
From: VTA Board Secretary  
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2018 1:34 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Cc: Childress, Brandi 
Subject: From VTA: Employee Recreational Vehicle Parking Permits 
Importance: High 
 

VTA Board of Directors:  

 

Please see message from Brandi Childress, VTA Media and Public Affairs Manager, regarding 

VTA’s Employee Recreational Vehicle Parking Permits (pdf version also attached).  For 

questions or media inquiries, please contact Ms. Childress at  (408) 464-7810.  Thank you.  

 

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

 

 

MEMORANDUM 
 

TO:                 VTA Board of Directors          

                                     

FROM:           Brandi Childress, Media and Public Affairs Manager            

 

DATE:           June 25, 2018 

 

SUBJECT:    VTA Employee Recreational Vehicle Parking Permits 

 

 

Today, the San Francisco Chronicle is reporting on VTA employees who park their recreational 

vehicles overnight as a way of dealing with the housing crisis here in Silicon Valley. This story 

was covered three years ago when a similar situation was occurring at the San José Police 

Department. This time, the topic was broached by the Amalgamated Transit Union (ATU) and is 

being described as a “perk” that VTA offers its employees. The Chronicle is also associating 

discontinuation of this accommodation with planned future development of VTA 

properties.  This is untrue. There is no relationship between allowing some employees to stay 

overnight and our transit-oriented joint development program.   

 

Because of the high cost of living in the Bay Area, VTA provides a compensation package for 

bus drivers and mechanics that is substantially above that of peer agencies for similar job 

classifications. In addition to a higher salary, these employees are eligible for overtime pay. The 

medical and retirement benefits also compare more than favorably with private employers. 

 

As a responsible steward of the public’s money, we’ve attempted to balance the need to attract 

skilled and qualified employees for this critical job responsibility with our obligation to provide 

safe and cost effective service to the public. While we’ve made this accommodation for some 

employees who have moved out of the area, VTA cannot assume the responsibility for the 

increased costs of housing or living in this area. 



 

VTA has stated for the record that this is an accommodation not a program or benefit. Allowing 

overnight accommodations on VTA property is an attempt to help alleviate challenges being 

experienced by a number of employees who choose to live out of the area. Although this is a by-

product of the local affordable housing situation, it is not a sustainable solution that VTA will 

serve long-term, and parking permits will be phased out thru attrition.  

 

The following are facts shared with the San Francisco Chronicle reporter: 

 There are 28 active permits which allows one VTA employee per permit to be on the 

premise on the days they are working. Participation is limited to VTA employees only.  

 To be eligible, the employee must reside more than 50 miles from the area, be a state of 

California resident, be an hourly shift worker, have valid driver’s license, registration and 

insurance, complete a parking permit and follow all parking rules.  

 There are rules in place including no pets or dumping of sewage, for example. Parking 

permits may be revoked if rules are violated.  

 VTA is renewing existing permits, but not issuing new permits.  

 This accommodation was originally made to help alleviate “shift fatigue” for employees 

out of the area, not serve as replacement housing for employees or their families.   

 We consolidated the parking permit area from multiple bus divisions to one – the Cerone 

Division – due to capacity issues and to allow for easier regulation.    

 The regulation required for this type of accommodation puts a strain on critical VTA 

resources (security, facilities, managing and maintaining the permits) and is therefore not 

sustainable for us to continue. 

ATU would like to see VTA consider future development at Cerone to include housing for 

employees. It is important to note that VTA’s Affordable Housing Policy calls for the inclusion 

of lower income units in our housing development projects. Adding more affordable housing 

options near transit can only improve this situation for employees who choose to live outside of 

the area and commute long distances into work.  

I shared with the reporter that we welcome ATU’s ideas on this matter and that they have a direct 

line to our General Manager in which those discussions are best had outside of the media. 

If you receive any requests from the media, feel free to direct them my way: (408) 464-7810. 

 
 
Board Secretary’s Office 
Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 
3331 North First Street, Building B 
San Jose, CA 95134-1927 
Phone 408-321-5680 
board.secretary@vta.org 
 

http://www.vta.org/servlet/servlet.FileDownload?file=00P1200000oqG59EAE
mailto:board.secretary@vta.org


From: VTA Board Secretary  
Sent: Tuesday, June 26, 2018 12:13 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: From VTA: June 26, 2018, Media Clips 
 

 

VTA Daily News Coverage for Tuesday, June 26, 2018 

1. RV Parking (various broadcast outlets) 

2. Slow trains in downtown San Jose may speed up 

3. California’s gas tax repeal is now officially headed to a ballot near you 

 

RV Parking (various broadcast outlets) 

KTVU Ch. 2  (6 pm News) 

KTVU Ch. 2 (10 pm News) 

ABC 7  (11 pm News) 

ABC 7 (4:30 am News)  

KPIX Ch. 5 (6 pm News) 

NBC Bay Area (11 pm News) 

 

Back to Top 

Slow trains in downtown San Jose may speed up 

An old woman with head down slowly pushed her walker across the light rail tracks mid-block 

in downtown San Jose. A bicyclist ambled down the middle of the trolley line. A driver pulled 

out of a parking garage across the tracks with only a slight tapping of brakes. 

