
From: Baltao, Elaine  
Sent: Sunday, June 11, 2017 3:31 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: From VTA: Nuria Fernandez to participate in the national press briefing of top transit leaders to 
react to Proposed transit cuts in the administration's FY 18 budget 

 

National Press Briefing 

Top Transit Leaders React to Proposed Transit Cuts in Administration’s FY18 Budget 

 

On Monday, June 12, VTA General Manager Nuria Fernandez will join public transit leaders 

from across the country to speak at a press briefing at the American Public Transportation 

Association (APTA) Rail Conference in Baltimore, Maryland. The press event will focus on rail 

systems that are at risk from the proposed Trump Administration budget. Nuria and her peers 

will be expressing their deep concerns regarding the FY18 budget proposal to phase out the 

Capital Improvement Grant (CIG) program and the negative impact the cuts could have on 

planned infrastructure projects, including VTA’s extension of the regional BART system. The 

funding plan for the second phase of BART Silicon Valley includes $1.5 billion from Federal 

New Starts, a CIG program.  

 

Both national and local reporters have committed to participate in the press conference including 

reporters from Reuters, the New York Times, the Wall Street Journal, Fortune, the Washington 

Post, the Bond Buyer, Politico, CQ Roll Call and Wired.  Local reporters from the Minneapolis 

Star Tribune, the Dallas Morning News, the San Jose Mercury News, The Start Ledger, and the 

Seattle Times have also signed up. 

Because of national interest, as a member of the VTA Board you may be contacted by the local 

media. 

The following are key points in response to the President’s proposed budget that includes cuts to 

the federal New Starts funding program.  

 

In the Presidents budget proposal money for the Federal Transit Administration's “New Starts” 

grants is cut by roughly half; only projects that have already received the green light will be 

funded. 

 

The funding plan for BART Silicon Valley includes $1.5 billion in Federal New Starts funding. 

 

Silicon Valley voters taxed themselves with the expectation that the federal government would 

maintain the support it has always provided. 

 

VTA has been working cooperatively with the federal government on delivering BART Silicon 

Valley for nearly two decades. 

 

Changes made to evaluation criteria of the Federal New Starts Funding program after VTA 

entered into the funding pipeline warranted a phased approach to the project. 

 

VTA’s state and local contribution for BART Silicon Valley at over 65% represents a higher 

percentage than many of the projects seeking funding from the program. 
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Not funding the second phase of BART Silicon Valley undermines the local, state and federal 

investment already made. 

 

BART Silicon Valley has been core to the foundation for transit oriented development (TOD) 

and master plans in two counties and four major Silicon Valley cities- not funding the second 

phase undermines that foundation. 

 

Without federal funding: 

 

Many of the visionary transit infrastructure projects like VTA's BART Silicon Valley that won 

over local voters at the ballot last November won’t get the support they planned on. 

 

As recognized by the president and congress, major infrastructure projects go through exhaustive 

and rigorous review and require years of planning and environmental analysis to advance and 

receive funding. 

The premise to fund " local" transportation projects with local funds and or private investment 

counters what is the basis of delivering these projects - mobility infrastructure is built for the 

good of the public wherever they may live, work or travel. 

 

Cuts to the CIG program would put public transit projects and the associated thousands of direct 

and indirect jobs at risk in more than 50 communities. 

 

The estimated economic implications of cuts to the Public Transit Capital Funding include 

800,000 jobs being at risk and a possible loss of $90 billion in economic output nationally if the 

proposal is implemented. 

Congress reaffirmed federal responsibility when it authorized $2.3 billion annually, through 

2020, for the CIG program in the Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act. 

 

The federal government is an essential and critical funding partner for public transportation 

capital projects that help to create prosperous communities.  Currently, the federal government 

contributes 43 percent of all capital spending for public transit. 

 

Last November, communities nationwide approved nearly $200 billion in local and state ballot 

measure for public transportation.  Voters approved these local funds with the expectation that 

they would be matched with federal funds for implementing capital projects. 

 

Transportation leaders and advocates call on the Trump Administration and Congress to reject 

the planned cuts and reaffirm its support for these programs as part of the FY18 budget process. 

 

If you have any questions, please reply to this email or call Bernice Alaniz, Director of 

Communications, at (408) 321-7539.  

 

Thank you.  
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From: Board Secretary  
Sent: Tuesday, June 13, 2017 9:23 AM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: FW: Final LAFCO Budget for Fiscal Year 2017-2018 
 

VTA Board of Directors: 

 

Per LAFCO’s request, we are forwarding you their adopted Final Budget for Fiscal Year 2017-

2018 (attached). 

 

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 

 
 

 
 
From: Abello, Emmanuel  
Sent: Thursday, June 08, 2017 4:21 PM 
Cc: Palacherla, Neelima 
Subject: Final LAFCO Budget for Fiscal Year 2017-2018 
 
The Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, City Clerks and Special District Clerks: 
Please distribute the Final LAFCO Budget for Fiscal Year 2017-2018 (attachment) to the members of your 
legislative bodies. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Emmanuel Abello, LAFCO Clerk 
LAFCO of Santa Clara County  
The LAFCO Office has moved! Please note the new address.  
777 North First Street, Suite 410  
San Jose, CA 95112 
(408) 993-4705 

www.santaclaralafco.org 

 
NOTICE: This email message and/or its attachments may contain information that is confidential or restricted.  It is intended only for the 
individuals named as recipients in the message.  If you are NOT an authorized recipient, you are prohibited from using, delivering, 
distributing, printing, copying, or disclosing the message or its content to others and must delete the message from your computer.  If you 
have received this message in error, please notify the sender by return email.   
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June 8, 2017  
  

TO:  County Executive, Santa Clara County  
City Managers, Cities in Santa Clara County  
District Managers, Independent Special Districts in Santa Clara County  

FROM:  Neelima Palacherla, LAFCO Executive Officer  

SUBJECT:  LAFCO BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017-2018  

 

At its June 7, 2017 meeting, LAFCO adopted its Final Budget for Fiscal Year 2017-2018. 
The adopted Final Budget, and the staff report are attached for your information.  
 
Pursuant to the apportionment method specified in Government Code §56381 and 
§56381.6, the County Auditor-Controller will apportion LAFCO’s net operating expenses 
to the cities, the County and the independent special districts. Please expect to receive an 
invoice from the County Controller’s Office in the next few days.   
 
Should you have any questions regarding the LAFCO budget or cost apportionment, do 
not hesitate to contact me at (408) 993-4713 or at neelima.palacherla@ceo.sccgov.org.  
 
Attachments:       
Fiscal Year 2017-2018 Budget approved by LAFCO on June 7, 2017 
Staff Report dated June 7, 2017, re. Final LAFCO Budget for Fiscal Year 2017-2018 
 
Thank you.   
  

   

cc:   Board of Supervisors, Santa Clara County  
City Council Members, Cities in Santa Clara County  
Independent Special District Board Members  
Cities Association of Santa Clara County  
Santa Clara County Special Districts Association 

mailto:neelima.palacherla@ceo.sccgov.org


 

 

LAFCO MEETING: June 7, 2017 

TO:    LAFCO 

FROM:  Neelima Palacherla, Executive Officer 

SUBJECT: FINAL LAFCO BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 2018 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION  

1. Adopt the Final Budget for Fiscal Year 2017-2018. (Attachment A) 

2. Find that the Final LAFCO Budget for Fiscal Year 2018 is expected to be adequate to 
allow the Commission to fulfill its statutory responsibilities.  

3. Authorize staff to transmit the Final LAFCO Budget adopted by the Commission 
including the estimated agency costs to the cities, the special districts, the County, 
the Cities Association and the Special Districts Association.  

4. Direct the County Auditor–Controller to apportion LAFCO costs to the cities; to the 
special districts; and to the County; and to collect payment pursuant to 
Government Code §56381.  

NO CHANGES TO THE DRAFT / PRELIMINARY BUDGET 

The Commission on April 12, 2017, adopted LAFCO’s preliminary budget for Fiscal Year 
2017-2018. No substantive changes are recommended to the preliminary budget adopted 
by the commission. As requested, a separate line item for Rent / Lease has been added 
and the budgeted rent amount has been transferred to it from the Office Expense line 
item.   

BACKGROUND 

The Cortese Knox Hertzberg Local Government Reorganization Act of 2000 (CKH Act) 
requires LAFCO to annually adopt a draft budget by May 1 and a final budget by June 
15 at noticed public hearings. Both the draft and the final budgets are required to be 
transmitted to the cities, to the special districts and to the County. Government Code 
§56381(a) establishes that at a minimum, the budget must be equal to that of the 
previous year unless the Commission finds that reduced staffing or program costs will 
nevertheless allow it to fulfill its statutory responsibilities. Any unspent funds at the end 
of the year may be rolled over into the next fiscal year budget. Government Code 
§56381(c) requires the County Auditor to request payment from the cities, special 
districts and the County no later than July 1 of each year for the amount each agency 
owes based on the net operating expenses of the Commission and the actual 
administrative costs incurred by the Auditor in apportioning costs and requesting 
payment.  
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COST APPORTIONMENT TO CITIES, DISTRICTS AND COUNTY 

The CKH Act requires LAFCO costs to be split in proportion to the percentage of an 
agency’s representation (excluding the public member) on the Commission. The LAFCO 
of Santa Clara County is composed of a public member, two County board members, 
two city council members, and since January 2013 – two special district members. 
Government Code §56381(b)(1)(A) provides that when independent special districts are 
seated on LAFCO, the county, cities and districts must each provide a one-third share of 
LAFCO’s operational budget. 

Since the City of San Jose has permanent membership on LAFCO, as required by 
Government Code §56381.6(b), the City of San Jose’s share of LAFCO costs must be in 
the same proportion as its member bears to the total membership on the commission, 
excluding the public member. Therefore in Santa Clara County, the City of San Jose pays 
one sixth and the remaining cities pay one sixth of LAFCO’s operational costs.  Per the 
CKH Act, the remaining cities’ share must be apportioned in proportion to each city’s 
total revenue, as reported in the most recent edition of the Cities Annual Report 
published by the Controller, as a percentage of the combined city revenues within a 
county. Each city’s share is therefore based on the 2014/2015 Report – which is the most 
recent edition available.  

Government Code Section 56381 provides that the independent special districts’ share 
shall be apportioned in proportion to each district’s total revenues as a percentage of the 
combined total district revenues within a county. The Santa Clara County Special 
Districts Association (SDA), at its August 13, 2012 meeting, adopted an alternative 
formula for distributing the independent special districts’ share to individual districts. 
The SDA’s agreement requires each district’s cost to be based on a fixed percentage of 
the total independent special districts’ share. 

The estimated apportionment of LAFCO’s FY 2018 costs to the individual cities and 
districts is included as Attachment B. The final costs will be calculated and invoiced to 
the individual agencies by the County Controller’s Office after LAFCO adopts the final 
budget. 

ATTACHMENTS 

Attachment A: Final LAFCO Budget for Fiscal Year 2018 

Attachment B:  Costs to Agencies Based on the Final Budget 

 



FINAL LAFCO BUDGET 

FISCAL YEAR 2017 - 2018

ITEM # TITLE

APPROVED      

BUDGET    FY 

2017

ACTUALS 

Year to Date 

3/3/2017

 PROJECTIONS   

Year End           

2017

FINAL                 

FY 2018 

BUDGET

EXPENDITURES

Object 1: Salary and Benefits $674,370 $341,758 $545,976 $685,072 

Object 2:  Services and Supplies

5255100 Intra-County Professional $45,000 $817 $10,000 $45,000

5255800 Legal Counsel $65,000 $39,352 $65,000 $70,200

5255500 Consultant  Services $100,000 $0 $10,000 $100,000

5285700 Meal Claims $750 $50 $400 $750

5220100 Insurance $7,000 $4,618 $5,000 $5,000

5250100 Office Expenses $12,000 $2,264 $12,000 $9,236

5270100 Rent & Lease $0 $0 $0 $42,764

5255650 Data Processing Services $5,000 $2,975 $5,000 $3,600

5225500 Commissioners' Fee $10,000 $3,300 $6,000 $10,000

5260100 Publications and Legal Notices $2,500 $106 $1,000 $2,500

5245100 Membership Dues $8,107 $8,107 $8,107 $8,674

5250750 Printing and Reproduction $1,500 $0 $500 $1,500

5285800 Business Travel $16,000 $3,853 $6,000 $16,000

5285300 Private Automobile Mileage $2,000 $980 $2,000 $2,000

5285200 Transportation&Travel (County Car Usage) $1,000 $629 $1,000 $1,000

5281600 Overhead $0 $0 $0 $28,437

5275200 Computer Hardware $3,000 $0 $3,000 $3,000

5250800 Computer Software $4,000 $754 $4,000 $4,000

5250250 Postage $2,000 $172 $2,000 $2,000

5252100 Staff/Commissioner Training Programs $2,000 $0 $1,000 $2,000

5701000 Reserves $24,000 $0 $66,000 $42,000

TOTAL EXPENDITURES $985,227 $409,735 $753,983 $1,084,733

REVENUES

4103400 Application Fees $30,000 $15,216 $25,000 $35,000

4301100 Interest: Deposits and Investments $3,000 $4,241 $5,000 $4,000

TOTAL REVENUE $33,000 $19,457 $30,000 $39,000

3400150 FUND BALANCE FROM PREVIOUS FY $274,894 $293,489 $293,489 $246,839 

NET LAFCO OPERATING EXPENSES $677,333 $96,789 $430,494 $798,894

3400800 RESERVES Available $174,000 $174,000 $108,000 $150,000

 COSTS TO AGENCIES

5440200 County  $225,778 $225,778 $225,778 $266,298

4600100 Cities (San Jose 50% + Other Cities 50%) $225,778 $225,778 $225,778 $266,298

Special Districts $225,778 $225,778 $225,778 $266,298

May 30, 2017
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Final LAFCO Net Operating Expenses for 2018 $798,894

