
From: Board Secretary  
Sent: Monday, August 21, 2017 9:05 AM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: VTA Information: August 25, 2017 Board of Directors Workshop Meeting Agenda Packet 
 

VTA Board of Directors:  

 

The August 25, 2017, workshop packet can be accessed here. 

 

At this workshop, staff will seek your input and guidance on the following critical items for 

VTA’s BART Silicon Valley – Phase II:  

 

 Environmental clearance status 

 Station and tunnel methodology options 

 Environmental evaluation criteria for the options to determine the final project 

description.   

 

Please be reminded that the workshop will begin at 9:00 AM and will be held at VTA’s River 

Oaks Campus in the Auditorium, 3331 N. First Street, San Jose. 
 

Thank you. 
 
 
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 
 

 
 

 
Conserve paper. Think before you print.  
 

http://vtaorgcontent.s3-us-west-1.amazonaws.com/Site_Content/bod_082517_wkshp_packet.pdf
mailto:board.secretary@vta.org


 

From: Board Secretary  

Sent: Monday, August 21, 2017 4:52 PM 

To: VTA Board of Directors 

Subject: RE: VTA Information: August 25, 2017 Board of Directors Workshop Meeting Agenda Packet 

VTA Board of Directors: 

It has been brought to our attention that there was a typo on page 2 of 5, paragraph 1 of Agenda 

Item #2.3: BART Silicon Valley – Overview of Phase II Project and Environmental. The last 

sentence should read “the revised 10-mile, 2-station project in June 2007.” 

The link to access the workshop packet is here. 

We apologize for the inconvenience. 

VTA Office of the Board Secretary 

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 

3331 N. First Street 

San Jose, CA  95134 

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

(408) 321.5680 (telephone) 

(408) 955.0891 (fax) 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Board Secretary  

Sent: Monday, August 21, 2017 9:05 AM 

To: VTA Board of Directors 

Subject: VTA Information: August 25, 2017 Board of Directors Workshop Meeting Agenda Packet 

 

VTA Board of Directors:  

The August 25, 2017, workshop packet can be accessed here. 

http://vtaorgcontent.s3-us-west-1.amazonaws.com/Site_Content/bod_082517_wkshp_packet.pdf
board.secretary@vta.org
http://vtaorgcontent.s3-us-west-1.amazonaws.com/Site_Content/bod_082517_wkshp_packet.pdf


At this workshop, staff will seek your input and guidance on the following critical items for 

VTA’s BART Silicon Valley – Phase II:  

 Environmental clearance status 

 Station and tunnel methodology options 

 Environmental evaluation criteria for the options to determine the final project 

description.   

 

Please be reminded that the workshop will begin at 9:00 AM and will be held at VTA’s River 

Oaks Campus in the Auditorium, 3331 N. First Street, San Jose. 

Thank you. 

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 
 

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:board.secretary@vta.org


 

From: Board Secretary  
Sent: Monday, August 21, 2017 5:11 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: From VTA: August 21, 2017 Media Clips 
 

 

VTA Daily News Coverage for Monday, August 21, 2017 

1. $3 toll hike plan has Bay Area politicos dueling for dollars (San Francisco Chronicle) 
2. How lawmakers want to spend your $3 toll bridge hike, and why some East Bay officials are 

pushing back (Mercury News) 
3. Roadshow: Berryessa residents sound off about traffic lights, permit parking (Mercury News) 
4. Roadshow: Longer 237 metering lights start working Tuesday (Mercury News) 
5. Trump Declares "Build It Now" In Newly Issued Infrastructure Actions (Forbes.com) 
6. BART hurting for money, but gives free rides to 4,000 cops (San Francisco Chronicle) 

$3 toll hike plan has Bay Area politicos dueling for dollars (San Francisco 

Chronicle) 

East Bay officials are threatening to oppose a regional ballot measure calling for a toll increase 

of as much as $3 on area bridges unless they get a bigger cut of the pie — and that’s triggered 

some last-minute political wheeling and dealing to get everyone on board with the 

transportation initiative. 

“We are talking about an extra $700 a year,” Orinda Vice Mayor Amy Worth said of her 

suburban constituents.“These are working people who use the bridges to get to their jobs.” 

Worth, who as a member of the Metropolitan Transportation Commission has a say in how 

transit dollars are allocated, has some prominent company in questioning how the proposed 

ballot measure is being put together. State Sen. Steve Glazer, an Orinda Democrat, and GOP 

Assemblywoman Catharine Baker of San Ramon say BART in particular needs to be well policed 

if it’s going to be trusted with millions of additional toll dollars. 

“The current proposal falls well short,” said Glazer, who has been on a one-man crusade against 

BART ever since a pair of 2013 strikes at the transit agency made life miserable for riders in 

Orinda and everywhere else in the East Bay. 

http://www.sfchronicle.com/bayarea/matier-ross/article/3-toll-hike-plan-has-Bay-Area-politicos-dueling-11943800.php


If approved by voters, the toll hike on the Bay Area’s seven state-run bridges — every cross-bay 

span but the Golden Gate — would raise $125 million a year for projects intended to ease 

traffic congestion. 

The proposal is being put together by Bay Area legislators, with state Sen. Jim Beall, D-San Jose, 

at the helm. Supporters of the toll increase say everyone will benefit from the plan, but Worth 

and other East Bay politicos say drivers from Alameda, Contra Costa and Solano counties — 

who use the bridges most often — are getting the short end of the deal. 

The officials note that, while nearly two-thirds of toll payers come from the East Bay, they are in 

line to get only half the money being outlined in the spending plan. 

And a big chunk of the overall cash would be earmarked for projects that would do little or 

nothing to directly ease bridge congestion — like $400 million to help extend BART to San Jose 

and $350 million to run Caltrain underground into the heart of downtown San Francisco. 

Beall conceded that Santa Clara County drivers would pay a little and get a lot. But he said 

that’s part of the political equation needed to pass the measure, which must win collective 

majority approval from the nine Bay Area counties. 

“You have to give people a reason to vote,” Beall said. 

He added that East Bay critics “don’t need to be attacking projects in my area — why not just 

tell us what projects are important to your area?” 