These are everyday occurrences through the downtown area, forcing trolleys to slow to 7.5 

mph — among the lowest speeds in a downtown area anywhere in the country. Now the Valley 

http://mms.tveyes.com/MediaCenterPlayer.aspx?u=aHR0cDovL21lZGlhY2VudGVyLnR2ZXllcy5jb20vZG93bmxvYWRnYXRld2F5LmFzcHg%2FVXNlcklEPTYxMDYzMyZNRElEPTEwMDMxNDQyJk1EU2VlZD02NDQ1JlR5cGU9TWVkaWE%3D
http://mms.tveyes.com/MediaCenterPlayer.aspx?u=aHR0cDovL21lZGlhY2VudGVyLnR2ZXllcy5jb20vZG93bmxvYWRnYXRld2F5LmFzcHg%2FVXNlcklEPTQ2OTk3OCZNRElEPTEwMDM3NjEzJk1EU2VlZD0yMTE2JlR5cGU9TWVkaWE%3D
http://mms.tveyes.com/MediaCenterPlayer.aspx?u=aHR0cDovL21lZGlhY2VudGVyLnR2ZXllcy5jb20vZG93bmxvYWRnYXRld2F5LmFzcHg%2FVXNlcklEPTQ2OTk3OCZNRElEPTEwMDM3NjUxJk1EU2VlZD01NzA3JlR5cGU9TWVkaWE%3D
http://mms.tveyes.com/MediaCenterPlayer.aspx?u=aHR0cDovL21lZGlhY2VudGVyLnR2ZXllcy5jb20vZG93bmxvYWRnYXRld2F5LmFzcHg%2FVXNlcklEPTQ2OTk3OCZNRElEPTEwMDM3NjQ3Jk1EU2VlZD00Nzk1JlR5cGU9TWVkaWE%3D
http://mms.tveyes.com/MediaCenterPlayer.aspx?u=aHR0cDovL21lZGlhY2VudGVyLnR2ZXllcy5jb20vZG93bmxvYWRnYXRld2F5LmFzcHg%2FVXNlcklEPTQ2OTk3OCZNRElEPTEwMDM3NTQ1Jk1EU2VlZD01MDA1JlR5cGU9TWVkaWE%3D
https://www.nbcbayarea.com/news/local/Employee-RVs-Camping-in-VTA-Lot-in-San-Jose-to-Be-Phased-Out-486529621.html
https://www.mercurynews.com/2018/06/26/slow-trains-in-downtown-san-jose-may-speed-up/


Transportation Authority is launching a $900,000, six-month pilot project to speed up the trains 

and erect barriers to funnel pedestrians, bicyclists and drivers to certain areas for crossing. 

“We won’t convince commuters to leave their cars for transit if I’m still able to outrace light rail 

downtown on my niece’s tricycle,” said San Jose mayor and VTA chairman Sam Liccardo. 

The pilot project will be along Second Street between San Fernando and San Carlos where 

sharp turns, stations close to each other and numerous traffic signals all contribute to 

slowdowns. The maximum operating speed for light rail downtown is 10 mph. 

The VTA will test railings and street lights to delineate the sidewalk from the track. The railings 

will have breaks for driveways and the Paseo de San Antonio crossing. The agency will also 

include crosswalk improvements and better warning signals for vehicles entering and exiting 

the Pavilion Garage. 

In the last eight years there have been 125 incidents where street crossings abound between 

the Children’s Discovery Museum and Tasman involving VTA light rail and a person, bicycle, 

automobile or other object. This number may include a range of incidents, such as cars making 

illegal left turns in front of a train, or trains coming into contact with stationary objects. 

Pedestrians and light rail vehicles downtown share the wide transit mall that contains the 

tracks, a median walkway on the platform-side, trees, lighting and a sidewalk between the rails 

and businesses.  People can dart from the sidewalks across the rail lines almost anywhere. 

“I see people run across tracks at the Gish station all the time,” said James Wightman  of San 

Jose, who spoke at a recent VTA board meeting. 

The VTA previously proposed double tracking on First Street and constructing a subway below 

downtown. But that could cost hundreds of millions of dollars and take years to complete, so 

the agency is considering near-term, lower cost and lower impact improvements. 

In August it will begin a North First Street speed and safety analysis between the Interstate 880 

ramps and Tasman Drive, looking at the installation of adaptive pedestrian signal 

technology and other train related signal improvements. 

“When we survey both riders and non-riders, one of the primary comments is public transit 

speed,” said VTA spokesperson Holly Perez. “Faster service through areas like downtown can 

not only make public transit a more attractive alternative to those who are otherwise sitting in 

traffic, but can help preserve our current riders, allow us to operate more efficiently and 

provide an attractive mobility option for anyone getting around Santa Clara County.” 