Jurisdictions
Revenue per 

2014/2015 Report

Percentage of   

Total Revenue

Allocation 

Percentages
Allocated Costs

County N/A N/A 33.3333333% $266,298.01 

Cities Total Share 33.3333333% $266,298.00 

San Jose N/A N/A 50.0000000% $133,149.00 

Other cities share 50.0000000% $133,148.99 

Campbell $42,136,384 2.0782315% $2,767.14 

Cupertino $101,768,890 5.0193988% $6,683.28 

Gilroy $73,549,973 3.6275982% $4,830.11 

Los Altos $40,559,754 2.0004697% $2,663.61 

Los Altos Hills $8,965,078 0.4421715% $588.75 

Los Gatos $35,566,167 1.7541783% $2,335.67 

Milpitas $108,110,368 5.3321703% $7,099.73 

Monte Sereno $2,398,104 0.1182782% $157.49 

Morgan Hill $56,304,100 2.7770051% $3,697.55 

Mountain View $180,902,676 8.9223993% $11,880.08 

Palo Alto $469,550,000 23.1589310% $30,835.88 

Santa Clara $583,863,212 28.7970351% $38,342.97 

Saratoga $21,802,406 1.0753283% $1,431.79 

Sunnyvale $302,034,437 14.8968048% $19,834.95 

Total Cities (excluding San Jose) $2,027,511,549 100.0000000% $133,149.00 

Total Cities (including San Jose) $266,298.00

Special Districts Total Share 33.3333333% $266,298.00 

Aldercroft Heights County Water District 0.06233% $165.98 

Burbank Sanitary District 0.15593% $415.24 

Cupertino Sanitary District 2.64110% $7,033.20 

El Camino Healthcare District 4.90738% $13,068.25 

Guadalupe Coyote Resource Conservation District 0.04860% $129.42 

Lake Canyon Community Services District 0.02206% $58.75 

Lion's Gate Community Services District 0.22053% $587.27 

Loma Prieta Resource Conservation District 0.02020% $53.79 

Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District 5.76378% $15,348.83 

Purissima Hills Water District 1.35427% $3,606.39 

Rancho Rinconada Recreation and Park District 0.15988% $425.76 

San Martin County Water District 0.04431% $118.00 

Santa Clara County Open Space Authority 1.27051% $3,383.34 

Santa Clara Valley Water District 81.44126% $216,876.46 

Saratoga Cemetery District 0.32078% $854.23 

Saratoga Fire Protection District 1.52956% $4,073.19 

South Santa Clara Valley Memorial District 0.03752% $99.92 

Total Special Districts 100.00000% $266,298.02

Total Allocated Costs $798,894.03

LAFCO C O S T   A P P O R T I O N M E N T: County, Cities, Special Districts

Estimated Costs to Agencies Based on the Final 2018 LAFCO Budget

* Based on the FY 2014-2015 Annual Cities Report

Emmanuel.Abello
Typewritten Text
AGENDA ITEM # 6Attachment B

Emmanuel.Abello
Typewritten Text

Emmanuel.Abello
Typewritten Text

Emmanuel.Abello
Typewritten Text

Emmanuel.Abello
Typewritten Text

Emmanuel.Abello
Typewritten Text

Emmanuel.Abello
Typewritten Text



From: Board Secretary  
Sent: Tuesday, June 13, 2017 5:31 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: From VTA: June 12-13, 2017 Media Clips  
 

 

VTA Daily News Coverage for Monday, June 12 & Tuesday, June 13, 

2017 

1. Transit agencies launch campaign that would save BART to San Jose from Trump budget 

(Silicon Valley Business Journal) 
2. Trump's grant cuts undermine local funding, transit officials warn (bondbuyer.com) 
3. APTA recognizes rail agencies for safety, security (Progressive Railroading) 
4. Roadshow: I was in trouble, and this bicyclist cursed at me (Mercury News) 
5. Community college VTA ‘Eco Pass’ fees will increase, but not as much as proposed 
6. Eco-Pass fee increase fight ramps up (from May 31 La Voz De Anza College News) 

Transit agencies launch campaign that would save BART to San Jose from Trump 

budget (Silicon Valley Business Journal) 

Intentionally ending 43 percent of all capital funding for U.S. public transit would create chaos 

for dozens of cities, including San Jose and San Francisco. 

It would be such a radical change that it seems unlikely to happen. 

“It would pull the rug out from under many cities and businesses should this Congress decide 

it’s no longer in the business of funding major transit projects,” San Jose Mayor Sam 

Liccardo said Monday. 

But that’s the three-month old proposal from the Trump administration now before Congress 

for the federal fiscal year beginning Oct. 1. 

And that’s why transit agencies like the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority — which is 

counting on $1.5 billion from Washington to extend BART to Diridon Station on top of $1.5 

billion approved in November by county voters and nearly $1 billion from the state — banded 

together Monday morning on a conference call to demand that federal transit funding 

continue. 

VTA plans to submit its grant application by the end of this year. 

http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/06/12/san-jose-diridon-bart-extension-trump-funding.html
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/06/12/san-jose-diridon-bart-extension-trump-funding.html
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/search/results?q=Sam%20Liccardo
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/search/results?q=Sam%20Liccardo
http://companies.bizjournals.com/profile/vta/204182/?mkt=sanjose


“The voters of Silicon Valley approved a new local tax on themselves with the expectation that 

the federal government will, once again, maintain the support it’s always provided,” Nuria 

Fernandez, VTA’s general manager and CEO, said on the call. “Public transportation is a magnet 

to economic prosperity.” 

The American Public Transportation Association says the end of federal transit funding 

nationally would endanger $38 billion in projects, like the BART extension, and 502,000 

associated jobs plus $90 billion in economic output, such as from Google’s recently announced 

expansion in downtown San Jose that’s intended to take advantage of the city’s emerging 

status as a transit hub. 

“This proposal to zero-out this program is truly unprecedented in recent memory and really 

flies in the face of the stated priorities that the administration has put on infrastructure, on 

transformative projects and on local self-help by local taxpayers,” said Sound Transit (Seattle 

area) CEO Peter Rogoff on the transportation association’s conference call. 

It was only a month ago that Congress broke with President Trump on transit spending when it 

authorized $2.3 billion for such projects, including $647 million for Caltrain’s electrification. The 

money had been held up by a Department of Transportation decision to delay final approval 

because the state’s Republican congressional delegation objected. 

Congress ultimately gave Caltrain the money as part of a deal to keep the government running 

but left the future of the transit grant program in doubt. While transit has enjoyed bipartisan 

support in the 35 years since President Ronald Reagan created the federal-state-local 

partnership to build it, there’s no denying that federal politics are far more volatile than transit 

agencies or the public had grown accustomed to. 

The last-minute objection to Caltrain electrification by 14 GOP members of the House of 

Representatives was unprecedented and, though linked to opposition to high-speed rail, a huge 

intercity transportation project, reflects a new but untested partisan divide on transit. 

President Trump campaigned on a $1 trillion plan, yet to be fully described, to improve the 

nation’s infrastructure and last week was dubbed “infrastructure week” by his media team to 

push the concept. 

“While he’s never been accused of being terribly careful with his words, he does seem to 

carefully omit mentioning ‘transit’ from the list of infrastructure projects that he intends to 

fund,” Liccardo said. “The idea of focusing federal dollars on a transportation strategy that 

omits mass transit is a bit like employing a naval global defense strategy that excludes the 

Pacific Ocean.” 

Back to Top 

 

http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/search/results?q=Nuria%20Fernandez
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/search/results?q=Nuria%20Fernandez
http://companies.bizjournals.com/profile/apta/483302/?mkt=sanjose
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/06/06/google-san-jose-diridon-station-bart-rail.html
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/06/06/google-san-jose-diridon-station-bart-rail.html
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/search/results?q=Peter%20Rogoff
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/05/22/caltrain-electrification-funding-fta-congress.html
http://companies.bizjournals.com/profile/caltrain/699191/?mkt=sanjose


Trump's grant cuts undermine local funding, transit officials warn (bondbuyer.com) 

DALLAS - President Trump's plan to kill a $2.3 billion per year federal transit grant program is a 

slap in the face for communities that have approved local taxes to help fund public 

transportation projects, transit officials said Monday.  

 

Trump's proposed fiscal 2018 budget would limit funding from the Federal Transit 

Administration's New Starts capital improvement grants to only the 12 projects that currently 

have signed full funding agreements. Voters in the Seattle area approved a 25-year plan in 

November that will raise property and sales taxes to fund a doubling of the regional light rail 

system but the massive project cannot be built without the transit grants that Trump is trying to 

eliminate, said Peter Rogoff, chief executive at Sound Transit and a former undersecretary for 

policy at the Transportation Department under President Obama.  

 

"The voters gave us $54 billion of their own money based on completing these projects with 

significant federal grants," Rogoff said during a conference call with reporters. "The president's 

own principles for infrastructure call for rewarding projects with significant local funding, so this 

cutoff would be very disheartening and mystifying."  

 

The region has agreed to fund 50% of one rail extension project and 25% of another, Rogoff 

said.  

 

"Continued strong federal partnership will be instrumental to completing voter-approved 

projects," he said.  

 

The budget proposal would cut funding for the grant program to $1 billion in fiscal 2018 -- only 

enough to continue signed commitments -- from the $2.3 billion per year authorized in 2015's 

Fixing America's Surface Transportation (FAST) Act.  

 

"Future investments in new transit projects would be funded by the localities that use and 

benefit from these localized projects," according to the budget plan.  

 

Voter-approved funding for an extension of the Bay Area Rapid Transit rail system to San Jose is 

also threatened by the looming grant cutoff, said Nuria Fernandez, general manager of Valley 

Transportation Authority.  

 

"The proposed cutoff landed a terrible blow to this project," Fernandez said. "It undermines our 

local funding efforts as well as the previous federal funding for it."  

 

The proposed cuts go directly against the president's own calls for more infrastructure 

spending, said Richard White, acting president of the American Public Transportation 

https://iqmediacorp.com/lnarticle?id=30879470970


Association.  

 

"The Trump administration has made it clear that infrastructure investment is important for our 

country's economic prosperity. Yet, this budget proposal to eliminate critical public 

transportation infrastructure projects is inconsistent with addressing America's critical 

transportation needs and helping America's economy prosper," White said.  

 

The $10 billion project to replace the 106-year-old rail connections between New York City and 

New Jersey would be dead in the water without significant federal grants, said John Porcari, 

interim executive director of the Gateway Development Corp. that is overseeing the effort.  

 

"This is the most urgent infrastructure project in the nation, and it is at significant risk from the 

potential loss of federal transit grants," Porcari said.  

 

"When we are asking for a grant, the feds tell us they look for stable and reliable local funding 

streams for the project," Porcari said. "We look to the federal government for that some sort of 

stability and reliability."  

 

Gateway cannot be funded solely by the local partners, he said.  

 

"There is no plan B," Porcari said. "This is an essential part of federalism. Without the 

participation of the federal government, the project will not move forward. "  

 

Dallas Area Rapid Transit would lose a significant part of the funding it was relying on to build a 

new subway line in downtown Dallas and provide additional service to the fast growing 

northern suburbs if the New Starts grants are eliminated, said DART president Gary Thomas.  

 

"We need to know if the federal government is still willing to work with us," Thomas said. 

"Sustainable, predictable and substantial federal funding is essential." 

Back to Top 

APTA recognizes rail agencies for safety, security (Progressive Railroading) 

The American Public Transportation Association (APTA) yesterday announced the winners of its 

annual Rail Safety and Security Excellence Awards. 

 

The awards ceremony, which took place at the APTA Rail Conference in Baltimore, recognized 

North American rail systems for excellence in safety and security programs and operations, 

APTA officials said in a press release. 

 

"This year's winners show that the industry is continuing to innovate as we make riding on rail 

http://www.progressiverailroading.com/passenger_rail/news/APTA-recognizes-rail-agencies-for-safety-security--51878?email=stacey.hendlerross@vta.org&utm_medium=email&utm_source=prdailynews&utm_campaign=prdailynews6/13/2017
http://www.apta.com/Pages/default.aspx


public transit safe and secure," said APTA Acting President and Chief Executive Officer Richard 

White. "These best practices are the best of the best and contribute to the fact that traveling by 

rail is among the safest way to travel." 

 

Winning Gold Awards in the heavy-rail category were: 

• Metropolitan Atlanta Rapid Transit Authority (MARTA), which received the Award for Safety. 

MARTA was recognized for improved employee and contractor safety on the right of way. 

Additionally, the agency produced an enhanced version of the Wayside Access Procedure 

Manual/Standard Operation Procedures. Since 2001, MARTA has not had any employee or 

contractor fatalities on the right of way. 

• Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LA Metro), which received the 

Award for Security. Metro was recognized for developing a Transit Homeless Action Plan that 

served as a guide for passengers and employees. The plan also provided a coordinated outreach 

toward the homeless. 

 

Winning Gold Awards in the light-rail/streetcar category were: 

• Metro Transit in Minneapolis/St. Paul, which received the Award for Safety. The agency was 

recognized for its comprehensive public outreach and engineering program to enhance 

pedestrian safety around its light-rail lines. 

• Maryland Transit Administration, which received the Award for Security for using data to 

analyze crime and fare evasions. The practice helped the agency's police force to increase 

citations for fare evasions by 109 percent since 2014. 

 

Receiving Certificates of Merit were: 

• Greater Cleveland Regional Transit Authority, which was recognized for safety in the heavy-

rail category. The authority was honored for implementing an emergency pantograph lowering 

system designed to keep the train operator out of unnecessary danger. 

• San Diego Metropolitan Transit System, which was recognized for safety in the light-

rail/streetcar category. The system was honored for implementing a state-of-good repair 

program that increased the safety reliability. 

• Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA), which was recognized for security in the 

light-rail/streetcar category for conducting a Baseline Assessment for Security Enhancement 

(BASE) with the federal Transportation Security Administration. The BASE contributed to the 

VTA's crowd management practices during events at Levi's Stadium, which included Super Bowl 

50. 

Back to Top 

Roadshow: I was in trouble, and this bicyclist cursed at me (Mercury News) 

Q I was driving with my wife in the diamond lane on San Tomas Expressway between Cabrillo 

Avenue and Monroe Street when my car developed mechanical problems. I was losing power, 

http://www.itsmarta.com/
https://www.metro.net/
https://www.metrotransit.org/
https://mta.maryland.gov/
http://www.riderta.com/
https://www.sdmts.com/
http://www.vta.org/
http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/06/12/mon-roadshow-free-transfers-for-some-vta-riders/


so I immediately pulled over and turned the emergency lights on. Even though I was going at a 

snail’s pace, I was frantically trying to get to a safer place within a few feet. 

