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Solo-Driver Makes Contact with VTA Train 
NBC Bay Area/KNTV 11 am newscast 

http://bit.ly/2qq55UR 
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Roadshow: From dentures to a kayak, here’s what transit riders leave behind 
Gary Richards 
San Jose Mercury News 

Q I was on BART and when I got off in Oakland, I saw a very nice winter coat had been left behind by a 

passenger. That got me wondering. What are some of the more unusual items people forget? I figure a lot 

of phones and keys. Anything else? 
Susan Klein, Berkeley 

 

A Oh my, yes. Besides hundreds of wallets, watches and electronic gadgets left behind each day, 

there have been numerous other amazing items that passengers forgot to take with them when 

http://bit.ly/2qq55UR
http://bit.ly/2qq55UR
http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/04/28/roadshow-from-dentures-to-a-kayak-heres-what-transit-riders-leave-behind/


they got off Bay Area buses and trains. Here are my top 10 favorites from AC Transit, BART, 

Caltrain, Muni and the Valley Transportation Authority: 

1. A prosthetic leg (BART) 

2. A priceless Stradivarius violin (BART) 

3. A 9-foot-long red kayak (VTA) 

4. A wheelchair (BART) 

5. A jackhammer (Caltrain) 

6. A 32-inch TV (AC Transit) 

7. Dentures (AC Transit). 

8. An accordian (AC Transit) 

9. An IKEA table (Muni) 

10. Baby strollers (Muni) 

 

As for the forgotten prosthetic leg, BART’s Jim Allison said: “Not sure how that happened. You 

think the owner would notice he or she was missing something. In my humble opinion, that tops 

a kayak.” 

 

Q I couldn’t help but snort at your disdain for a pig riding in the front seat (Roadshow, April 20). 

For one thing, that was not a full-sized pig. One of those could never fit through the door. 

 

Most likely, you and your readers’ only relationship with pigs is bacon and ribs on your plate. In 

truth, pigs are smarter than dogs, completely house-trainable, and very loving and warm when 

you have one as a pet and spend time training it. 

 

Like a dog, they will fetch things, recognize an incredible number of verbal commands and will 

snuggle up to you while you watch TV. Further, they prefer to be clean. They also cry when you 

are sad, sick or hurting and will spontaneously react and bring you things you like, or that help 

you. 

 

So please, don’t grunt about loving, friendly, quiet, well-behaved porkers in the front seat. You 

could have one for a pal. 

Tony Weiler, Gilroy 

A I’m told they love mud baths. 

 

Q So exactly what’s wrong with a giant pig in the passenger seat of your truck? As long as the 

pig isn’t driving, what’s the problem? (I have known a couple of pigs that would be much better 

drivers than most people out there.) 

Lois Grace, San Jose 

A But would they count for carpool purposes? 

 

Q I’ve noticed these “Baby on Board” stickers as I commute up Highway 101 on the Peninsula. I 

saw a very funny take on the sticker in a Whole Foods parking lot: “Adult on board. I want to 

live too!” That’s a good one! 

Jessica Rose, Cupertino 

A Indeed it is. 
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Roadshow: I see this San Jose driver flouting the law every morning 
Gary Richards 

San Jose Mercury News 
Q I observed this inconsiderate driver three times in one week at 7:20 during the morning commute: 

Going west on Foxworthy Avenue,  this new 2017 titanium metallic Kia Sorrento passes all the cars 

going straight and moves into the left-turn lane. When the light turns green, the Kia driver guns it and 

merges into the straight-ahead lane. 

One day this driver was speeding in the oncoming lane for two blocks before reaching the left-turn 

entrance. I observed this creature from afar all the way down Foxworthy to Bascom Avenue, where the 

person makes a left and then refuses to get in line with cars making a right onto Camden Avenue, then 

pushes in at the last second, blocking southbound traffic. 

What can we do about this scofflaw using the oncoming lane on Foxworthy as his personal passing lane? 

Tony 

A Fire off an email to the traffic enforcement unit on the city’s website at www.sanjoseca.gov. The details 

— time of day, make of vehicle, etc. — are vital to curbing this driver’s behind-the-wheel antics. To get 

to the Traffic Enforcement Request Form, click on Departments, then Transportation, then on Police 

Department Traffic Enforcement on the right-hand side, then Request for Enforcement. 

 

Q I’ve read that the old street signs in San Jose will be replaced with new green-and-white ones. What 

will happen to the old signs? Will they be for sale? I have lived on my street for over 40 years and would 

love a piece of my childhood neighborhood past. 

Curt Oishi 

A The city will recycle the old signs but won‘t sell them. San Jose and other cities are upgrading street 

signs to meet new state guidelines, using the color green instead of darker signs that can be harder to see. 

Federal standards now require the entire sign to be reflective, whereas previous signs for cross streets 

only had to have reflective letters. Only a few colors are permitted now, and San Jose’s cobalt blue is not 

one of those. So the city decided to match other green signs like those on freeways and on signal mast 

arms. 

 

Q Tired of writing about the phasing out of Botts’ Dots? What about those wonderful reflector things? 

They’re not getting rid of those, are they? 

Norm Vance, Steve Chell, and many more 

A No. While Botts’ Dots are being phased out, the reflective lane markers will still be used. They are 

especially favored by cities for use on streets around curves. 

 

Q I’d like to see a freeway from Interstate 280 through San Francisco to the Golden Gate Bridge. I’m 

really tired of dealing with all the signals on 19th Avenue no matter what time of the day or night you’re 

on this road. 

A.S. 

A No chance. Folks in the city loved it when the Loma Prieta quake brought down the Embarcadero 

Freeway and won’t like another freeway carving up neighborhoods. 

 

Q Finally, after all these years, Newhall Street between The Alameda and Park Avenue has been repaired. 

Not just patched, but completely resurfaced, with new curbs and gutters and everything. Nice job, road 

crew. 

Linda Michener 

Santa Clara 

A And soon more smooth streets will be coming, what with all the millions being set aside for road 

repairs. Ah, we love the smell of fresh asphalt. 

http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/05/02/roadshow-52-botts-dots-on-way-out-but-reflective-markers-will-remain/
http://www.sanjoseca.gov/
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Roadshow: Why is Highway 17’s Big Moody Curve prone to spin-outs? 
Gary Richards 
San Jose Mercury News 

Q On southbound Highway 17, Big Moody Curve has been the scene of numerous accidents. 

Any chance you can talk to some of your Chipper friends and find out why people are crashing at 

that spot? I drive it two or three times a week and have never felt unsafe. 

Wes Peters, Los Gatos 

A The CHP has dubbed this the “wet spot” as mud and water constantly seep onto the 

southbound lanes at the curve. But that’s not the sole reason for all the crashes, said Ross-the-

CHP-Man: 

“The common reasons for crashing on 17 are people driving too fast, not maintaining a safe 

following distance and distractions. As Mr. Peters points out, the majority of people who drive 

17 on a regular basis observe these rules of the road and never have a problem. While there is a 

small amount of groundwater making the roadway wet in this location, it does not constitute a 

hazard when the speed limit and other laws are properly observed.” 

But once again, Big Moody Curve is the chief topic when Roadshow discusses 17. 

Q You can safely take Big Moody Curve at 60 mph in warm, dry weather, but most vehicles 

would be off the road at 45 mph when it’s cold and wet. 

People don’t understand how treacherous 17 is. On most curves you can’t see the whole turn 

from the start. Most change slope in the middle of the curve. These factors cause inexperienced 

drivers to overreact. When they suddenly realize they are going too fast, attempting to slow 

down puts them into a spin. 

Big Moody Curve is a great example. Uphill of Big Moody, the drainage filled in from a slide, 

resulting in water flowing over the road even when the rest of the surface is dry. You can’t see it 

until you are almost on it. 

D.B. 

A As Caltrans works to shore up the hillside, the best drivers can do is sloooow down. 

Remember, the speed limit is 50 mph for a reason. 

Q I had ridden Highway 17 to Santa Cruz one rainy day and saw five accidents and spin-outs on 

my trip. Needless to say, I was thankful to make it home safely. 

Could you please tell the CHP to be out on patrol when people need it the most — that being 

when it is raining? If drivers would just follow the speed limits I believe most of these accidents 

would not happen. 

David Henschel, San Jose 

A The CHP sends out several officers on rainy days to the Santa Cruz County side of the hill, 

where 607 crashes occurred last year — compared to 376 on the Santa Clara County side. 

Q I love going to Santa Cruz for a breath of fresh air. Now with all the congestion I just don’t do 

it anymore until the roads clear up. 

http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/05/01/roadshow-why-is-highway-17s-big-moody-curve-prone-to-spin-outs/


Mary Ann Shiosaka-Samuelsen, Saratoga 

A Smart lady. 
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Caltrain set to get $100 million for electrification but project still stalled 
Jody Meacham 

Silicon Valley Business Journal 

Caltrain is set to receive $100 million for electrification in the federal funding package that 

Congress is considering this week, but the project is still far from getting the go-ahead. The 

package is the end result of a bipartisan budget deal that will keep the federal government open 

until the end of its fiscal year on Sept. 30. 

“We still need the full funding grant agreement approved before we can use any of those funds,” 

Caltrain spokeswoman Tasha Bartholomew told the Silicon Valley Business Journal. 

A rendering of a 110 mph Stadler electric trainset ordered last summer by Caltrain for the 

inauguration of electric service in 2020. 

The electrification project, which would cut commute times along the Peninsula and nearly 

double Caltrain’s capacity, has been in a holding pattern since Feb. 17, when new Republican 

Transportation Secretary Elaine Chao declined to sign a $647 million grant after it had survived 

two years of review under the Obama administration. 

Caltrain negotiated a $20 million deal with its two contractors — Balfour Beatty, a London-

based multinational construction company scheduled to build the electrification infrastructure 

including the overhead wires called catenary, and Stadler US, the American arm of the Swiss 

electric train builder — to keep contracts already awarded in place through June 30. 

The $100 million in the budget deal plus another $73 million that the railroad set aside from an 

earlier federal grant still leaves Caltrain $474 million short of what the $647 million Federal 

Transit Administration grant was to provide before its approval was short-circuited in February. 

The entire electrification project is budgeted for $1.98 billion and scheduled for beginning 

electric trains in 2021. 

“We are cautiously optimistic that bipartisan approval of the budget will be a signal that the 

administration plans to follow through with a commitment to invest in Caltrain electrification,” 

the railroad’s executive director, Jim Hartnett, said Tuesday in a press release. 

California’s Republican Congressional delegation unanimously opposed awarding the grant in 

January after the proposal had cleared two years of federal review during the Obama 

administration. 

Subsequent to the letter signed by the 14 GOP members, Chao declined to sign the grant 

agreement. 

http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/05/02/caltrain-electrification-funding-congress-trump.html


Chao’s decision plus President Trump’s “skinny budget,” which was announced in March and 

contained no money for new transit infrastructure, seemed to indicate a huge shift away from 

federal aid for transportation projects under Republican control. 

Democrats managed to extract substantial concessions in the budget deal expected to be signed 

this week. 
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BART police chief: Spike in crime preceded teen mob robbery at Coliseum 
Erin Baldassari 

San Jose Mercury News 

OAKLAND — BART police on Friday arrested a juvenile suspected of robbing patrons at the 

Coliseum station Saturday night, when a swarm of 50 to 60 young people took over a train 

during the latest in a recent spike in crimes involving youths on BART, officials said. 

 

The juvenile is a student at San Leandro High School, said acting BART police Chief Jeff 

Jennings. The officers arrested the suspect shortly before 1 p.m. on suspicion of robbery charges, 

said BART spokeswoman Alicia Trost. 

 

The arrest is the 20th since March 11 of people between the ages of 12 and 21 who were acting 

in groups to commit crimes on BART, Jennings said. In each of the other cases, the number 

participating was much smaller, ranging in size from two to four people, he said. 

 

Jennings said the group may have been at a party near the Coliseum last Saturday that got broken 

up after gunshots were fired in the area. Detectives believe the teens then made their way to the 

station, where they hopped the fare gates and crowded onto a train car, robbed seven people and 

beat two others, who suffered minor injuries to their heads and faces. 

 

The group scattered before officers, who arrived within four minutes of receiving the first call for 

service, showed up. Detectives were able to use high-quality video from inside the train car to 

identify several suspects, some of whom had been arrested by BART officers in the past, he said. 

The department has issued three other arrest warrants for suspects in the case, Jennings said. 

 

The incident occurred amid a 22 percent spike in nearly all types of crimes at BART since the 

start of the year compared with the same time period last year, Jennings said. The uptick follows 

three years of declines, with a 3 percent decrease in overall crime in 2016 and a 5 percent drop in 

2015. 

 

It is unclear what is driving the surge, but Jennings said the agency has grappled with the issue 

before. In 2014, BART helped form a task force with area cities to address an increase in 

robberies involving groups of youths, he said. One group called themselves “Band Camp,” 

referring to the bands wrapped around wads of cash, and “camping out” to target robbery 

victims, he said. 

 

http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/04/27/bart-police-chief-spike-in-crime-preceded-teen-mob-robbery-at-coliseum-saturday/


It’s not lost on Jennings that selling used phones on the black market is a business. And, while 

there was a drop in thefts after iPhone and Android cellphone makers added locking capabilities 

to the devices, he said it is clear that criminals have found a way to crack those codes. 

 

Jennings said it also seems the teens are using the acts to better their reputation among their 

peers, to move up ranks within their group or to prove themselves. 

 

“The juveniles have a purpose,” he said. “It’s to earn respect for whatever group you’re trying to 

be in.” 

 

In addition to crime, the board on Thursday also discussed possible solutions to cut down on fare 

evaders. The agency is losing an estimated $15 million to $25 million each year in revenue from 

patrons who don’t pay. 

 

BART is proposing a multipronged approach to thwart would-be fare cheats. Staff has proposed 

investing $3 million to beef up enforcement efforts, increase physical barriers at fare gates, 

expand paid areas at stations and add new technology to recoup an estimated $8 million to $11 

million annually. 

 

BART plans to assess each station individually to determine whether to install 5-foot enclosures 

to prevent people from hopping over the fences and gates, bolt shut unnecessary swinging gates, 

or reroute elevators that open in the free areas of the station to paid areas, said John McCormick, 

the agency’s manager of operations, planning and support. 

 

It also hopes to hire and equip six community service officers with paper and Clipper card 

readers to check people’s tickets on the trains to make sure they have paid. Those officers would 

team up with sworn police officers to issue citations, Jennings said. 

 

McCormick said the agency also plans to implement a pilot video-surveillance program that 

would collect anonymous information on who is passing through the service gates without 

paying to get a better sense of how many people are entering the stations that way. The board is 

expected to take action on these items as part of BART’s budget for the coming fiscal year, 

which begins in July. 
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Exclusive: Developer quietly scoops up more parcels near Diridon Station project 
Janice Bitters 

Silicon Valley Business Journal 

Trammell Crow has spent more than $17 million scooping up more property near its already 

massive Diridon Station project along West Santa Clara Street in downtown San Jose. 

 

The company has bought eight new properties in six transactions along Autumn Street between 

West Santa Clara Street and West San Fernando in the last few months. 

 

http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/05/02/diridon-station-development-trammell-crow.html


Those properties are adjacent to Trammell Crow’s proposed office towers along Santa Clara 

Street, which will have about a million square feet of space and retail along the bottom floor. The 

project also includes hundreds of apartment units. 

 

So, what does Trammell Crow plan to do with the parcels it’s picking up? The company declined 

to comment on the acquisitions Tuesday. But the location of the purchases may indicate the real 

estate company sees more development opportunity in the area near where high-speed rail is 

expected to run through an intermodal transit hub in the coming years. 

 

Among the recently acquired sites is a property at 450 West Santa Clara, which the company 

bought from San Jose-based Toeniskoetter Commercial Construction at the beginning of the 

month for $11 million. 

 

Representatives from Toeniskoetter did not immediately respond to requests for comment 

Tuesday. 

 

The site, which is the most expensive purchase of the bunch so far, is a little more than a half an 

acre in size and currently has a 25,000-square-foot commercial office building on the property, 

according to sales records from First American Title Co. 

 

Of the 13 parcels on the east side of Autumn Street between West Santa Clara and West San 

Fernando, Trammell Crow has purchased six this year, according to county records. Its purchases 

dot the roadway, with only a handful that are immediately adjacent to each other. 

 

Other properties the Dallas, Texas-based developer and real estate investor has purchased along 

Autumn Street in recent months include 24 - 52 S. Autumn St. and a small parcel directly north 

of those parcels. That set was purchased from two separate owners for about $3.58 combined. 

 

In its most recent purchase, Trammell Crow also bought 74 S. Autumn St. for $1 million on 

April 13 from a real estate trust that currently owns several parcels along the road. 