In 2010, VTA took a first crack at faster service, running trains that skipped six stops from Santa 

Teresa to the Discovery Museum in the median of Highway 87. But average weekday ridership 

dipped to 29,262 in 2017, down from 34,935 in two years and slow speeds are a common gripe. 



If the pilot project is successful, changes could be made on both First and Second streets 

between Devine and San Carlos streets. 

Back to Top 

 

California’s gas tax repeal is now officially headed to a ballot near you 

Setting the stage for a major statewide battle over how to pay for an estimated $67 billion 

backlog in highway, bridge and road repairs, a ballot measure to repeal California’s recently 

enacted gas taxes and registration fees officially qualified Monday for the November ballot. 

Already, Gov. Jerry Brown and a powerful coalition of chambers of commerce, law 

enforcement, unions, firefighters, local transportation agencies and cities and counties have 

vowed to fight it. 

“I will do everything in my power to defeat any repeal effort,” Brown said in a statement shortly 

after the Secretary of State’s Office announced the effort had qualified for the ballot. “You can 

count on that.” 

John Cox, the Republican candidate for governor, didn’t waste any time, either, to voice his 

support for the repeal. 

“This is a message to the millions of forgotten Californians ignored by the Sacramento political 

elite, help is on the way,” Cox said. “Let this also be a message to every special interest in 

Sacramento, we’re coming for you.” 

The taxes and fees have strong support in the Bay Area, according to a recent USC and Los 

Angeles Times poll, where a booming economy has driven up the price of housing, forcing 

workers to commute longer distances through maddening traffic and where 72 percent of likely 

voters said they would keep the tax. 

But that enthusiasm would not be enough to retain the tax, the poll found, because support is 

weak nearly everywhere else. Only 38 percent of Los Angeles-area voters, 29 percent of voters 

elsewhere in Southern California, and 30 percent of Central Valley voters support it. 

Without the new taxes and fees, California residents will be stuck right back where they started, 

with not enough money to fund needed highway maintenance, road repairs or public transit 

upgrades, said repeal opponent Carl Guardino, the CEO of the business-focused Silicon Valley 

Leadership Group and a member of the California Transportation Commission. 

“Those stating we can fund those improvements without the funds generated from California’s 

first gas tax increase in 25 years are either mistaken or are flat-out misleading California 

voters,” he said via email. “If this misleading repeal is successful in November, more than half of 

those improvements grind to a halt, along with our region’s economy and quality of life.” 

https://www.mercurynews.com/2018/06/25/gas-tax-repeal-qualifies-for-november-ballot/
https://www.mercurynews.com/2018/02/05/supporters-of-californias-gas-tax-increase-are-ready-to-fight-a-ballot-measure-to-repeal-it/
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1p1sIIQSUED6MwcGxVYcImDAsn7e-nY-E/view
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1p1sIIQSUED6MwcGxVYcImDAsn7e-nY-E/view


Already, more than 5,000 state and local transportation projects are underway using money 

generated from the new taxes and fees, according to the California Transportation Commission. 

State transportation officials estimate roughly half of those projects would be delayed or 

indefinitely deferred if the repeal succeeds, including $3.1 billion for transit and highway 

projects in the Bay Area alone. 

Approved by the legislature and signed into law last year, Senate Bill 1, which went into effectin 

November, raised the tax on gasoline by 12 cents per gallon and increased the tax on diesel by 

20 cents per gallon. It also raised registration fees this year by $25 to $175, depending on the 

value of the vehicle, and imposed a $100 registration fee for zero-emission vehicles, which will 

go into effect in 2020. 

The taxes and fees are expected to generate roughly $54 billion over the next 10 years to chip 

away at the state’s deferred maintenance backlog and help pay for upgrades to public transit. 

The increases nearly double the amount cities and counties receive annually to repair local 

streets and roads. 

Opponents of the tax say the state has poorly managed the transportation money it already 

has. Too often over the past 20 years, they say, politicians raided transportation funding to 

balance the state’s budget, limiting the state’s ability to pay for highway and road maintenance, 

which only made the eventual repairs more expensive. 

It’s hard to get a good accounting of how much money was diverted and how much has been 

repaid, said David Wolfe, the legislative director at the Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association, 

which opposes the taxes and fees. A 2016 UCLA report cited at least three times in the mid-

1990s and 2000s when the state used money to balance the budget that was supposed to 

repair highways and roads or upgrade public transit. 

Changes to the state constitution now prohibit such transfers in most cases. 

Wolfe highlighted another redirection of transportation funding: Voters approved several 

general obligation bonds over the years to pay for large transportation projects with the 

expectation that the principal would be paid from the general fund. But a complicated funding 

measure called the “Gas Tax Swap” enabled legislators to use truck weight fees, which 

previously paid for highway and road maintenance, to pay off transportation-related debt, 

instead. That amounts to about $7 billion since the swap went into effect. 