Suddenly here came an irate biker blowing a horn, yelling and cursing at me because I was 

driving in the bike lane, notwithstanding having the emergency lights on. 

I’ve always had respect and appreciated the role pedal people play in solving traffic congestion 

and environmental issues. What is Mrs. Roadshow’s opinion of how I handled this? 

Rufino Vargas 

Santa Clara 

A OK, Mrs. Roadshow, please jump in: 

“This reminded me very much of our transmission going out as I was driving us up the 

Grapevine. My immediate need was to get to the side of the road safely for our safety and 

everyone’s on the road at that time. 

“The only issue would be if he pulled in front of the bicyclist, but it does not sound as if he did 

that. It also sounds as if he tried to watch out for his and others’ safety and was not being 

selfish about the road, as the bicyclist may have assumed.” 

Q Will the VTA allow free transfers between light rail and its buses? I thought that was the plan. 

F. Oliver  

San Jose 

A It is. Starting in January, the Valley Transportation Authority will allow riders to transfer — 

but only if they use a pre-loaded Clipper card, which 45 percent of its passengers do. Transfers 

will be valid for a two-hour window. This will save users $2.25 on the extra ride. 

Q I’m hoping you can solve a mystery. I commute on Caltrain from the Tamien station, usually 

on one of the bullet trains. I’ve been doing this for almost four years now. For some reason, the 

bullet trains are never displayed on the information signs at Tamien, while the non-bullet trains 

are. Why not? 

It can be very confusing, especially when it is super early in the morning and there are two 

trains parked there and you can’t see a conductor anywhere to ask. It seems like all other 

stations are capable of displaying the bullet trains information perfectly fine. 

Jamie Robinson 

San Jose 

A Caltrain officials say there is an issue with Tamien and they are looking into it. This may take a 

few weeks to fix. 

Q There is a carpool lane sign on eastbound Montague Expressway from Capitol Avenue to 

Interstate 680. Is it in effect? 

Priscilla Collins 



A Soon it will be. The county says the carpool lane will resume when construction of the fourth 

lane in both directions is completed soon. It’s been closed since Oct. 14 for a big water project 

that has widened and raised Montague to accommodate flood control measures and fill the 

carpool lane gap. 

Google's potential San Jose project grows as city reveals development partner 

Community college VTA ‘Eco Pass’ fees will increase, but not as much as proposed 

Students from De Anza College in Cupertino mobilized to sway the Santa Clara Valley 

Transportation Authority board of directors to not increase the cost of student fees for public 

transit passes by quite as much as planned. 

The “Eco Pass,” which every student at De Anza and Foothill colleges pays $9 for annually as 

part of their fees, allows students to use the agency’s public transportation for free. 

VTA proposed raising the fee from $9 to $39 by January 2023 as part of larger plan to increase 

fares the board approved June 1. If the proposal had been approved, the annual pass fee would 

have increased by $5 every January until it reached $40. 

In response to the transit agency’s plan, De Anza students put together an alternative proposal 

that will increase the community college student fee from $9 to $20 in January 2018, but then 

keep the fee at that price for four years before being reconsidered by the board. 

After hearing from more than 25 student speakers at the meeting, VTA board member Ken 

Yeager made the motion to adopt the students’ proposal, saying it was  “reasonable.” 

The board voted 12-1 to support the student plan, but just for community college passes in the 

county. San Jose State students currently pay a $36 fee toward the Eco Pass. Their fee will 

increase $2 every year until it hits $40 in 2019. 

Neil McClintick, a lead organizer with De Anza’s Political Revolution club that helped lead the 

effort, said the students’ proposal was a compromise. VTA is facing deficits of roughly $20 

million for fiscal year 2018 and a $26 million deficit in 2019, said Ali Hudda, deputy director of 

finance and budget. 

“In the short run, it hurts us now and that’s unfortunate, but it addresses (VTA’s) needs now,” 

McClintick said. “But in the long run, it sets a much better precedent because ($20) is much 

more affordable than $40.” 

Under the original proposal, the increase in Eco Pass fees would have provided $1.3 million in 

revenue for 2018, $3.1 million in 2019 and $3.8 million in 2020. 

McClintick said the student group gathered 2,000 signatures opposing the increase in just over 

a month. Of 21,000 students on campus, he added, more than 7,000 use the pass. According to 

the De Anza Institutional Research Office, 51 percent of students come from the greater San 

http://breakingnewslive.net/news/community-college-vta-eco-pass-fees-will-increase-but-not-as-much-as-proposed?uid=284627
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Jose area, 12 percent from Sunnyvale, and 7 percent come from Santa Clara. Only 4 percent 

come from Cupertino. 

Students were well represented at the boarding meeting, holding signs with slogans like 

“support our students.” Students spoke to the board about struggling to get by in an expensive 

region. 

“The Eco Pass represents a sustainable and alternative form of transportation for our students,” 

Elias Kamal, a De Anza student who commutes from Fremont, told this newspaper. “And in this 

time of increasingly high living costs, the increase in a pass like this, that was once a lot 

cheaper, is yet another barrier to an affordable and accessible education.” 

 

Keerthana Muthukrishnan, an avid Eco Pass user, has worked on transit issues at the college in 

the past through TRANSition De Anza, a student group that advocates for transportation 

options to the campus. 

“I take the bus all the way from Fremont,” she told this newspaper. “Personally, I’m from a low-

income family so I’m getting a lot of financial aid, so right now all I’m paying at De Anza is $47. 

To think that is the same (amount of money) as I would be paying for an Eco Pass, that’s 

ridiculous.” 

The board also voted to increase fees for the VTA express buses associated with the Eco Pass 

program by $9 extra for students. 

Back to Top 

Eco-Pass fee increase fight ramps up (from May 31 La Voz De Anza College News) 

Students at De Anza College are ramping up the fight to oppose the proposed increase of the 

Eco-pass fee from $9 to $40. The VTA board will vote on the issue at their June 1 board 

meeting. 

Over this past week, organizers leading the opposition from De Anza have met with many VTA 

board members including Chappie Jones and Cindy Chavez. 

They have also received endorsements from De Anza College, the Associated Students of San 

Jose State and Foothill College, Assemblymembers Evan Low and Ash Kalra, Congressman Ro 

Khanna, and the Amalgamated Bus Union. 

Chi Tran, 21, environmental economics and public policy major; Neil McClintick, 20, political 

science major; Raphael Villagracia, 19, political science major, and Eddie Cisneros, 23, public 

health major, met board member Jones, who was not very receptive to students’ concerns, at 

the West Valley Branch Library for a second meeting. 

http://lavozdeanza.com/news/2017/05/31/eco-pass-fee-increase-fight-ramps-up/


“We brought him our statistics and proposals for a solution,” Tran said. “He was very impressed 

with us and we might convince him a bit more than the first time.” 

Tran; McClintick; Cisneros; Desiree Humphers, 20, liberal arts and behavioral science major; and 

Patrick Ahrens, advisor to California Assemblymember Evan Low, met with board member 

Chavez at the Santa Clara County building. Tran said they had a very successful meeting and she 

was very impressed with Chavez. 

“She knows her stuff and she will take us very seriously,” Tran said. “Her goal is to keep public 

transportation floating, so she is seeking for a sustainable plan.” 

A few organizations on campus including the ES Committee, TRANSITion and the De Anza 

Political Revolution are very active on campus in preparation for the upcoming meeting. 

TRANSITion is planning to host workshops to create posters, and the De Anza Political 

Revolution is planning to host workshops to prepare students to give testimonies during the 

meeting. 

April Nicholson, 19, political science major, and member of the DASB Environmental 

Sustainability Committee and De Anza Political Revolution Club, has been circulating a petition 

and attending VTA board meetings. She presented the issue and gathered at least 2,180 

signatures from 15 classrooms over three days. 

Organizers are contacting as many council members as they can as well as receiving support 

from elected officials, and are trying to get more students involved in the issue. 

“We really hope students give more attention to this issue,” said Tran. “Many of us who are 

organizing this work are leaving the school. It won’t affect us, but affect folks that are staying: 

the future students.” 
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Pedestrian/bike tunnel to be built under Coleman at Almaden Lake Park (Mercury 

News) 

The San Jose City Council is set to approve funding this week for the Guadalupe Trail/Coleman 

Undercrossing project. A new 600-foot trail on the west side of Almaden Lake Park will lead under 

Coleman Road to the signalized crossing at Almaden Expressway. The new underpass will complete a 

perimeter loop trail at Almaden Lake and improve access to the Guadalupe River Trail and VTA Almaden 

Light Rail Station. 

San Jose will spend $1.1 million to build a pedestrian/bike crossing beneath Coleman Road on 

the west end of Almaden Lake Park. 

The City Council on June 6 approved the project, which entails construction of a 600-foot-long, 

12-foot-wide asphalt concrete trail starting at the Almaden Lake Park parking lot. 

The trail will pass under Coleman along the west bank of Lake Almaden and then head west 

parallel to Coleman, leading to the signalized intersection at Almaden Expressway and Coleman. 

More trail gaps still will need to be filled, but access to both nearby Guadalupe Creek Trail on 

the western side of Almaden Expressway and the VTA Almaden Light Rail station should be 

improved by the new extension. According to District 10 Councilman Johnny Khamis, it’s about 

time to finish the 0.1-mile stretch of trail. 

http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/06/14/pedestrianbike-tunnel-to-be-built-under-coleman-at-almaden-lake-park/


“This project has been a long time in coming since I proposed it back in my first year on the 

city council,” Khamis said in a statement. “I am excited to create an opportunity for residents to 

access Almaden Lake Park without having to cross the busy Coleman Avenue/Almaden 

Expressway intersection.” 

For years, safely accessing the Guadalupe River Trail, located on the north side of Coleman from 

the western end of the park, required traveling around the Lake Almaden Trail and below 

Coleman using an undercrossing on the east side of the lake. 

The only alternative route has involved going north on Almaden Expressway, which still lacks a 

direct connection from the Guadalupe Creek Trail on the road’s west side to the Guadalupe 

River Trail on the east side of the lake. 

Plans to create a pedestrian/bike bridge for safe crossing over Almaden Expressway were 

floated years ago, but trail network manager Yves Zsutty told the Resident that circumstances 

changed, leaving a disjointed trail system for years. The new extension will probably be about 

as good as the Guadalupe River/Guadalupe Creek trail connection over the expressway can get, 

according to Zsutty. 

“In this case we couldn’t build the bridge, so this is a good alternative so it can take people to 

the signalized traffic signal,” Zsutty said. “I think this is very likely (the trail network’s) final 

form. There just isn’t the opportunity to build a bridge.” 

A 385-foot-long concrete retaining wall, 400 feet of wood fencing, signage, striping and other 

improvements are all part of construction plans, according to a joint memo from parks and 

public work staff. The project is being funded by the city park trust and a grant from the Santa 

Clara Valley Water District. 

Construction is scheduled to start at the end of June and finish by the end of this year. 

Back to Top 

Roadshow: My BART train resembles a homeless encampment (Mercury News) 

Q: I ride BART from Dublin to Oakland and as the train pulls into the station from the 

supposedly “restricted area” turn-around, there are homeless already on the train. How can 

BART allow them to remain on the train, even into restricted areas? 

Like the rider who photographed the sleeping homeless man with lice, I take pictures and 

complain not only to BART police but BART Watch as well. But I only receive the standard lines: 

“We’re sorry, we’re working on it” or “Do they need assistance? Sleeping on BART is not a 

crime.” 

I’ve seen homeless urinating in a car! What’s the response from BART? “We can’t be 

everywhere at once.” 

http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/06/14/roadshow-homeless-on-bart-draw-concern/


For the privilege of riding to work in a mobile homeless encampment, I am charged $10. And 

BART says, incredulously, “Why is our ridership down?” 

Please keep running stories like this. Public shaming is the only way anything will be 

accomplished. 

Sean Sullivan 

Livermore 

A: Jim-the-BART-Man says: “To be blunt, your reader’s contention that homeless people are 

already on trains when they arrive from the trail track at Dublin/Pleasanton simply isn’t 

plausible. 

“Operators are required to ensure trains are cleared of people and unattended objects when 

leaving an end-of-the-line station. It’s a process called sweeping the trains. The operator 

inspects the train by walking from front to back and is required to take action if the train is not 

empty. 

“If a passenger is unresponsive while the train is being swept, the operator will try getting their 

attention by speaking loudly or rapping their train keys on a window sill, wind screen or metal 

hand rail. 

“If there is no response from the rider, they’ll notify the Operations Control Center 

immediately, which will notify BART police. 

“That said, it’s not uncommon for people to simply exit the train to the platform when it is 

swept and then re-board when it arrives at the platform again to head in the opposite direction. 

Perhaps these are the type of people your reader sees and misinterprets their presence as 

someone who has been on the train the entire time during the turn-around.” 

Q: I read the response from Jim-the-BART-Man about the rider with lice. His response was that 

lice is not a public health hazard. I defy that guy to sit near someone who has lice so he can 

catch them on his clothes and on his body and then say that. 

Steve Tidd 

A: But for another view … 

Q: BART must transport all the fare-paying public, including those who are less-than-fastidious. 

Best bear it with a smile, look elsewhere and sing a song in your heart. 

If it’s too bad, just move to another car. Your ride will soon be over, and you will arrive in a 

better frame of mind. 

Robert Allen 

Livermore 

A: Good advice from a guy who knows. Robert served on the BART board from 1974 to 1988. 
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Bay Area Rapid Transit takes overall top honors in 2017 rail rodeo (Trains) 

A team of Bay Area Rapid Transit operators and maintainers took top honors in the American 

Public Transportation Association's 25th annual International Rail Rodeo, June 9 and 10. 

 

The winners were led by a three-member BART maintenance team. BART maintainers have 

dominated the competition for the past two years. The BART operators took second place in 

their event.  

 

The BART crew, including Mike Gross, Gary Crandell, James Moon, Tenikia Jackson, and John 

O'Connor, beat teams from Dallas and Boston for the best overall performance. Santa Clara 

Valley Transportation Authority from San Jose won first place in the Operator's Competition 

and BART’s team won the Maintainers Competition where participants are evaluated on their 

ability to troubleshoot maintenance problems.  

 

The rodeo was held at the Maryland Transit Administration's Cromwell Maintenance Facility in 

Glen Burnie, Md. The event took place in connection with APTA's annual rail conference in 

Baltimore. Seventeen operator and 15 maintainer teams took part, including one team from 

the East Japan Railway that was making its first appearance. 