 

The real estate trust owners could not be reached for comment Tuesday to discuss whether they 

planned to sell the rest of their properties along Autumn Street. 

 

Trammell Crow also purchased two out of 10 of the parcels on the west side of Autumn Street 

between West Santa Clara and West San Fernando – one at 35 S. Autumn and one at 75 S. 

Autumn St. 
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Should California allow bicyclists to roll through stop signs? 
Alexei Koseff 

Sacramento Bee 

http://www.sacbee.com/news/politics-government/capitol-alert/article147952354.html


Here’s a counterintuitive proposal currently circulating at the Capitol: Make California roads 

safer for bicyclists by allowing them to yield at stop signs, rather than coming to a complete stop, 

if there is no oncoming traffic. 

Assemblyman Jay Obernolte is prepared for your skepticism. 

“Most people that I pitch the bill to, their first reaction is, ‘Oh my god, that’s a terrible idea. 

Someone’s going to get killed,’ ” the Big Bear Lake Republican said. But the results of a natural 

three-decade experiment have demonstrated otherwise, he added. “There is no less expensive and 

more effective way of increasing bicycle safety in California than to reform the laws for 

stopping.” 

Assembly Bill 1103, which Obernolte is carrying with Assemblyman Phil Ting, D-San 

Francisco, is based on a law adopted by Idaho in 1982. Though no other states have yet followed 

suit, the policy remains popular there, and a 2010 study by a UC Berkeley researcher concluded 

that its impacts had been positive. 

The study found that bicycle injuries in Idaho declined by 14.5 percent the year after the law 

took effect, and there was no evidence of an increase over time. Compared to Sacramento and 

Bakersfield, two California cities the researcher deemed comparable, Boise had at least 30 

percent fewer injuries per bicycle commuter and no regular fatalities. 

Obernolte said the “Idaho stop,” as supporters have dubbed it, is effective because it allows 

bicyclists to maintain some of their speed, thereby more quickly clearing the dangerous part of 

an intersection, where they are most vulnerable to being a hit by a driver: “They have more tools 

to deal with unseen vehicular traffic.” 

Now awaiting a vote in the Assembly Transportation Committee, AB 1103 has generated 

opposition from several law enforcement and automobile groups, who argue that it will cause 

confusion for drivers and be difficult to enforce. 

Obernolte, a recreational cyclist himself, acknowledged that the bill is likely to be divisive, 

especially when so many riders already blow through stop signs. AB 1103 does not change the 

right of way when a driver arrives first at an intersection, but he said that bicyclists’ behavior is 

an indication the current approach is not working for them. 

“If there is widespread civil disobedience, the law either needs to be changed or enforcement 

needs to be stepped up,” he said. 
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KNTV Construction of New BART Milpitas Station Ahead of Schedule 
Construction workers with Santa Clara County’s Valley Transportation Authority are on pace to 

open the first BART stations in the county six months ahead of schedule. 

 

http://www.nbcbayarea.com/news/local/Construction-of-New-BART-Milpitas-Station-Ahead-of-Schedule-420674273.html


Despite the Bay Area’s historically wet winter, more than five years of drought before that gave 

construction crews more dry days to build, and they took advantage of the extra sunshine. 

The Milpitas BART station at Montague Expressway and Capitol Avenue and another station 

farther south at Berryessa Avenue near King Road in San Jose will carry BART passengers 10 

miles deeper into the South Bay’s growing population centers. 

Steve Tran, who works as a restaurant chef, can’t wait. "Is it faster than driving? Yes, it’s better," 

Tran said. 

The VTA, which oversaw construction, said the drought helped construction crews work ahead 

of schedule. 

"We had several years of dry weather in which we worked straight through," agency 

spokeswoman Stacey Hendler Ross said. 

The Milpitas station will have 1,200 parking spaces and potentially 120 charging stations for 

electric vehicles. There will be room for 10 food trucks and retail space. 

But the VTA cautions it is still possible that the scheduled late December opening could be 

delayed. The tracks and computers that run the trains still have to be tested. 

"If there’s one tiny detail that isn’t right, we have to stop and fix it until everything is in sync," 

Hendler Ross said. 

Approval of environmental reports to extend BART to Santa Clara could happen by the end of 

the year. 

The VTA estimates BART will take as many as 20,000 commuters off roadways between the 

new Warm Springs station in Fremont and the Milpitas station and another 20,000 between the 

Milpitas and Berryessa stations. 
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Coyote Valley Wildlife Corridor 
Doug McConnell 

NBC 

Explore what some call the last chance valley just south of San Jose. Miraculously saved from 

massive development over the decades, Coyote Valley is bounded by wild mountainous 

landscapes to the east and the west and its future as a source of water and sustenance for wildlife 

within view of the bay area’s biggest city is bright.  

 

FOR MORE INFORMATION: 

Santa Clara Open Space Authority 

http://www.openspaceauthority.org/ 

Pathways for Wildlife 

http://www.nbcbayarea.com/news/local/Coyote-Valley-Wildlife-Corridor-420778853.html
http://www.openspaceauthority.org/


http://pathwaysforwildlife.com/ 

Santa Clara Water District 

http://www.valleywater.org/ 
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Can Silicon Valley Kick the Sprawl Habit? 
Amanda Kolson Hurley 

The Atlantic Cities 

America is a nation of office parks. Low-rise compounds surrounded by seas of employee 

parking are fixtures of the suburban and exurban landscape. Usually located miles from the 

nearest downtown and accessible only by car, this sprawl-intensive development pattern usually 

comes down to expedience: That’s where space is available and where the rent is cheapest. 

 

In Silicon Valley, though, the preference for office parks is more deeply imprinted. During the 

1960s, ‘70s, and ‘80s, as the region’s tech industry grew, executives found they could quickly 

snap up standard-issue office buildings as business ramped up, and offload them when things got 

rocky. The large floor plates of these buildings allowed for easy collaboration, seen as a big 

advantage in the tech world. Self-contained campuses fulfilled the need for security in an 

industry where IP is all-important. 

 

Over time, these real-estate practices were baked into a culture that emphasizes “churn,” a 

dynamic of rapid growth and decline. The result: a fragmented, auto-oriented landscape that puts 

a heavy burden on the environment and society. 

 

It doesn’t have to be this way, according to a new report from SPUR, the San Francisco Bay 

Area Planning and Urban Research Association. In “Rethinking the Corporate Campus,” the 

nonprofit presents a year’s worth of research into knowledge-economy workplaces in the Bay 

Area. SPUR has a vision of what the region can become—“a constellation of lively, well-

connected urban centers ... each bustling with people sharing ideas and energy.” 

 

As any visitor to the Valley’s procession of interchangeably beige facilities can attest, that 

polycentric, sustainable realm is still a long way off. Despite policies to promote urban 

development and a few well-publicized examples of tech companies (such as AirBnB) rehabbing 

historic buildings in San Francisco, the suburbanization of work in the Bay Area continues 

apace. “[T]he post-recession boom is reinforcing the dominant suburban pattern where most jobs 

are in auto-dependent places away from rail,” write report authors Allison Arieff, Benjamin 

Grant, Sarah Jo Szambelan, and Jennifer Warburg. Most tech workers drive to their coding 

cubes, and only 28 percent of new office development is within a half-mile of regional transit. 

 

SPUR’s report describes the negative consequences of such a diffuse employment geography. It 

exacerbates pollution and climate emissions, traps commuters in their cars for longer (leading to 

health problems and squandered productivity), and isolates many workers—especially low-

income ones—from well-paying jobs. It also, as the authors note, forces businesses in the ‘burbs 

http://pathwaysforwildlife.com/
http://www.valleywater.org/
https://www.citylab.com/design/2017/04/can-silicon-valley-kick-the-sprawl-habit/524262/


to compete with cities by laying on on-site perks, like gourmet meals and dry cleaning that cities 

provide intrinsically. 

 

A more sensible pattern is possible. Back in 2012, SPUR found that more than 40 percent of jobs 

in the region are transit-accessible if you count high-capacity local transit such as light rail and 

buses. In other words, urban job hubs are out there; they just haven’t reached their potential yet. 

 

A graphic in the report comparing the job centers underscores this. Hyper-suburban Santa Clara 

has 0 transit stops and a Walk Score of 20 (ouch!), so it’s not surprising that 84 percent of 

employees drive to work alone. Meanwhile, downtown Redwood City has 11 transit stops and a 

Walk Score of 93—yet 76 percent of employees there drive alone, too. Redwood City is a place 

where the right policies can move the needle toward urbanism. 

 

Box, the cloud-storage company, recently relocated there from its former headquarters in Palo 

Alto. “Redwood City, where Box is, is right on Caltrain. It’s a pretty vibrant small downtown,” 

says Arieff, SPUR’s editorial director and one of the report authors. “So Box doesn’t have to 

provide everything for its employees.” 

 

Not every knowledge-sector employer can move to San Francisco, and some don’t want to, given 

the industry preference for large floor plates and even single-floor offices. But locating in the 

downtowns of Redwood City, Oakland, or San Jose can let a company split the difference 

between a Silicon Valley shed and a San Francisco high-rise. (Uber, for instance, purchased a 

former department store above a BART station in Oakland.) “There are plenty of opportunities 

for the middle way,” Arieff says. In the case of Box, Arieff says it was employees who lobbied 

to move to Redwood City, based on urbanist principles. 

 

“What happened in the Bay Area is what happens when transit investment doesn’t keep up with 

economic and population growth.” SPUR offers 21 different prescriptions for changing the 

region’s geography of work. They range from smart-growth linchpins like zoning reform, major 

transit investment, and complete streets to bolder measures, such as a commercial development 

fee pegged to estimated vehicle miles traveled (VMT).  (Similar policies exist in San Joaquin 

County and in San Francisco’s new Transportation Demand Management ordinance.) The 

authors also suggest that new parking structures be designed for obsolescence: “Revise codes to 

require that new parking structures be designed for disassembly or conversion to other uses, with 

adequate floor-to-floor dimensions and level floors.” 

 

 

Samsung’s 10-story American headquarters in North San Jose, designed by NBBJ, sits next to a 

light-rail line. It has publicly accessible retail and open space on the ground level. (Courtesy of 

NBBJ) 

With the region’s ongoing housing crisis and the news that some families earning six figures in 

San Francisco qualify for federal housing assistance, the status quo is clearly not working. “We 

really wanted to talk to a lot of the players and get them invested in the fact that they weren’t 

going to be able to recruit employees anymore [because of high housing costs and transit 

limitations],” Arieff says. “Not all of the issues have been solved, but we have seen enough 



examples where it is working, and we can say it’s possible, with the recognition that it’s super 

hard and a lot has to change.” 

 

As cities like Salt Lake City, Nashville, and Boise attempt, with mixed success, to refashion 

themselves into tech hubs, Arieff hopes SPUR’s research will help them avoid some of the Bay 

Area’s problems. “I would love it if those cities could look at the report and do a little looking 

ahead. I think what has happened in the Bay Area is what happens when your transit investment 

doesn’t keep up with economic and population growth,” she says. “It’s my hope that other places 

can learn from this, and say, ‘If we want to be the next Silicon Valley, there are some things we 

have to do.’” 

 

Back to Top 
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From: Board Secretary  
Sent: Wednesday, May 03, 2017 9:46 AM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: VTA Information: Board of Directors Workshop Meeting - August 25, 2017 
 

VTA Board of Directors: 

 

Please be advised that the August 25, 2017 Board of Directors Workshop Meeting time is 9:00 

a.m.-12:00 p.m., and will be held at VTA River Oaks Campus, Building A, Auditorium. 

 

Please place this information on your calendars. 

 

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


From: Board Secretary  
Sent: Wednesday, May 03, 2017 4:29 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: VTA Information: Ridership Memo for March 2017 
 

VTA Board of Directors: 

 

Attached is a memorandum from Chief Operating Officer Inez Evans regarding VTA ridership 

for March 2017. 

 

Thank you. 

 
Office of the Board Secretary 

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 

3331 N. First Street 

San Jose, CA 95134 

408.321.5680 

board.secretary@vta.org 
 

 
 
 

mailto:board.secretary@vta.org


 

Writer’s Direct Telephone: (408) 321-7005 

 
TO: VTA Board of Directors 
 
THROUGH:  Nuria I. Fernandez 
 General Manager/CEO 
 
FROM: Inez Evans  

 Chief Operating Officer 
 
DATE: May 1, 2017 
 
SUBJECT: VTA Ridership for March 2017 
 

March 2017 total monthly system ridership for bus and light rail was 3,325,061, a 
decrease of 7.7% over March 2016.  March 2017 had 23 weekdays, same as March 
2016.  Core bus routes showed a 6.0% decrease in average weekday ridership. 
Community bus routes recorded a 4.0% decrease in average weekday ridership.  
 
There were no Levi’s events in March 2017 and March 2016.  
 
Forty-three (62%) of the 69 bus routes did not meet the weekday standards as defined 
in the Service Design Guidelines. The top five core routes and light rail stations that had 
the most average weekday ridership declines are shown in the table below: 
 

Average Weekday     

Route March-2017 March-2016 Difference 
Percent 
Change 

22                11,864                 12,796          (932) -7.3% 

522                  5,774                   6,318             (544) -8.6% 

26                  3,080                   3,511             (431) -12.3% 

23                7,081                   7,487             (406) -5.4% 

77                  2,015                   2,406             (391) -16.3% 

Totals                29,814                 32,518          (2,704) -8.3% 

Station March-2017 March-2016 Difference 
Percent 
Change 

SANTA CLARA STATION                   1,719                   2,175             (456) -21.0% 

SAN ANTONIO STATION                  2,076                   2,444             (368) -15.1% 

TASMAN STATION                   1,757                   2,101             (344) -16.4% 

GREAT MALL STATION                      991                   1,310             (319) -24.4% 

CIVIC CENTER STATION                   1,046                   1,251             (205) -16.4% 

Totals                  7,589                   9,281          (1,692) -18.2% 
 
 



March 2017 total monthly ridership showed an 18.6% increase compared to February 
2017. Ridership change from February to March typically averages +11.0%. 
 

Ridership March-2017 March-2016 
Percent 
Change 

February-2017 
Percent 
Change 

Bus 2,569,949  2,739,443  -6.2% 2,149,088  19.6% 

Light Rail 755,112  862,222  -12.4% 655,412  15.2% 

System 3,325,061  3,601,665  -7.7% 2,804,500  18.6% 
 

 

The Fiscal Year-to-date total system ridership for bus and light rail showed an 11.7% 

decrease. 

 

Ridership (Current) 
Jul'16-Mar'17 

(Prior) 
Jul'15-Mar'16 

Percent 
Change 

Bus 21,794,266  24,418,258  -10.7% 

Light Rail 6,901,129  8,075,904  -14.5% 

System 28,695,395  32,494,162  -11.7% 
 

 

 

 

 



 
From: Board Secretary  
Sent: Wednesday, May 03, 2017 5:51 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: From VTA: May 4, 2017, Board of Directors Meeting - Information Pertaining to Agenda Items 
#7.3 - Next Network Final Plan and #7.4 - Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 
 

VTA Board of Directors: 

 

Attached is information pertaining to the following May 4, 2017, Board of Directors Meeting 

Agenda Items: 

 

Agenda Item #7.3 – Next Network Final Plan 

- Joint Letter from Cities of Morgan Hill and Gilroy 

- Letter from San Jose Downtown Association 

- Comments from Members of the Public 

 

Agenda Item #7.4 – Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 

- MTC Presentation  

 

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 

 
 
Conserve paper. Think before you print.  
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May 1, 2017 
 
Board of Directors 
Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 
3331 North First Street 
San Jose, CA 95134-1927 
 
RE:  South Santa Clara County:  Next Network Plan  
 
Santa Clara Valley Transportation Board Members:  
 
On behalf of the City Councils and communities of Morgan Hill and Gilroy, we want to thank the VTA Board and staff 
for your continued outreach on the Next Network Plan (Plan) to discuss the reasons for revising the ridership/coverage 
percentages and as importantly, the impacts to South Santa Clara County (South County).  We appreciate how you 
listened to our feedback on the Plan and accordingly made some adjustments to minimize the impacts to South County’s 
service levels. Furthermore, we are excited about continued collaboration with VTA on the Plan and for the new 
opportunities we now have with the passage of Measure B in November 2016, including streets and road repair and 
expanding our CalTrain service. 
 
We concur with the Plan’s goals of increasing transit ridership and improving efficiency as these are necessary for the 
long-term sustainability of VTA service. The cities of Morgan Hill and Gilroy also strongly believe there is a timely 
opportunity to advance VTA’s “Solutions that move you” slogan in South County with the Board’s consideration of the 
Plan. As such, we are formally requesting that as part of the Board’s adoption of the Plan, VTA commits to immediately 
begin working with Morgan Hill and Gilroy to discuss innovative ideas that further transform VTA and simultaneously 
enhance service in South County. This formal action would be a signal to South County residents that VTA recognizes 
service level enhancements are needed, though the current model is not conducive to achieving that collective goal. 
Through Measure B funding, we ask that South County becomes a high priority for funding of innovative mobility 
models and expanding mobility options and fares for the most vulnerable population.  
 