“The roads will not get fixed because the politicians will continue to divert the funds as they 

always have in the past,” Carl DeMaio, who is leading the repeal effort, said in a statement 

Monday. The Legislative Analyst’s Office estimates that, with the new taxes, the average driver 

will pay $750 per year in taxes and fees. 

But proponents note that the last time the gas tax was raised was in 1994, when it increased 

from 9 cents to 18 cents, and argue that it’s due for an increase. It’s not hard to see how the 

backlog of deferred maintenance grew, said Martin Wachs, an urban planning professor 

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201720180SB1
https://www.mercurynews.com/2017/10/31/pump-bump-california-drivers-to-pay-12-cents-more-per-gallon-starting-wednesday/
https://www.mercurynews.com/2017/11/01/why-are-gas-prices-so-high-in-california/
https://caltransit.org/about/50-years/explore-transit-history/gas-tax-swap/
http://www.lao.ca.gov/reports/2018/3860/californias-transportation-060418.pdf


emeritus at UCLA, when you consider seismic retrofit projects that lengthened the list of 

needed repairs statewide, and several recessions that reduced the money the state anticipated 

collecting. 

Even if money dedicated to transportation was diverted to the general fund, for the most part, 

it’s been repaid, he said. 

“It’s also true that the occasions when that has been done have been really rare and have 

occurred in times of fiscal emergency,” Wachs said. “The main problem is the lack of buying 

power of the gas tax, unless it is raised, to keep up with inflation.” 

 Back to Top 

 

 

 
Conserve paper. Think before you print.  
 



From: VTA Board Secretary  
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2018 3:51 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: From VTA: June 27, 2018, Media Clips 
 

 

 

VTA Daily Media Coverage for Wednesday, June 27, 2018 

1. Tasman Corridor Study NBC Bay Area 
2. Light Rail Speed Pilot Project (ABC 7 News) 
3. Light Rail Speed Pilot Project (KCBS RADIO) 
4. Mountain View sends 'Google tax' to voters in November (Silicon Valley Business Journal) 
5. In fighting California gas tax, national Republicans see rallying point (San Francisco Chronicle) 

Tasman Corridor Study NBC Bay Area 

(Link to video) 

 

Light Rail Speed Pilot Project (ABC 7 News) 

(Link to video) 

Light Rail Speed Pilot Project (KCBS RADIO) 

(Link to audio) 

Back to Top 

Mountain View sends 'Google tax' to voters in November (Silicon Valley 

Business Journal) 

Mountain View's City Council on Tuesday night voted to send a new "head tax" to the 

November ballot that would levy more than $3 million per year on Google, by far its largest 

employer. 

http://mms.tveyes.com/MediaCenterPlayer.aspx?u=aHR0cDovL21lZGlhY2VudGVyLnR2ZXllcy5jb20vZG93bmxvYWRnYXRld2F5LmFzcHg%2FVXNlcklEPTQ2OTk3OCZNRElEPTEwMDQ1ODk2Jk1EU2VlZD0zMTUzJlR5cGU9TWVkaWE%3D
http://mms.tveyes.com/MediaCenterPlayer.aspx?u=aHR0cDovL21lZGlhY2VudGVyLnR2ZXllcy5jb20vZG93bmxvYWRnYXRld2F5LmFzcHg%2FVXNlcklEPTQ2OTk3OCZNRElEPTEwMDM4ODAxJk1EU2VlZD0xMzkxJlR5cGU9TWVkaWE%3D
http://mms.tveyes.com/MediaCenterPlayer.aspx?u=aHR0cDovL21lZGlhY2VudGVyLnR2ZXllcy5jb20vZG93bmxvYWRnYXRld2F5LmFzcHg%2FVXNlcklEPTQ2OTk3OCZNRElEPTEwMDQ1MzY4Jk1EU2VlZD0zOTA5JlR5cGU9TWVkaWE%3D
https://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2018/06/27/mountain-view-google-head-tax-vote-ballot-measure.html?ana=e_mc_prem&s=newsletter&ed=2018-06-27&u=oboFmgl6no%2FBUgbE98AM%2Bw0d876644&t=1530134390&j=82388581
http://companies.bizjournals.com/profile/google/100651/


The proposal calls for a radical revamp of Mountain View's business tax structure and would be 

the first change to that model in more than six decades. Currently, all businesses in the city owe 

a $30 annual flat fee, regardless of size. 

Under the new structure — which aims to raise millions annually for transportation, affordable 

housing and general government expenses — Google's tax bill would rise to an estimated $3.3 

million per year, with the company's fee rising to $584,000 per year, and the rest coming from a 

$150-per-employee "head tax" levied for each worker beyond the first 5,000. 

The search giant employs more than 23,000 people in the city, making it by far Mountain View's 

largest employer. 

Altogether, the tax would raise about $6.2 million — two-thirds of it from the seven largest of 

Mountain View's 3,661 businesses. 