 

It was not what one would call a spectator sport, although some family members attended. 

Teams moved from one test area to another, but in between there was time for snacks or 

drinks in temperatures that reached the high 80s. 

 

Maintenance teams went through a series of hands-on tests to show their ability to inspect and 

repair basic components of a transit car, such as couplers, doors, wheels, headlights and 

pneumatic systems. In one of two written exams, they demonstrated their knowledge of 

mechanical, electrical, pneumatic and hydraulic systems, safety and security. 

 

Operators in two-person teams, usually the winner and runner-up at a local rail rodeo, 

alternated through tests including personal appearance, safety, customer service, and 

equipment inspection. One member of the team had to operate an MTA light rail vehicle over a 

section of the line from Cromwell to Linthicum, Md. He or she had to follow all radio 

procedures, signals and station announcements correctly. Some said the biggest challenge was 

learning how to use the manual controls on MTA's cars. 

 

In the overall competition, second place went to the Dallas Area Rapid Transit Authority. Third 

place: the Massachusetts Bay Transportation Authority. 

 

In individual efforts, operators from the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority, Calif., took 

first place. The Utah Transit Authority team took third place. 

http://trn.trains.com/news/news-wire/2017/06/14-rail-rodeo


 

Maintainers from Valley Metro, Phoenix, Ariz., second place. A team from the Los Angeles 

County Metropolitan Transportation Authority placed third. 

 

Next year, the rodeo moves to Denver, June 10 to 13, 2018. 
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Google Unveils Plan to Set Up Shop in Central San Jose—Will Downtown Ever Be 

the Same? (San Jose Inside) 

Edgar Salcedo, the 56-year-old owner of Ed’s Scientific Auto Body, has faced the prospect of 

displacement three times since he took over his dad’s business. 

In the early 1990s, the colossal arena that later became the SAP Center gobbled up several of 

his neighbors—mechanics, welders, mom-and-pop service shops—in one of the remaining 

industrial wards of downtown San Jose. Years later, the regional transit authority claimed 

swaths of South Autumn and Montgomery streets to make way for a new light rail line. 

So when investors recently began quietly snapping up parcels near Salcedo’s car repair shop 

two blocks east of Diridon train station, Salcedo felt a familiar unease. Then a man in a suit 

came calling, asking landlords and commercial tenants in the vicinity if they’d consider 

relocating. 

“I told him, ‘No, no, no,’” Salcedo says, motioning as though waving the suit away. “I’ve told 

them before and told them again.” 

But the second-generation business owner may not have a choice this time. Last week, the city 

announced the company behind the recent flurry of land buys: Google. 

“I like that San Jose is growing,” Salcedo says. “It’s going to be changing—I know that. But I’m 

worried about what that means for my business and the people who work for me. I don’t know 

if we can survive a move.” 

Easy Does It 

Google would radically change the landscape of downtown San Jose. The Mountain View-

headquartered search giant, which plans to enter into formal negotiations with the city this 

month, says it wants to build up to 8 million square feet of office and research space on 245 

acres near the Diridon Caltrain station. 

If and when Google gets built out, which is expected to take about a decade, that would just 

about double the size of downtown’s office volume. All told, the project will accommodate up 

http://www.sanjoseinside.com/2017/06/14/google-unveils-plan-to-set-up-shop-in-central-san-jose-will-downtown-ever-be-the-same/
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to 20,000 employees and thousands of new homes on land the city had long reserved for a new 

ballpark and the Oakland A’s. 
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These San Jose ideas won Knight Cities funding (Mercury News Sal Pizzaro) 

Two proposals that aim to add some flair to San Jose are among 33 projects that will receive a piece of 

$5 million funding in the Knight Cities Challenge. Officially, the winning ideas are supposed to help 

expand economic activities, create a culture of civic engagement and keep talented people here. But 

they'll also take a good whack at demolishing the city's beige reputation as "Tan Jose." One of them, 

Local Color, is already showing signs of success. Erin Salazar's Exhibition District partnered with the San 

Jose Downtown Association and the owners of downtown building that once housed Ross to create an 

enclave for artists with retail, studio and performance elements all wrapped into one. It's proven to be 

quite interactive, with movie nights, yoga sessions and even an indoor, arty flea market.  

 

Salazar says the $180,000 in funding from the Knight Cities Challenge will help Local Color add a program 

manager for the downtown space, where they've received a six month extension with the help of the 

Downtown Association and Councilman Raul Peralez's office.  

 

"We've always imagined this concept to be a rapid-prototype for a more permanent arts and community 

space in San Jose," Salazar said. "Our goal is to gain more sponsors and matched funding so we can 

make steps towards a home permanence."  

 

The other winning idea, "Reimagining the City: A City Designer for San Jose," could have a much broader 

effect on downtown and the city as a whole. Shireen Santosham, the city's chief innovation officer, said 

the Knight Foundation's $150,000 in funding would go toward the city's efforts to hire a visionary chief 

architect, who would help ensure that San Jose develops into a walkable, green and engaged city - 

especially with the planned development around the Diridon transit center.  

 

Mayor Sam Liccardo envisions Diridon, which opened in 1935 as the Cahill Depot, being transformed 

into the "Grand Central Station of the West," with BART, Caltrain, Greyhound, high-speed rail and VTA 

buses and light-rail trains all carrying passengers to San Jose. "We have a unique opportunity to create a 

memorable, vibrant, and iconic destination that serves as the urban heart of Silicon Valley," he said.  

https://iqmediacorp.com/lnarticle?id=30897874118


The proposed development is 

a major coup for Mayor Sam Liccardo, who breathlessly welcomes the prospect of the tech 

giant settling into the heart the nation’s 10th largest city. Business boosters and city leaders 

have mused how the self-described “Capital of Silicon Valley” could finally live up to its image. 

“This gives us an opportunity to reimagine how Silicon Valley should build,” Liccardo says. 

“We’ve emerged from several decades of tilt-up campuses built in a suburban environment in a 

sea of parking, and what Google is looking to create is consistent with our city’s vision for how 

you build dense and vibrant villages.” 

Scott Knies, president of the San Jose Downtown Association, says he has high hopes that 

Google will be a good neighbor by supporting existing businesses. Unlike Apple’s so-called 

spaceship in Cupertino, which is structurally isolated from the city around it, Google says it 

wants to keep its presence in San Jose accessible to the public. It has apparently also prompted 

the city to revisit the discussion about raising allowable building heights, which are partially 

constrained by federal limits because of the nearby airport. But there’s some leeway that Knies 

and city officials say could open up potentially millions more square feet to future 

development.. 

“The west side of downtown is really this Wild West of opportunity to develop a spectacular 

neighborhood on the doorstep of this big transit center,” Knies tells San Jose Inside. “It is 

forward-thinking in every manner, in its architecture and affordability, its environmental 

impact, with the creek that goes right through the middle of it. Then you’ve got the ability to 

have these public spaces. From an urbanist point of view, that is exactly what we need in 

downtown.” 



It’s an ambitious outlook, but one that eludes the reality on the ground. Namely, that people 

already live and work in the shadow of the planned development. 

Patty’s Inn, Kearney Pattern Works and Foundry, Borch’s Iron Works and Welding, C&C 

Architectural Glass and a host of light-industrial mom-and-pop establishments now face the 

prospect of being uprooted. Poor House Bistro, a New Orleans-themed blues venue and 

restaurant that owner Jay Meduri converted from his parents’ house, is another cultural 

landmark that lies in the path of new development. 

“Google will kick us out of here,” Salcedo says. “It’s a matter of time.” 

Residential tenants share those concerns. They worry that the project will drive up housing 

costs in a region that already claims the dubious distinction of being one of the nation’s most 

expensive places to live. As San Jose becomes a destination for bigger, richer corporations, the 

displacement of longtime inhabitants and longstanding businesses continues to outpace any 

attempts at protecting or creating economical housing in the city. Seeing how the affordability 

crisis transfigured San Francisco and now Oakland and the far East Bay, it’s understandable why 

people are getting defensive about Google’s planned move. 

Of course, problems that plague San Jose and the rest of the region are far more abstruse than 

a Google complex. But the company’s economic clout should prompt serious discussion about 

how the city can mediate private interests and the public good, Councilman Don Rocha 

suggests. 

“This is a great win for San Jose,” he says. “We’ve been pushing for signature projects for office 

and corporate development, and this might be our opportunity to finally get one. But while this 

strong economy is a blessing, it can also be a bit of a curse.” 

 

Source: UC Berkeley 



Researchers who study gentrification say one of the problems with the relentless pace of urban 

development is that it makes cities too dependent on the private sector. 

State policies that limit property tax revenue have forced local governments into prioritizing 

jobs over housing, as corporations generate more revenue for infrastructure and vital city 

services. The result is privately funded neighborhood revitalization—gentrification by another 

name—which is inherently less egalitarian than public investment. 

“The neighborhoods are improved in terms of physical development and infrastructure, but the 

old residents are often pushed out by rising rents, and the character of the neighborhoods 

change,” Stanford University law professor Rich Ford says. “Small business that serve the 

average person—laundromats and corner stores—are replaced with more lucrative business 

like fancy coffee shops and high-end boutiques.” 

Gentrification, Ford explained, involves revitalization that doesn’t serve the old population. 

Rather, it pushes them out and destroys what made a community work. The result, he adds, is 

that people begin to feel like strangers in their own neighborhoods. 

Despite Silicon Valley’s liberal bent, policies that could help low-income residents have been 

considerably weaker than the influx of private capital that consumes entire neighborhoods. Like 

the rest of the region, San Jose has fallen woefully short of its goals for affordable housing 

production—just 13 percent of its projected need, according to regional planning agencies. The 

city banned no-cause residential evictions only this past April and lowered the rent control cap 

from 8 to 5 percent in 2016. 

Yet even then, state policies limit the effectiveness of local displacement controls by limiting 

them to old housing stock. In 2011, the state Legislature also shut down redevelopment 

agencies, which used to generate a steady stream of affordable housing funds. No such anti-

displacement measures exist for local businesses, however, which are at high risk of having to 

move or shut down entirely. 

Denizens of the Diridon area also take issue with how they found out about Google’s arrival. 

Rocio Salcedo—who runs Diamond Auto Detail next door to her brother Ed’s auto body shop—

says she didn’t hear about Google’s intentions until she read about it in the local newspaper. 

“I’m an immigrant, I’m a business owner who pays taxes and contributes to this community,” 

she says. “The city should acknowledge that we’re here.” 

Several city officials who spoke with San Jose Inside dismissed the notion that Google would 

squeeze people out. The city will negotiate the sale of 16 publicly owned parcels, according to 

the city, including sweeping surface parking lots and a training complex for firefighters. Other 

than that, the mayor assures, no rent-controlled apartments are at risk and no businesses lease 

the city-owned land in question. 

http://www.sanjoseinside.com/2017/04/19/san-jose-adopts-stronger-protections-for-tenants/
http://www.sanjoseinside.com/2016/04/20/san-jose-city-council-lowers-rent-control-cap-to-5-percent/


“As far as I know, the only revered occupant who’s being displaced by Google’s arrival is the 

dancing pig on the Stephen’s Meat sign,” Liccardo tells San Jose Inside, referring to the iconic 

midcentury marquee across from Patty’s Inn on Montgomery Street. “And we will find 

affordable housing for it.” 

The Salcedos and others who rent from warehouse owners in the area apparently have fewer 

resources at their disposal than the cartoon pig. Public agencies are only legally obligated to 

compensate people displaced from government-owned property. Tenants of private property 

owners, however, might receive zero help. 

Deeper the Roots 

Google’s proposition is undoubtedly a boon for developers who stand to profit and public 

agencies that stand to rake in more revenue. Nanci Klein, San Jose’s deputy director of 

economic development, says that by locating a massive employment center close to the most 

trafficked public transit hub west of the Mississippi, Google can help the region meets its goals 

of reducing traffic congestion. 

Another selling point: the proposed Googleplex could also help San Jose bring its employment-

housing ratio in line with neighboring cities. 

For years, the city of a million has remained the single largest bedroom community in the 

United States, with far fewer jobs than working residents. 

“That San Jose has less than one job per employed resident while our surrounding communities 

have three or more jobs for every employed resident is incredibly detrimental to us,” Klein says. 

“The balance is just so starkly different because we’re building housing for all those other cities. 

This is a chance to tip the scale. Our residents are very hungry to be able to work closer to 

where they live.” 

Google’s grand but incipient vision for downtown seems to complement San Jose’s Diridon 

Station Area Plan, which the city adopted in 2014. The downtown specific blueprint calls for 

significant infill that overlaps with two planned “urban villages”—essentially clusters of housing 

near jobs and linked by public transit. The Association of Bay Area Governments and the 

Metropolitan Transportation Commission—well-funded regional planning agencies—require 

cities to adopt “smart growth” plans, also called urban infill, as a way to prevent more suburban 

sprawl. But the strategies largely fail to account for displacement. 



After years of gradually translating 

that vision into reality, the area around Diridon station is shaping into an upscale urban 

hamlet. A 2015 report by the University of California, Berkeley’s Urban Displacement Project 

called the Diridon area one of the most susceptible in the Bay Area to displacement. 

Development in the 1980s pushed out low-income families and galvanized the neighborhood 

for today’s explosive growth, according to the report’s authors, Karen Chapple and Miriam Zuk. 

When the Diridon Station Area plan was announced three years ago, activists renewed the call 

for affordable housing, which the city funds by charging developers two separate fees to make 

sure that 15 percent of all new housing remains affordable to low-wage earners. 

Before the city adopted the lofty plan, Councilman Rocha and others pushed for anti-

displacement strategies. 

“I am mindful that while high-tech clusters and impressive architecture may be necessary 

components for a great city, they are not the only components,” Rocha wrote in a 2014 memo 

urging his colleagues to at least give some teeth to the affordable housing component. “An 

iconic station building will need janitors to clean the floors. Knowledge workers will need 

teachers to educate their kids. An entertainment zone needs waiters and a stadium needs 

ushers. The stations and stadiums, the prestigious tech companies—all will rely, at least in part, 

on the labor of people who do unglamorous work for modest pay and spend a good portion of 

http://www.urbandisplacement.org/sites/default/files/san_jose_final.pdf


their income on just getting by. I believe there should be some consideration in our plan for 

them.” 