That’s just what they did last week, bringing in a $500 million wish list of projects for Alameda 

and Contra Costa counties. It includes millions to improve the Interstate 80-San Pablo Dam 

Road corridor and $100 million to smooth drivers’ ride on the westbound Interstate 580 

approach to the Richmond-San Rafael Bridge. 

“If that happens, then we would not oppose the measure,” said Contra Costa County 

Supervisor Karen Mitchoff, who has raised objections to the plan as it stands. 

Whether Glazer and Baker would come on board remains to be seen. 

Beall said lawmakers have about two weeks to reach a deal if the measure is to make the ballot 

next year. Whatever eventually lands there probably has a decent chance of passing, regardless 

of whether the East Bay officials endorse it. 

Just look at the math. On average, 378,000 Bay Area drivers a day cross the state-run bridges — 

compared with 3.7 million voters in the nine counties who would benefit from their extra toll 

dollars. 

Back to Top 

How lawmakers want to spend your $3 toll bridge hike, and why some East Bay 

officials are pushing back (Mercury News) 

http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/08/19/how-lawmakers-want-to-spend-your-3-toll-bridge-hike-and-why-some-east-bay-officials-are-pushing-back/
http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/08/19/how-lawmakers-want-to-spend-your-3-toll-bridge-hike-and-why-some-east-bay-officials-are-pushing-back/


Voters in all nine Bay Area counties will be asked, likely next year, to approve a bridge toll hike 

of up to $3 on every bridge spanning the bay, except the Golden Gate. 

But what would commuters get for paying as much as $9 at the toll booth? 

Plenty, if lawmakers’ vision becomes reality. Among other projects, the list includes: 

 Longer BART trains with brand new cars and (hopefully) more breathing room 

 Electrified Caltrain vehicles rolling into downtown San Francisco 

 BART extending into San Jose’s Diridon station 

 A new rail link connecting Redwood and Union cities 

 More ferries cutting across bay waters 

 More rapid bus routes zipping through the East Bay 

 Express lanes speeding the commute along the region’s most congested freeways 

 Interchange improvements to reopen notorious bottlenecks 

At least, that is what’s in the plan now. The bill authorizing the ballot measure, SB 595, must 

first be approved by the state Legislature and is still subject to change as it makes its way to the 

governor’s desk. It allows the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC), the Bay Area’s 

regional transportation planning agency, to decide whether to ask voters for a $1, $2 or $3 toll 

increase, or whether to phase in those increases over time. 

Each dollar is estimated to generate roughly $127 million annually, or about $4.2 billion over a 

25-year period — if the tolls are raised by $3. 

The money is critical for addressing what state Sen. Jim Beall, D-San Jose, calls the Bay Area’s 

growing pains: booming jobs and housing growth throughout the region. The transit-heavy 

proposal focuses on getting people out of cars and into buses, trains and ferries, said Beall, who 

introduced the bill earlier this year. 

And, although the money, while significant, won’t completely fund any one project on the 

proposed list, Beall said it will help Bay Area cities and transportation agencies win competitive 

state and federal grants, which favor projects with significant local contributions. 

“It’s to make sure the bridges and the roads don’t continue to become so congested that we 

can’t continue to function,” he said. “The result will be a better Bay Area for quality of life and a 

better economy for the Bay Area.” 

A recent poll of Bay Area voters found that 74 percent would be willing to pay higher bridge 

tolls, if that money is invested in “big regional projects” to ease traffic and improve mass 

transit. But, when asked to fork over gradually increasing tolls that rise by $3 by 2022, only 56 

percent said they would “probably” or “definitely” be willing to pay the extra fee. 



And, on a recent weekday afternoon in downtown Oakland, most people balked at the sticker 

shock of an $8 or $9 bridge toll, even while they grudgingly acknowledged the traffic choking 

the region’s major transportation corridors. Oakland resident Kathy McCurdy said she is already 

planning to leave the Bay Area once she retires in a few years. It’s just too expensive to live 

here now, she said. 

“Bridge tolls are part of that,” McCurdy said. “I just feel like you’re damned if you do, damned if 

you don’t.” 

South San Francisco resident Luis Melendez drives into Oakland every day. He usually waits to 

cross the Bay Bridge until after 7 p.m., when the price of the toll drops from $6 to $4. If the toll 

increased by another $3, that’d be a big financial hit, he said. The toll for the other Bay Area 

bridges that would be affected by an increase is currently $5 at all times. 

Melendez would rather see some of the major employers in the Bay Area pitch in to pay for 

some of the infrastructure upgrades, or enter into public-private partnerships, since they’re 

part of the problem. 

Some elected officials in the East Bay are pushing back on the plan, saying the money, as it’s 

currently allocated, isn’t distributed fairly to residents in Alameda and Contra Costa counties, 

who collectively pay 49 percent of all tolls but will only see roughly 39 percent of the funds 

allocated to projects in their counties. 

Alameda County Supervisor Scott Haggerty, who sits on the MTC, is fighting to ensure that 

certain projects, such as improved freight movement in and out of the Port of Oakland, are 

included in the measure, along with more money for capital projects at AC Transit and funding 

for interchange improvements at State Route 84 and Interstate 680, he said. Officials from AC 

Transit and both the Contra Costa and Alameda County transportation authorities echoed his 

concerns with other projects they’d like to fund. 

“These are very important projects we want to see funded that are not funded,” Haggerty said. 

But Los Altos Councilwoman Jeannie Bruins said it’s no longer possible for residents to think 

only about their county of residence. The unequal concentration of jobs and housing in the Bay 

Area is changing the way people commute, with more people crossing county lines to get from 

home to work and back, she said. 

More than 64,000 Alameda County residents, for instance, commute to work in Santa Clara 

County, according to the MTC. 

“(This bill) is about facing our increased job growth and our increased population growth and 

the disparity between jobs and housing,” Bruins said. “It’s about addressing the challenges of 

the Bay Area as a whole.” 