South County has begun to discuss different approaches to maximizing public investment by utilizing non-traditional 
transportation models (eg. Uber, Lyft, volunteer programs, senior housing developments, etc.). We recognize that having 
VTA committed to working with our communities will be critical to successfully serving South County. VTA brings 
much needed expertise and experience that will undoubtedly assist in creating a service plan and funding strategies that 
we can all be proud of and model in other areas with similar transit service challenges as South County. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to collaborate and we look forward to working with VTA as partners into the 
future.  We would be happy to further discuss our request at your convenience. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
         
 
Steve Tate    Roland Velasco 
Morgan Hill Mayor      Gilroy Mayor  
Steve.Tate@morganhill.ca.gov     Roland.Velasco@ci.gilroy.ca.us 
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From: Anna Ma  
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 6:26 PM 
To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 
Subject: VTA88, 88L and 88M bus services 
 
Hello! 
 
I am writing to you to consider the current VTA88, 88L and 88M bus schedule services.   
 
We are very disappointed to know that you are going to discontinue the current VTA88, 88L and 
88M service.  The proposed 288 limited service is inadequate to serve Gunn students' needs.  My 
kids are taking afternoon buses on every school day.  Sometimes she will take a later bus because 
of the school sports schedule.  
 
Could you please provide the city with bridge funding when service cuts are introduced in order 
to minimize erosion of student bus ridership?  Can VTA request Measure B funds to support the 
bus service when it becomes available? 
 
The traffic in the city has already been bad.  We would like VTA to provide more bus schedules 
so we don't need to drive kids around so the less traffic will made. 
 
Please reconsider your decision and not reduce the schedules. 
 
Thanks! 
-anna 
 
 
From: Vish Saxena  
Sent: Friday, April 28, 2017 7:10 PM 
To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 
Subject: Bus route 88 & 88L is a lifeline 
 
Dear Board 
   as a parent of two school aged kids, I have no way to drop both my kids at the same time. 
.Luckily the VTA bus route exists and my daughter takes it virtually every day to get to school. 
  
  Making cuts to this route means 10s of exasperated parents on our streets causing more 
mayhem and lack of safety for kids. 
 
   I strongly request you to not make cuts to the bus route which is a lifeline. 
 
Thanks 
Vishal 
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From: James Lee   
Sent: Saturday, April 29, 2017 3:03 PM 
To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 
Subject: Please do not cut bus on all 88 line 
 
To Whom It May Concern, 
 
Please do not cut any bus on 88 lines, weekday daily during school time my family needs the 88 
badly and can not leave it without it. cheers, and Pray The Lord. 
 
James Lee 
 
From: Olga Enciso-Smith  
Sent: Saturday, April 29, 2017 9:28 PM 
To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 
Subject: Public Hearing 
 
Dear Board , 
I take VTA from time to time . I trust that the service of the 48 and 49 line to LG will 
continue.  Some users are people who work as caregivers , cleaning houses, servers, busboys, 
and some are Seniors like me , others are handicapped.  
I was hit by a car while walking at the parking lot of Trader Joes in LG when a car speeding hit 
me and fractured my back. I had to rely on public transportation.  
On Sat. i had a meeting at the SJ Presbytery on N. First St near Hedding, from the Winchester 
Sta. I took the LR. 
These services are much needed for people who cant drive and don't have a car. 
 
I trust that a major campaign to educate the public about the value of Public Transportation is 
done asap so more people get out of the freeways. They are driving dangerously as you may 
know the statistic probing the increase in deaths and accidents.  
Thank you, 
Olga Enciso Smith 
Social Entrpreneur 
Los Gatos, CA 95032 
Local and Global Commerce 
 
From: M Carmen Rodwell  
Sent: Monday, May 01, 2017 12:16 PM 
To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 
Subject: Cuts to VTA line 88 in Palo Alto. 
 
Dear VTA Board Members, 
 
My son will be a Junior at Gunn next school year and we were very disappointed to learn that 
the bus line that was going to take him there is going to be taken away. 
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Many members of our community are counting in this vital public service to make sure our 
children gate safely to Gunn at times of the day when traffic is very busy and rushing with car 
that are in a hurry to get to their destination without paying much attention to bikers or 
pedestrians. 
 
Please consider maintaining this very vital service to our community and guarantee we have a 
safe way for our children to go to High School. The proposed 288 limited service is inadequate 
for the need of our Gunn students. 
 
I think VTA should provide the city of Palo Alto with bridge funding when service cuts are 
introduced in order to minimize erosion of student bus ridership.  (As we understand it, there will 
be a gap in time between when cuts are made and Measure B funds become available, we need 
VTA help to bridge this gap.) 
 
The city of palo alto should also receive Measure B funds (when they become available) to 
support a lower cost City of Palo Alto Shuttle route expansion to fill service gaps that the VTA 
cuts will create. 
 
Gunn PTSA has spent years promoting alternative commutes, including the VTA bus, cultivating 
high bus ridership among students.  I hope VTA will reward those efforts by continuing to work 
in partnership with us to create a local transit network that works well for PAUSD students, 
work commuters and residents. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Carmen Rodwell MD 
Greenmeadow 
Palo Alto, CA 
 
From: ChickenWaterer  
Sent: Monday, May 01, 2017 12:26 PM 
To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 
Subject: VTA Route 88 Cut 
 
Sirs: 
 
I'm writing to let you know that I'm very disappointed that the VTA is cutting the 88, 88L and 
88M service in Palo Alto.  My son currently rides this route to Gunn High School and his sister 
would be taking the same bus next year when she enters as a freshman. This line is very helpful 
to parents like me because it gets the kids to school during the winter months when rain and cold 
weather make biking to school impossible. As a working parent, I don't have an alternative to the 
bus. 
 
If you would, please provide our town with measure B funds to support a shuttle bus that can act 
as a replacement for the 88 and also provide Palo Alto with bridge funds to help the city maintain 
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bus service during the time period between the end of the 88 service and the start of bridge 
funding. 
 
Thanks in advance for your consideration 
 
Mark Delman 
Parent 
 
From: douglas ward  
Sent: Monday, May 01, 2017 12:36 PM 
To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 
Subject: Gunn HS cross town bus NEEDED 
 
Hello VTA, 
The bus from Gunn HS to midtown Palo Alto is a VERY important part of our day. Please don't 
stop this route. If we don't have it, we have no way to get to school other than a 40 minute walk. 
 
Douglas Ward  
 
From: douglas ward Sent: Monday, May 01, 2017 12:39 PM 
To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 
Subject: VTA88, 88L and 88M bus Gunn HS 
 
Dear VTA secretary, 
 
Bus routes to and from Gunn HS are desperately needed for my TWO children. Buses # VTA88, 
88L and 88M are the only way they can get to school on most days or walk 40 minutes. 
 
Please provide FUNDING for this essential service in Palo Alto. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Douglas Ward  
 
From: Anne Marie Hallada  
Sent: Monday, May 01, 2017 1:47 PM 
To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 
Subject: GUNN HighSchool Bus Routes 
 
Dear Board Secretary: 
 
I am writing to let you know about my concern and disappointment over discontinuing 
the VTA88, 88L and 88M service. 
 
I have spoken with other parents in the area who are concerned that the proposed 288 limited 
service is inadequate to serve the needs of the students.   
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Our son will be starting Gunn HS next year and we have been planning on having him take the 
bus since his hearing impairment makes biking an unsafe option for him. 
 
With 3 additional children in the district at two other schools, my own work as an Instructional 
Aide at a PAUSD school, and my husbands commute in the opposite direction it will make 
driving very difficult.   
 
My understanding is that the VTA may be able to to provide the city with bridge funding when 
service cuts are introduced before Measure B funding becomes available. 
 
Palo Alto students are our future VTA riders and with our next generation being so 
environmentally conscious, I think it makes sense to work with the school to support these young 
and future riders.  Did you know that fewer kids are in a rush to get their driving licenses these 
days?  They are more accustomed to sharing rides, taking public transportation, or using other 
driving services like Uber.   
 
Thank you for your consideration and for continuing to look into this issue.   
--  
Anne Marie Bredehoft-Hallada, MPH 
Health Education Consultant 
 
From: Winston, Ethan  
Sent: Monday, May 01, 2017 4:02 PM 
To: 'Jerry Li'  
Subject: Complaint Against Removal of VTA Bus 181 
 
Mr. Li, 
 
Thank you for your most recent comment regarding Route 181, which in addition to serving 
Santa Clara County residents, also currently serves Alameda County residents as it makes it way 
to the Fremont BART station.  
 
Route 181 was established to build a base of riders for the BART extension to Santa Clara 
County being built by VTA. A peripheral benefit was for the time it would be running it would 
also be available to serve Fremont residents. Unfortunately, sales tax revenue generated by 
Fremont residents goes to AC Transit, rather than VTA, so VTA is not able to provide that 
service indefinitely. (VTA is the public transportation provider for Santa Clara County, while 
AC Transit is the public transportation provider in Fremont). 
 
Specifically, Route 181 is being discontinued so the resources it requires can be reallocated to 
better serve Santa Clara County residents, who, through sales tax revenue, pay the portion of 
transit operations costs not covered by fares.  
 
In a previous e-mail you noted “tens of thousands” commuters depend on Route 181 and will be 
adversely impacted. That number, unfortunately, is inflated and inaccurate. In addition, the new 
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BART service, combined with multiple express bus lines whisking riders downtown, will be an 
upgrade in service for most patrons. The number of individuals being impacted is much smaller 
and primarily consists of the Fremont residents who live outside the VTA service area along the 
Route 181 corridor.  
 
In that previous e-mail you also estimate an additional annual cost of $3,000 in your personal 
transit expenses. While I am unsure of the methodology used to reach that number, I did want to 
suggest you visit the 511.org website for other commuter alternatives available to you.  
 
Financial subsidies exist for van pools and car pools, for example. In addition, employers with 
more than 50 employees are required by the regional air resources board to help subsidize 
employee commute expenses, as is San Jose State University. Adobe, for example, is a major 
downtown San Jose employer who assists its employees with transit costs, including employees 
currently utilizing Route 181. 
 
Finally, EcoPass is a financial product unique to VTA and each agency sets its own fare discount 
policies. I suspect south bay commuters, employers and educational institutions will approach 
BART seeking discounted fares. VTA, however, does not have the ability or legal authority to 
require BART to offer such fares, either to Santa Clara County residents, or to individuals who 
live outside our service area. 
 
VTA appreciates your current patronage of our services and regrets a complex set of factors does 
not allow us to continue operating Route 181 in Alameda County.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ethan Winston 
VTA Community Outreach 
 
 
From: Jerry Li  
Sent: Wednesday, April 26, 2017 5:08 PM 
To: Winston, Ethan 
Ethan, 
 
The general public is negatively affected by the proposed changes. Many of which are 
complaining and against your committee's decisions. We the people, have valid concerns that are 
not addressed by you, much less the document you linked in the previous email. 
 
I am requesting you to do your due diligence, as required by your position, to respond to the 
concerns expressed by the people. You are in your position to appropriately address issues, not 
ignore them at your convenience. 
 
Regards, 
Jerry Li 
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On Mon, Apr 24, 2017 at 12:46 PM, Jerry Li wrote: 
Ethan, 
 
I appreciate your response to the concerns voiced by all riders who will be displaced by the 
removal of the VTA Bus Line 181. But, you have not addressed the glaring fact that most Eco 
Pass cards do NOT cover BART fares.  
 
Thus, most displaced riders will be forced to pay an additional $3,000 plus per year to commute 
to and from their destinations.  
 
Also, have you read the news regarding strong of BART robberies at Oakland stations? There is 
nothing preventing something similar from happening to riders forced to use the BART to the 
Berryessa Station, everyday. 
 
Link to news article: www.sfgate.com/crime/article/BART-takeover-robbery-50-to-60-teens-
swarm-11094745.php  
 
What does your administration have to respond to the fact that your changes will negatively 
affect all riders? 
 
Regards, 
Jerry Li  
 
 
On Apr 24, 2017 9:45 AM, "Winston, Ethan"  wrote: 
Mr. Li, 
Thank you for sharing your concerns regarding the changing public transportation options for 
travel between Alameda County and San Jose State University and other destinations. From the 
San Jose/Berryessa BART Station, SJSU students and staff will be able to travel on Rapid 500, 
which will have an estimated travel time of 12 minutes between the station and downtown. Rapid 
500 will depart the Berryessa Station every 10 to 15 minutes during the service day.  
A longer discussion of the issue can be found in Attachment 5 of the memo going to the VTA 
Board of Directors in May. Here is a link to that document: http://bit.ly/2pyI2FS.  
The discussion regarding The Rapid 500 line begins on page three, while the Fremont express 
bus discussion begins on page five.  
Ethan Winston 
VTA Community Outreach 
From: Jerry Li  
Sent: Friday, April 21, 2017 4:59 PM 
To: Board Secretary 
Subject: Complaint Against Removal of VTA Bus 181 
Hi Elaine, 
I am following up on our phone call earlier today regarding the removal of the VTA Bus Line 
181 that travels between Fremont and San Jose. 
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At San Jose State University, there are over 1,300 students and employees who use line 181 to 
commute to and from campus on a daily basis. That means over 1,300 students and employees 
will be forced to find other methods of commuting to the campus in downtown San Jose. The 
Berryessa Bart station is planned to open at the end of 2017. But, it is a significant distance from 
the Berryessa Bart station to downtown San Jose. Commuters are forced to find a bus that goes 
from the station to their destinations.  
They are just one subset of tens of thousands of commuters who rely on the VTA Bus Line 181 
to travel to and from work. 
Furthermore, commuters are forced to pay extra on transportation fees to be able to work or 
pursue an education. On average, the extra fees required to travel to and from work equate to 
over $3,000 dollars a year. $3,000 is a significant amount of money for students and workers 
who have to use the public transportation system. Since most university provided Eco Pass 
Clipper cards do not cover Bart tickets, professors and students with limited budgets are forced 
to lower their quality of life to afford transportation to and from school. 
Thank you for your time and consideration. Please let me know if you have any questions. 
Regards, 
Jerry Li 
 
From: Ruth-Anne Siegel  
Sent: Monday, May 01, 2017 4:15 PM 
To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 
Subject: Do not cut the VTA88, 88L or 88M service! 
 
VTA board members, 
 
My children have used the 88L bus for all the years they went to Gunn. Now, my youngest is on 
her way to high school and will use this bus to get to/from school when she goes to Gunn. Based 
on the years my older children used the bus, I can’t imagine how my daughter would go to/from 
school before she gets a license. Her father and I both work and it’s a horrible drive on 
Arastradero with so many cars both ways.  
 
Please reconsider what reducing the amount of buses would do to the traffic, the environment, 
and the quality of life in our city. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Ruth-Anne Siegel 
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From: Hsia Lin  
Sent: Monday, May 01, 2017 4:38 PM 
To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 
Subject: VTA Route 88 
 
To Whom It May Concern, 
 
I teach first grade at Palo Verde Elementary School. I requested that my 8th grade daughter 
attend Gunn High School next year specifically because the 88 currently runs along Louis Road 
where my school is located. My daughter has had two scary bike accidents during her three years 
attending JLS Middle School. Once, she was knocked to the ground and hit her head when a 
driver in a parked car opened his door. Just this past November, another biker swerved into my 
daughter and knocked her over. My daughter fell face-first into the road and two of her front 
teeth were knocked loose.  
 
The thought of my daughter biking across Alma and the train tracks to get to Paly from my 
elementary school made me nervous enough to apply to Gunn,  so she could take the bus instead. 
Since I found out about the possibility of the changes to the route of the 88, I have been very 
anxious about the impact this change would have on my morning commute if I have to drive my 
daughter to Gunn and get to my school on time. I live in Redwood City and the commute from 
101 is always unpredictable, let alone the traffic within the city limits once we get here. I am 
desperately hoping that service is not cut because the 88 is provides an important service to so 
many Gunn students and their families.  
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Kind Regards, 
Lynn Lin 
 
From: Laam Wong  
Sent: Monday, May 01, 2017 6:44 PM 
To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 
Subject: Please keep VTA88, 88L & 88M 
 
Dear VTA Board, 
 
Our children are graduating from JLS and going to Gunn this coming Fall 2017. We live across 
town from Gunn at East Meadow and Louis Road, we are counting on the VTA bus for our 
children to go to Gunn, especially during adverse weather days.  We are very disappointed 
that  the VTA is discontinuing VTA88, 88L and 88M service. The proposed 288 limited service 
is really inadequate to serve our needs. 
 
