Caltrain BPAC 
TJPA CAC 

 
From: Roland Lebrun   
Sent: Wednesday, July 6, 2016 1:13 AM 
To: MTC Commission 
Cc: SFCTA Board Secretary; VTA Board Secretary; Nila Gonzales; Caltrain Board; CHSRA Board; SFCTA 
CAC; Caltrain CAC Secretary; Caltrain BAC 
Subject: Caltrain EMU railcar procurement  
  
Dear Honorable Chair Cortese and MTC Commissioners, 
 
Further to my comments during the June Commission Meeting, the intent of the attached letter 
is to substantiate and elaborate on the concerns I expressed about the Caltrain Modernization 
(CalMod) project, specifically the cost and reduced capacity of the proposed Electric Multiple 
Unit (EMU) railcars (550-seat trains replacing 650-seat trains operating at 158% of capacity). 
 
The letter concludes with the following recommendations: 
 



- Launch an immediate investigation into the procurement process 
- Suspend any funding pending the outcome of the investigation 
- Reach out to the 5 manufacturers, who responded to the RFI and inquire as to the events that 
led them not to respond to the RFP 
- Invite Stadler to provide a comparative breakdown of recent Stadler KISS procurements 
- Determine if the $225M discrepancy is related to customization for High Speed Rail and revise 
CHSRA’s contribution to the funding package accordingly 
- Initiate an independent Caltrain capacity analysis to inform on the next steps 
- Consider appointing an interim entity responsible for Caltrain administration (per Section 6.B 
of the 1996 Peninsula Corridor Project Joint Powers Agreement) 
http://www.caltrain.com/Assets/Public/JPA_Agreement_and_Amendment_10-03-1996.pdf 

PDF Agreement, 1.42MB - Caltrain 

www.caltrain.com 

Created Date: 3/10/2011 1:59:22 PM 

 
 
 
Respectfully submitted for your consideration 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Roland Lebrun 
 
CC 
SFCTA Board of Directors 
VTA Board of Directors 
Transbay Joint Powers Authority Board of Directors 
Caltrain Board of Directors 
High Speed Rail Authority Board of Directors 
SFCTA CAC 
Caltrain CAC 
Caltrain BPAC 
 

http://www.caltrain.com/Assets/Public/JPA_Agreement_and_Amendment_10-03-1996.pdf
http://www.caltrain.com/Assets/Public/JPA_Agreement_and_Amendment_10-03-1996.pdf
http://www.caltrain.com/


Caltrain April 2017 Board meeting     Roland Lebrun 
Agenda Item #9.b PCEP FFGA update      
         April 5 2017 
Dear Chair Gee and members of the Caltrain Board of Directors, 
 
Further to my July 5th 2016 letter of to the Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
(attached) which highlighted multiple irregularities with the Caltrain EMU procurement, 
including the capacity of Stadler KISS railcars which “cannot possibility meet Caltrain’s 
present let alone future capacity requirements” (page 4), there is now evidence of 
irregularities with the actual $647M FTA Core Capacity grant application. 
 
Background 
 
The guidelines for FTA Core Capacity Grants are contained in a document entitled “Final 
Interim Policy Guidance Federal Transit Administration Capital Investment Grant 
Program (June 2016)” 
(https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/FAST_Updated_Interim_Policy
_Guidance_June%20_2016.pdf), specifically the section on Determining Core Capacity 
Project Eligibility and Verifying Proposed Project Increases Capacity by at Least 10 
Percent on page 84.  
 
“For LRT or heavy rail projects, using a calculation method similar to the one described above, 

FTA evaluates peak hour person capacity in the peak direction in the corridor once the proposed 

project is completed and open for service to determine whether the project increases capacity by 

at least 10 percent. Project sponsors submit information on the estimated trains per peak hour in 

the peak direction, cars per train in the peak direction, and rail car dimensions that would be in 

place when construction on the proposed project is completed and opened for service. FTA then 

determines whether the proposed project improves the useable space per existing passenger in 

the peak hour in the peak direction by at least 10 percent.  