And there’s room for change in the bill, Beall said. Legislators chose the initial mix of projects 

based on the region’s transportation plan and the project’s ability to ease congestion in any 



given area, he said. Those changes will likely be finalized soon after the Legislature gets back 

from its summer recess on Monday. 

“The projects you see there are based on a regional transportation plan, and they are all based 

on the impact they have on traffic congestion and the impact on bridge traffic and easing 

bottlenecks,” he said. “It’s not enough money to do everything … and we’re not going to please 

everybody.” 

Back to Top 

Roadshow: Berryessa residents sound off about traffic lights, permit parking 

(Mercury News) 

 I have lived in the Berryessa area of San Jose since 1973. I have earned the right to ask 

questions about traffic changes when BART opens. 

Dave Bunger 

San Jose 

A: You and many others certainly have that right, so let’s roll. 

Q: Who designed all of the traffic lights on Berryessa Road just 400-500 feet apart? Will they be 

synchronized? Try driving from the airport to Interstate 680 during commute times. I count 33 

lights. It is a joke. I bet that whoever designed that mess does not live anywhere near it. 

Dave Bunger 

A: Upon the opening of the Berryessa BART station within the next year, nearby signals will be 

retimed as necessary to provide better operation and coordination. But the signals along 

Berryessa Station Way will not be coordinated in order to provide safe and efficient travel for 

pedestrians, bicycles, buses, and vehicles. 

Let us continue. 

Q: Could you explain why only part of the Commodore neighborhood is permit parking and 

other streets are not? Will the rest of the streets have permit parking once BART opens? 

Hopefully so, because I’m sure people will start parking in these neighborhoods and then walk 

over to BART. 

Nick T. 

San Jose 

A: Permit parking in the Commodore neighborhood was established many years ago to 

discourage Berryessa Flea Market patrons from parking in the neighborhood. The streets 

without permit parking in the Commodore area are up to approximately a mile away from the 

BART station and across King Road. It is not anticipated that BART riders will walk that far when 

approximately 1.200 parking spaces are being provided at the Berryessa station. 

http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/08/20/sjm-l-roadshow-qa-0820/


But some permit parking is being implemented on neighborhood streets immediately 

proximate to the BART station, to the west of King Road. 

 

Q: Will the city widen N. King Road around Salamoni Court? 

Right now there is a bottleneck as it narrows from four to two lanes for like one short block. 

Nick T. 

A: The construction of Berryessa Station Way that spans Upper Penitencia Creek is complete. 

When the new BART station opens the new bridge will connect Berryessa Road and Mabury and 

act as a parallel route to King Road, which should ease some of the traffic that exists along King. 

The Army Corps of Engineers and the city have plans to widen the King bridge north of 

Salamoni, however, funding is not yet available. 

Q: How many recharging spaces will there be for electric cars at the Berryessa and Milpitas 

BART stations? 

Sandy Lee 

San Jose 

A: There are 24 EV spots at Milpitas with an option for an additional 96 spots in the future. And 

there are 24 EV spots at Berryessa with an option for an additional 95 spots in the future. 

Back to Top 

Roadshow: Longer 237 metering lights start working Tuesday (Mercury News) 

 They need to widen Highway 237 to four or five lanes in each direction, not just add more 

metering lights and more access for politically correct cars. Like driving a Tesla instead of a 

Toyota Camry does anything at all to relieve traffic congestion. 

Along the 237 corridor, there are many, many new high-rises going up at almost every exit. 

But along the 237 corridor, there are no BART trains, no Caltrain, no Crazy Train, no light rail 

except near Moffett, no magic transportation ferries in place, or planned. 

The freeway is already jammed well beyond capacity, even before all these new buildings open. 

Larry J. 

A: Get ready Tuesday, when the metering lights on west 237 will run from 6 a.m. to 11 a.m. 

Give it a few days and then forward your thoughts. 

Q: Entering Highway 237 sucks. What I do is go all the way to Zanker Road to enter 237. Saves 

me 10 minutes (until more people learn about it). 

Galindez Casanova 

http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/08/21/roadshow-longer-237-metering-lights-start-working-tuesday/


A: Which you just have done. 

Q: The economy is too good right now so more traffic pain in the future. Just gotta wake up 

earlier and suck it up. 

Amand Krishnar 

A: Or veer over to Zanker if 237 is your route. 

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

freeways and commuting. 

Q: The Berryessa BART station is set to open in a few months. However, there hasn’t been any 

meaningful road improvements for the Berryessa Road-Commercial Street-Highway 101 

connection. Traffic is already bad trying to get on Commercial and there are a lot of dive 

bombers. What is the city’s solution to fixing this mess? Or do they plan on closing their eyes 

and ignoring the problem? 

What is the city’s solution to fixing this mess? Or do they plan on closing their eyes and ignoring 

the problem? 

Manjul Gupta 

San Jose 

A: VTA says most of the traffic coming from East and South San Jose to BART will be along King 

Road and McKee Road, Berryessa Road and Lundy Avenue and King Road and Mabury Road so 

those streets have been improved, but not Commercial Street. 

Q: Moorpark Avenue between San Tomas Expressway and Winchester Boulevard was repaved 

and restriped. In doing so, westbound traffic left-turn lane at Cypress Avenue is now in the path 

of eastbound traffic. Cars going east have to swerve out of the way to avoid a head-on collision 

with cars waiting to turn left onto Cypress. A dangerous situation that warrants some changes 

in my opinion. What do you think? … 

For left-hand turners during busy traffic hours, it’s scary! Cars are driving 40 mph right at you 

until they shift right. 

Craig Matsuno, Betsy Gebhart and more 

A: I think you are right and the city agrees. San Jose crews will be out soon to add an eastbound 

center line extension through the intersection. 

Back to Top 

Trump Declares "Build It Now" In Newly Issued Infrastructure Actions 

(Forbes.com) 

http://bayareane.ws/mrroadshowfb
https://www.forbes.com/sites/brighammccown/2017/01/24/trump-declares-build-it-now-in-newly-issued-infrastructure-actions/#46bb822b5da5


Today marks an astounding reversal for supporters of infrastructure projects who have felt 

their voices were not heard during the Obama years. From the Oval Office, President Trump 

issued one Executive Order and four Presidential Memorandums today, declaring open season 

for those wanting to build new transportation, energy, and social infrastructure throughout the 

country. Administration officials say these documents help lay out President Trump’s promise 

to re-build domestic infrastructure and they offer key glimpses into how the policies of the new 

administration will likely develop. 