The recommendations Rocha made were ultimately adopted, but he believes more policy tools 

could and should be available. Last year, the second-term councilman pushed for a commercial 

linkage fee, which would have accrued more money for below-market-rate housing. Mayor 

Liccardo and his business-friendly allies rejected the proposal and the council declined to 

even study the possibility. 

“To not even act at all was ... a major, major failure,” Rocha says. “These are examples of 

opportunities lost that could have been available to us as we work with Google.” 

Professor Ford says cities grappling with displacement can protect businesses with deep roots 

in the community by securing long-term leases or partnering with nonprofits to keep their costs 

down. Knies, the downtown association chief, says that bigger tech companies can do their part 

by subcontracting with local businesses. 

“We’re in a position to make Google compensate the public for their impact,” says Sandy Perry, 

head of the grassroots Affordable Housing Network of Silicon Valley. “We need to make sure 

that they buy into their end of the social contract.” 

Liccardo says cities always struggle to know how much to regulate private investment and at 

what point those regulations drive developers to neighboring towns. 

“Nobody knows where the line is until you start to notice that folks aren’t coming your way 

anymore,” he explains, noting that the city learned its lesson the hard way by imposing traffic 

impact fees that discouraged development in north San Jose. He added: “There’s a very clear 

lesson to us … you’re not going to have 200 developers come down to protest the imposition of 

a new fee. The way that they will express their dissatisfaction is with their feet.” 

But Liccardo says he’ll make sure Google pays its fair share. 

“We’re not cutting them any deals,” the mayor says. 

Back to Top 

 

 

BART preps for Warriors victory parade in Oakland (san Francisco Examiner) 

BART officials are expecting record-high ridership numbers for the victory parade scheduled for 

Thursday in Oakland to celebrate the Golden State Warriors’ championship win. 

http://www.sfexaminer.com/bart-preps-warriors-victory-parade-oakland/


BART trains carried 568,061 riders passengers for the San Francisco Giants’ World Series parade 

in 2012, and 548,076 passengers for the Warriors parade after their title in 2015. Ridership 

could meet or exceed those numbers on Thursday, according to BART officials. 

Paul Oversier, assistant general manager of operations, said at a news conference Tuesday 

morning at the 19th Street Oakland station asked passengers to avoid using the Lake Merritt 

station on the day of the parade. 

“Lake Merritt station gets crowded very easily,” Oversier said. 

Instead, passengers are advised to use the 19th Street station or the 12th Street station, both 

of which are on the parade route. 

Oversier also asked passengers to be patient, observe a high level of civility while riding BART 

and buy a Clipper card in advance to avoid the long lines expected at ticket machines. 

“You do not want to be buying a ticket at a BART station Thursday,” Oversier said. 

Tables will be set up at 10 of the system’s busiest stations so that passengers can buy Clipper 

cards on a cash-only basis for $15, which should be enough to cover fares for a round trip. 

That list of stations includes: Fremont, Warm Springs, Dublin/Pleasanton, El Cerrito del Norte, 

Coliseum, Bay Fair, Millbrae, 12th Street, 19th Street and Lake Merritt. 

Parking is also expected to be adversely affected by high ridership Thursday, and Oversier called 

parking at BART stations “another bad idea.” 

A number of trains will be re-routed to accommodate expected fluctuations in travel patterns. 

After 8 a.m., every other train headed from Warm Springs to Daly City will re-route to the 

MacArthur station. 

Some trains will bypass the Lake Merritt station altogether. The Pittsburg/Bay Point morning 

service will also be impacted, as some trains will be re-routed to busier parts of the system. 

Finally, BART maintenance staff are at work to get train cars and escalators in service in 

anticipation of Thursday’s high ridership. Extra BART police will be patrolling systemwide and 

additional paramedics will be on standby. 

Thursday’s parade will follow the same route as the 2015 NBA title, going north on Broadway, 

east on Grand Avenue, south on Harrison Street then east on 19th Street to Lakeside Drive, 

ending on Oak Street with a procession to the Henry J. Kaiser Convention Center. 

The event starts at 10 a.m., but fans are encouraged to line up as early as 5 a.m. 

Additional details about BART’s preparation for Thursday’s parade can be found here. 
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From: Board Secretary  

Sent: Wednesday, June 14, 2017 3:49 PM 

To: VTA Board of Directors 

Subject: FW: Final LAFCO Budget for Fiscal Year 2017-2018 Correction 

 

VTA Board of Directors: 

Per LAFCO’s request, we are forwarding you the corrected Attachment B to their adopted Final 

Budget for Fiscal Year 2017-2018. 

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 

 

 

From: Abello, Emmanuel  

Sent: Tuesday, June 13, 2017 4:47 PM 

Cc: Palacherla, Neelima 

Subject: Final LAFCO Budget for Fiscal Year 2017-2018 Correction 

 

The Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, City Clerks and Special District Board Clerks: 

Please distribute this PDF document to the members of your legislative bodies re. correction to 

Attachment B of the Final LAFCO Budget for Fiscal Year 2017-2018. 

 
Thank you. 

Emmanuel Abello, LAFCO Clerk 

LAFCO of Santa Clara County  

The LAFCO Office has moved! Please note the new address.  
777 North First Street, Suite 410  

San Jose, CA 95112 

(408) 993-4705 

www.santaclaralafco.org 
 
NOTICE: This email message and/or its attachments may contain information that is confidential or restricted.  It is intended only for the 

individuals named as recipients in the message.  If you are NOT an authorized recipient, you are prohibited from using, delivering, 

distributing, printing, copying, or disclosing the message or its content to others and must delete the message from your computer.  If you 

have received this message in error, please notify the sender by return email.   

http://www.santaclaralafco.org/
travers_t
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June 13, 2017  
  

TO:  County Executive, Santa Clara County  
City Managers, Cities in Santa Clara County  
District Managers, Independent Special Districts in Santa Clara County  

FROM:  Neelima Palacherla, LAFCO Executive Officer  

SUBJECT:     LAFCO BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017-2018: Correction  

 

Following the distribution of the adopted FY 2018 LAFCO Budget to affected agencies, 
we noticed that “Attachment B: Cost to Agencies Based on the Final Budget” had an 
error. The Attachment included revenues from the FY 2011-2012 Annual Cities Report 
instead of revenue data from the FY 2014-2015 Report, which is the most current report 
available. Please see attached, the revised document with correct apportionments for the 
14 cities based on the FY 2014-2015 Report. There are no changes to apportionments for 
the other agencies.  
 
 
Attachment:       
Corrected Attachment B: Cost to Agencies Based on the Final Budget 
 
 

   

cc:   Board of Supervisors, Santa Clara County  
City Council Members, Cities in Santa Clara County  
Independent Special District Board Members  
Cities Association of Santa Clara County  
Santa Clara County Special Districts Association 



Final LAFCO Net Operating Expenses for 2018 $798,894

Jurisdictions
Revenue per 

2014/2015 Report

Percentage of   

Total Revenue

Allocation 

Percentages
Allocated Costs

County N/A N/A 33.3333333% $266,298.00 

Cities Total Share 33.3333333% $266,298.00 

San Jose N/A N/A 50.0000000% $133,149.00 

Other cities share 50.0000000% $133,149.00 

Campbell $50,949,847 2.2383076% $2,980.28 

Cupertino $104,580,529 4.5943885% $6,117.38 

Gilroy $84,697,076 3.7208769% $4,954.31 

Los Altos $46,204,503 2.0298371% $2,702.71 

Los Altos Hills $13,360,557 0.5869505% $781.52 

Los Gatos $43,243,688 1.8997638% $2,529.52 

Milpitas $135,355,013 5.9463604% $7,917.52 

Monte Sereno $2,826,382 0.1241674% $165.33 

Morgan Hill $81,595,586 3.5846235% $4,772.89 

Mountain View $223,236,000 9.8071116% $13,058.07 

Palo Alto $469,159,452 20.6109189% $27,443.23 

Santa Clara $670,039,132 29.4358819% $39,193.58 

Saratoga $23,729,359 1.0424684% $1,388.04 

Sunnyvale $327,289,425 14.3783436% $19,144.62 

Total Cities (excluding San Jose) $2,276,266,549 100.0000000% $133,149.00 

Total Cities (including San Jose) $266,298.00

Special Districts Total Share 33.3333333% $266,298.00 

Aldercroft Heights County Water District 0.06233% $165.98 

Burbank Sanitary District 0.15593% $415.24 

Cupertino Sanitary District 2.64110% $7,033.20 

El Camino Healthcare District 4.90738% $13,068.25 

Guadalupe Coyote Resource Conservation District 0.04860% $129.42 

Lake Canyon Community Services District 0.02206% $58.75 

Lion's Gate Community Services District 0.22053% $587.27 

Loma Prieta Resource Conservation District 0.02020% $53.79 

Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District 5.76378% $15,348.83 

Purissima Hills Water District 1.35427% $3,606.39 

Rancho Rinconada Recreation and Park District 0.15988% $425.76 

San Martin County Water District 0.04431% $118.00 

Santa Clara Valley Open Space Authority 1.27051% $3,383.34 

Santa Clara Valley Water District 81.44126% $216,876.44 

Saratoga Cemetery District 0.32078% $854.23 

Saratoga Fire Protection District 1.52956% $4,073.19 

South Santa Clara Valley Memorial District 0.03752% $99.92 

Total Special Districts 100.00000% $266,298.00

Total Allocated Costs $798,894.00

LAFCO C O S T   A P P O R T I O N M E N T: County, Cities, Special Districts

Estimated Costs to Agencies Based on the Final 2018 LAFCO Budget
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From: Board Secretary  
Sent: Thursday, June 15, 2017 2:51 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: From VTA: June 15, 2017 Media Clips  
 

 

VTA Daily News Coverage for Thursday, June 15, 2017 

 

1. Sneak peek: First phase of BART's extension to San Jose nears completion (photos) (Visual 

slideshow - Silicon Valley Business Journal) 
2. Silicon Valley shifts as Google starts on path to transform San Jose's Diridon Station (Silicon 

Valley Business Journal) 
3. What It Would Take to Make San Diego’s Transit System Faster and More Reliable 

(comparison to Sta Clara Co.) VoiceofSanDiego.com 
4. New transparency initiative increases public’s access to BART crime data 

(RomickInOakley.com) 
5. Gasoline prices likely to remain low - for now at least (The Washington Post)  

 

Sneak peek: First phase of BART's extension to San Jose nears completion 

(photos) (Visual slideshow - Silicon Valley Business Journal) 

The first phase of the Valley Transportation Authority's project to extend BART to San Jose's 

Berryessa station is nearing completion. 

VTA and BART officials gave members of the Alum Rock Community Working Group, which has 

been involved in planning the second phase of the extension to downtown San Jose at Diridon 

Station, a tour of Phase I on Wednesday. 

Phase I runs 10 miles from a new Fremont station at Warm Springs to Milpitas, where the BART 

station will be part of a multi-modal transit center near the Great Mall, offering connections to 

VTA light rail and buses, and Berryessa near the flea market. 

In Phase II, which was approved by Santa Clara County voters last fall, BART will tunnel from 

Berryessa to Santa Clara Street, where it will run as a subway to Diridon Station and then north 

to Santa Clara. It will have stations at Alum Rock and downtown somewhere between City Hall 

and the light rail stations on First and Second streets in addition to Diridon and Santa Clara. 

http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/06/15/san-jose-bart-extension-berryessa-update-photos.html
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/06/15/san-jose-bart-extension-berryessa-update-photos.html
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/03/22/first-look-at-barts-new-warm-springs-station-where.html


BART officials said Wednesday that the new Warm Springs station is drawing 6,000 passengers 

a day to one line. Its planned two line-service has been delayed by lack of BART cars. 

Nevertheless, the ridership compares to the 7,000 daily passengers anticipated in planning for 

two lines. About 1,000 of the passengers at Warm Springs used to board BART in Fremont. 

Back to Top 

Silicon Valley shifts as Google starts on path to transform San Jose's Diridon 

Station (Silicon Valley Business Journal) 

It takes a good imagination to envision San Jose’s Diridon Station area filled with tall, mixed-use 

buildings amid public open space and ample pedestrian connections — the way city planners, 

savvy developers and now even Google seem to see it. 

Today, much of the area around the transit hub is filled with single-story industrial buildings, 

some speckled with chipping paint, and vast parking lots along a busy, but otherwise 

unremarkable, roadway. San Jose Mayor Sam Liccardo stood in one of those concrete lots to 

announce that the city’s exercise in creative thinking may pay off. 

“In partnership with Google, we can reimagine Silicon Valley’s landscape by creating a vibrant, 

architecturally iconic, transit-focused village,” the mayor said in a statement Tuesday. “That 

provides a model for a more sustainable future, and a sharp departure from the sprawling, 

auto-oriented tilt-up tech campuses of the Valley’s past.” 

Nothing is set in stone, but the Mountain View-based tech behemoth has said it is looking at 

filling up to 6 million square feet near Diridon that could support 15,000 to 20,000 jobs. 

"We’re excited to have the support of the San Jose city council as we evaluate our options at 

Diridon Station and we look forward to collaborating with officials and community members," a 

statement from Google on Tuesday reads. 

City officials have said that the move, if it happens, would help cement San Jose as the capitol 

of Silicon Valley. 

“It was inevitable that San Jose was going to ascend as a really critical urban center for Silicon 

Valley,” said Kim Walesh, deputy city manager and director of economic development for San 

Jose. “But it’s the timing and convergence of all of this transit at Diridon Station that is just 

accelerating it and putting it over the top.” 

Google’s announcement also comes on the eve of more than $8 billion in infrastructure 

investments at the transit center. Improvements to Caltrain, the arrival of BART and the 

development of high-speed rail — all scheduled to be online in less than a decade — are 

expected to bring 140,000 people through the station daily. That’s eight times the number of 

people who pass through Diridon on an average workday, or about the same amount that walk 

through the San Francisco International Ariport every day. 

http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/06/08/google-san-jose-diridon-station-trammell-crow.html
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/06/08/google-san-jose-diridon-station-trammell-crow.html
http://companies.bizjournals.com/profile/google/100651/?mkt=sanjose
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/search/results?q=Sam%20Liccardo


It’s no coincidence that Google is drawn to the hub, Walesh said. 