Similarly, for commuter rail projects, using a calculation method similar to the one described 

above, FTA evaluates the peak hour peak direction seated load after the proposed project is 

completed and open for service to determine whether the project increase capacity by at least 10 

percent. Project sponsors submit information on equipment design, train consists, and trains per 

peak hour that would be in place when construction on the proposed project is completed and 

opened for service.” 
 
On or about October 2nd 2016, the San Mateo County District (SamTrans), acting in its 
capacity as the current administrator of the Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board 
(PCJPB) submitted an application for a $647M FTA Core Capacity grant based on 
February 2014 figures, “a month with generally lower ridership”.  
 
The information provided by SamTrans shows that a total of 5 trains with a combined 
capacity of 3,403 seats (“Detail of Existing Operations”) in the 7:00 AM peak northbound 
direction would be replaced by 6 trains with a combined capacity of 3,768 seats (“Detail 
of Operations At Project Opening”), an increase of 365 seats or 11%. 

https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/FAST_Updated_Interim_Policy_Guidance_June%20_2016.pdf
https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/FAST_Updated_Interim_Policy_Guidance_June%20_2016.pdf


The issue is that the information presented in “Details of Existing Operations” on page 
3 of the FTA grant application is inconsistent with the February 2016 Annual Passenger 
Count presented to the Caltrain Board of directors on May 5th 2016, specifically that 
train #217 had 650 seats (not 605) and train #225 had 762 seats (not 620) 

 
 

 
https://goo.gl/R9QKFy  

 
http://www.caltrain.com/Assets/__Agendas+and+Minutes/JPB/Board+of+Directors/Pre
sentations/2016/2016-05-05+Annual+Counts.pdf 

https://goo.gl/R9QKFy
http://www.caltrain.com/Assets/__Agendas+and+Minutes/JPB/Board+of+Directors/Presentations/2016/2016-05-05+Annual+Counts.pdf
http://www.caltrain.com/Assets/__Agendas+and+Minutes/JPB/Board+of+Directors/Presentations/2016/2016-05-05+Annual+Counts.pdf


The table on page 34 additionally shows that train #221 had 650 seats (not 600). 

 
(http://www.caltrain.com/Assets/_Marketing/caltrain/pdf/2016/2016Annual+Passenge
r+Counts.pdf),  
 
Last but not least, train #217 was upgraded to a 6-car Bombardier (762 seats) on July 25 
2016  
http://www.caltrain.com/about/MediaRelations/News_Archive/Caltrain_to_Swap_Trai
n_Sets_This_Month_for_More_Capacity_and_Maintenance.html 
 
Based on the above figures, Caltrain’s current 7:00 AM northbound peak capacity is 
#217 (762 seats) 
#319 (792 seats) 
#221 (650 seats) 
#323 (786 seats) 
#225 (762 seats) 
Total 3,752 (not 3,403) seats 
 
Conclusion: 
 
The proposed project increases Caltrain’s peak AM capacity by 16 seats (3,768-3,752) or 
less than 1% as a result of which the project does not qualify for an FTA Core Capacity 
Grant. 
 
Recommendation 
 
Terminate all activities with Stadler Rail effective immediately for convenience. 
Terminate contract with DC LLC (Dave Couch) for cause. 
Terminate all contracts with LTK Engineering for cause. 
Consider initiating litigation against DC LLC, LTK Engineering and the San Mateo County 
Transit District for breach of trust. 
 
Respectfully submitted for your consideration. 
 
Roland Lebrun. 
CC  
SFCTA Board of Directors  
VTA Board of Directors  
Transbay Joint Powers Authority Board of Directors  
Caltrain Board of Directors  
High Speed Rail Authority Board of Directors  
SFCTA CAC  
Caltrain CAC  
Caltrain BPAC  

http://www.caltrain.com/Assets/_Marketing/caltrain/pdf/2016/2016Annual+Passenger+Counts.pdf
http://www.caltrain.com/Assets/_Marketing/caltrain/pdf/2016/2016Annual+Passenger+Counts.pdf
http://www.caltrain.com/about/MediaRelations/News_Archive/Caltrain_to_Swap_Train_Sets_This_Month_for_More_Capacity_and_Maintenance.html
http://www.caltrain.com/about/MediaRelations/News_Archive/Caltrain_to_Swap_Train_Sets_This_Month_for_More_Capacity_and_Maintenance.html
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