The Executive Order, or “E.O.” as they are commonly referred to, lays down an ambitious plan 

to prioritize and jumpstart infrastructure projects around the country. That document is titled, 

“Expediting Environmental Reviews and Approvals for High Priority Infrastructure Projects” and 

begins with the premise that, “Infrastructure investment strengthens our economic platform, 

makes America more competitive, creates millions of jobs, increases wages for American 

workers, and reduces the costs of goods and services for American families and consumers.” 

The E.O. goes on to say, “Too often, infrastructure projects in the United States have been 

routinely and excessively delayed by agency processes and procedures. These delays have 

increased project costs and blocked the American people from the full benefits of increased 

infrastructure investments, which are important to allowing Americans to compete and win on 

the world economic stage.” It further directs the Chairman of the White House Council on 

Environmental Quality (CEQ) to look at projects submitted by State Governors or federal agency 

heads and to determine whether they should be considered for expedited treatment. The 

Order goes on to state that the review will still comply with all legal and environmental 

processes, but is needed to improve the “U.S. electric grid and telecommunications systems 

and repairing and upgrading critical port facilities, airports, pipelines, bridges, and highways.” 

The four Presidential Memorandums cover “Streamlining Permitting and Reducing Regulatory 

Burdens For Domestic Manufacturing”, “Construction of American Pipelines”, and 

“Construction of the Keystone XL Pipeline”, and “Construction of the Dakota Access Pipeline.” 

President Trump is clearly signaling his intent to discontinue years of Washington gridlock. No 

longer will infrastructure projects be held in limbo for years. A centerpiece of his presidential 

campaign, President Trump compared American airports to those of third world nations and 

suggested our roads and bridges were literally falling down around us. Even the most ardent 

logistical experts agree the state of the country’s infrastructure is looking tired. Former 

Transportation secretary Ray LaHood who served as President Obama’s Transportation 

Secretary told 60 minutes, “Our infrastructure is on life support right now. That's what we're 

on.” 

Supporters of infrastructure will be ecstatic, while opponents, mainly comprised of climate-

change interest groups, will find that they have lost ground once enjoyed while President 

Obama was in office. With respect to specific pipeline infrastructure projects, neither 

memorandum actually approves Keystone XL or DAPL. Yet in reading the memorandums 

https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/presidential-actions/presidential-memoranda
http://www.cbsnews.com/news/falling-apart-america-neglected-infrastructure/


themselves, it is quite clear he favors them both. The Dakota Access Pipeline is nearly built, and 

odds are the long awaited permits will be given out in the very near future. Keystone XL faces a 

less certain future, however, as it must re-apply for not only the federal cross-border permit, 

but it must also secure approval from each state KXL intends transverse. 

The memorandum gives the Secretary of State 60 days to decide, but only once Keystone’s 

owner, TransCanada re-applies. Since it took the Obama administration over 7 years to decide, 

approval of the cross-border permit is likely not in doubt. Obtaining approval again from the 

State of Nebraska will be a more difficult challenge as it was home to the original pipeline 

opponents who successfully fought to hold up the project for years. 

Back to Top 

BART hurting for money, but gives free rides to 4,000 cops (San Francisco 

Chronicle) 

Financially strapped BART has given free annual passes to 4,013 law enforcement officers. 

For those of you who say, “I never see a cop on BART,” think again — because on any given day, 

more than 4,000 law enforcement officers are authorized to ride the trains for free, as long as 

they can carry a gun. 

According to BART records, the financially strapped transit agency has handed out free annual 

passes to 4,013 police officers, district attorney’s investigators and probation officers from San 

Francisco, Contra Costa, Alameda and San Mateo counties. 

California Highway Patrol officers, state parole and Department of Justice agents, and federal 

customs and Border Protection inspectors were given the free rides for a year as well. 

In fact, those taking advantage of the law enforcement perk exceed the 3,624 BART employees 

who annually ride the system without charge. 

Thousands of BART employees’ spouses and dependents also get the deal, as do retirees and 

their families and some contractors — although officials could not immediately provide us with 

an exact tally. BART’s nine board members and their dependents are eligible as well. 

The law enforcement officer freebie dates to 1974 and was originally meant to improve security 

on BART. 

Initially, law enforcement officers only had to flash their badges to gain entry to the system and 

few, if any records, were kept. 

In 2012, in an attempt to crack down on fare evasion that was said to be costing BART millions 

of dollars a year, transit agency directors voted to implement smart-card technology and 

tighten the rules. 

http://www.sfchronicle.com/bayarea/matier-ross/article/BART-hurting-for-money-but-gives-free-rides-to-11945132.php


“There was ... abuse of the system, and it went undetected for decades,” said BART 

director John McPartland, a former firefighter and retired BART safety worker. He said the 

capper came when “there was a law enforcement convention (in the Bay Area), and word went 

out you could ride for free.” 

So under current guidelines, participants must be a “full-time, sworn officer in an authorized 

Bay Area law enforcement agency” within BART’s jurisdiction. 

Officers must also be licensed to carry a gun when off duty — though transit agency officials tell 

us there is nothing that requires the cops to have their sidearms while riding on BART. 

Those who sign up must renew their passes annually in person, with a $35 processing fee. 

However, an investigation by BART found that the program has not always followed its own 

rules. 

The problem was recently discovered by happenstance when a San Francisco probation officer 

went to renew her annual pass, and a BART worker noticed her ID card didn’t show her as 

eligible to carry a gun. 

When BART police checked their records, they realized free passes had been given out to 

another 145 San Francisco probation officers — none of them eligible to pack off-duty. 

BART has since notified San Francisco’s probation department that those officers won’t have 

their passes renewed at the end of the year. Probation officials did not return our call seeking 

comment. 

“The free ride is over,” said BART spokesman Jim Allison. 