“If you look at where people live, they live in San Jose, they live in the South Bay and the 

problems of driving up to the Peninsula are incurable,” she said. “The only way is to get people 

to use transit and put the jobs closer to where people are living.” 

Before those jobs can start being planted in San Jose, planners and developers will need to 

work through some unanswered questions for the 250 acres that make up the city’s Diridon 

Station Area Plan that Google is eyeing. 

That plan covers a long, meandering area, starting at Highway 280 at the south end and 

reaching as far north as Lenzen Avenue, just past Pitco Foods. The planning document 

governing development for the area was finalized at a time when the city still had its sights set 

on bringing the Oakland As to the area, before Major League Baseball blocked the move. 

But baseball's demise may have been fortunate. Compared to a player roster and front office 

filled with about 100 people, plus a few hundred seasonal employees who sell hot dogs 81 days 

a year, Google is starting to look like a potential home run. 

Among the questions that remain before the city celebrates Google’s arrival: 

• Will Google be the only Diridon neighbor? The plan essentially entitles the area for nearly 5 

million square feet of commercial, R&D and light industrial space alongside more than 424,000 

square feet of retail or restaurant uses and 2,588 residential units. To take up the 6 million 

square feet of space that Google is eyeing, the company would need all of the allowable office 

space in the area plan, plus about a million square feet. Conveniently, Texas-based Trammell 

Crow is planning to build about 1 million square feet of office and commercial space alongside 

more than 300 residential units near the station — a spot that Google is rumored to want as 

well. Even so, the search and tech behemoth hasn't firmly committed to anything and Trammell 

Crow as repeatedly declined to comment regarding its nearby development.  

• What will a Google complex look like? Google has made a name for itself in office design 

with its new, 595,000-square-foot canopied Mountain View campus, which broke ground 

Wednesday. But this is a move away from its more traditional suburban-style office campus. 

The company is bound by guidelines in San Jose’s plan, which calls for small block sizes with 

pedestrian connections, on-street parking and ground-floor retail.  

• What about parking? The existing lots, some used for sporting events at the nearby SAP 

Center, would be replaced by Google buildings if plans move forward. But the Sharks, which 

play at the SAP Center, have an agreement though 2025 with the city to keep 6,350 parking 

spots within a half-mile of the station.  

• What happens to the station area land the city owns? Liccardo said Tuesday he’d strive to 

finalize negotiations on those parcels in the coming months. In a couple of weeks the city will 

discuss entering into exclusive negotiations with Google to take the city-owned land, he said.  

http://companies.bizjournals.com/profile/google/100651/?mkt=sanjose


• What about the other pieces of property in the target zone? Though the city owns a chunk of 

key land in the area, most of the Diridon Station Area parcels are privately owned. Trammell 

Crow has made good progress in scooping up some of those in the past six months, buying 

properties in transactions totaling more than $69 million since the beginning of the year. In 

December, a mystery group called Rhyolite Enterprises LLC also picked up a massive site 

previously owned by AT&T at 145 S. Montgomery St. for $55 million. It's unclear whether 

Google will develop the land itself, or team up with a developer to make the project happen. 

When — or if — those questions are answered and work gets underway matching the city's 

vision in its Diridon Station Area Plan, the site will become a beachhead for the city, said Scott 

Knies, executive director for the San Jose Downtown Association. 

“We can’t wait until we see the Google bikes pulling up at the farmers market in San Pedro 

Square,” he said. 
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What It Would Take to Make San Diego’s Transit System Faster and More Reliable 

(comparison to Sta Clara Co.) VoiceofSanDiego.com 

(Adam Burger is correcting mistakes in comment section of this blog post) 

The buses in San Diego are not very good. 

The busiest urban lines average about 10 mph. The 215 Rapid bus, which runs from SDSU to 

downtown mostly along El Cajon Boulevard and is intended to be faster and serve fewer stops 

than a regular bus, falls short of true bus rapid transit standards, and averages only 12 mph. It’s 

not much faster than a cyclist. 

So how can San Diego improve its bus network, so people who rely on it get around faster? 

Transportation consultant Jarrett Walker has recommended cities around the world lay out 

their bus network as a simple grid to maximize its usefulness. It allows passengers to get from 

anywhere, to anywhere, with just one transfer. If the buses are frequent enough, the extra time 

passengers spend waiting for the connecting bus is not onerous. West Coast cities with 

effective bus systems utilizing a grid include Los Angeles, Portland, Ore. and Vancouver, 

Canada. 

San Diego does not really have a grid. Instead, it has multiple grids, interrupted by freeways, 

canyons, rivers and Balboa Park. Major thoroughfares in the urban core deal with constant 

interruptions. For instance, 6th Street is the last north-south arterial street – or high-volume 

urban road – out of downtown before Balboa Park interrupts the grid. The next north-south 

arterial to its east is 30th Street, more than a mile and a half away. But farther north, 30th 

Street does not extend past Interstate 8, where Mission Valley interrupts the traffic pattern. 

http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/search/results?q=Scott%20Knies
http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/search/results?q=Scott%20Knies
http://companies.bizjournals.com/profile/sjdt/210615/?mkt=sanjose
http://www.voiceofsandiego.org/topics/land-use/what-it-would-take-to-make-san-diegos-transit-system-faster-and-more-reliable/
http://www.voiceofsandiego.org/topics/news/san-diegos-rapid-bus-system-doesnt-meet-standards-regular-buses-cities/
http://humantransit.org/2010/11/connections-vs-complexity.html
http://humantransit.org/2012/08/portland-the-grid-is-30-thank-a-planner.html
http://humantransit.org/2010/02/vancouver-the-almost-perfect-grid.html
http://humantransit.org/2010/02/vancouver-the-almost-perfect-grid.html


Texas Street connects the University Heights area with Mission Valley, but it too ends at Balboa 

Park. 

In National City and Chula Vista, MTS’s bus system relies on a more continuous grid. There are 

freeways and the Sweetwater River, but the arterial streets cross all of them, unlike in San 

Diego’s urban core. The second busiest bus in the county, however, the 929, transitions from 

Third Avenue in Chula Vista to Fourth and Highland Avenue in National City, before swerving to 

serve downtown San Diego. That bus cannot continue north on the same street in San Diego, 

43rd, because it is interrupted by Imperial Marketplace and Greenwood Cemetery. 

Bottom of Form 

Thanks to these physical and land-use related barriers, even the buses that do exist cannot 

perform very well. Cars can avoid grid interruptions by using freeways or turning to a different 

arterial street, but buses cannot do so as easily. Freeways have no room for local stations, so 

freeway buses and local buses serve separate travel markets. And turning to a better arterial, 

such as from 30th to Texas, is easier for a car than for a bus: Buses have to slow down when 

they turn, and can miss lights more easily if the stoplights are timed for cars. 

Even a bus with a continuous arterial in a city is unlikely to be reliable if it faces regular 

interruptions. 

Uninterrupted grids, Walker said, are especially valuable because they can distribute traffic 

across many parallel streets. In Vancouver, a potential peer city San Diego’s MTS could use as a 

benchmark, there are no freeways within city limits, and there are many grid arterials for 

drivers, which are continuous for many miles. Within three-quarters of a mile Vancouver has 

four east-west streets — 4th Avenue, Broadway, 12th and 16th. The limited-stop buses average 

18 mph on 4th and 12th on Broadway, and generally arrive on schedule. 

But given its current infrastructure, San Diego cannot hope to emulate Vancouver. Even when 

there are arterial streets at the right place, the road network dumps all through-traffic on them, 

rather than dispersing it along a series of parallel streets. Most local buses average around 10 

mph, but the segment of the well-used 929 that runs continuously on Highland and 4th, 

crossing Sweetwater River, only averages 8 mph. 

This congestion makes it impossible to run buses reliably. 

San Diego isn’t alone. In San Jose, a bus network redesign by Walker’s consultancy is creating 

many routes that come scheduled to arrive every 15 minutes — but those routes cannot stick 

to their schedule, because of freeway grid interruptions. A BART extension into San Jose, due to 

open next year, is also scheduled to run trains every 15 minutes, but the bus-BART transfers will 

not be timed, because the buses are not reliable enough to make the connection. 

Grid connectivity is even poorer in San Diego than in San Jose. That means San Diego needs to 

look to models outside the midwestern and western United States, where most cities have 

http://www.vta.org/bart/


relentless grids. In the United States, the least gridded major city is Boston. In Boston, buses 

use arterial streets where they exist, but those are usually short. With slow traffic, the main 

form of public transit in Boston is the subway. Most buses are subway feeders; they don’t even 

enter downtown, due in part to its narrow streets. One possible lesson for San Diego, then, is to 

look to the trolley as its primary form of public transit, with most buses – with the exception of 

the University and El Cajon corridors –useful primarily as trolley feeders. 

Bay Area public transportation activist Elizabeth Alexis, of Californians Advocating Responsible 

Rail Design, suggests the Zurich model as a way of improving public transit. In Zurich, the 

emphasis is on keeping to the timetable. When service is reliable, planners can schedule buses 

and trains with fast connections, so a trip involving multiple transfers may not be any slower 

than a one-seat ride. In San Diego, this would have implications for transit service in the 

suburbs around key Green and Orange Line trolley stations. (The Blue Line comes every seven 

to eight minutes, frequent enough that timed connections have little value, but the other two 

lines come every 15.) 

Timed transfers, however, require more reliability than San Diego’s bus network has today. 

Achieving this reliability would require giving buses priority in traffic. That means dedicated 

lanes, especially on the most congested streets, and signal priority at intersections. Neither 

dedicated lanes nor signal priority is expensive, but both are politically contentious, since they 

involve taking space away from cars and giving it to buses. 

As a solution, Alexis advocates for a way to bypass controversy: Install bus-only lanes on streets 

that are not yet congested, but that the planners believe will become congested in the future. 

This could be viable in growing suburbs served by the North County Transit District’s Coaster 

and Sprinter. A tough political fight is probably unavoidable in San Diego proper. 

A less controversial way to both speed up buses and make them more reliable is off-board fare 

collection, the way ticketing works on the trolley. Though many American cities, such as New 

York, consider this a specific feature of bus rapid transit, San Francisco recently implemented it 

systemwide, allowing passengers to board the bus from any door. This has made boarding 

times both faster and more consistent. It could be an invaluable component of a bus plan for 

San Diego that emphasizes reliable service. 

The street layout in San Diego is unusual in North America, with so many grid interruptions. This 

means that copy-and-pasted solutions from peer cities up the West Coast may not work as well 

as they did in their original setting. San Diego’s transit system probably needs to be rail-centric, 

with buses feeding rail from outlying areas. But the buses can’t just run in shared lanes on a 

grid, as is the case in many U.S. cities. They need priority on lanes and at intersections, and all-

door boarding, to become as reliable as they need to be for a modern transit system. 

Alon Levy is a Paris-based mathematician and public transportation policy writer. 
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New transparency initiative increases public’s access to BART crime data 

(RomickInOakley.com) 

The BART Police Department is now sharing reports of Part 1 crimes with the 

website CrimeMapping.com. The site will process the crime data with its advanced mapping 

engine to show where the crime has occurred within the BART system. The service is free and 

available to everyone. 

CrimeMapping.com is a component of the BART Police Department’s new Computer Aided 

Dispatch (CAD) system. A direct feed from our CAD system will populate the crime mapping 

software. This new technology will increase the efficiency, accuracy and transparency of our 

crime reporting. 

Users can access the information by going to the CrimeMapping.com website and entering a 

station name in the search box. The information about specific crimes at that station will be 

displayed on a map along with crimes that have occurred in the surrounding neighborhood if 

that local jurisdiction participates in the CrimeMapping system. Users can look up the time and 

type of crime that occurred. CrimeMapping.com stores the data for up to 180 days. The site can 

also display the information in charts and graphs that can illustrate whether there has been a 

recent spike or decline in criminal activity. 

“This new effort reflects my department’s commitment to transparency and community 

oriented policing,” said BART Police Chief Carlos Rojas. “Now anyone with an Internet 

connection will be able to see our crime data. These incidents will be displayed in the context of 

the various communities served by BART.” 

Several large police departments in the Bay Area already provide their crime data 

to CrimeMapping.com. That list includes departments in San Francisco, Oakland, San Jose, 

Hayward, Richmond and Berkeley. 

BART data is now live and users can start searching BART stations at this 

link: https://www.crimemapping.com/map/CA/BART. 
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Gasoline prices likely to remain low - for now at least (The Washington Post) 

Oil prices continue to lag despite efforts by supply-giants Saudi Arabia and Russia to reduce a 

stubborn glut in world supplies. That’s good news for U.S. drivers looking for affordable gas 

prices this summer — but not so great for oil companies who rely on robust prices to boost 

profits. 

https://romickinoakley.wordpress.com/2017/06/15/new-transparency-initiative-increases-publics-access-to-bart-crime-data/
https://www.crimemapping.com/
https://www.crimemapping.com/
https://www.crimemapping.com/
https://www.crimemapping.com/
https://www.crimemapping.com/
https://www.crimemapping.com/map/CA/BART
https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/economy/gasoline-prices-likely-to-remain-low---for-now-at-least/2017/06/14/28cac138-5115-11e7-be25-3a519335381c_story.html?utm_term=.b54ada434210


“If oil prices remain below $50 a barrel, as they are currently, that will keep gasoline prices 

low,” said Pavel Molchanov, an energy analyst at the investment firm Raymond James. “Our 

team’s forecast is for oil prices to recover, not tomorrow or next week, but over the next six to 

12 months.” 

For now, however, prices have hit a lull, falling nearly 10 percent since the last Organization of 

the Petroleum Exporting Countries in late May. Another steep drop came Wednesday after two 

new oil market reports, one showing tepid gasoline demand in the United States and the other 

showing an increase rather than a cut in OPEC output. 
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The federal Energy Information Administration on Wednesday said that U.S. gasoline stockpiles 

rose by 2.1 million barrels to 242 million barrels. For the second week, gasoline demand was 

weak, disappointing many analysts and traders who had been looking for a rebound. The price 

benchmarks for crude oil fell sharply after the report’s release. 

Meanwhile, OPEC, led by Saudi Arabia, has struggled in its effort to reduce output for several 

months, hoping that it would bolster prices. The Saudi effort comes against a background of the 

pending public offering by Saudi Arabian Oil Co., known as Aramco. The state-owned oil giant is 

preparing to go public at a price that could value the company at $1 trillion, making it the most 

highly valued company ever to hit public markets. 