That amount is far less than the $10 million goal that the City Council had set when it originally 

began to study the tax as a means of addressing traffic and housing problems exacerbated by 

Silicon Valley's fast-growing tech sector. But it still would produce sufficient revenue to support 

$50 million in bonding plus buying a business shuttle transportation system that Google has 

operated for several years, Councilmember Chris Clark said. 

BUSINESS PULSE POLL 

Should Bay Area communities seek more taxes from Big Tech employers? 

Top of Form 

Yes — Tech companies need to pay their fair share, and it will only help them in the long run. 

No — Taxing big employers hurts job creation and the Bay Area's long-term competitiveness 

Vote 

Bottom of Form 

This poll is not a scientific sampling. It offers a quick view of what readers are thinking. 

Transportation and housing 

In a separate vote, the council approved a resolution stating its intent to spend 80 percent of 

the tax revenues on transportation projects, 10 percent on affordable housing and 10 percent 

on general government expenses. 

By not committing itself to specific purposes for the business tax in the ballot proposal, the 

council lowered the threshold for approval from two-thirds to 50 percent plus one vote in the 

referendum. 

https://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/search/results?q=Chris%20Clark


It therefore runs the risk that some voters may reject the tax on the grounds that the city 

council could spend the money any way it wants instead of on transportation solutions, which 

polling shows the public favors. 

But the same polling shows that fewer than two-thirds of likely voters would support the new 

business tax, although a solid 60 percent like it. 

Chamber of Commerce's plan 

In putting the proposal on the ballot, the City Council declined to follow a curiously crafted rate 

schedule submitted just hours before by the Mountain View Chamber of Commerce that would 

have shifted more than $1 million in tax burden from Google onto businesses with fewer than 

500 employees. 

The $1 million represents about a third of the $3.3 million that Google would pay under the 

plan voters will consider. 

“I’m a chamber member,” said Councilmember Ken Rosenberg, a financial planner in his private 

life. “I’ve been a chamber member for years. I would be outraged at this model. I have a 

concern that the chamber is telescoping that they are going to support a model that the 

membership of the chamber won’t support. 

“If Council today says we’re going to put something on the ballot that isn’t the chamber model 

but is probably more favorable to smaller businesses, which is where the majority of its 

membership is, can the chamber support it?” 

Incoming chamber CEO Bruce Humphrey said the plan met its board’s parameters to set a per 

employee “head tax” at no more than $50 for the smallest businesses and no more than double 

that for the largest. The plan going to voters maxes out at $150 per employee. 

“You’re always invited to our board meeting,” he responded to Rosenberg, “so if the council so 

chooses tonight to implement a plan that doesn’t meet (the chamber’s parameters), then we 

would have to oppose that today, but the opportunity to come and speak to the board is always 

there.” 

Cupertino’s City Council hopes to decide on the details of a similar tax — which would derive 

most of its receipts from its largest employer, Apple Inc., plus a handful of other tech 

companies — by early next week. The Silicon Valley proposals come on the heels of a similar 

effort in Seattle, where the City Council approved — then swiftly rescinded — a "head tax" that 

targeted its largest tech employer, Amazon.com. 

Back to Top 

 

https://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/search/results?q=Ken%20Rosenberg
https://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/search/results?q=Bruce%20Humphrey
https://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2018/06/20/cupertino-apple-head-business-tax.html
http://companies.bizjournals.com/profile/apple/111436/
https://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2018/06/13/amazon-halted-expansion-over-a-tax-now-seattle-is.html


In fighting California gas tax, national Republicans see rallying point (San 

Francisco Chronicle) 

Out-of-state money is pouring into a campaign to overturn California’s newly enacted gas taxes 

and vehicle registration fees as Republican donors see a rallying point to drive conservative 

voters to the polls in November. 

The ballot initiative, which takes aim at a $5 billion-a-year funding stream that would fix 

potholed highways, aging bridges and AC Transit buses, among other things, qualified 

Monday for the Nov. 6 ballot. 

Donors have given more than $2.3 million to Give Voters a Voice, the political group that 

gathered the signatures. That includes about $400,000 from federal political action committees 

and individuals outside California. 

Among them are prominent Republicans, including House Speaker Paul Ryan, who chipped in 

$50,000 from his congressional campaign committee. House Majority Whip Steve Scalise of 

Louisiana donated $25,000. A real estate developer in Michigan sent $100,000. 

The far-flung donations show how the ballot measure fits into a broader GOP strategy. Inspired 

by this month’s successful recall in Orange County of state Sen. Josh Newman, a gas tax 

proponent, Republican activists are seizing on what they see as an opportunity to energize 

voters who might also support California gubernatorial candidate John Cox and Republicans in 

key House races. 

“This is their turnout idea,” said Republican political consultant Rob Stutzman, who is skeptical 

that the strategy will work. 

He said there is no evidence that ballot measures drive voters to the polls. And he predicted 

gas-tax supporters would counter with their own message about decaying infrastructure and 

their own fundraising. 