BART is conducting an internal audit to determine whether other agencies have ineligible 

officers getting the perk, Allison said. 

Of course, BART has been experiencing a crime spike this year — robberies were up 35 percent 

in the first six months and assaults jumped 27 percent. And there have been a couple of well-

publicized mass attacks on riders. But evidence that the free ride program makes riders safer is 

sketchy at best. 

Allison cited a single incident from Feb. 11, 2013, when an off-duty police sergeant chased 

down a suspected purse-snatcher aboard a train and held her until BART police showed up. 

The hero cop, however, was with the San Jose Police Department — which isn’t included in 

BART’s free pass program 

Back to Top 

 

 

http://www.sfchronicle.com/news/article/BART-robberies-and-assaults-up-but-felony-11738200.php
http://www.sfchronicle.com/bayarea/article/BART-robbery-mob-was-waiting-and-train-doors-11133988.php


 

From: Board Secretary  
Sent: Tuesday, August 22, 2017 3:41 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: From VTA: August 22, 2017 Media Clips 
 

 

VTA Daily News Coverage for Tuesday, August 22, 2017 

1. Milpitas BART tour (ABC 7 News) 
2. Milpitas BART KNTV (NBC Bay Area) 
3. KCBS BART Tour story (KCBS Radio) 
4. Editorial: Caltrain tax popular with voters, but getting it on ballot is complicated (Mercury 

News) 
5. 49ers owe $310,000 less to Santa Clara than expected, audit finds (Silicon Valley Business 

Journal) 
6. One Million Sq. Ft. of New Office Downtown? (San Jose Blog) 

 

Milpitas BART tour (ABC 7 News) 

(Preview story) 

Milpitas BART KNTV (NBC Bay Area) 

(Preview story) 

KCBS BART Tour story (KCBS Radio) 

(Link to audio) 

Apple Campus Drawing Neighbor Complaints (KTVU Ch. 2) 

(Link to video) 

 

Back to top 

http://mms.tveyes.com/MediaCenterPlayer.aspx?u=aHR0cDovL21lZGlhY2VudGVyLnR2ZXllcy5jb20vZG93bmxvYWRnYXRld2F5LmFzcHg%2FVXNlcklEPTQ2OTk3OCZNRElEPTg1NDA4MDAmTURTZWVkPTE4NyZUeXBlPU1lZGlh
http://mms.tveyes.com/MediaCenterPlayer.aspx?u=aHR0cDovL21lZGlhY2VudGVyLnR2ZXllcy5jb20vZG93bmxvYWRnYXRld2F5LmFzcHg%2FVXNlcklEPTQ2OTk3OCZNRElEPTg1NDA3OTcmTURTZWVkPTE3NTUmVHlwZT1NZWRpYQ%3D%3D
http://mms.tveyes.com/MediaCenterPlayer.aspx?u=aHR0cDovL21lZGlhY2VudGVyLnR2ZXllcy5jb20vZG93bmxvYWRnYXRld2F5LmFzcHg%2FVXNlcklEPTQ2OTk3OCZNRElEPTg1NDE0NDUmTURTZWVkPTg5OTUmVHlwZT1NZWRpYQ%3D%3D
http://mms.tveyes.com/MediaCenterPlayer.aspx?u=aHR0cDovL21lZGlhY2VudGVyLnR2ZXllcy5jb20vZG93bmxvYWRnYXRld2F5LmFzcHg%2FVXNlcklEPTQ2OTk3OCZNRElEPTg1NDA3ODcmTURTZWVkPTkyMTYmVHlwZT1NZWRpYQ%3D%3D


 

Editorial: Caltrain tax popular with voters, but getting it on ballot is complicated 

(Mercury News) 

Every rail transit system in the nation has a tax that pays or subsidizes its basic annual operating 

costs — except Caltrain. 

The commuter line’s cars are jam packed at rush hours between San Jose and San Francisco, 

sometimes running at 125 percent of capacity — standing room only. But Caltrain is funded as a 

sort of stepchild, with voluntary contributions from the Santa Clara Valley Transportation 

Authority, San Mateo County Transit District and San Francisco. 

This year, for the first time, a regional poll of likely voters by the Silicon Valley Leadership Group 

found 74 percent approval of ballot language proposing an eighth of a cent sales tax for 

Caltrain. This would generate some $100 million a year from the three counties, replacing the 

“contributions” that currently fund the line and including a revenue stream for ongoing 

maintenance and to further modernize the system. 

Get tech news in your inbox weekday mornings. Sign up for the free Good Morning Silicon 

Valley newsletter. 

That is an amazing level of support. But before the region can seriously explore whether and 

when to put a tax on the ballot, the state Legislature has to set the ground rules. 

So state Sen. Jerry Hill, D-San Mateo, has submitted SB 797. It sets out a scrupulously fair 

procedure and a high threshold for placing something on the ballot, including support from all 

the counties and transit agencies and a two-thirds vote by the Caltrain board. 

Lawmakers should approve it quickly to that leaders in the three counties can quickly begin 

their explorations: 2018 could be a prime year for a measure, since electrification of Caltrain is 

now under way, and further improvements of the line could be planned with a reliable source 

of revenue. 

There are 1.6 million jobs in the Caltrain corridor, through the heart of Silicon Valley, which 

produces 20 percent of the state’s sales tax revenue and 13 percent of its Gross Domestic 

Product. But commuting here is a nightmare, and better transit is the only practical strategy to 

get cars off the road. 

Caltrain’s potential to do more is not theoretical. It is already a workhorse of the transit 

network between San Francisco and San Jose. This is one reason regional leaders won the hard-

fought battle for federal funding this spring to complement state and local dollars and electrify 

the line. 

That work, already begun, will mean cleaner air all along the Peninsula, with no more diesel, 

and more and faster trains. Reliable revenue will allow Caltrain to complete its modernization 

http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/08/18/editorial-caltrain-tax-popular-with-voters-but-getting-it-on-ballot-is-complicated/
http://bayareane.ws/GMSV


plan that includes longer trains, lengthening station platforms and providing for level boarding, 

no steps, which significantly speeds up service.  