[Saudi Arabia, a kingdom built on oil, plans a future beyond it] 

But the International Energy Agency reported Wednesday that rather than falling, the cartel’s 

daily output rose 1 percent to more than 32 million barrels per day. The IEA said that increase 

was due to higher production in strife-torn Libya and Nigeria, which are not bound by the 

group’s production deal. 

Other factors contributing to the oil surplus include increased U.S. crude production, thanks 

largely to the advances in shale oil drilling methods that include hydraulic fracturing, known as 

fracking. 

U.S. crude oil production is expected to hit 10 million barrels a day next year, which was 

unheard of just a few years ago when oil prognosticators believed world supply had peaked or 

was close to peaking. But that was before U.S. shale oil advances kicked in. 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/economy/saudi-arabia-a-kingdom-built-on-oil-plans-a-future-beyond-it/2017/04/21/6574d2ee-251a-11e7-bb9d-8cd6118e1409_story.html?utm_term=.9b8f65b48cba


Shale oil production accounts for more than half of U.S. production. And it is expected rise by 

127,000 barrels a day in shale drilling areas in July, boosting total output from shale to 5.5 

million barrels a day. The nation’s drilling rig count has more than doubled over the past year. 

Despite an increase in U.S. oil production, some analysts believe the world demand is chipping 

away at the supply overhang and that an upward arc from today’s mid-$40 range is not far 

away. 

“Global demand is growing this year at the same time as global supply is down,” Molchanov 

said. Molchanov said recent U.S. growth in oil production is being offset by steep declines in 

other non-OPEC countries such as China, Mexico and Colombia. 

Many oil companies, particularly the independent shale oil producers who tend to be more 

nimble than the supermajors such as Exxon and Chevron, have learned to earn profits with sub-

$50 oil. Still, the shares of those independent drillers tumbled Wednesday as crude prices sank. 

A rise to $70 would put profits in companies across the board. It would also boost income for 

the OPEC and non-OPEC oil exporting countries, many of whom are struggling to balance their 

budgets at lower oil prices. 
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APTA to Trump: Transit cuts deeply troubling (Railway Age) 

The American Public Transportation Association (APTA) on June 12 hosted a briefing featuring 

U.S. public transit executives who expressed their deep concerns regarding the Trump 

Administration’s FY18 budget proposal to phase out the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) 

Capital Improvement Grant (CIG) program. 

“Cuts to the CIG program would put public transit projects and the thousands of associated 

direct and indirect jobs at risk in more than 50 communities,” APTA said. “The Economic 

Implications of Proposed Public Transit Capital Funding Cuts (downloadable at the link below) 

stated that 800,000 jobs would be at risk, and there would be a possible loss of $90 billion in 

economic output nationally if this proposal was implemented.” 

“I must emphasize that APTA and its 1,500 members are very concerned about the Trump 

Administration’s FY18 budget proposal to phase out federal investment of public transit 

http://www.railwayage.com/index.php/sustainability/apta-to-trump-transit-cuts-deeply-troubling.html?channel=54


programs that are vital to our local communities and millions of Americans,” said Doran J. 

Barnes, APTA Chair and Executive Director, Foothill Transit. “The Administration’s proposed 

cuts to public transit impact more than 50 projects in 23 states worth $38 billion in planned 

projects.” 

Those cuts, said APTA Acting President and CEO Richard A. White, are “wholly inconsistent with 

the Administration’s [purported policy] to improve our nation’s infrastructure. [They are] 

contrary to the 35-year federal partnership that was created under the Reagan Administration, 

which has led to a rail renaissance that has transformed our nation’s communities.” 

Noting that Congress reaffirmed this federal responsibility when it authorized $2.3 billion 

annually, through 2020, for the CIG program in the Fixing America’s Surface Transportation 

(FAST) Act, White said, “The federal government is an essential and critical funding partner for 

public transportation capital projects that help to create prosperous communities. Currently, 

the federal government covers 43% of all capital spending for public transit.” 

APTA points to a complete FTA list of the more than 50 CIG public transit projects in 23 states 

that could be at risk if they don’t have Full Funding Grant Agreements (FFGAs), and also noted 

that “all projects without FFGA status are at risk.” APTA also released an infographic of U.S. rail 

manufacturing jobs, downloadable at the link below. 

In November 2016, when Trump was elected President, “communities nationwide approved 

nearly $200 billion in local and state ballot measures for public transportation,” White said. 

“Voters approved these local funds with the expectation that they would be matched with 

federal funds for implementing capital projects. Now it is time for the federal government to 

step up and match the local and state funds for transit projects that have been approved by the 

voters. It takes investment from all levels of government and the private sector to improve our 

public transit systems and enhance the communities they serve. 

“APTA calls on the Trump Administration and Congress to reject these cuts and reaffirm its 

support for these programs as part of the FY18 budget process. In addition, APTA calls on 

Congress to include increased investments in public transportation as part of any new 

infrastructure initiative.” 

Six public transportation executives also issued statements: 

• Peter Rogoff, CEO, Sound Transit, Seattle: “Continued strong federal partnership will be 

instrumental to completing voter-approved projects, giving our commuters the choice to 

escape ever-worsening congestion. The voters of Puget Sound have already voted to tax 

themselves for the local share to make these projects happen. They now have the right to 

expect a reasonable return on their federal taxes.” 

• Nuria Fernandez, General Manager/CEO, Valley Transportation Authority, San Jose: “The 

federal government has been an important partner for transportation infrastructure. The voters 

https://www.transit.dot.gov/funding/grant-programs/capital-investments/current-capital-investment-grant-cig-projects
https://www.transit.dot.gov/funding/grant-programs/capital-investments/current-capital-investment-grant-cig-projects


of Silicon Valley approved a new local tax on themselves with the expectation that the federal 

government will, once again, maintain the support it has always provided.” 

• John D. Porcari, Interim Executive Director, Gateway Program (New York-N.J. Northeast 

Corridor improvements): “The Gateway Program is the most urgent infrastructure project in 

America. Ten percent of the nation’s gross domestic product relies upon single points of failure 

in a 106-year old bridge and tunnel. There is no time to waste in advancing this crucial project.” 

• Mark Fuhrmann, Deputy General Manager, Metro Transit, Minneapolis: “Without the CIG 

program to match the nearly $1.6 billion in local funding already committed, the Green Line 

and Blue Line extension projects would not move forward. The CIG program must continue for 

a successful build-out of the Twin Cities METRO system to realize the regions’ transit vision, 

improve access to employment and activity centers, and provide jobs for the forecasted 14,000 

construction workers who bring home paychecks to Main Street USA to support their families 

and local businesses.” 

• Gary Thomas, President/Executive Director, Dallas Area Rapid Transit, Dallas: “Sustainable, 

predictable and substantial federal funding is essential if transit agencies like DART are going to 

be able to continue providing effective mobility choices for our customers. Our customers and 

stakeholders are ready for our projects to get going so they can begin taking full advantage in 

their investment in mobility.” 

• Sharon Greene, Senior Vice President and Global Head – Finance Practice, HDR: “The impact 

of the Administration budget cuts would lead to a loss of jobs in small communities across the 

country. Additionally, while public/private partnerships are an important financing tool, they 

cannot replace the federal funding that is needed for America’s public transit infrastructure 

projects.” 
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Opinion 

Trump’s infrastructure scam a tax giveaway to the rich (San Francisco Chronicle, 

Robert Reich) 

At a roundtable discussion with state transportation officials on June 9, President Trump said 

America’s aging roads, bridges, railways and water systems were being “scoffed at and 

laughed” at. He vowed that they “will once again be the envy of the world.” 

http://www.sfchronicle.com/opinion/reich/article/Trump-s-infrastructure-scam-a-tax-giveaway-to-11223352.php


This seems to be a core theme for Trump: America’s greatness depends on others envying us 

rather than scoffing and laughing at us. 

He said much the same thing when he announced his decision to withdraw from the Paris 

climate agreement: “At what point does America get demeaned? At what point do they start 

laughing at us, as a country? We don’t want other leaders and other countries laughing at us 

anymore. And they won’t be. They won’t be.” 

To be sure, America is in dire need of huge investments in infrastructure. The nation suffers 

from overflowing sewage drains, crumbling bridges, rusting railroad tracks, outworn roads and 

public transportation systems rivaling those of Third World nations. 

The American Society of Civil Engineers, giving America’s overall infrastructure a grade of D-

plus, says we would need to spend $3.6 trillion by 2020 to bring it up to par. 

The problem isn’t that we’re being laughed at. It’s that we’re spending hours in traffic jams, on 

disrupted flights and in slow-moving trains. And we’re sacrificing billions in lost productivity, 

avoidable public health problems and increased carbon emissions. 

But what Trump is proposing won’t help. It’s nothing but a huge and unnecessary tax giveaway 

to the rich. 

His “$1 trillion infrastructure plan,” unveiled in early June, doesn’t amount to $1 trillion of new 

federal investment in infrastructure. It would commit $200 billion of federal dollars over 10 

years, combined with about $800 billion of assorted tax breaks to get developers to build things 

instead of the federal government doing it. 

And it’s hardly a plan. It’s not much more than a page of talking points. 

Worse, its underlying principle is deeply flawed. It boils down to a giant public subsidy to 

developers and investors, who would receive generous tax credits in return for taking on the 

job. Which means the rest of us would have to pay higher taxes or get fewer services to make 

up for the taxes the developers and investors would no longer pay. 

For example, in one version I’ve seen, for every $1 developers put into a project, they’d actually 

pay only 18 cents (after tax credits), and taxpayers would contribute the other 82 cents through 

their tax dollars. 

No one should be surprised at this scheme. It’s what Trump knows best. After all, he was a 

developer who made billions, often off sweeteners like generous tax credits and other 

subsidies. 

The public would also pay a second time. The developers would own the roads and bridges and 

other pieces of infrastructure they finance. They’d then charge members of the public tolls and 

fees to use them. 



In place of public roads and bridges, we’d have private roads and bridges. Think of America 

turning into a giant, horizontal-like Trump Tower wherever you looked. 

These tolls and fees won’t come cheap. They’d have to be set high to satisfy the profit margins 

demanded by the developers and the investors who back them. 

Worst of all, we’d get the wrong kind of infrastructure. Projects that will be most attractive to 

developers and investors are those with tolls and fees that bring in the biggest bucks — giant 

mega-projects like major new throughways and new bridges. 

Developers and investors won’t be interested in the thousands of smaller bridges, airports, 

pipes and water treatment facilities across the country that are most in need of repair. 

They’re not likely to respond to the needs of rural communities and smaller cities and towns 

that are too small to generate the tolls and other user fees that equity developers and investors 

seek. 

They won’t be attracted to the most important first priority for our nation’s infrastructure: 

better maintenance of what we already have. With improved maintenance, it wouldn’t be 

necessary to completely rebuild. 

But investors and developers want to build anew. They can’t reap big rewards from 

maintenance. 

Nor will they want to put their efforts and money into projects that don’t have proven financial 

track records, like many clean-energy innovations — which, not incidentally, might have 

enabled us to meet our targets under the Paris climate accords, were we still part of the Paris 

accords. 

We shouldn’t have to pay twice over for the wrong infrastructure. 

To really make America great again, we need the correct infrastructure in the right places — 

infrastructure that’s for the public, not for big developers and investors. 

Sorry, Donald. The only way we get this is if big corporations and the wealthy pay their fair 

share of taxes to support it. 
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USDOT solicits input on transportation project regs (Progressive Railroading) 

The U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT) is seeking comments on policies, guidance documents 

and regulations that may create obstacles to transportation infrastructure projects. 

 

The USDOT is reviewing existing polices, guidance and regulations that may be unnecessary. As part of 

its review, it's asking affected stakeholders and the public to help identify non-statutory requirements 

http://www.progressiverailroading.com/federal_legislation_regulation/news/USDOT-solicits-input-on-transportation-project-regs--51915?email=stacey.hendlerross@vta.org&utm_medium=email&utm_source=prdailynews&utm_campaign=prdailynews6/16/2017


that should be removed or revised, according to a notice posted last week on the Federal Register.  

 

Comments should be received no later than July 24. Instructions for filing comments can be found via 

this link.  

Back to Top 

Saratoga budget addresses major increase in traffic safety requests (Mercury 

News) 

An increase in traffic safety requests over the past two years led the Saratoga City Council June 

7 to adopt a resolution to allocate $35,000 from last year’s budget to hire a city traffic 

consultant and add $20,000 for a traffic engineer to the the 2017-18 budget. 

Since July 2016, the city’s Traffic Safety Commission has received 34 requests to improve traffic 

in specific areas. This has required more comprehensive studies of traffic in neighborhoods, and 

many involve working to improve traffic circulation around schools, including Marshall Lane 

Elementary, Christa McAuliffe Elementary, Saratoga High School and West Valley College. 

City staff noted that, based on complaints, their focus is a complete review of speeding on 

Sobey Road; traffic circulation at Marshall Lane Elementary; and adding lighted crosswalks at 

Cox and the railroad tracks, in front of the tennis court at West Valley, and at Lexington and 

Herriman in front of Saratoga High. 

Many requests were related to speeding, including reviews of Quito Road and Monclaire Way, 

Harliegh Drive, Clemson Avenue between Quito and Villanova Road, Brookglen Drive, Douglas 

Lane and Homes Drive. Speed bumps were requested on Pierce Road, on Miller Avenue at the 

Church of the Ascension and at Mendelsohn Lane. 

City staff told the Saratoga News that in some cases, when the traffic safety engineer makes a 

recommendation, residents may take issue with the aesthetic value of that recommendation. 

For example, the traffic safety engineer may evaluate speeding on a given street and decide a 

speed bump could improve the issue, then notify the resident whose house the bump would be 

in front of. But not all residents want to cross a speed bump at their driveway. In those cases, 

the traffic safety engineer has to come up with a more agreeable solution, such as a sign 

clocking the speed of passing cars. 

The city of Saratoga contracts with Fehr and Peers Transportation Consultants to perform 

traffic engineering evaluations, data collection and traffic design recommendations. The traffic 

engineer works directly with the Public Works Department to support requests for traffic safety 

improvements generated by Saratoga community members through the city’s Traffic Safety 

Commission. 