Give Voters a Voice and other groups have raised about $5 million. But they are being outspent 

by construction companies, labor unions and others who want to keep the tax intact. 

Even so, recent polls show popular support for the repeal effort, and Cox has made it a central 

theme of his campaign. He and Rep. Kevin McCarthy of Bakersfield, who is up for re-election, 

are among the donors. 

Carl DeMaio, a conservative talk radio host and chairman of Reform California, which launched 

the campaign to recall Newman, said the ballot initiative had drummed up enthusiasm among 

Democrats and Republicans alike. 

“I want to get as many voters as possible out to the polls in November,” DeMaio said. 

https://www.sfchronicle.com/politics/article/In-fighting-California-gas-tax-national-13028679.php
https://www.sfchronicle.com/politics/article/Initiative-to-repeal-Calif-gas-tax-qualifies-to-13025307.php
https://www.sfchronicle.com/politics/article/Initiative-to-repeal-Calif-gas-tax-qualifies-to-13025307.php
https://www.planetizen.com/news/2018/05/98855-california-poll-voters-likely-repeal-12-cents-gas-tax-increase-november


Supporters of the new taxes and fees have a more cynical view. To them, the attempted repeal 

is a carrot to lure voters to the midterm elections, even if its passage would lay waste to mass 

transit in California. 

“That goes to show you what the real motivation is behind this,” said Michael Quigley, 

executive director of the California Alliance for Jobs, a coalition of trade groups and labor 

unions that is defending the tax. 

Speaking at a Commonwealth Club forum in San Francisco on state transportation issues, 

Quigley said the repeal movement “has nothing to do with supporting California’s future. It has 

everything to do with protecting a handful of Republican congressional seats.” 

The measure would strike down a 12-cents-per-gallon gas excise tax increase and a 20-cents-

per-gallon diesel fuel tax hike that the Legislature approved last year under S enate Bill 1 . If it 

survives, it is expected to raise $5.2 billion annually for roads, bridges and transit systems. 

Many transportation planners view SB1 as a form of life support. Over the next 10 years, it is 

slated to provide $15 billion for highway repairs, $4 billion to mend bridges and culverts, and 

$2.5 billion to reduce traffic congestion. The money would buy hydrogen fuel cell buses for AC 

Transit’s fleet, reducing pollution along bus routes in the East Bay. 

SB1 will add about 68,000 construction and engineering jobs per year, said Quigley, noting that 

benefits would ripple to other economic sectors. 

If the gas tax were wiped out, 5,000 projects would be immediately at risk, said Roger 

Dickinson, executive director of Transportation California, a nonprofit coalition of businesses 

and local agencies. 

At the Commonwealth Club forum, he called the repeal initiative a partisan maneuver “that 

poses a severe threat to this vital funding stream.” 

Reform California spokesman Dave McCulloch, though, blamed Sacramento politicians for the 

state’s transportation woes. 

He rejected the notion that Republicans were driving the initiative, saying the “excitement 

behind it” comes from ordinary people who are tired of paying at the pump and fearing their 

money will be mismanaged. 

“Absolutely this is a bipartisan issue,” McCulloch said. 

But the crusade to quash gas taxes and fees has already helped Republicans. Anger over high 

gas prices felled Newman, the Orange County senator, after he cast a key vote to approve SB1. 

By flipping the seat to Republican Assemblywoman Ling Ling Chang, the GOP prevented 

Democrats from re-establishing a two-thirds supermajority in the Senate this year. 

https://www.sfchronicle.com/politics/article/Gov-Brown-signs-bill-OKing-52-billion-tax-to-11107462.php
https://www.sfchronicle.com/politics/article/Gov-Brown-signs-bill-OKing-52-billion-tax-to-11107462.php
https://www.sfchronicle.com/politics/article/Recall-of-state-Sen-Newman-costs-Democrats-12971819.php


Fifteen years ago, Democratic Gov. Gray Davis was voted out of office in part because he 

infuriated constituents by raising vehicle licensing fees. 

Republican strategist David Gilliard said he has taken polls on the gas-tax issue and found that 

the people who are most outraged are those with long commutes to work. 

That demographic “can barely afford to live in California,” Gilliard said. For them, he said, the 

added cost of about $1 for every gallon of gas is crippling. 

DeMaio pointed out that the committee formed to defend the gas tax, called the Coalition to 

Protect Local Transportation Improvements, has received money from construction companies 

that are based out of state, along with $500,000 from the Washington, D.C.-based International 

Union of Operating Engineers. 

To date, the coalition has raised more than $8 million. 

“We have more at stake,” Quigley said. “The other side is trying to help themselves stay in 

power. We’re doing this to have a stronger future for California.” 

Back to Top 

 

 

 

 
Conserve paper. Think before you print.  
 