Any tax for Caltrain will require two thirds approval of the cumulative turnout in Santa Clara, 

San Mateo and San Francisco counties. This will not come easily. But there will be no chance of 

it happening if the Legislature doesn’t do its job and pass Hill’s legislation. 

49ers owe $310,000 less to Santa Clara than expected, audit finds (Silicon Valley 

Business Journal) 

The city of Santa Clara should expect less money from the San Francisco 49ers management 

team to cover costs related to city staff time spent on events at Levi’s Stadium events, an audit 

released Monday found. 

Initially, the 49ers believed it would have to pay $424,349 to Santa Clara to make up for police 

and firefighter costs related to events at the stadium from October 2014 to June 2016. The new 

audit puts the actual total owed to the city at $114,781, according to a copy of the 

audit published by the Mercury News. 

A draft of the audit from earlier in the summer said that the 49ers owed Santa Clara more than 

$2 million in operational costs related to the stadium, which opened in 2014. The audit released 

Monday said that unresolved financial issues between Santa Clara and the 49ers totaled $1.957 

million, which includes $718,803.37 in unpaid parking fees. 

Santa Clara Mayor Lisa Gillmor said Monday she plans to request another audit as she believes 

the 49ers owe the city more. 

“This is only a portion of what has happened,” Gillmor said Monday, according to the Mercury 

News. “We need to change the way we do business so this doesn’t happen again. This audit 

was the first step and we have more work to do — we need all the documents to fully know 

where we are.” 

The 49ers praised the report. 

“They were forced to admit major errors and make significant changes to the draft report they 

previously leaked in a failed attempt to embarrass the 49ers,” said team president Al Guido, 

according to the Mercury News. “In the end, they wasted over $200,000 in public funds to 

discover that the city of Santa Clara failed to bill $115,000 in expenses — something which was 

their responsibility.” 

On Thursday, the audit is set to be discussed at a meeting of the Stadium Authority. 

Read the full audit here. 
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One Million Sq. Ft. of New Office Downtown? (San Jose Blog) 

With news of Google potentially locating next to Diridon Station, suddenly everyone wants a 

piece of downtown San José! And boy are we ready! A Preliminary Review application came in 

last month to gain staff’s input on the potential to demolish existing buildings and construct 

three new 6-story office buildings totaling ONE MILLION square feet at 440 W. Julian Street. 

The site is located within the Downtown boundary north of the SAP Center and is adjacent to 

the Guadalupe River, only separated by Autumn Parkway. The City of San José has designated 

these properties as Transit Employment Center in the General Plan, meaning that intensive job 

growth is supported here through high-density office and commercial development. The 

proposed one million square foot office development meets the intention of the Transit 

Employment Center land use designation. 

 

 

 

The office concept in this proposal boasts having accessible green space on every floor and 

large terraces that will bring natural light deep into the floorplate (see pictures below). While 

the renderings are very preliminary, we can already gain a sense of the tapered design 

showcasing these private green spaces. This type of high-density employment next to Diridon 

Station would allow employees to take a multitude of transit modes to work: Caltrain, VTA bus 

rapid transit and light rail, ACE, and eventually BART. Not to mention the connectivity to the 

Guadalupe River Trail system that many bicyclists use to commute.  

http://www.thesanjoseblog.com/
https://2.bp.blogspot.com/-OcLLUvb4EFw/WZuwrxn_fZI/AAAAAAAABpo/dH1POPCkmq4kiH2RsoGUQcoSzltDcAg_wCLcBGAs/s1600/%25285%2529.png


 

If the developer wishes to proceed with their proposal, the next steps will include filing the 

following applications, at a minimum, with the City: 

1. Rezoning application to change the site’s current HI Heavy Industrial zoning district to a 

zoning district that supports intensive office uses 

2. Site development permit to allow the one million square foot office development 

These permits would contain much more detail in regards to the design, circulation of vehicles, 

parking, landscaping, etc. and would most likely require a community meeting to gain input 

from the public. The preliminary application currently on file only serves as an informational 

application to the applicant so that they can get a preliminary analysis from staff. This helps 

applicants save time and money before submitting an actual development proposal. If the 

applicant decides to move forward, this project will give everyone an idea of what the City of 

San José will ask for regarding new development around Diridon and could very well set a 

precedent for Google moving forward. 

 

-Kimberly Vacca 
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VTA Daily News Coverage for Wednesday, August 23, 2017 

1. Multiple Broadcast Outlet Coverage: 
2. BART: Milpitas, Berryessa stations won’t open until June 2018 
3. BART pulls forecast for early completion of Silicon Valley extension 

4. Will San Jose and Santa Clara reconcile before 'border war' goes to court? (Silicon Valley 

Business Journal) 

5. Will San Jose to Fresno bullet train become the Silicon Valley Express? (Mercury News) 
6. 'It's not for me': how San Francisco's bike-share scheme became a symbol of gentrification 

(The Guardian) 
7. California Today: The Rise of the Super Commuter (The New York Times) 

 

Multiple Broadcast Outlet Coverage: 

KRON (link to video) 

NBC Bay Area (link to video) 

NBC Bay Area #2 (link to video) 

ABC 7 News  (link to video)  

KCBS Radio (link to audio) 

KPIX CBS 5 (link to video) 

KTVU Ch. 2 (link to video) 
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BART: Milpitas, Berryessa stations won’t open until June 2018 (Mercury News) 

It will mark the first time BART has crossed into a new county since 1973, but riders looking 

forward to the openings of the Milpitas and Berryessa stations will have to wait a little bit 

longer for the historic moment. 

Earlier this year, officials said they were ahead of schedule and anticipated opening the new 

Santa Clara County leg before the end of 2017. On Tuesday, Valley Transportation Authority 

spokeswoman Brandi Childress said that’s not happening — the project is now on track to open 

in June 2018. 

“Once we got into the system testing phase and got an update from the contractors on the 

progress, we had to resequence some of the events,” she said at a media briefing and tour at 

the Milpitas station. “We are talking June for passenger service that is the goal. We are still on 

time and under budget.” 