City staff told Saratoga News that the increase in traffic safety requests may be attributed to an 

increase in awareness that the Traffic Safety Commission exists. 

https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2017/06/08/2017-11791/transportation-infrastructure-notice-of-review-of-policy-guidance-and-regulation
https://www.regulations.gov/
https://www.regulations.gov/
http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/06/16/budget-addresses-major-increase-in-traffic-safety-requests/


Residents can express their concerns at one of the six traffic safety meetings per year. There are 

three more meetings this year, on July 13, Sept. 14 and Nov. 9. For more information about 

traffic safety, visit saratoga.ca.us. 
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Planning for the future of Stanford’s physical campus (Stanford News) 

Last November, Stanford filed an application for an updated General Use Permit – a major 

undertaking involving the university, the County of Santa Clara and the surrounding 

communities. It will guide the future physical development of the Stanford campus. 

Catherine Palter is associate vice president for land use and environmental planning in the 

office of Land, Buildings and Real Estate. (Image credit: L.A. Cicero) 

Stanford development is currently under the aegis of two Santa Clara County documents: 

the Stanford Community Plan and the 2000 General Use Permit. The Community Plan provides 

a set of rules and policies to guide the university’s land use planning over time. The General Use 

Permit implements those policies, allots a specified amount of academic and housing 

development and sets specific conditions to minimize impacts of Stanford’s development. 

With the university nearing completion of the space authorized in the 2000 General Use Permit, 

Stanford has applied for an updated 2018 General Use Permitthat is expected to extend 

through 2035. The application sets a plan for the university’s academic and housing needs in 

the coming years, while ensuring the university continues to grow in a sustainable way that 

reduces impacts to the community. 

The university has pursued community outreach efforts since mid-2016 and is now anticipating 

Santa Clara County’s release of a Draft Environmental Impact Report this fall. That report will 

initiate the next stage of the approval process. Catherine Palter, associate vice president for 

land use and environmental planning in Land, Buildings and Real Estate, recently shared her 

thoughts on the process. 

What has happened since the General Use Permit application was filed last November? 

The planning process, while complex, has been steadily moving forward. Our goal since 

November has been to provide information and keep community members informed 

throughout the General Use Permit application and approvals process. After the 2018 General 

Use Permit application was submitted last November, we held a Community Forum in January 

2017 to provide information, answer questions and get feedback. 

We also have continued to meet with groups interested in the General Use Permit process, 

including the cities of Palo Alto, East Palo Alto and Menlo Park; San Mateo County; and various 

community-based organizations and local and internal university groups. We are making sure 

http://news.stanford.edu/2017/06/15/planning-future-stanfords-physical-campus/
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B0BM4gZWP7M6eVZYU0ZwNnFwcmM/view
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B0BM4gZWP7M6Ym1kc3A3YnBWeHM/view
https://gup.stanford.edu/
https://www.sccgov.org/sites/dpd/Programs/Stanford/Pages/GUP2018_CEQA.aspx
https://gup.stanford.edu/community/jan-2017-community-forum
https://gup.stanford.edu/community/jan-2017-community-forum


that internal and external communities understand the requests and commitments Stanford 

has included in the 2018 General Use Permit application. We want community members to be 

well informed when they review the county’s Draft Environmental Impact Report in the fall. 

 Does the Stanford Community Plan change under the 2018 General Use Permit? 

No, because it is widely agreed that the policy framework established by the Community Plan 

and the conditions regulating campus construction and operations required by the 2000 Permit 

have been successful. Together, the Community Plan and General Use Permit provide flexibility 

to accommodate unexpected, emerging opportunities and determine the types and locations of 

academic and housing facilities that Stanford develops over time. This framework has allowed 

the university to further its teaching and research mission while providing accountability to 

ensure that adverse effects on the surrounding community are minimized. 

 What are the key elements of the 2018 General Use Permit application? 

The updated General Use Permit is a roadmap for planning our academic and housing needs 

through 2035. It proposes no changes to the Stanford Community Plan’s governing policies and 

principles, including the Academic Growth Boundary. Flexibility is retained to build up to 2.275 

million net new square feet of academic and academic support space as needed and up to 

3,150 net new on-campus housing units/beds for students, faculty and staff – keeping pace 

with new academic facilities development. 

What is Stanford doing about housing? 

Housing is a critical need on campus and in the wider region, and it is an issue that crosses all 

economic levels. Stanford has focused on supporting a residential academic environment for its 

students and faculty since its founding days to enhance learning and research as well as foster 

collaboration and community. Providing more housing will continue to be both a near-term and 

long-term priority in Stanford’s planning process. 

There are several housing projects on Stanford lands outside campus that are either completed 

or currently underway. Mayfield Place is a 70-unit below-market-rate apartment community in 

Palo Alto recently opened to eligible community members. University Terrace is a 180-unit 

community for faculty that will be ready in the coming months. An application is currently in 

process for Middle Plaza, a project that would add 215 multi-family rental housing units in 

Menlo Park. On non-university land, we recently purchased the 167-unit Colonnade 

Apartments in Los Altos. 

On campus, Highland Hall opened in fall 2016, offering 101 apartments (202 beds) for Stanford 

Graduate School of Business students. Construction is also underway for the Escondido Village 

Graduate Residences project, which will provide a net increase of 1,284 apartments (2,020 

graduate student beds) as early as fall 2020. Once this project is complete, roughly 75 percent 

of graduate students will be housed on campus. In total, Stanford has added, or is in the 

http://www.liveatmayfieldplace.com/
http://homesoncalave.stanford.edu/index.html
http://news.stanford.edu/2017/03/15/stanford-middle-plaza-project-revitalize-vacant-car-lots-menlo-park/
http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/05/15/stanford-pays-130-million-for-los-altos-apartments/
http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/05/15/stanford-pays-130-million-for-los-altos-apartments/
https://www.gsb.stanford.edu/newsroom/school-news/new-highland-hall-offers-integrated-living-learning-environment-all-first-year
http://newgradhousing.stanford.edu/
http://newgradhousing.stanford.edu/


process of adding, more than 2,000 housing units or graduate student apartments, as well as 

about 350 undergraduate beds, since 2015. 

In addition to the housing recently completed or under construction, the proposed 2018 

General Use Permit would authorize Stanford to construct up to 3,150 additional net new 

housing units/beds, of which up to 550 units could be occupied by faculty. 

In terms of affordability, 816 of the housing units built to date on Santa Clara County lands are 

recognized as being affordable in the Santa Clara County Housing Elements. The university also 

contributed $25.7 million to the county’s affordable housing fund from 2000 to 2015 to support 

construction of affordable units by other developers in nearby communities. The 2018 General 

Use Permit application offers to contribute approximately $56 million to this same fund under 

the 2018 General Use Permit. 

 What is Stanford doing to manage traffic? 

Managing traffic will continue to be a Stanford priority under the 2018 General Use Permit. The 

Stanford Community Plan establishes a goal to achieve No Net New Commute Trips. This means 

no additional automobile trips during the peak commute time in the campus commute 

direction in the morning and evening. Since 2000, the university has reduced the percentage of 

single occupancy vehicle commuters to and from campus from 72 percent to 50 percent today. 

This reduction has been achieved through a robust Transportation Demand Management 

(TDM) program that offers students, faculty and staff alternatives to personal auto use. Central 

to the program is the free Marguerite Shuttle that runs throughout campus and connects riders 

to other public transit services and local destinations. To further support transit use, the 

Marguerite shuttle is open to the public as well. 

As part of our broader strategy to further increase participation in the TDM program, Stanford 

supports local public transit by purchasing transit passes and providing them at no cost to 

eligible university employees for use on regional transit systems. These include Caltrain and 

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) buses and light rail. The Stanford East Bay 

Express Line U bus is free to those with a Stanford ID and connects the campus to the East Bay. 

The program also provides Zipcars, free rides home for those who use transit to come to 

campus and a Commute Club that offers incentives for participating in carpools and free 

vanpools. 

  

Why does Stanford need to grow? 

We live and work in an environment where knowledge is continually advancing. New 

technologies enable new fields of study to emerge and existing ones to grow. How we teach 

and conduct research is also rapidly evolving. Our academic and research facilities need to be 

updated or replaced to meet these challenges in real time. 



How does the General Use Permit process relate to the long-range planning process the 

university is now conducting? 

The long-range planning process is about articulating a vision for the university’s future. The 

General Use Permit process is about ensuring we have the ability and flexibility to provide the 

physical space on the academic campus lands necessary to execute that vision. 

The General Use Permit application does not specify individual projects or buildings; it is 

understood that these specifics will emerge through the planning process and through the 

normal course of the university’s work in the coming years. Many of the projects Stanford has 

undertaken under the 2000 General Use Permit – from the Stanford Energy System Innovations 

to the Anderson Collection – weren’t even contemplated at the time of the 2000 General Use 

Permit application. 

 What happens next? 

Santa Clara County is currently reviewing Stanford’s 2018 General Use Permit application and 

expects to release its Draft Environmental Impact Report this fall. Community members 

interested in learning more can sign up to be added to the county’s informational mailing list. 

Stanford will continue updating its 2018 General Use Permit website with information about 

the process and future opportunities to learn more as well as share comments. Receiving timely 

input is integral to the permit approval process, and we encourage community members to 

reach out and ask questions. Comments and feedback also can be emailed 

to Stanford2018GUP@stanford.edu. Community members can also sign up to receive 

Stanford’s General Use Permit newsletter. 

Back to Top 

 

 

 

https://www.sccgov.org/sites/dpd/Programs/Stanford/Pages/CurrentProjects.aspx
https://gup.stanford.edu/
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From: Board Secretary  
Sent: Friday, June 16, 2017 5:22 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: VTA Correspondence: Support Letter for AB 1113 (Bloom); Comments on VTA's Fare Policy, 
Clipper and Next Network 
 

VTA Board of Directors: 

 

We are forwarding you the following:  

 

From Topic 

VTA Letter of support for AB 1113 (Bloom) 

Member of the 

Public 

Comments regarding VTA’s Fare Policy, Clipper card use and Next 

Network 

 
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 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 
Conserve paper. Think before you print.  
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June 14, 2017 

 

The Honorable Ricardo Lara, Chairperson 

Senate Appropriations Committee 

State Capitol, Room 2206 

Sacramento, CA  95814 

 

Dear Chairperson Lara: 

 

The Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) respectfully requests your support for AB 1113 

(Bloom) when this bill comes before the Senate Appropriations Committee for a vote.  AB 1113 makes a 

number of changes to the statutes governing the State Transit Assistance Program (STA) to clarify several 

ambiguities related to how these funds are to be distributed by the Controller’s Office. 

 

As you know, STA was created through the enactment of the Transportation Development Act in the early 

1970s.  Funding for the program is derived solely from the sales tax on diesel fuel.  The Controller’s Office 

is responsible for distributing STA dollars to regional transportation planning agencies (RTPAs) and 

metropolitan planning organizations (MPOs) in California in the following manner: 

 

 50 percent of all STA funding flows from the Controller’s Office to regions based on the ratio of the 

population of each region to the population of the state.  Each RTPA and MPO has the discretion to 

determine how to suballocate these population-based dollars to eligible STA recipients within its 

jurisdiction. 

 

 50 percent of all STA funding flows from the Controller’s Office to regions based on a calculation 

that takes into consideration the locally generated operating revenues of the public transit operators 

in the region in comparison to the rest of the state.  Each RTPA and MPO is required to suballocate 

these revenue-based dollars to public transit operators within its jurisdiction based on the specific 

operator shares calculated and published by the Controller’s Office. 

 

In FY 2016, the Controller’s Office, based on advice from its legal counsel, implemented changes to the 

methodology used to calculate a public transit operator’s share of STA revenue-based funds.  These 

changes impacted all public transit operators in California to varying degrees.  In response, the Legislature 

included in SB 838, the FY 2017 transportation budget trailer bill, provisions that temporarily deferred the 

implementation of these changes by requiring the Controller’s Office to use the same list of eligible 

recipients and the same proportional operator shares from the fourth quarter of FY 2015 to distribute any 

unallocated FY 2016, and all FY 2017 and FY 2018 STA revenue-based funds. 

 

Subsequent to the enactment of SB 838, the California Transit Association worked with its member 

agencies and the Controller’s Office to develop a consensus on a follow-up policy bill to address the 

ambiguities in the current STA statutory and regulatory framework that may have led to confusion.  This 

consensus has been incorporated into AB 1113. 

 

The Honorable Ricardo Lara, Chairperson 

Support for AB 1113 (Bloom) 



June 14, 2017 

Page Two 

 

 

 

While primarily technical in nature, AB 1113 does provides clarity to such important issues as:  (1) who is 

eligible to receive STA revenue-based funds;  (2) what revenue sources may be used to determine a public 

transit operator’s revenue-based share;  (3) how an individual operator’s revenue-based share should be 

calculated; and  (4) how RTPAs and MPOs, which serve as the direct recipients of STA population- and 

revenue-based funds, should suballocate these dollars to public transit operators within their respective 

jurisdictions. 

 

We respectfully seek your support for AB 1113.  Thank you for your consideration of our request. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Jeannie Bruins, Chairperson 

Board of Directors 

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 



From: Oblena, Michelle  
Sent: Thursday, June 08, 2017 4:34 PM 
To: Customer.Service; Board Secretary 
Cc: Perez, Lucas; Griffin, Patrick 
Subject: Message from Member of the Public 
 
*** Please note below message received from a Member of the Public. 
 
On 6/8/17 at approximately 1:07 p.m., the Board Office received a phone call from Jonathan Erman, 
Interested Citizen, who expressed concern about the following: 1) recent Board action to adopt the fare 
policy, noting the increase in fares; 2) Board and VTA priorities not in line with needs of the public; 3) 
lack of Board consideration of public input in the outreach process, referring to his participation in a 
public meeting on the (then proposed) budget and fare policy changes; 4) policies pertaining to Clipper 
card use, noting it is inconvenient and discriminates against riders who pay cash for fares; and 5) 
reduction in service in certain parts of the County as a result of the Next Network effort (Final Transit 
Service Plan). 
 
Mr. Erman requested his concerns be relayed to the Board and requested a call-back from either the 
Board or staff at 650-494-7881 to address his concerns. 
 
Michelle Oblena 
Board Assistant 
 
Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 
3331 North First Street, Building B 
San Jose, CA 95134-1927 
Phone 408-321-5814 
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