We hope VTA Board can  provide bridge funding when service cuts are introduced in order to 
minimize erosion of student bus ridership. 
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We also hope VTA Board can provide Measure B funds when it become available to support a 
lower cost City of Palo Alto Shuttle route expansion to fill service gaps that the VTA cuts will 
create.  
 
Gunn PTSA has spent years promoting alternative commutes, including the VTA bus, cultivating 
high bus ridership among students. please reward these efforts by continuing to work in 
partnership with Gunn PTA to create a local transit network that works well for PAUSD 
students, work commuters and residents. 
 
Sincerely 
Laam  
 
 
From: Sofus Macskássy  
Sent: Monday, May 01, 2017 7:41 PM 
To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 
Subject: this is what I am sending to VTA, please do so tonight if you can 
 
Dear VTA Board, 
 
Our children are graduating from JLS and going to Gunn this coming Fall 2017. We live across 
town from Gunn at East Meadow and Louis Road, we are counting on the VTA bus for our 
children to go to Gunn, especially during adverse weather days.  We are very disappointed 
that  the VTA is discontinuing VTA88, 88L and 88M service. The proposed 288 limited service 
is really inadequate to serve our needs. 
 
We hope VTA Board can  provide bridge funding when service cuts are introduced in order to 
minimize erosion of student bus ridership. 
 
We also hope VTA Board can provide Measure B funds when it become available to support a 
lower cost City of Palo Alto Shuttle route expansion to fill service gaps that the VTA cuts will 
create.  
 
Gunn PTSA has spent years promoting alternative commutes, including the VTA bus, cultivating 
high bus ridership among students. please reward these efforts by continuing to work in 
partnership with Gunn PTA to create a local transit network that works well for PAUSD 
students, work commuters and residents. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sofus Macskassy 
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From: 宽辰 Gmail  
Sent: Tuesday, May 02, 2017 11:24 AM 
To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 
Subject: Please do not reduce 88bus frequency 
 
To whom it may concern,  
 
I am a Gunn student, taking bus everyday between home ,close to Onlone  and school, bus 88 
has accompanied my school years since JLS middle school years. I need the transportation and 
schedule flexibility as school activities, sometimes, kept me late for going back home, so the cut 
on bus may result inconvenient, which one of my parent needs to leave work early to pick me up 
as biking distant is far from my home.  I sincerely asking your support for maintaining the 
service, thank you. 
 
Kenton 
 
Kenton LeeFrom iPad 
 
From: Jarrett Mullen  
Sent: Tuesday, May 02, 2017 9:10 PM 
To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 
Subject: I Support the Next Network  
 
Dear Chair Bruins and the VTA Board of Directors: 
 
As a San Jose State Alumni and someone who works, visits family, visits friends, and rides 
transit, in Santa Clara County, I support the proposed VTA next network and urge you to 
approve the plan.  
 
The plan will greatly expand transit access to places where it is used the most, making it more 
possible than ever to use fewer or no personal cars without sacrificing as much freedom.  
 
However, please remember the service constraints were dictated by a fixed bus service 
operations budget. More than $1 billion from measure B is earmarked for wasteful and 
ineffective expressway widening, a portion of which could be redirected to expand bus service 
and implement spot improvements to speed up our new bus service 
 
Thank you for your time and service.  
 
Regards, 
 
Jarrett Mullen 
 
  



Transit Service Plan Comments 
 

Page 12 of 17 

 

From: Ed Dunn  
Sent: Tuesday, May 02, 2017 10:35 PM 
To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 
Subject: Please do not reduce VTA88, 88L and 88M routes 
 
Hi, 
Please do not reduce VTA88, 88L and 88M routes.  
My son is planning to make great use of both morning and afternoon routes. He plays sports and 
will want variable times in the afternoon. Also, he'll want to hang out with friends and then have 
more than 1 option in terms of when to take bus home. 
Like many families, both my wife and I work so having a bus option would really help. 
Also, please use bridge funding to help fill the needs. 
Thank you for your consideration, 
Ed 
 
From: Mary Ann Michel  
Sent: Tuesday, May 02, 2017 11:25 PM 
To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 
Subject: Route88 
 
Routes from 101 to foothill Expressway and 280 are limited in Palo Alto Arastradero Road is 
one of them. I'm sure you understand the amount of traffic involved around the high school. we 
need the bus help. North county is poorly served by VTA. We voted for the extra money I don't 
think it's too much to expect two buses north of San Antonio 35 and 88 please keep the school 
bus running and 35 as planned.  
As always I think 15 minute intervals between buses would improve ridership. 
MAMichel 
 
From: VTA Rider < 
> Sent: Tuesday, May 2, 2017 4:48:22 PM 
> To: Jeannie Bruins 
> Cc: VTA Rider 
> Subject: VTA's Final Plan for Fall 2017 
> 
> Dear VTA Chairperson and Councilmember Jeannie Bruins: 
> 
> VTA's final plan for fall 2017 is very flawed. 
> 
> I ask that the VTA Board delay voting on a final plan. 
> 
> I also ask that the express light rail line not be named the yellow line.  The color yellow has 
been associated with East Asian and East Asian Americans; it has not always been associated in 
a positive way. 
> 
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> Alternatives to the yellow line name include the gold line (both the light rail systems of Los 
Angeles and Sacramento have gold lines; neither has a yellow line), the platinum line, the aqua 
line, and the teal line. 
> 
> Attached is my presentation regarding the final plan.  Also attached is a spreadsheet which 
classifies most VTA routes by their boardings per revenue hour for weekdays, Saturdays, and 
Sundays for the first half of the current fiscal year. 
> 
> I hope to send two plans for VTA routes prior to Thursday's VTA Board meeting. 
> 
> If you have any questions, feel free to phone me. 
> 
> Thank you. 
> 
> Sincerely, 
> 
> James Nakamura 
 
From: Savas Komban  
Sent: Wednesday, May 03, 2017 9:45 AM 
To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 
Subject: Regarding the discontinuation of VTA88, 88L and 88M 
 
Hi, 
 
I am a new resident in Palo Alto, I moved with my family last year. After visiting several cities 
in the Bay Area, we chose to live in Palo Alto especially due to its excellent environment for our 
kids. Transportation to school is an important matter for us and I recently learned that VTA is 
considering to discontinue VTA88, 88L and 88M which directly affects our Gunn freshman. The 
alternative service offered with 288 does not seem to serve for our transportation needs. As I 
understand, there will also be a time gap after the introduction of these proposed service cuts, I 
kindly ask you to re-evaluate the topic to figure out alternative methods to keep our children 
unaffected.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Savas Komban 
(650) 924 5504 
 
From: Maria Abilock  
Sent: Wednesday, May 03, 2017 10:43 AM 
To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 
Subject: VTA 88, 88L & 88M lines cut-backs 
 
Dear VTA Board, 
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I've been following the service change proposals for the VTA 88 lines over the past year and I 
am disappointed to see the service cuts proposed with the new 288 lines.  The service is 
inadequate for students who have after school activities or prep periods and can arrive to school 
later.  If you continue with these cuts, please provide Palo Alto with bridge funding and allocate 
Measure B funds to make-up the service loss.   
 
The Palo Alto Safe Routes to School Partnership has been actively promoting alternative 
transportation to Gunn HS, including the VTA bus service.  In fact, just last week, the JLS 
Middle School PTA and Safe Routes to School Partnership promoted the VTA bus lines to 
graduating 8th graders as a viable alternative commute to Gunn.  My own son learned about the 
VTA bus lines at the same event last year and as a result has taken VTA 88 M to 
school.  Because of the bus and bike options, I have never driven him to Gunn HS.   
 
Thank you, 
Maria, Palo Alto resident 
Parent of Gunn 9th grader 
 
From: Guy Livneh  

Sent: Wednesday, May 03, 2017 1:09 PM 
To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 
Subject: palo alto - bus line 88/288 

Dear VTA board members, 

I’m really sad to learn about the severely reduced service for line 88 . The 288 line is really not 
enough as it does such a small number of trips. Our kids stay in school for longer hours. 

I am a cancer survivor, recovering from a stem cell transplant, and it’s hard with my schedule to 
drive my kids (i also have a compromised immune system hence i can’t come to the VTA related 
meetings), so I have to write this by email to get my voice heard. 

I have my 2nd daughter going to Gunn high school, soon to have a 3rd daughter join. We rely on 
public transportation for their commute, since we live in Midtown Palo Alto which is very far 
from school. 

My daughters have many classes and activities after school that make them stay, they really need 
more available times for the bus line, sometimes they need to come back at 4,5 or even 6 from 
school. 

Even today an hour between the buses is a lot to wait, since many times my daughter is stranded 
for 55 minutes just because she was late -  but at least we got something, soon we will either 
have to find a way to drive her or get her a cheap car. 

I understand it might be hard to keep 3 separate lines, but at least keep one solid line with a 
service throughout the day. More buses might encourage more kids to use the bus. Also I do not 
believe public transportation should be a business, we should strive to let people without means 
be able to function in society without private cars. 
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We try to educate our kids to be good citizens, use public transportation, and be active in our 
community. Telling them now we need to find a cheap car for them as soon as possible because 
the public bus system fail them is really sending our young generation the wrong message. I 
know budgets are tough to get by, but really, not providing kids with public transportation to 
school is sending such a strong message about how our society looks like. Yes, many richer Palo 
Alto parents will shrug it off, get their kid a car and forget about it. But I am sad to think this is 
our society now. 

I hope you will consider this request. 

Thanks a lot, 

Guy Livneh 

From: nodiamonds 

Sent: Wednesday, May 03, 2017 1:22 PM 
To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 
Subject: Please DO NOT cut 88 line bus service 

It is essential to our children's commutes to school. 

 

Philippe Alexis 

From: sarit schube  
Sent: Wednesday, May 03, 2017 2:27 PM 
To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 
Subject: VTA 88 Bus Service 

Board Members-- 

I am writing to youas a Palo Alto resident whose son will be attending Gunn high school next 
year.  I am counting on his being able to take the bus to school.  I am extremely disappointed 
with the VTA proposal to cut the 88, 88L, and 88M bus lines that serve Gunn, since the new 288 
school tripper route will not cover 88L.  

Limiting bus service hours to 7:00 AM-8:00 AM and 2:00-4:00 PM instead of all day long will 
affect my son's ability (and other students' abilities) to get home following after school sporting 
events and classes.  My son, for example, will be playing water polo and will have both morning 
practices and afternoon games beyond school hours. 

At a minimum, I ask that VTA provide the city with bridge funding when service cuts are 
introduced in order to minimize erosion of student bus ridership. 

Also, I ask that when Measure B funds become available, please use them to support a lower cost 
City of Palo Alto Shuttle route expansion to fill service gaps that the VTA cuts will create. 
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Gunn PTSA has spent years promoting alternative commutes, including the VTA bus, cultivating 
high bus ridership among students. I sincerely hope that VTA will reward those efforts by 
continuing to work in partnership with Gunn to create a local transit network that works well for 
PAUSD students, work commuters and residents.  

Sincerely, 

Sarit Schube 

From: Karim Dabbagh  

Sent: Wednesday, May 03, 2017 3:30 PM 

To: Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org> 

Subject: Palo Alto VTA bus line changes 

 

To the VTA board, 

It is with regret that I learned about the cuts to an important service you were providing to my two kids 
who go and come from school (Gunn HS) by bus many times a week, specially when I am not able to pick 
or drop off.  The 88 bus lines were an expected community service we relied on.  I am hoping you will be 
doing your utmost to support continued funding to alternatives to those changes, including bridge funding 
for the local Palo Alto city bus service that is a poor remedy to the vital service you are removing. 

This is to urge you to continue to support our local community and the ability to allow community 
members to move around town as they need. 

Best wishes, 

Karim Dabbagh 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

From: Kirk Nangreaves  

Sent: Wednesday, May 03, 2017 4:49 PM 

To: Board Secretary 

Subject: Re: Contacting board members 

Dear VTA Board, 

I'm a huge supporter of the Next Network plan (and Jarred Walker's work in general) but the Light Rail component of this 

plan has been handled in a fashion that is neither transparent nor honest. I think this needs to be discussed before 

moving forward. 

The draft proposal clearly shows 15‐min light rail frequencies, 7‐days a week (see picture below). I attended 3 of the 

community feedback sessions, and each time they made a point of highlighting this, it was very popular as you can 

imagine. It's also fundamental to the concept of a frequent core network. 
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However, in the final plan for the Green and Orange LRT lines, service has been reduced to 30‐min frequencies. This 

change was quietly made after the last public feedback meeting. The Final Plan memo to the Board even says (Page 5): 

 

That is patently untrue.  

The final plan shows a dramatic service reduction (cutting 50% of weekend service on the affected lines, as compared to 

the plan that was presented to the public). This reduction was made with zero public feedback because it was done 

quietly after the feedback period had closed. And the memo to the Board lies about it. I am always hesitant to use the 

word "lie" but facts are facts.  

This seems neither honest nor transparent, and so I wanted raise it before the Board meeting this week. I believe it 

needs to be openly discussed and I would like to see service on these lines restored to the draft plan (or, at least, reopen 

the comment period for Light Rail so that this can be discussed openly with the community). 

Please feel free to contact me if you have questions or wish to discuss further, my email is and my 

cell is  . 

Thank you! 

Kirk Nangreaves 

 

 

 

 



May 4, 2017

Santa Clara Valley 

Transportation Authority 

Meeting

David Vautin, MTC

Senior Planner

DRAFT PLAN & 

DRAFT EIR



Image Source: https://www.flickr.com/photos/liyanage/5584040007

Plan Bay Area 2040 establishes a 24-year regional 
vision for growth and investment.



Our economy is booming – but we’re not building enough housing.

Image Source: https://www.flickr.com/photos/swang168/388908005

Jobs added from 2011 through 2015:

501,000
Housing units built from 2011 through 2015:

65,000

Regionally:  1 house was built for every 8 jobs created

Big 3 Cities: 

1 housing unit built for every 

7 jobs created

Bayside Cities and Towns:

1 housing unit built for every 

15 jobs created 

Inland, Coastal, Delta Cities 

and Towns:  

1 housing unit built for every 

3 jobs created
http://www.dof.ca.gov/research/demographic/reports/estimates/e-5/2011-20/view.php 



This current boom is translating into new pressures on our 

transportation system – even worse than the “dot com” boom.
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The Road So Far

Spring 2015

Initial outreach for Plan Bay Area 2040 and performance framework

September 2015 – May 2016

Project performance assessment and scenario evaluation

Second round of outreach

June – September 2016

Preparation and presentations of Draft Preferred Scenario

November 2016

Adoption of Final Preferred Scenario

November 2016 – March 2017

Preparation of Draft Plan, Draft Action Plan and Draft EIR

March 31

Plan 

Document 

Release

5

Fall 2015

Adoption of Plan Targets



23%

77%

21%

33%

46%
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outside PDA

in PDA

Inland, Coastal,

Delta

Bayside

Big 3 Cities

The Draft Plan accelerates housing growth in the “Big 3” cities, 

with the lowest growth forecasted for Inland cities and towns.

Where will the region 
plan for the 820,000
new households?

30%

40%

30%

2010: 2.6 million
households

34%

38%

28%

2040: 3.4 million 
households
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45%

55%

17%

40%

43%
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outside PDA

in PDA

Inland, Coastal,

Delta

Bayside

Big 3 Cities

More than 80 percent of future regional job growth is expected in 

“Big 3” and Bayside cities.

Where will the region 
plan for the 1.3 million
new jobs?

33%

41%

26%

36%

41%

23%

2010: 3.4 million 
jobs

2040: 4.7 million 
jobs
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Focusing specifically on Santa Clara County, the Draft Plan’s growth 

pattern envisions 256,600 new households and 378,300 new jobs.

Geography
Households

2010

Households

2040 (Forecast)

Employment

2010

Employment

2040 (Forecast)

Santa Clara Cty. 604,300 860,900 911,500 1,289,900

Inside PDAs 85,700 294,200 319,300 466,800

Outside PDAs 518,600 566,700 592,200 823,100

PDA % Growth Share 81% 39%

For detailed tables on the city and PDA levels:
Go to 2040.planbayarea.org/reports -- data tables available in the Land Use Modeling Report



Transportation investments support land use through an emphasis 

in operations, maintenance, and modernization.

$152 billion

50%

$66 billion 

22%

$49 billion 

16%

$31 billion

10%

$5 billion  

2%

Plan Bay Area 2040 Funding Distribution 

in Year-Of-Expenditure $

Operate and Maintain -

Transit
Operate and Maintain -

Roads/Freeways/Bridges
Modernize

Expand

Debt Service and Cost

Contingency

90%

10%

Operate, Maintain, 

and Modernize

Expand Existing 

System

9Total = $303 Billion



In Santa Clara County, the following major projects are included in 

the fiscally-constrained Draft Plan, among others.