From: VTA Board Secretary  
Sent: Thursday, June 28, 2018 1:17 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: From VTA: June 28, 2018, Media Clips 
 

 

VTA Daily News Coverage for Thursday, June 28, 2018 

1. Light Rail Speed Project (multiple broadcast outlets) 

2. CA: Slow Trains in Downtown San Jose May Speed Up (Mass Transit 

Magazine/Mercury News) 

3. Special Guest Commentary by Rod Diridon Sr. (Passenger Transport – APTA) 

 

Light Rail Speed Project (multiple  

NBC Bay Area 

KTVU Ch. 2  

 

Back to Top  

 

CA: Slow Trains in Downtown San Jose May Speed Up (Mass Transit 

Magazine/Mercury News) 

An old woman with head down slowly pushed her walker across the light rail tracks mid-block 

in downtown San Jose. A bicyclist ambled down the middle of the trolley line. A driver pulled 

out of a parking garage across the tracks with only a slight tapping of brakes. 

These are everyday occurrences through the downtown area, forcing trolleys to slow to 7.5 

mph -- among the lowest speeds in a downtown area anywhere in the country. Now the Valley 

Transportation Authority is launching a $900,000, six-month pilot project to speed up the trains 

and erect barriers to funnel pedestrians, bicyclists and drivers to certain areas for crossing. 

"We won't convince commuters to leave their cars for transit if I'm still able to outrace light rail 

downtown on my niece's tricycle," said San Jose mayor and VTA chairman Sam Liccardo. 

http://mms.tveyes.com/MediaCenterPlayer.aspx?u=aHR0cDovL21lZGlhY2VudGVyLnR2ZXllcy5jb20vZG93bmxvYWRnYXRld2F5LmFzcHg%2FVXNlcklEPTQ2OTk3OCZNRElEPTEwMDUxNzM1Jk1EU2VlZD01OTUmVHlwZT1NZWRpYQ%3D%3D
http://mms.tveyes.com/MediaCenterPlayer.aspx?u=aHR0cDovL21lZGlhY2VudGVyLnR2ZXllcy5jb20vZG93bmxvYWRnYXRld2F5LmFzcHg%2FVXNlcklEPTYxMDYzMyZNRElEPTEwMDQ2NTk3Jk1EU2VlZD05NDYxJlR5cGU9TWVkaWE%3D
http://www.masstransitmag.com/news/12418367/slow-trains-in-downtown-san-jose-may-speed-up


The pilot project will be along Second Street between San Fernando and San Carlos where 

sharp turns, stations close to each other and numerous traffic signals all contribute to 

slowdowns. The maximum operating speed for light rail downtown is 10 mph. 

The VTA will test railings and street lights to delineate the sidewalk from the track. The railings 

will have breaks for driveways and the Paseo de San Antonio crossing. The agency will also 

include crosswalk improvements and better warning signals for vehicles entering and exiting 

the Pavilion Garage. 

In the last eight years there have been 125 incidents where street crossings abound between 

the Children's Discovery Museum and Tasman involving VTA light rail and a person, bicycle, 

automobile or other object. This number may include a range of incidents, such as cars making 

illegal left turns in front of a train, or trains coming into contact with stationary objects. 

Pedestrians and light rail vehicles downtown share the wide transit mall that contains the 

tracks, a median walkway on the platform-side, trees, lighting and a sidewalk between the rails 

and businesses. People can dart from the sidewalks across the rail lines almost anywhere. 

"I see people run across tracks at the Gish station all the time," said James Wightman of San 

Jose, who spoke at a recent VTA board meeting. 

The VTA previously proposed double tracking on First Street and constructing a subway below 

downtown. But that could cost hundreds of millions of dollars and take years to complete, so 

the agency is considering near-term, lower cost and lower impact improvements. 

In August it will begin a North First Street speed and safety analysis between the Interstate 880 

ramps and Tasman Drive, looking at the installation of adaptive pedestrian signal technology 

and other train related signal improvements. 

"When we survey both riders and non-riders, one of the primary comments is public transit 

speed," said VTA spokesperson Holly Perez. "Faster service through areas like downtown can 

not only make public transit a more attractive alternative to those who are otherwise sitting in 

traffic, but can help preserve our current riders, allow us to operate more efficiently and 

provide an attractive mobility option for anyone getting around Santa Clara County." 

In 2010, VTA took a first crack at faster service, running trains that skipped six stops from Santa 

Teresa to the Discovery Museum in the median of Highway 87. But average weekday ridership 

dipped to 29,262 in 2017, down from 34,935 in two years and slow speeds are a common gripe. 

If the pilot project is successful, changes could be made on both First and Second streets 

between Devine and San Carlos streets. 

 

Back to Top  

Special Guest Commentary by Rod Diridon Sr. (Passenger Transport – APTA) 

http://newsmanager.commpartners.com/aptapt/issues/2018-06-22/2.html


Editor's Note: This response to the New York Times article was submitted by Rod Diridon Sr., 

a past chair of APTA, member of the APTA Hall of Fame, past chair of the Transportation 

Research Board’s Transit Cooperative Research Program and past North American vice 

president of the International Association of Public Transport (UITP). 