Part of the adjustment in schedule stems from a change in how the new Warm Springs BART 

station operates. It needs to be converted from an end-of-line station to a pass-through 

operation. 

BART spokesman Jim Allison said the trains need to be able to operate autonomously to 

maintain a schedule, and right now they’re set to start and stop their runs in Warm Springs. 

“Adding 10 miles means the train control operations must be changed,” Allison said. “It involves 

verifying all the logic for the train controls.” 

Allison said that officials will be conducting tests along the line on weekends in September and 

October, shutting the Warm Springs station down as the test trains are put through the 

motions. And sometime next month, they’re going to run a train in manual mode, operated by 

a driver, down the tracks and into Santa Clara County. 

The last time a new county line was crossed was when BART nosed just over the San Mateo 

County border and into the Daly City station in 1973. 

“It’s been a long, long time,” said Allison. 

The new stations are expected to be a boon, with projections of 20,000 new passengers served 

at the Milpitas station and 25,000 at the Berryessa station by 2030. Both stations, expected to 

open at the same time, include large six- and seven-story neighboring parking garages. The 

Milpitas station will also be a transit hub, with a new VTA line going to Mountain View and most 

bus lines being shifted from the Great Mall transit station to the new site. 

http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/08/22/bart-milpitas-berryessa-stations-wont-open-until-june-2018/


VTA Berryessa project manager John Engstrom, who led a Tuesday tour of the Milpitas station, 

said the architecture is more open and features art glass and skylights that can be seen even 

from the underground platforms. 

“It’s light and airy,” Engstrom said. “You prefer natural light coming in than having fluorescent 

lights. Natural sunlight helps give a sense of openness.” 

Allison said the type of problems that plagued the opening of the Warm Springs Station, 5.4 

miles south of the longtime end-of-the-line Fremont Station, should not repeat on the next leg. 

Warm Springs opened two years later than officials had hoped. 

“The delays we had involved getting new software to match up with the existing track, and we 

have ironed out a lot of the details,” Allison said. “We don’t expect to repeat those problems all 

the time, and have to rewrite code to make sure it’s up to our specifications.” 

He said another delay at Warm Springs involved an old cable that carried more than 34,000 

volts to power the system that “we kept splicing and splicing, and it finally failed.” 

“That should not be an issue,” he said. “This is all new.” 

The new stops are part of a 10-mile extension into the South Bay that will eventually go 

underground and through downtown San Jose to Santa Clara for an additional 6 miles. That 

won’t be done until 2026, Childress said. 

Engstrom said that despite the additional time, there isn’t much cost involved because it’s not 

construction. 

“It’s the testing,” he said. “The elements don’t involve a huge budget — like construction — but 

they do take time. I compare it to having an electrical short in a car; it’s likely going to take 

weeks to find the problem but five minutes to fix.” 

The Berryessa project broke ground in April 2012. Childress said construction will be completed 

by the end of the year, but testing the system will extend until summer. 

“The community will appreciate that it has to be safe, it has to be reliable, and we’re not going 

to open it up for service until that happens,” she said. 
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BART pulls forecast for early completion of Silicon Valley extension (San 

Francisco Chronicle) 

For years, South Bay transportation officials boasted that construction of BART’s extension into 

Santa Clara County was several months ahead of schedule and that it would probably open late 

http://www.sfgate.com/bayarea/article/BART-pulls-forecast-for-early-completion-of-11951182.php#photo-13880376


in 2017, but they acknowledged Tuesday that those predictions may have been overly 

optimistic. 

The first BART train won’t cross the Santa Clara County line early after all. Instead, it should 

arrive at its originally scheduled time — June 2018 — they said, so please don’t call it a delay. 

“It was forecast for early completion,” Brandi Childress, a VTA spokeswoman, said of the 10-

mile extension. “But now we’re saying that is not going to happen.” 

Almost since the start of construction of the 10-mile extension in April 2012, officials with the 

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority, who are overseeing the project, had boasted of 

being six months ahead of schedule and on track for a late 2017 opening. In the past year, they 

spoke of it with near certainty. 

But after a series of meetings with BART officials this summer, VTA officials have reverted to the 

originally scheduled opening in June 2018, a date set by federal transit officials who helped foot 

the project’s $2.3 billion bill. 

The future Milpitas BART Station will likely be completed by year’s end, but it will take months 

to test trains before the new line can be put into service. 

Under a first-of-its-kind agreement, the VTA is building the extension from Warm Springs in 

Fremont south to stations in Milpitas and the Berryessa neighborhood of East San Jose. After 

it’s tested and ready to go, the authority will hand it over to BART to connect it to the existing 

system and to run the trains. 

But that’s going to take longer than the next couple of months, said John Engstrom, project 

manager for the Silicon Valley extension. 

While construction crews apply the finishing touches to the two new stations, which should be 

completed by year’s end, VTA needs to complete testing of train control, communications and 

other systems with and without trains running on the new rails. 

Once that’s done, VTA will turn it over to BART, which will perform even more rigorous tests 

designed to ferret out any possible problems, Engstrom said. 

“Basically, we try to break it,” he said. “It’s better to have it break during testing than when 

trains are running.” 

Once the glitches have been worked out, the final step before BART can start carrying 

passengers to and from Silicon Valley is certification from the California Public Utilities 

Commission. 

Testing is already in progress, Engstrom said, and no particular problems have emerged. But he 

said the job of making certain complex systems work together, and as they’re supposed to, can 

be painstaking and time-consuming. 



“I think of it as a 10-mile-long robot,” he said, explaining that each element must be tested 

separately and in conjunction with others. 

The announcement of next June’s opening was made Tuesday amid the dust and noise of 

construction at the Milpitas Station, near the Great Mall shopping center. The station, featuring 

a wave-shaped roof perforated with three large skylights, looks almost ready to go. 

The tracks, third rail, elevators and escalators are in place on the subterranean platform level, 

and the fare gates are installed, covered in plastic, near the arched entryways. A six-story 

parking garage sits empty, but ready for use, with the stripes and numbers painted on the 

pavement. A bridge linking the station with a VTA light-rail station stretches across Capitol 

Avenue. 