BART to 

Silicon Valley

Caltrain 

Electrification

Silicon Valley 

Express Lanes10
Image Sources: CHRSA; https://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/d/d9/Caltrain_JPBX_927_at_Palo_Alto_station.JPG; https://c1.staticflickr.com/3/2128/5820022671_098d491658_b.jpg

https://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/d/d9/Caltrain_JPBX_927_at_Palo_Alto_station.JPG
https://c1.staticflickr.com/3/2128/5820022671_098d491658_b.jpg


The Draft Plan meets our environmental goals, but it does not 

solve the region’s affordability challenges.

TARGET ACHIEVED (5)

Climate Protection

Adequate Housing

Open Space and 

Agricultural 

Preservation

Middle-Wage Job 

Creation

Goods Movement/ 

Congestion 

Reduction

RIGHT DIRECTION (4)

Healthy and Safe 

Communities

Affordable Housing

Non-Auto Mode 

Shift

Road Maintenance
Transit 

Maintenance

WRONG DIRECTION (4)

Housing + 

Transportation 

Affordability

Displacement Risk

Access to Jobs



• The Draft Plan, 

including the Draft 

Action Plan, was 

released for public 

comment on 

March 31.

• The Draft EIR is 

slated for release

later this month.

• Comments on all of 

these draft 

documents will be 

accepted through 

June 1, 2017.

Section 1 – The Bay Area Today

Section 2 – What is Plan Bay Area 2040?

Section 3 – Forecasting the Future

Section 4 – Strategies and Performance

Section 5 – Action Plan

16 Supplemental Reports

12

Read the Draft Plan online at: http://2040.planbayarea.org

Environmental Impact Report



Housing
Economic 

Development
Resilience

Overview of Plan Document

13

Section 5: Action Plan

• Summarizes progress on Plan Bay 

Area implementation to date

• Proposes specific shorter-term 

actions focused on areas where Plan 

falls short: affordability, displacement 

risk, access to jobs, road maintenance



Draft Action Plan: Housing

14

Proposed Housing Actions

1 Advance funding and legislative solutions for housing

2 Continue recent housing successes

3 Spur housing production at all income levels and invest directly in affordable housing

4 Use housing performance to prioritize funding for long-range transportation projects

5 Strengthen policy leadership on housing

6 Close data gaps for housing



Draft Action Plan: Economic Development
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Proposed Economic Development Actions

1 Coordinate regional economic solutions & increase funding for economic development

2 Strengthen middle-wage job career paths for goods movement

3 Increase transportation access to growing job centers

4 Preserve existing infrastructure

5 Preserve and enhance existing industrial lands



Draft Action Plan: Resilience
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Proposed Resilience Actions

1 Develop a regional governance strategy for climate adaptation projects

2 Provide stronger policy leadership on resilient housing and infrastructure

3 Create new funding sources for adaptation and resilience

4 Establish and provide a resilience technical services team

5 Expand the region’s network of natural infrastructure

6 Strengthen conservation efforts through funding advance mitigation



Outreach Schedule

17

9 briefings of elected officials (one in each county)

• During the months of April and May

4 meetings with community-based organizations (CBOs)

• Throughout the month of May

3 public hearings on the Draft Plan and Draft EIR

• In San Francisco, San Jose and Vallejo in May

9 open houses (tentative, check www.PlanBayArea.org for updates)

• Alameda County: Fremont – May 4 – 6:30 PM

• Contra Costa County: Walnut Creek – May 10 – 6:30 PM

• Marin County (workshop/open house): Mill Valley – May 20 – 8:30 AM

• Napa County: Napa – May 15 – 6 PM

• San Francisco County: San Francisco – May 24 – 6:30 PM 

• San Mateo County: Redwood City – May 4 – 6:30 PM

• Santa Clara County: San Jose – May 22 – 6:30 PM

• Solano County: Fairfield – May 15 – 6 PM

• Sonoma County: Santa Rosa – May 22 – 6 PM

Submit comments anytime through June 1 to info@PlanBayArea.org.
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Based on feedback received, staff will finalize the 
Draft Plan and Draft EIR, preparing for MTC/ 
ABAG consideration for adoption this summer.

Read the Draft Plan and Draft EIR here: http://2040.planbayarea.org



From: Board Secretary  
Sent: Wednesday, May 03, 2017 6:18 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: From VTA: May 3, 2017 Media Clips 
 

 

VTA Daily News Coverage for Wednesday, May 3, 2017 
1. Roadshow: Express lanes 'not working'? Here's the truth Mercury News 
2. Caltrain set to get $100 million for electrification but project still stalled Silicon Valley Business 

Journal 
3. Exclusive: Developer quietly scoops up more parcels near Diridon Station project Silicon Valley 

Business Journal 
4. Bay area company pushes toward driverless city buses Mercury News 
5. These Silicon Valley Mayors Want More Mixed-Use Development  Bis Now 
6. Bay area company pushes toward driverless city buses Mercury News 

 

Roadshow: Express lanes 'not working'? Here's the truth Mercury News 
 

Q You started years ago telling us how good express lanes were. Then in a few years a good 
new idea was to let hybrid cars use the carpool lanes with one person in the car. Then we made 
them into pay-to-use lanes because the other two ideas didn’t work. 
 
Now I hear that it is a good idea for Moonbeam Brown’s new gas tax to pay for express lanes. 
Gary Gibson 
 
A Oh, we need to set the record straight. 
Five years after opening, the express lanes at the interchange of Highway 237 and Interstate 
880 in Milpitas are now shaving up to seven minutes or 30 percent off the commute. About 
10,000 drivers a week pay an average of $2.80. 
 
Drivers in the express lanes on Interstate 580 through the Livermore Valley are moving 10 mph 
faster than solo drivers in the regular lanes, and 38 percent are riding toll-free. 
 
And on southbound Interstate 680 over the Sunol Grade, there’s been a 119 percent increase in 
toll users since 2010. They are reaching their destinations at speeds generally 16 mph faster 
than speeds motorists are going in general-purpose lanes during commute hours. Not working, 
eh? 
 

Caltrain set to get $100 million for electrification but project still stalled Silicon 

Valley Business Journal 

http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/05/03/roadshow-express-lanes-attracting-more-users/
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/05/02/caltrain-electrification-funding-congress-trump.html?ana=e_mc_prem&s=newsletter&ed=2017-05-03&u=oboFmgl6no%2FBUgbE98AM%2Bw0d876644&t=1493824550&j=78083621


 
Caltrain is set to receive $100 million for electrification in the federal funding package that 
Congress is considering this week, but the project is still far from getting the go-ahead. The 
package is the end result of a bipartisan budget deal that will keep the federal government 
open until the end of its fiscal year on Sept. 30. 
 
“We still need the full funding grant agreement approved before we can use any of those 
funds,” Caltrain spokeswoman Tasha Bartholomew told the Silicon Valley Business Journal. 
 
A rendering of a 110 mph Stadler electric trainset ordered last summer by Caltrain for the 
inauguration of electric service in 2020. 
Enlarge 
A rendering of a 110 mph Stadler electric trainset ordered last summer by Caltrain for… more 
 
CALTRAIN 
The electrification project, which would cut commute times along the Peninsula and nearly 
double Caltrain’s capacity, has been in a holding pattern since Feb. 17, when new Republican 
Transportation Secretary Elaine Chao declined to sign a $647 million grant after it had survived 
two years of review under the Obama administration. 
 
Caltrain negotiated a $20 million deal with its two contractors — Balfour Beatty, a London-
based multinational construction company scheduled to build the electrification infrastructure 
including the overhead wires called catenary, and Stadler US, the American arm of the Swiss 
electric train builder — to keep contracts already awarded in place through June 30. 
 
The $100 million in the budget deal plus another $73 million that the railroad set aside from an 
earlier federal grant still leaves Caltrain $474 million short of what the $647 million Federal 
Transit Administration grant was to provide before its approval was short-circuited in February. 
 
The entire electrification project is budgeted for $1.98 billion and scheduled for beginning 
electric trains in 2021. 
 
“We are cautiously optimistic that bipartisan approval of the budget will be a signal that the 
administration plans to follow through with a commitment to invest in Caltrain electrification,” 
the railroad’s executive director, Jim Hartnett, said Tuesday in a press release. 
 
California’s Republican Congressional delegation unanimously opposed awarding the grant in 
January after the proposal had cleared two years of federal review during the Obama 
administration. 
 
Subsequent to the letter signed by the 14 GOP members, Chao declined to sign the grant 
agreement. 
 



Chao’s decision plus President Trump’s “skinny budget,” which was announced in March and 
contained no money for new transit infrastructure, seemed to indicate a huge shift away from 
federal aid for transportation projects under Republican control. 
 
Democrats managed to extract substantial concessions in the budget deal expected to be 
signed this week. 
 

Exclusive: Developer quietly scoops up more parcels near Diridon Station 
project Silicon Valley Business Journal 

Trammell Crow has spent more than $17 million scooping up more property near its already 
massive Diridon Station project along West Santa Clara Street in downtown San Jose. 
 
The company has bought eight new properties in six transactions along Autumn Street between 
West Santa Clara Street and West San Fernando in the last few months. 
 
Those properties are adjacent to Trammell Crow’s proposed office towers along Santa Clara 
Street, which will have about a million square feet of space and retail along the bottom floor. 
The project also includes hundreds of apartment units. 
 
So, what does Trammell Crow plan to do with the parcels it’s picking up? The company declined 
to comment on the acquisitions Tuesday. But the location of the purchases may indicate the 
real estate company sees more development opportunity in the area near where high-speed 
rail is expected to run through an intermodal transit hub in the coming years. 
 
Among the recently acquired sites is a property at 450 West Santa Clara, which the company 
bought from San Jose-based Toeniskoetter Development Inc. at the beginning of the month for 
$11 million. 
 
Representatives from Toeniskoetter did not immediately respond to requests for comment 
Tuesday. 
 
The site, which is the most expensive purchase of the bunch so far, is a little more than a half an 
acre in size and currently has a 25,000-square-foot commercial office building on the property, 
according to sales records from First American Title Co. 
 
Of the 13 parcels on the east side of Autumn Street between West Santa Clara and West San 
Fernando, Trammell Crow has purchased six this year, according to county records. Its 
purchases dot the roadway, with only a handful that are immediately adjacent to each other. 
 
Other properties the Dallas, Texas-based developer and real estate investor has purchased 
along Autumn Street in recent months include 24 - 52 S. Autumn St. and a small parcel directly 
north of those parcels. That set was purchased from two separate owners for about $3.58 
combined. 
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In its most recent purchase, Trammell Crow also bought 74 S. Autumn St. for $1 million on April 
13 from a real estate trust that currently owns several parcels along the road. 
 
The real estate trust owners could not be reached for comment Tuesday to discuss whether 
they planned to sell the rest of their properties along Autumn Street. 
 
Trammell Crow also purchased two out of 10 of the parcels on the west side of Autumn Street 
between West Santa Clara and West San Fernando – one at 35 S. Autumn and one at 75 S. 
Autumn St. 
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Bay area company pushes toward driverless city buses Mercury News 
In an early push to bring autonomous driving to public transit, Burlingame-based electric bus 
maker Proterra this month will begin testing autonomous features on buses running through 
Reno, Nev. 
 
The pilot program will be among the first in the country to introduce driverless technology into 
a metropolitan transit system, and will include a suite of sensors and other hardware and 
software to collect data. 
 
One key piece of the transit system — the bus driver — will remain behind the wheel. 
 
Proterra enters the field as transit agencies begin to look at ways to bring autonomous features 
into service. Bus routes offer advantages — regular, predictable circuits — and challenges — 
dense urban streets, along with heavy and unpredictable vehicle and pedestrian traffic. 
 
The pilot program brings driver-assist technology found in luxury vehicles to the common city 
bus. It’s a trend expected to spread far and wide. An IHS Automotive study last year estimated 
that by 2035, nearly 76 million vehicles worldwide would have some level of autonomy. 
 
A pilot program in Las Vegas is also testing driverless technology on short routes, said Art 
Guzzetti, vice president for policy at the American Public Transportation Association. Several 
other cities, including Oakland, Phoenix, Tampa and Jacksonville, Fla. are developing plans for 
autonomous service, he said. 
 
“It’s a trend at the very early stages” Guzzetti said. 
 
The technology still faces challenges getting vehicles to communicate with each other and 
sensors placed on infrastructure. Regulators are still developing a legal framework to allow the 
safe introduction of autonomous technology to U.S. roads. 
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In Reno, the first phase of the pilot project will focus on collecting data with advanced cameras 
and sensors on the bus, and a network of lidar and other data-gathering hardware installed 
along the route. Researchers recently installed equipment on a Proterra bus that runs along a 
main commercial district in Reno. 
 
Eventually, researchers plan to use the information to develop and bring to market a driverless 
system for transit buses. 
 
Researchers say the goal is to make public transit more efficient and safe. Ultimately, it could 
push drivers out from behind the wheel into different, customer service roles. 
 
Transit authorities may prefer to have a driver on board for safety and service, said Matt 
Horton, chief commercial officer of Proterra. 
 
“We’re not going to move any faster than our customers want us to,” he said. 
 
The project is a collaboration with researchers at the University of Nevada Reno and the 
German Fraunhofer Institute for Transportation and Infrastructure Systems IVI, along with the 
Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County, which includes Reno. 
 
Proterra builds all-electric buses with ranges tested up to 350 miles on a charge. The startup 
has sold more than 100 vehicles to transit authorities across the country, including the Santa 
Clara Valley Transportation Authority and services in Seattle, Chicago and Philadelphia. 
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These Silicon Valley Mayors Want More Mixed-Use Development  Bis Now 
 
Silicon Valley city staff are busy these days. Cities like Milpitas and Sunnyvale have several 
multifamily, mixed-use and office developments in the works. Julie Littman / Bisnow Milpitas 
Mayor Richard Tran IN 7 DAYS!  
 
Milpitas Mayor Richard Tran and Sunnyvale Mayor Glenn Hendricks spoke at a recent Bisnow 
event at Irvine Co.’s Santa Clara Square about how developments are impacting their cities. 
Milpitas has upward of 7,000 residential units approved, being developed or on the market, 
according to Tran.  
 
Lyon Communities is working on a residential development by the Great Mall, the site of a 
former Ford plant. The city also created a transit-area specific plan, The Fields, and a Virgin 
Hotel is in the works. Tran said Milpitas is very welcoming of development that makes good use 
of the land and gets the most out of the land and provides tax revenue. He said buildings in the 
city are old.  
 

https://www.bisnow.com/silicon-valley/news/construction-development/silicon-valley-mayors-report-plenty-of-development-want-more-73744


Tran has a passion for mixed-use development, though the city also welcomes more 
commercial and industrial. “You want folks to live where they work and this is going to be a 
trend going forward,” Tran said. Julie Littman / Bisnow Sunnyvale Mayor Glenn Hendricks and 
Ware MalComb director of commercial architecture Anthony Cataldo In Sunnyvale, Hendricks is 
excited about the downtown redevelopment underway. The city also has its Perry Park Specific 
Plan and the Lawrence Area Plan where development is cropping up. Both mayors emphasized 
the importance of transportation demand management and the need for infrastructure 
improvements, including those under Measure B. Hendricks said Measure B will be crucial for 
the extension of BART into San Jose and Santa Clara, improving Caltrain and repairing 
roadways.  
 
2017 Hendricks said if developers want to come into Sunnyvale, the city wants to know how the 
company will deal with traffic demand management. He said it is critical to find a way to 
provide jobs and economic vitality and minimize the impact of traffic. More transit-oriented 
developments are being built along major transit lines. Thinking green also is important to 
residents and to the long-term management of a project. “We love development just as much 
as Milpitas does, but we want to find ways to have a balanced growth between what happens 
with jobs and housing and how it impacts transit,” Hendricks said. 
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In an early push to bring autonomous driving to public transit, Burlingame-based electric bus 
maker Proterra this month will begin testing autonomous features on buses running through 
Reno, Nev. 
 
The pilot program will be among the first in the country to introduce driverless technology into 
a metropolitan transit system, and will include a suite of sensors and other hardware and 
software to collect data. 
 
One key piece of the transit system — the bus driver — will remain behind the wheel. 
 
Proterra enters the field as transit agencies begin to look at ways to bring autonomous features 
into service. Bus routes offer advantages — regular, predictable circuits — and challenges — 
dense urban streets, along with heavy and unpredictable vehicle and pedestrian traffic. 
 
The pilot program brings driver-assist technology found in luxury vehicles to the common city 
bus. It’s a trend expected to spread far and wide. An IHS Automotive study last year estimated 
that by 2035, nearly 76 million vehicles worldwide would have some level of autonomy. 
 
A pilot program in Las Vegas is also testing driverless technology on short routes, said Art 
Guzzetti, vice president for policy at the American Public Transportation Association. Several 
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other cities, including Oakland, Phoenix, Tampa and Jacksonville, Fla. are developing plans for 
autonomous service, he said. 
 