 

We’ve known since the beginning of the Tea Party movement that the flurry of well-funded, 

ultra-conservative, climate-denying, anti-transit campaigns has not been coincidental—and that 

is now borne out by irrefutable proof...front page, top left column in one of the world’s most 

credible news sources. 

With climate change advancing much faster than projected (per the New York Times’ story on 

Antarctica last week), and the single most effective remedy being electric mass transit (rail or 

bus), this insidious and systematic attach by the Koch Brothers and their petroleum-at-any-cost 

supporters is immoral, selfish, legally opaque and ultimately terminal to humankind. 

 

The height of conceit is when a business or family feels that it has the right to sell the last drop 

of oil or last lump of coal when independent scientists throughout the world universally warn 

us that those products are seriously and imminently threatening the viability of mammals on 

earth. As a society, we must take concerted action against the perpetrators of this atrocity. It’s 

not just dirty politics, it’s creating an unlivable, dirty planet...very quickly. 

 

We represent the most respected transportation leaders in a broadly distributed network of 

communities. Let us use our reputations, leadership skills and fundraising capacities to catalyze 

the effectiveness of the League of Conservation Voters, Sierra Club and other organizations in 

each of our communities to successfully carry the right issues and elect the right 

representatives to make the needed changes, now! 

 

I have four wonderful grandchildren who deserve a chance to live full, happy lives. Please help 

those babies and yours by counterattacking these terrible people and making them indelibly 

aware that the time for carbon fuel on earth has passed and the time for sustainable electric 

power is now! It’s not about jobs! Solar and wind create many more jobs, sustainably, than do 

petroleum and coal. 

 

This is my prayer to each of you as a past chair of APTA, APTA Hall of Fame honoree, past chair 

of TRB’s Transit Cooperative Research Program and past North American vice president of UITP. 

 

Honest science says we don’t have much time left. If the job isn’t done by us, then by whom?? 

If we don’t act now, science declares that in 15 to 20 years’ time it will be too late. 

 

Those wonderful babies, as beleaguered young adults facing the end of a decent life on earth, 

will come to us and ask: “Mama, papa, back when you could still stop the cataclysm, did you do 

everything possible to save us?” What will you say...? 



From: VTA Board Secretary  

Sent: Friday, June 29, 2018 5:02 PM 

To: VTA Board of Directors 

Subject: VTA Correspondence: Support Letter for SB 1434 (Leyva) 

 

VTA Board of Directors: 

We are forwarding you the following:  

 

From Topic 

VTA Letter of Support for SB 1434 (Leyva) 

 

Thank you. 

 

Office of the Board Secretary 

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 

3331 N. First Street 

San Jose, CA 95134 

408.321.5680 

board.secretary@vta.org 
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June 25, 2018 
 
The Honorable Miguel Santiago, Chair 
Assembly Communications and Conveyance Committee  
State Capitol, Room 6027 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
RE: SB 1434 (Leyva) Transportation Electrification: Electricity Rate Design. – SUPPORT 
 
Dear Chair Santiago:  

The Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) respectfully requests your SUPPORT 
for SB 1434 (Leyva) when it is heard in your committee.  Passage of this bill will support the 
deployment of battery-electric transit buses by requiring the California Public Utilities Commission 
(PUC) to initiate a ratemaking proceeding that addresses the cost of electricity as a fuel.  

VTA is strongly committed to the goal of reducing greenhouse gas emissions and is currently in 
the process of converting our 500 bus fleet to battery-electric buses to help achieve this goal.  As 
transit operators scale up their deployment of battery-electric buses, some have found that the 
cost of electricity as a fuel far exceeds the cost of CNG and diesel due solely to demand and peak 
charges; far exceeding the cost of CNG and diesel.  At VTA we have found the cost differential 
between diesel and electricity can result in a 29% increase in the cost to power the bus.  These 
documented higher costs and the uncertainty surrounding the cost for larger deployments are 
giving many of our fellow operators pause as they begin to explore the potential for integrating 
battery-electric buses into their fleets.  We have asked the California Transit Association to 
sponsor this bill on behalf of our industry, because we think action on electricity rates is essential 
to a successful statewide transition to zero-emission technologies.  

The bill before you today would direct the PUC to initiate a ratemaking proceeding, with the 
goal of securing an electricity rate structure that supports widespread transit electrification.  
Rather than prescribe a specific rate structure in statute, this approach would require an electrical 
utility’s proposed rate design to minimize costs and maximize benefits for ratepayers.  The bill 
would also set deadlines for reporting on the cost of electricity as a fuel and barriers to 
electrifying transit agencies, as well as implementing recommendations to refine future rate 
designs consistent with that report.  These steps will help reduce barriers to the conversion to 
newer, cleaner transit vehicles.    

For these reasons, we respectfully ask for your support when this bill is heard in your committee.  

Sincerely, 

 
Sam Liccardo 
Chair 
 
cc: The Honorable Connie Leyva, California State Senate 

Members and Consultants, Assembly Energy and Utilities Committee 