“It’s a trend at the very early stages” Guzzetti said. 
 
The technology still faces challenges getting vehicles to communicate with each other and 
sensors placed on infrastructure. Regulators are still developing a legal framework to allow the 
safe introduction of autonomous technology to U.S. roads. 
 
In Reno, the first phase of the pilot project will focus on collecting data with advanced cameras 
and sensors on the bus, and a network of lidar and other data-gathering hardware installed 
along the route. Researchers recently installed equipment on a Proterra bus that runs along a 
main commercial district in Reno. 
 
Eventually, researchers plan to use the information to develop and bring to market a driverless 
system for transit buses. 
 
Researchers say the goal is to make public transit more efficient and safe. Ultimately, it could 
push drivers out from behind the wheel into different, customer service roles. 
 
Transit authorities may prefer to have a driver on board for safety and service, said Matt 
Horton, chief commercial officer of Proterra. 
 
“We’re not going to move any faster than our customers want us to,” he said. 
 
The project is a collaboration with researchers at the University of Nevada Reno and the 
German Fraunhofer Institute for Transportation and Infrastructure Systems IVI, along with the 
Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County, which includes Reno. 
 
Proterra builds all-electric buses with ranges tested up to 350 miles on a charge. The startup 
has sold more than 100 vehicles to transit authorities across the country, including the Santa 
Clara Valley Transportation Authority and services in Seattle, Chicago and Philadelphia. 
 

 

 
Conserve paper. Think before you print.  
 



 
From: Board Secretary  
Sent: Thursday, May 04, 2017 2:26 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: From VTA: May 4, 2017 Media Clips 
 

 

VTA Daily News Coverage for Thursday, May 4, 2017 
1. VTA to approve massive transit changes 
2. Should high speed rail tracks run through downtown, east side, or both? 
3. These are the 5 biggest Bay Area transportation infrastructure projects 
4. Profile: Norm Mineta, Former Secretary of Transportation 
5. Caltrain electrification funding included in House bill 

 
VTA to approve massive transit changes 

Mercury News 
Faced with a $21.4 billion operating shortfall and a staggering loss of riders, the Valley 
Transportation Authority on Thursday is expected to approve major changes to its bus and light 
rail routes, focusing on more service on San Jose’s east side and downtown and reducing its 
reach in outlying areas like Gilroy and the west valley. 
In addition, the VTA will set in motion fare hikes of 50 cents over the next two years. VTA 
expected 47 million rider trips through June 30. But the actual ridership is projected to be lower 
than 37 million. 
The bleeding extends throughout agencies in the Bay Area. So many people have stopped riding 
buses and trains despite worsening traffic that even ardent transit backers fear many solo 
drivers may not get out of their cars anytime soon. 
BART, Samtrans and even Caltrain have felt major to occasional dips in the number of people 
riding their vehicles. Only San Franciso MUNI and AC Transit have seen steady, healthy 
increases. 
The old way of predicting transit use has been flipped upside down. A robust economy has 
congestion levels beginning as early as 6 a.m. and lasting past sundown doesn’t seem a major 
factor in how people decide to get to work. 
On lines with busy routes, some people are weary of not finding a seat on Caltrain and grubby 
riding conditions and repeated delays on BART. And a VTA bus or light rail trip can take twice 
the time of driving. 
“This is an absolutely pivotal time for public transit,” said Stuart Cohen, executive director of 
TransForm, a transportation and land use group. “Ride hailing companies like Uber and Lyft are 
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absolutely changing travel in urban areas. We are at an inflection point and unless we make 
some changes, and fast, I predict we’ll likely see bus ridership decline at a faster clip.” 
It’s not just Uber and Lyft luring people off buses. Stable gas prices have some drivers thinking 
$4 a gallon gas is in the rear-view mirror, so why not drive. Car purchases have been on the rise 
in Santa Clara County since 2013 when the legislature authorized the issuance of drivers license 
to all residents without requiring proof of legal status. Registration at that time was 1. 4 million; 
now it’s 1. 6 million or 200,000 more in the county. 
“That has affected our ridership,” said VTA General Manager Nuria Fernandez, adding that 
“data shows about a 30 percent increase in households with three-plus cars as compared to five 
or 10 years ago.” 
Meanwhile, sales tax revenues used to fund transit have dropped significantly. Fares now cover 
only 10 percent of VTA’s cost of a ride, down from 14 percent a few months ago. 
“We are far below anybody else,” Fernandez said, and far below VTA’s goal of 25 percent. 
Agencies are trying to deal with a new reality. Express buses now run on Alum Rock Avenue in 
San Jose and are planned on Stevens Creek Boulevard and in the Oakland area and in San 
Francisco. 
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Should high speed rail tracks run through downtown, east side, or both? 

Gilroy Dispatch 

The High Speed Rail Authority is looking at options for Gilroy tracks. One option has it 

downtown; one by the Outlets and one a loop serving both, with non-stops going east and trains 

that stop in Gilroy going through downtown. 

Total Votes:206 

Top of Form 

Keep the train downtown5728% 

Keep the train away from downtown4723% 

Love the loop, have it do both2010% 

I don't want a train here8240% 
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These are the 5 biggest Bay Area transportation infrastructure projects 

San Francisco Business Times 
With San Francisco traffic congestion recently ranking as the fourth worst in the world and one 
poll showing 70 percent of locals are willing to pay higher taxes for a solution, it’s safe to say 
many Bay Area residents are fed up with their commute. 
Several large-scale transportation infrastructure projects aim to alleviate some of that 
frustration. In this Friday’s issue of the San Francisco Business Times we spotlight the 25 biggest 
transportation projects underway in the region. 
Slide show 
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Profile: Norm Mineta, Former Secretary of Transportation 

Metro Magazine 
Norm Mineta, Former Secretary of Transportation, Secretary of Commerce, Member of 
the House of Representatives, & Mayor of San Jose 
Interview location: Secretary Mineta’s home in Edgewater, Md., and at Carrol’s Creek Café in 
Annapolis 
How we got there: by car 
He describes himself with the word, "Vision," for which there is no direct translation in 
Japanese. 
People Who Move People is a web series profiling individuals who have made an impact in 
public transit. The series has been initiated and funded by Atlanta-based RouteMatch Software. 
This article was originally posted on July 26, 2016. 

 

President Obama and Norm Mineta. (Photo used with permission from Mineta photo archives.) 
The searchlights were going back and forth over his body, scanning the barracks as Norm 
Mineta slept. It was the middle of 1942, and Norm was ten years old, sleeping on a mattress 
stuffed with hay in the parking lot of Santa Anita Racetrack in California. Barbed wire wrapped 
around the compound, and guns stuck out of military guard towers every couple hundred feet. 
“Even if you pulled the blanket and covers over you, you could still imagine those searchlights 
going back and forth,” recalls Norm. “You couldn’t see it but you sensed it.” 
 
The former Secretary of Transportation, whose parents were first-generation Japanese 
immigrants known as issei, is telling me the story of his family’s internment. We are sitting at 
the kitchen table in his home in Edgewater, Maryland. Talking about the searchlights he waves 
his hand over the table back and forth, as if petting an imaginary cat. “To this day I still think 
about that,” he says, looking out the window to the South River, a tributary of the Chesapeake 
Bay.  
"I can’t understand why the land of my birth attacked the land of my heart." 
He calls the bombing of Pearl Harbor on December 7, 1941 “the seminal moment of my life.” 
His family had just returned from Sunday’s church service to their home in San Jose, California, 
when they heard about the attack. Their phone was ringing off the hook. Rumor was that the 
American government was going to arrest all the isseis. Norm’s father was a prominent 
insurance salesman, a well-liked businessman, and community leader. Neighbors were worried 
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that the Minetas might get confused with the enemy.  “It was the first time I ever saw my 
father cry,” recalls Norm. “He said, ‘I can’t understand why the land of my birth attacked the 
land of my heart.’” 
 
On February 19, 1942, President Roosevelt signed Executive Order 9066, delegating to the 
Secretary of War the power to evacuate and intern people who might threaten American 
security. In California, Oregon, and Washington, the American government rounded up 120,000 
people of Japanese descent and shipped them to internment camps for the duration of World 
War II. On May 29, 1942, Norm’s family had to leave their home.   

 

Norman Mineta (white shirt, front) and his parents Kunisaku and Kane (right) were forced by 
the government to live in the Heart Mountain, Wyoming internment camp during World War II. 
Photo courtesy of NHK/Norman Mineta 
They were allowed to take what they could carry. At the freight station in San Jose, Norm was 
wearing his Cub Scout uniform, carrying a baseball, glove and bat. “For a ten-year-old kid, it 
was, ‘Oh boy! An overnight train trip,’” recalls Norm. “That was the second time I saw my dad 
cry.” The novelty of the train wore off as soon as Norm tried to board, when a military 
policeman confiscated his baseball bat. Bursting into tears, Norm ran to his father, who assured 
him, “It’s okay, we’ll get it replaced.” 
 
When they got to Santa Anita Racetrack the next day, all the stables were full. “Thank heavens 
we were in the newly built barracks in the parking lot,” says Norm, clarifying that on hot days, 
the stench in horse stables was unbearable. Still, he had to shower in the paddocks — a 
memory that he tempers with humor. “We’d say, ‘Which one do we want today? Seabiscuit or 
War Admiral?’”   
  
In November 1942, Norm’s family left the racetrack for a camp in Heart Mountain, Wyoming. 
“Getting off the train, the wind was blowing and colder than the devil,” says Norm. “Sand was 
peppering our faces. The sagebrush was just rolling along in the desert plain. Being Californians, 
we didn’t have heavy jackets. We were freezing our buns.” What Norm missed most was his 
baseball bat.  
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Fast-forward five decades, to one day in 1991, when Norm was a Member of Congress 
representing California’s 13th District, and a box was delivered to his office. Inside was a 
baseball bat signed by the Home Run King of the United States, Hank Aaron, and his 
counterpart in Japan, Sadaharu Oh. The gift came from a man in California who’d read Norm’s 
story. “I was so touched by the fact that you lost that bat getting on the train going to camp,” 
wrote the man. “That bat’s probably been replaced many times over, but I’d like you to have 
this one from my own collection.”   

 

Norman Mineta’s famous baseball bat, hanging in his office. (Photo credit Laura Lee 
Huttenbach). 
 
Soon the thoughtful gesture appeared in the San Jose Mercury News, where the reporter 
disclosed the value of the autographed bat at $1500. “The gift limitation for members of 
congress was 250 dollars,” explains Norm, shaking his head. “So I had to pack up the bat and 
send it back to the guy with a letter thanking him for his generosity but that I can’t accept it.” 
Then he sent a copy of the letter to the reporter with a short personal note scribbled in the 
upper right hand corner: The damn government’s taken my bat again.      
 
The gifted bat now hangs in Norm’s home office, mounted in a glass case on the wall above the 
bookshelf. When he retired from Congress in 1995, the fellow in California resent the gift.  “I’ll 
show it to you,” he says, and I follow him into the office.  
 
As I’m scanning the shelves underneath the bat, one item in particular — an aerosol can — 
catches my eye. “Bullshit repellent?” I read aloud.   
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President Bill Clinton and Secretary of Commerce Norm Mineta. (Photo used with permission 
from Mineta photo archives.) 
“Oh absolutely,” he says. “I’ve had that back to when I was mayor. That thing is over forty years 
old.” According to the label, the repellent can “cure chronic bullshit” in a variety of realms 
including sales pitches, political discussion, and bedtime stories. I continue exploring the office, 
which is filled with relics of his leadership — framed bills and legislation, pictures with 
presidents, travel souvenirs. On the front of his desk is a large button with the word WHINING 
in a red circle and crossed out like a no-smoking sign. “That was from my Chief of Staff,” he tells 
me. 
“The lifetime achievement awards are making him nervous, because he says he’s not done 
yet.” 
His wife Deni walks through the door as we are looking around, coming from weeding in the 
garden. Norm invites her to lunch with us, but she has to run errands. While Norm calls to make 
us a reservation, Deni points to the top shelf, which is crammed with awards. “Those are just 
his most recent,” she explains. “The lifetime achievement awards are making him nervous,” she 
continues, “because he says he’s not done yet.” 
 
By all measures, Norm Mineta has used his 84 years well. To him, the world is driven by people 
and things that move; therefore, the importance of transportation is both intuitive and obvious. 
He sees this belief play out in the patterns of his own life. His father came to the United States 
alone on a boat when he was fourteen. One of his father’s proudest purchases was a 1942 
Packard automobile, which he had to sell prior to their internment. During the Korean War, 
Norm became a military intelligence officer, traveling to assignments in Tokyo and Japan by 
plane. (“I had the bad social disease of the 1950s,” he tells me, cracking a smile. “It’s called 
gonna-Korea.”) He also met his wife on a plane, when she was working as a flight attendant.  
 
He tells me to pay attention to the room around us, the clothes we’re wearing. “Everything we 
do is dependent on transportation,” Norm says. 
“Everything we do is dependent on transportation.” 
The truth is I take most of this stuff for granted. I don’t give much thought to how the products 
I use get to me. But Norm Mineta has spent much of his life ensuring that people and things get 
to where they need to go in the most efficient and cost-effective manner possible.  
 
He brushed up against the transportation field several times before it became a calling. As an 
undergraduate at the University of California at Berkley, Norm took the few courses in 
transportation that were offered, though he explains they had a narrow focus — “really just 
how the regulatory agencies worked,” he says. It wasn’t until 1971, when he was elected Mayor 
of San Jose — the first non-white mayor in the city’s history — that he realized how important 
transportation was in growing a city. “San Jose was making that transition from an agricultural 
town to high tech,” he says. “Of course today, it’s known as Silicon Valley.”  
 
In his four-year term as mayor, the city’s population soared from 320,000 to 580,000. 
“Transportation became a basic thing we had to deal with at [the] local government [level],” 
Norm reflects. To increase municipal transit service, he bought the local bus lines from General 



Motors and had the city run it. (Now the Valley Transportation Authority oversees San Jose’s 
transit.)  
 
Norm was elected to the House of Representatives in 1975 and served on the Public Works and 
Transportation Committee for all of his eleven terms. “There’s no single silver bullet in 
transportation,” he learned. “It really requires a little highways, a little transit, airports — you 
have to keep working on the various transportation modes in order to have each of them be 
maximized in their capabilities at the local, state, and federal level.”   
 
For an example of the interconnection between systems, he names the Alameda Corridor, a 
twenty-mile railway that connects the national rail system near downtown Los Angeles to the 
city ports and Long Beach. Before the construction of the railroad, trucks and highways were 
the main method used to transport goods, and they couldn’t accommodate the volume of 
shipments being moved. Forty-seven percent of all shipping containers into the United States 
come through Los Angeles and Long Beach, and the ports were clogged with congestion. “They 
were struggling at the local level with financing, so I brought in some federal money to 
complete the corridor,” he recalls.   
 
Norm was the principal author of the 1991 Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act — 
ISTEA, pronounced “Ice Tea.” Landmark legislation, ISTEA was the first rewrite of the Highway 
and Transit Legislation since 1956, when President Eisenhower signed the National Defense 
Highway Bill, which allocated $25 billion in federal funds to build 41,000 miles of Interstate 
Highways. Before ISTEA, Norm explains, all the federal money went into the highway trust fund. 
“We wanted to raise the visibility of transit as an alternative to just building roads.”  So, with 
the passage of ISTEA, “for the first time we brought transit into the highway bill,” says Norm 
proudly.   
 
His goal was to make sure that everyone could have access to the improvements in mobility. 
The year before he wrote ISTEA, in fact, he’d written the transportation portion of the 
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), which protects people with disabilities from 
discrimination. The ADA requires employers to provide reasonable accommodations to 
employees with disabilities and enforces accessibility requirements on public accommodations. 
“The three big areas [of the ADA] were education, health, and transportation,” he says. 
“Everyone considered transportation to be the toughest part of the ADA to get compliance with 
public and private companies.”    
 
In 1992, when President-elect Bill Clinton asked him to be Secretary of Transportation, Norm 
turned down the offer. “I was about to become Chairman of the House Committee on Public 
Works and Transportation,” he tells me. “That’s something I really wanted to do. That was 
going to be my brass ring.” Toward the end of his presidency, Clinton made Norm another offer, 
as Secretary of Commerce. By then, Norm recalls, he “almost crawled through the phone line” 
to indicate he would accept the appointment if offered. 
  



 

Congressman Norm Mineta watches President Reagan sign the Civil Liberties Act of 1988. 
(Photo used with permission from Mineta photo archives.) 
Norm never forgot the trauma of his family’s internment. Prior to his appointment to the 
Clinton administration, Norm had fought for passage of the Civil Liberties Act of 1988, which 
included an apology from the United States to the interned Japanese American families. In 
August 1988, President Ronald Reagan signed the Civil Liberties Act into law, which for the first 
time acknowledged that the government’s actions during the Japanese American interment 
were based on “race prejudice, war hysteria, and a failure of political leadership.” Furthermore, 
in compensation, each surviving internee would receive $20,000.  
"You come to realize why this country is so great,” he explains. “It was willing to admit to a 
mistake and then make some redress for it.”   
I’m curious how Norm, after being interned, remained loyal to the United States and went on to 
enrich so many American lives. “You come to realize why this country is so great,” he explains. 
“It was willing to admit to a mistake and then make some redress for it.”   
 
Around 1pm, Norm drives us to historic Annapolis, to lunch at Carrol’s Creek Cafe. (There is no 
public transit close to his home in Edgewater.) En route, I ask the former Secretary of 
Transportation if he’s ever gotten pulled over for speeding. He smiles. “I sort of have a lead 
foot,” he says, quietly evading the question.  
 
We get a table next to the window, overlooking the water. Thunder rumbles in the distance, 
which Norm immediately identifies as engines of the Blue Angels, who are practicing for 
Friday’s commencement at the Naval Academy. Throughout lunch, they zoom, glide, roll, and 
dive outside the window as restaurant patrons ooh and ah.     
 
Norm picks up the story where we left off. In 2001, on the second offer to be Secretary of 
Transportation — this time coming from the second President Bush — Norm accepted. A 
member of the presidential cabinet and thirteenth in the Presidential Line of Succession, the 
Secretary of Transportation leads the Department of Transportation, overseeing eleven federal 
agencies that include the Federal Aviation Administration, the Federal Highway Administration, 
and the Federal Transit Administration. He made it his mission to improve communication 
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between the agencies. “What you want to do,” says Norm, “is make sure that the Department 
of Transportation is not so silo-ed that they’re just talking up and down within each of the 
agencies, but that in fact they’re talking across the various transportation modes.”  
 
To illustrate, he tells me that he once asked the Federal Highway Administration about their 
research and development relating to concrete. Then he went to the Federal Aviation 
Administration and asked the same questions. “Well the only real difference was that for 
highways, maybe the cement was 15 to 18 inches deep and runways, with those big planes 
coming down and hitting them — that’s maybe three feet,” says Norm. He asked the two 
agencies if they’d spoken to each about their findings, and both answered no. He told them, 
“Well that doesn’t make sense.”  
 
Norm was still in his first year as Secretary of Transportation on September 11, 2001. Two days 
later, President Bush led a cabinet meeting with Democratic and Republican leaders. Norm 
recalls that a Congressman from Michigan named David Bonior stood up and said that in 
Detroit, the large Arab American and Muslim population was concerned about backlash 
towards their community. Specifically, they feared bans on airplane travel or the possibility of 
rounding them up and putting them in camps. President Bush was nodding as he listened to 
Representative Bonior. “We’re equally concerned,” President Bush assured him,  “Because we 
don’t want to happen today what happened to Norm in 1942.” 

 

Deni Mineta, President George W. Bush, First Lady Laura Bush, and Norm Mineta. (Photo used 
with permission from Mineta photo archives.) 
Norm leans toward me, across the crab cake that we’re sharing, and taps the table. “You 
could’ve taken a feather and knocked me off the chair when he said that,” he recalls. President 
Bush had heard Norm’s story about the evacuation and interment during their meeting at Camp 
David, in the president’s first months in office. After dinner, “we stayed up until 8:30 or nine 
talking,” recalls Norm, adding that was late for President Bush, who liked to go to bed early. 
President Bush carried Norm’s stories with him, informing his decisions in the wake of the 
terrorist attack.  
 
On the Monday following September 11, at the Islamic Study Center in D.C., President Bush 
addressed a large group of Arab Americans and Muslims. He asked Norm to come, and Norm 
can recall the entire speech. “He said, ‘We know who did that last Tuesday. They were not loyal 
Arab Americans. They were not faithful followers of Islam. They were terrorists, and we’re 

http://www.metro-magazine.com/news/photos/722305/profile-norm-mineta-former-secretary-of-transportation/57028


going to go after them.” Norm puts his fork down. “That’s all he talked about,” remarks Norm 
with a nod of respect, “going after terrorists. He’s never made an example out of Middle 
Easterners.”  
 
In six years, as the longest-serving Secretary of Transportation, Norm collected a lot of stories. 
In 2003, to increase seatbelt usage, he spearheaded the “Click-it or Ticket” campaign. “But I 
knew that if the Secretary of Transportation says, ‘Click it or Ticket,’ people would go, Naaah,” 
says Norm, putting his thumb to his nose and wiggling the rest of his fingers, as in na-na-na-
boo-boo. “So I approached [Brian] France at NASCAR, to see if I could get NASCAR to help 
promote seatbelt usage. Mr. France said, ‘Sure! Whatever we can do.’”  
 
Even though Norm didn’t follow the sport closely, he knew how to get respect from the fans 
and drivers. “We used to go down to Talladega and Richmond and various places where they 
were having races,” recalls Norm. At many races, Norm was grand marshal. “We changed the 
words a little,” he explains. In front of “Gentlemen, start your engines,” Norm would say, “Now 
that you’re buckled up, gentlemen, start your engines.” The campaign worked. Seatbelt usage 
went up, and fatalities on the road went down. 
“Don’t shy away from you who are,” he said. “Bring everything to the table.”  
To Norm, public service and the golden rule are one and the same. Recently, he gave a speech 
at the Greater Austin Asian American Chamber of Commerce. “I want you to work hard and 
continue the activities of the Asian Pacific American community as well as the majority 
community,” he said. “Everyone has two arms. So use your right arm to help yourself go up 
your ladder of success as you pursue your career and your professional goals. But with your left 
arm, reach down and pick someone else and pull them up behind you on your ladder of 
success.” He encouraged them to maintain individual identity. “Don’t shy away from you who 
are,” he said. “Bring everything to the table.” 
  
We are on our last bites of seafood, and the Blue Angels have finished their rehearsal. “We are 
not a melting pot in this county,” Norm says. “Because in a melting pot, you throw everything 
into the crucible, stir it up, and everything loses its identity.” Instead, he likes to think of the 
United States as a tapestry, “where you’ve got yarns that individually are bright and beautiful 
but represent the art and the language and the religion of wherever our forbearers have come 
from. A tapestry, when it’s woven together, makes for a strong hold,” he says. “E Pluribus 
unum.” 
 
After lunch, Norm walks to the car leaning on his cane — a repurposed baseball bat he acquired 
as a gift for doing a three-day oral history project, which is archived in President Bush’s library. 
On the way home, he tells a story about a recent trip from D.C. to Los Angeles, when he was 
traveling with his wife, Deni. “The past two or three trips, I’ve been randomly selected to get 
screened by the TSA,” he begins. “So I’m getting wanded while Deni, who is cleared, is waiting 
for me on the other side.” Next to Deni, a little boy was standing beside his father, watching the 
security guard pass the wand over Norm. “The little boy said to his father, ‘Daddy, what did that 
man do wrong?’”  
 



As the father tried to explain it was precautionary, Deni interrupted. “That man invented the 
system.” The father took another look and said, “You know, I was thinking it was Secretary 
Mineta.” 
 
“They always wanna put me through the paces,” Secretary Mineta tells me, turning into his 
driveway. “But that’s okay. It proves they’re doing their job.”   
Back to top 
 
Caltrain electrification funding included in House bill 

Progressive Railroading 
The $1.1 trillion federal spending bill includes $100 million for Caltrain's electrification project, 
the railroad announced yesterday. 
 
However, Caltrain won't be able to use the funds until the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) 
signs off on a $647 million full funding grant agreement (FFGA) that was postponed in 
February, The Mercury News reported. 
 
Awards that large usually are distributed in smaller amounts each year instead of one large 
sum; the $100 million would be the allotment for 2017, according to the newspaper. 
 
Transportation Secretary Elaine Chao has until June 30 to make a final decision on the 
FFGA, radio station KQED reported. 
 
The U.S. House of Representatives approved the funding bill yesterday; the Senate is expected 
to act on the bill today. The federal government is scheduled to run out of funding tomorrow. 
The bill would fund federal agencies through Sept. 30, the end of fiscal-year 2017.  
 
Caltrain officials remain "cautiously optimistic" about the funding news, said Executive Director 
Jim Hartnett. 
 
"Since the news of the delay in authorizing our FFGA, this is an encouraging sign that the efforts 
of our congressional delegation and the employers and riders who have joined us in advocating 
for this project are having an impact," Hartnett said in a press release. 
 
The FTA in late February chose to postpone the funds after all 14 of California's Republican 
representatives urged Transportation Secretary Elaine Chao to halt the nearly $650 million 
grant agreement.  
 
The GOP lawmakers cited concerns about the project's costs, as well as its lack of private 
financing. They also asked for an audit of California's overall high-speed rail project's finances. 
 
Although the electrification project would lay the foundation for eventual high-speed rail 
service between San Francisco and Los Angeles, the two projects are separate, advocates say. 

http://www.progressiverailroading.com/passenger_rail/news/Caltrain-electrification-funding-included-in-House-bill--51519?email=stacey.hendlerross@vta.org&utm_medium=email&utm_source=prdailynews&utm_campaign=prdailynews5/4/2017
http://www.caltrain.com/
http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/05/03/good-news-for-caltrain-federal-budget-includes-100-million-for-electrification/
https://ww2.kqed.org/news/2017/05/02/11437528/
http://www.progressiverailroading.com/passenger_rail/news/FTA-delays-grant-for-Caltrains-electrification-project--50893
http://www.progressiverailroading.com/passenger_rail/news/NARP-Delaying-Caltrain-electrification-funding-could-increase-cost--50857


Caltrain has been planning the electrification project since the 1990s, before California voters in 
2008 approved the first sale of bonds for the state's high-speed rail program. 
 
The railroad has secured more than $1.3 billion toward the electrification project, which calls 
for electrifying Caltrain's corridor from San Francisco to San Jose, Calif.  
 
The project also involves replacing Caltrain's diesel-hauled trains with electric multiple units. 
Back to top 
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From: Board Secretary  
Sent: Thursday, May 04, 2017 2:41 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: From VTA: May 4, 2017, Board of Directors Meeting - Additional Information Pertaining to 
Agenda Item #7.3 - Next Network Final Plan 
 

VTA Board of Directors: 

 

Attached is additional information pertaining to the following May 4, 2017, Board of Directors 

Meeting Agenda Item: 

 

Agenda Item #7.3 – Next Network Final Plan 

- Letter from the City of Palo Alto  

- Comments from Members of the Public 

 

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 

 
 

mailto:board.secretary@vta.org
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From: meg minto  
Sent: Wednesday, May 03, 2017 8:41 PM 
To: Board Secretary 
Subject: VTA 88 

 

Wednesday, May 3, 2017 

 

Hello, 

 

Once again I am begging you not to cut the 88, 88L, and 88M lines as severely as you seem to 

want to cut them, and to operate the lines that you do continue bi-directionally. 

 

I am a senior living in Midtown Palo Alto very near 101.  I work at two different part-time jobs, 

one in Menlo Park, and one at Stanford often in the evenings and on weekends  I also do 

volunteer work at Stanford.  I use the 88 daily to get to the VA in time to take the 7 a.m. Stanford 

VA shuttle over to the Stanford Medical Center, and I often take an 88 back at 9:01 a.m. from 

Arastradero and El Camino.  I very frequently take the 88 from East Meadow to Charleston to go 

to the library and from East Meadow to Colorado to get medications at CVS and to shop over 

there.  I have not been able to get reconciled to the idea of having much less service on this line.   

 

I do admit that people are not using the line as much as we would like them to, but I keep 

thinking that things will change, and ridership will pick up.  Our population is increasing, the 

parking situation is a nightmare that gets into the news very frequently, and we are rapidly aging 

and would like to be able to maintain our independence with VTA's help.  I know Palo Alto has 

asked you to provide money for them to operate small municipal shuttles - and Palo Alto is 

thinking that these shuttles would solve some of the problem.  That's true--they would be a 

partial solution, and at this point we are desperate to have more of our options preserved than we 

would have if you take away as much of the 88 as you are thinking of taking.  Still, more of 

your buses would be preferable, especially because of the economical access your fixed routes 

provide for those needing paratransit (again, an expanding population in the coming years). 

 

Please preserve as much as possible of the 88 and let it be bi-directional.  I am afraid that if the 

cuts are too deep people will give up altogether, and that in fact this may be the direction that we 

run a serious risk of going in at this point.   

 

Thank you, 

 

Margaret Minto 
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From: goldhabergordon  

Sent: Wednesday, May 03, 2017 9:15 PM 

To: Board Secretary 

Subject: Cuts in VTA88 service (which has served Gunn High School) 

 

Dear Board Members, 

VTA's 88 line (88, 88L and 88M service) has provided an important resource for Gunn High School 

students who depend on it to avoid car commutes which would add congestion, pollution, and waste of 

energy. The proposed 288 limited service would not enable students to get to school earlier than the 

standard start time, or stay to various times after the standard end time, as participants in musical and 

theater groups and sports often do. 

I urge you not to cut this service. 

If you do cut the service, I understand that there may be an effort to have Palo Alto extend shuttle 

service. This could be partly supported by Measure B funds, but those will not be available immediately. 

I ask that you provide Palo Alto funding to bridge the time between any cut of service you make and 

when Measure B funds are available. Otherwise, student bus ridership, which has been cultivated over 

years of effort, will be lost and will not return. 

 

I also ask that you support making Measure B funds available to enable a reasonably-priced City of Palo 

Alto Shuttle route expansion to fill service gaps that any VTA cuts will create. An expensive shuttle will 

not retain robust student ridership, based on a recent survey. 

Sincerely, 

David Goldhaber-Gordon 

Father of a Gunn freshman 

----------------------------------------------------------------- 

David Goldhaber-Gordon                         

Professor of Physics                                

and Director,                                                  (permanent forwarding) 

Center for Probing the Nanoscale                              

Stanford University                                     

 

Address for letters or packages:                      Administrative Associate: 

David Goldhaber-Gordon                                 Clora Yeung 

Geballe Laboratory for Advanced Materials       McCullough, Rm. 331 
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From: Catherine  

Sent: Wednesday, May 03, 2017 9:21 PM 

To: Board Secretary 

Subject: Cuts to Gunn High school service lines = VTA88, 88L and 88M 

 

All, 

Hi. 

I write to request that you do not approve service cuts tomorrow.  I am disappointed that despite all the 

mtgs. community outreach/surveys, you plan to discontinue VTA88, 88L and 88M service.  The proposed 

288 limited service is inadequate to serve Gunn students' needs.  

Should you opt to go ahead anyways, please provide the Palo Alto with bridge funding when service cuts 

are introduced in order to minimize erosion of student bus ridership. (As we understand it, there will be a 

gap in time between when cuts are made and Measure B funds become available; we need VTA help to 

bridge this gap.) 

I also write to request that you make Measure B funds (when they become available) to support a lower 

cost City of Palo Alto Shuttle route expansion to fill service gaps that the VTA cuts will create. (67% of 

surveyed Gunn students said they would be less likely to ride the bus if VTA's proposed changes were 

implemented.)   

Gunn PTSA has spent years promoting alternative commutes, including the VTA bus, cultivating high bus 

ridership among students. We hope VTA will reward those efforts by continuing to work in partnership 

with us to create a local transit network that works well for PAUSD students, work commuters and 

residents.  

 

Cheers, 

ccb 
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From: Andy Dugacki  

Sent: Wednesday, May 03, 2017 10:50 PM 

To: Board Secretary 

Subject: VTA88, 88L and 88M buses 

Dear VTA Board Member, 

 

I'm sending you this email as a plea to keep VTA88, 88L and 88M buses that serve our Palo 

Alto community.  These lines are of an extreme importance to us.  For some of us this is the 

only way to get our kids to and from Gunn High School.  

 

Honestly, I'm not sure how will my kids get to school if these lines are eliminated. 

 

I understand that you need to look at your bottom line, but you must also know that 67% of 

surveyed Gunn students said they would be less likely to ride the bus if VTA’s proposed 

changes were implemented.  I'm sure you agree that is quite a large number. 

 

Bottom line is we need to have these buses, and if the needs of community are not met then we 

would expect VTA to work responsibly, as a good corporate citizen, with the City of Palo Alto to 

find alternative solutions including Measure B funds and bridge funding to get our kids to and 

from Gunn High School. 

 

Thank you in advance for your consideration! 

Andreja Dugacki 

Gunn High School Parent 
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From: Srdjan Kovacevic  

Sent: Thursday, May 04, 2017 12:20 AM 

To: Board Secretary 

Subject: keep 88, 88L and 88M service 

 

Dear VTA Board Members, 

 

I'm writing to express my serious concern about our children safety if you discontinue VTA88, 88L and 

88M bus service. Those buses represent a safe option to get to/from Gunn school for many students. If 

these lines are discontinued, that would mean hundreds more cars on the road as well as more bikers, 

making it more dangerous for bikers who need to share the road with other traffic.   

 

The proposed 288 limited service is simply not adequate to serve Gunn students' needs. For students 

who attend tutorials, or any other after school activity (e.g., sports, drama and similar), that will not be a 

viable option. That would mean that many students, whose parents cannot drive them, will not be able 

to participate in those programs. For instance, my children, who often stay after school, would be 

impacted. 

 

If you do proceed with service cuts, I ask that you support alternative options that would alleviate the 

loss and serve the need of Palo Alto community. I expect VTA to work responsibly, as a good corporate 

citizen, with the City of Palo Alto to implement alternative solutions. At minimum, this would include  

 providing bridge funding to the city when service cuts are introduced in order to minimize 
erosion of student bus ridership.  

 Measure B funds, when they become available. 

 

I sincerely hope you will reconsider your decision and consider how it will impact our 

community! 

Best, 

Srdjan Kovacevic 

Gunn High School Parent 
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From: Yannick Lau  
Sent: Thursday, May 04, 2017 7:52 AM 
To: Board Secretary 
Subject: VTA bus 88 cut impacts Gunn srudents 

 

Dear Board Secretary, 

 

I am very disappointed in the planned service cut for bus 88. It serves a critical need for Gunn 

students during school year and summer for getting to Gunn from Palo Verde neighborhood. The 

bus route offered an option to driving and biking. I do hope you reconsider the cut. If funds are 

needed from measure to bridge the gap, I am all for it. 

 

Thank you. 

 

Kim Lau 

(Parent of a Gunn student) 
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From: Chwick, Karen L 

Sent: Thursday, May 04, 2017 8:18 AM 

To: Board Secretary 

Subject: SAVE OUR VETERAN'S VTA BUS SERVICE 
 

Many of our veterans depend on public transportation that will take them to the 
Palo Alto VA with direct and consistent service. Please do not eliminate the 88; 
this would greatly affect our veteran’s ability to receive health care (if they are 
unable to use public transportation to the Palo Alto VA Medical Center). 
 
Thanks. 
 
Karen Chwick 
 
Karen L. Chwick, LCSW, OSW-C 

Senior Social Worker 

Oncology/Hematology 

United States Department of Veterans Affairs 

 

 

 
 

http://www.va.gov/ICARE/
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From: Kristen Flaten  
Sent: Thursday, May 04, 2017 10:11 AM 
To: Board Secretary 
Subject: [spam] Bus Line 181 Concerns 

 
To Whom It May Concern, 
My name is Kristen Flaten and I am a third year accounting student at San Jose State 
University. I am deeply concerned after hearing the recent news of the possible removal of the 
181 bus route.  The removal of the 181 bus route would be harmful to not only me, but also 
thousands of individuals. According to data from VTA’s Open Data Portal, in 2016, there were 
over 318,000 riders who rode VTA bus route 181. Over 96,000 riders entered the bus at the 
stop located at the Fremont Bart Station. And, over 65,000 of the riders exited the bus at the 
2nd & Santa Clara stop in San Jose. Removing the VTA bus route 181 will displace over 
100,000 individuals who rely on the line to commute to San Jose. 
Personally, I utilize the services of the 181 line to get to school and work every week. My daily 
commute begins with a BART ride from Pleasanton to Fremont, then I take the 181 route from 
Fremont to San Jose. I share this route with many students and faculty members. Without this 
route, thousands of commuters would be left without affordable, convenient transportation to 
their jobs and education. 
The Berryessa Bart station in San Jose is planned to be in service at the end of this year. The 
new station will allow commuters to take the BART from Fremont to San Jose. However, the 
Berryessa Station is a considerable distance from downtown San Jose. Indeed, the VTA has 
announced a plan to replace the current Dash 500 shuttle service with Rapid 500 that will 
connect the Berryessa Bart Station to Downtown San Jose. However, commuters are still 
required to pay for BART fees which are not covered by Eco Passes given by employers and 
universities. The additional BART fees could add a potential $2,500 or more per year for 
commuters who use BART to travel to and from San Jose. For students and employers, $2,500 
can be a significant financial burden. This increase could be especially detrimental for students 
with limited budgets, like myself. 
In addition to the financial stress, the period of time between the proposed removal of line 181 
and the opening of the Berryessa BART station leaves thousands without a transportation 
solution. Questions are beginning to arise regarding compensation and availability of alternate 
routes during that time period. Commuters are scrambling to find answers to to ensure they can 
continue to work and attend school. 
After presenting my arguments and concerns, I ask that the VTA Board of Directors does not 
follow through with removal the 181 bus line. Referring back to the data from VTA’s Open Data 
Portal, what will you do to alleviate the burden on the 100,000 plus commuters if the 181 line is 
removed? It is important that the thousands of students and employees maintain access to 
affordable, convenient, and safe transportation to their destination. I graciously ask that you 
consider my concerns. 
Thank you for your time, 
Kristen Flaten 

 

 

https://data.vta.org/Transit-Operations/Ridership/q5hr-c3vh/data
https://data.vta.org/Transit-Operations/Ridership/q5hr-c3vh/data
https://data.vta.org/Transit-Operations/Ridership/q5hr-c3vh/data
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From: Jenny Niklaus  
Sent: Thursday, May 04, 2017 10:58 AM 
To: Board Secretary; jbruins; Cindy.Chavez; Ken.Yeager; sam.liccardo; Raul.Peralezjohnny.khamis; 
lan.diep; Charles Chappie Jones; dev.davis; larry.carrteresa.oneillSC; ghendricks; svaidhyanathan  
Subject: Advocating for DASH 
 

Dear VTA Board of Directors: 

 I hope this email finds you well. I live and work in downtown San Jose and I am an Urbanist. I 

strongly support VTA’s move towards a higher-frequency, higher-ridership network.  

        I encourage the Board to vote for a service plan that maintains the proposed 83/17 split, or as 

close as possible to this balance.  

       I encourage the Board to commit to restoring DASH as a free service during the construction 

of BART in downtown and at Diridon. I understand the need to offer a high-frequency bus 

service between Berryessa BART station and Diridon Station. However, it is important to try to 

maintain and grow transit ridership (to and from Diridon) and minimize impacts to downtown 

businesses during the construction.   

       I appreciate staff incorporated many of our comments about Routes 10, 60 and school-

oriented service into the proposed plan. 

       I appreciate the addition of better east-west connections in the county to create more of a 

grid-network.  

       I encourage VTA to move forward with a fare policy that simplifies fares by reducing the 

number of ticket types significantly and by making it possible to transfer between modes and 

operators without having to pay twice.  

 I understand that this involves many choices and tradeoffs, but these choices cannot be avoided 

if we are to build but a modern transit system that is more useful for more people for trips of all 

kinds. With declining ridership and revenues, it is important to do what we can to make transit 

the preferred way of getting around.  

  

Sincerely, 

 Jenny Niklaus 

--  

Take care, 
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From: Liana Crabtree  
Sent: Thursday, May 04, 2017 1:31 PM 
To: Board Secretary 
Cc: svaidhyanathan; kami_tomberlain; geoff_wright; ChelseaB; jshearin; mbiyani; ebradley  
Subject: Request for VTA Route 23 adjustment to improve service for CHS students 
 

Dear VTA Board of Directors, 

 

As you consider bus route changes as part of the BTA Next Network redesign for Fall 2017, 

please consider routing EASTBOUND Route 23 from De Anza College to the Alum Rock 

Transit Center through Stelling/McClellan/De Anza to Stevens Creek. 

 

Include Route 23 stops at existing Route 55 locations, including stop #s: 60697, 60698, 60699, 

60700, 62312, 62313, 62314 (#62314 is existing; no change). 

 

Expiring Route 323 already follows the route I am requesting, though it does not stop at all on 

McClellan or De Anza and has only one stop on Stelling. 

 

Route 23 is the main bus route connecting Cupertino students to Cupertino High School (CHS). 

Adding Route 23 stops at De Anza/Pacifica (#62312) and De Anza /Rodrigues (#62313) 

provides more transit options for students living near the southwestern and western edges of the 

CHS attendance area. 

 

While Route 25 runs along Bollinger and can also be used to connect Cupertino students to CHS, 

Route 25 does not run often enough to be a compelling commute option for most students. 

Students who are stretched thin on time and are not looking to arrive early to their classes, but 

then can't afford to arrive 30-40 minutes late either. 

 

Thank you for your consideration of my request for an adjustment to the EASTBOUND Route 

23 to include stops along Stelling/McClellan/De Anza. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Liana Crabtree 

Cupertino resident  

 

P.S. I am disappointed to see Route 23 weekday service reduced from every 12 minutes minutes 

to every 15 minutes. Reducing bus service in a community that is already deeply underserved by 

public transit is an unfortunate step backward in our shared interest in getting people out of cars 

and into other modes of transport. 

 

Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Kelly Snider  
Sent: Thursday, May 04, 2017 2:15 PM 
To: Cindy.Chavez; lan.diepjbruinsdev.davis; sam.liccardo  
Cc: Board Secretary 
Subject: Please support Next Network tonight - keep DASH - and reduce FARES for Kids and Adults! 
 

Dear Cindy, Lan, Jeannie, Sam, and Dev: 

 I hope this email finds you well. I live in San Jose D6, and my 12-year-old son rides VTA Light 

Rail and the #22 Bus from school to our home several days a week (it's expensive!).  I am also a 

member of SPUR’s policy board in San Jose, and I strongly support VTA’s move towards a 

higher-frequency, higher-ridership network.  

      I encourage the Board to vote for a service plan that maintains the proposed 83/17 split, or as 

close as possible to this balance.  

      PLEASE RESTORE DASH as a free service during the construction of BART in downtown 

and at Diridon. I understand the need to offer a high-frequency bus service between Berryessa 

BART station and Diridon Station. However, it is important to try to maintain and grow transit 

ridership (to and from Diridon) and minimize impacts to downtown businesses during the 

construction.   

      PLEASE DEVISE a fare policy that simplifies fares by reducing the number of ticket types 

significantly and makes it possible to transfer between modes and operators without having to 

pay twice. And make it FREE for 12-18 years old during school days - more of our students 

would take bus/tram to school if it didn't cost so much!   

THANK YOU and your staff for their hard work in preparing the Next Network Plan, their 

extensive outreach and their thoughtful consideration of SPUR’s comments over the last several 

months.  

  

Sincerely, 

 

Kelly Snider 

Pershing Avenue 
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From: Board Secretary  
Sent: Friday, May 05, 2017 4:38 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: VTA Correspondence: VTA's BART Phase II Extension to Santa Clara Tunnel Considerations 
 

VTA Board of Directors: 

 

We are forwarding you the following:  

 

From Topic 

VTA Staff VTA’s BART Phase II Extension to Santa 

Clara Tunnel Considerations 

 
Thank you. 

 
Office of the Board Secretary 

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 

3331 N. First Street 

San Jose, CA 95134 

408.321.5680 

board.secretary@vta.org 
 

 
 

mailto:board.secretary@vta.org
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MEMORANDUM 
 

 Writer’s Phone: 408.952.4233 
 
 
TO: Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority  

Board of Directors 
    
FROM: Dennis O. Ratcliffe 

Interim Director of Engr. & Trans. Infrastructure Dev., 
 
THROUGH: General Manager, Nuria I. Fernandez 
 
DATE: May 5, 2017 

 
SUBJECT: VTA’s BART Phase II Extension to Santa Clara 

Tunnel Considerations 
 
 
 

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) staff was asked to respond to 
correspondence provided to the VTA Board of Directors from a member of the public (Mr. 
Roland Lebrun, dated April 23, 2017) requesting the Board consider his analysis related to the 
single-bore tunnel concept currently under evaluation for VTA’s BART Phase II extension to 
Santa Clara.   
 
The following information was prepared by VTA staff to assist members of the VTA Board in 
considering Mr. Lebrun’s analysis and related concerns.  It is important to note that the 
consideration of tunneling methodology (twin bore v. single bore) is currently being subject to 
rigorous review.  A decision on which option will best suit the requirements of this project will 
be informed by safety and other relevant considerations. 
 
As with all VTA projects, staff has engaged qualified professionals to provide expertise in 
technical matters for its BART Phase II extension to Santa Clara.  As a preliminary 
consideration, it is important to recognize that fire and life safety design in transit tunnels is an 
extremely serious matter.  Qualified professionals in this area of practice are limited to a 
relatively small locus of professional engineers and specialists world-wide.  In its evaluation of 
options for BART Phase II tunnels, VTA has secured the advice of qualified professionals in this 
field. 
 
The writer’s analysis and the conclusions drawn therein appear to be based largely on 
information readily available from the internet.  Although much knowledge can be gained by 
reviewing such information, competence in this subject area can only be achieved through 
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professional practice combined with significant peer review in the application of the discipline 
for specific projects; each project being inherently unique.   
 
For example, the writer’s analysis confuses several key fire and life safety design concepts. 
Specifically, the analysis fails to demonstrate an understanding of ventilation zones in the design 
of emergency ventilation systems for transit tunnels, and confuses emergency ventilation design 
with the design and location of paths for egress of passengers to points of safety.  Also, the 
writer’s analysis incorrectly assumes that VTA’s single-bore concept is reliant on trainway fire 
doors and platform-edge doors.  VTA’s technical studies confirmed the feasibility of the 
single-bore concept without including either of these features.  Ultimately, tunnel ventilation 
design and emergency egress design are two separate but related subjects associated with transit 
tunnel fire and life and safety requirements, and a meaningful analysis of these designs cannot be 
made without a thorough understanding of each of these disciplines and their interrelationships. 
 
The writer’s analysis also declares certain features of London’s Crossrail system, the Bond Street 
Station and the Fisher Street crossover cavern, to be superior to the concepts being evaluated by 
VTA.  However, these are not valid comparisons. 
 
The Bond Street Station is dramatically different from what is included in VTA’s project, 
making such a comparison meaningless.  Whereas the track configuration in London’s Fisher 
Street crossover cavern is incorrectly referred to as a “crossover” in the writer’s analysis.  The 
Fisher Street crossover cavern is actually two track turn-outs connected by a “crossover tunnel.”    
Although this track configuration connects one track to another, it only performs half the 
operational functions of a crossover, making the writer’s analysis misplaced.   
 
Moreover, the Fisher Street crossover cavern configuration, while different, is by no means 
superior to the double crossovers planned for VTA’s BART Phase II project.  This is true for 
several reasons: 
 

1. Using the approach currently existing in London would require four track turn-outs with 
two crossover tunnels, making the combined crossover elements more than twice as long 
as the double crossover that would be used in both the single-bore or twin-bore 
configurations proposed by VTA, and compromising operational objectives due to its 
extended length; 

2. Constructing this arrangement would not only extend the length of the crossover but 
would likely require cut and cover construction methods which would be more disruptive 
to downtown San Jose than the double crossover currently planned for the twin-bore 
configuration;  

3. This configuration may require a wider separation between running tunnels which may 
place cut-and cover construction much closer to existing buildings in downtown San 
Jose, thus introducing additional construction complexity and increased community 
impacts.  
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4. This configuration will require the same type of emergency ventilation solutions as the 
double crossovers planned for VTA’s BART Phase II project, and thus offer no 
comparative benefit. 

 
In sum, both tunnel options, twin-bore and single-bore, being evaluated by VTA propose a 
double-crossover configuration, and the fire and life safety considerations are principally the 
same in both configurations.  Each configuration will be supported by conventional emergency 
ventilation zone design, with designated paths of egress to a point of safety.  This double 
crossover geometry has become the US standard geometry at Washington DC, Atlanta, and 
BART.  It is in full compliance with National Fire protection Association standards (NFPA 130) 
and the more stringent BART standards for life safety issues.   
 
In addition, the writer’s analysis incorrectly assumes that VTA’s single-bore tunnel concept 
replicates the tunnel design of Barcelona’s light rail system.   VTA’s single-bore concept is 
similar to the Barcelona light rail tunnel only in that they both construct separate trainways in a 
single bore-structure.  Beyond this, as with all transit projects, the details will be specifically 
designed to satisfy requirements for operations, safety, and the unique circumstances of its 
location. 
 
Finally, worth noting is the writer’s use of the phrase “fatal flaw” in his analysis.  This phrase 
has no place in any responsible discussion of this subject for the following reason.  VTA 
consistently engages qualified professionals to provide solutions related to the technical aspects 
of its transit projects.  VTA’s BART Phase II extension project is no different.  VTA and BART 
Directors, management and staff, and the public can be confident that, regardless of which 
configuration proceeds into design and construction, VTA’s BART Phase II extension will 
satisfy all operational and safety requirements without compromise. 
 
 