South Bay residents who want to ride BART now have to drive to Fremont, where the 

downtown and Warm Springs stations are located, or ride a VTA express bus from the Great 

Mall to the downtown station. 

Andrew Favian, 29, of south San Jose, waited a half-hour for the bus, then took the 20-minute 

ride to the station. He looks forward to BART’s arrival in Milpitas, even if it isn’t until June. 

“I could have been in Pleasanton by now,” he said. “With BART, it’s a direct route. You don’t 

have to wait for the bus and then wait for BART. It will be a lot more convenient.” 
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Will San Jose and Santa Clara reconcile before 'border war' goes to court? 

(Silicon Valley Business Journal) 

With just two days before their “border war” goes to a judge Friday — and with billions of 

dollars of development and tens of thousands of future jobs at stake — San Jose and Santa 

Clara officials are making a last-minute effort to reach a truce. 

Neither city wants to risk the loss of control over two important real estate developments 

barely within their borders — the live-work-play City Place in Santa Clara and Santana West’s 

office-retail project in San Jose — that leaving dispute resolution to a court would do. And 

somewhere in the not-distant future, both sides agree, looms the next economic downturn that 

could scuttle everything. 

The proximate issue is $10 million that Santa Clara wants in traffic mitigation for Santana West, 

which is one block from the busy Winchester-Stevens Creek intersection both cities share, 

according to correspondence between the cities’ mayors obtained by the Silicon Valley Business 

Journal. 

https://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2017/08/23/san-jose-santa-clara-border-lawsuit-housing.html?ana=e_mc_prem&s=newsletter&ed=2017-08-23&u=oboFmgl6no%2FBUgbE98AM%2Bw0d876644&t=1503513772&j=78735531


But the money is a proxy for numerous other differences that separate San Jose, a large city 

committed to metropolitan status through tall and dense development prescribed in its two-

year-old master plan, and Santa Clara, a suburban city torn between huge developments like 

City Place on its border with San Jose near Levi’s Stadium but still clinging to the bungalow-and-

backyard dreams of many of its residents. 

Though City Place is in the smaller city, it’s the much larger development and far more critical 

to Santa Clara’s future than Santana West is to San Jose. 

That’s what makes it difficult to understand why — with both sides near agreement last spring, 

according to sources with knowledge of the talks — Santa Clara demanded $10 million, which 

was met with “flat rejection” by San Jose. 

Let’s put the projects and each city’s objections into perspective. 

• City Place in Santa Clara, to be built by the Related Companies on the municipal golf course 

across Tasman Drive from the 49ers’ stadium, is huge: 9 million square feet of offices, retail, 

entertainment and housing costing about $6.5 billion to develop. It's estimated the 

development would create about 25,000 new jobs. Because it’s on city-owned land, City Place 

would be worth about $17.4 million in rent and taxes to Santa Clara. San Jose’s objection? City 

Place includes only 1,360 residential units, meaning it likely would increase the already 

untenable housing demand in San Jose right across the Guadalupe River. San Jose wants Santa 

Clara to commit to building more housing somewhere within its jurisdiction. 

• Santana West in San Jose is big but a fraction the size and scope of City Place. Federal Realty 

plans 970,000 square feet of office and retail space across Winchester Boulevard from Santana 

Row estimated at $500 million by city officials (a Federal spokesperson declined comment). It 

would generate about 3,000 jobs and $700,000 in property taxes. Santa Clara wants the $10 

million to relieve traffic congestion on top of $5 million in mitigation San Jose is already 

considering. 

“We got very close to a resolution,” San Jose Mayor Sam Liccardosaid, “until we received a 

letter demanding $10 million in improvements around Santana West and we were told at that 

time that Santa Clara was not going to support the negotiated resolution over City Place.” 

Santa Clara Mayor Lisa Gillmor declined an interview request because of eye surgery last week. 

Vice Mayor Dominic Caserta, not a Gillmor political ally, said “having a border war with cities 

doesn’t serve the people we represent.” 

Related’s executive vice president, Stephen Eimer, said City Place is now a year behind schedule 

and on hold until the lawsuit is resolved. 

“We have and will continue to actively communicate with all parties involved in San Jose’s 

lawsuit to help reach a positive settlement out of court and look forward to the day we can 

break ground on City Place,” he said. 

https://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/search/results?q=Sam%20Liccardo
https://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/search/results?q=Lisa%20Gillmor
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Two cities, two lawsuits, one big conflict 

The dueling lawsuits have been characterized as a tit-for-tat disagreement between two mayors 

that was hinted at by Gillmor’s statements in the Mercury News last year ( here and here) in 

which she sounded like the Santana West lawsuit was retaliation against San Jose’s suit against 

CityPlace. (In an August 14 letter to Liccardo, the most recent of the four letters obtained by the 

Business Journal, she wrote: “I do not agree that there is in any way a ‘strong linkage’ between 

these matters.”) 

But they reveal a united San Jose City Council — “No one on our council has told me they have 

a problem with Santana West,” said District 1 Councilmember Chappie Jones, in whose district 

the project resides — and a Santa Clara City Council that mirrors the division of its residents. 

“We're building mixed-use developments,” said Santa Clara Councilmember Patricia Mahan, 

who has also opposed Gillmor in council meetings. “We're building these ‘urban villages,’ these 

sorts of enclaves where you have housing and services and jobs all connected and together. 

And that seems to be a pattern of a lifestyle that the up-and-coming generations seem to 

prefer. So I think in some sense we're going to have to just face that that's the future.” 

Liccardo said he believes Santa Clara’s resistance to more housing — a resistance that is shared 

by other cities on San Jose’s northern border — ultimately is the sore point between the cities 

that underlies the City Place-Santana West dispute. 

Santana West is part of the Winchester and Santana Row/Valley Fair Urban Village, one of two 

villages approved August 8 by the San Jose City Council over opposition from Santa Clara and 

Cupertino residents who objected to be looking up from their backyard barbecues at new office 

and hotel towers springing up across the street in San Jose. 

“I would like to see a balanced approach,” Santa Clara's Caserta said. “I believe San Jose could 

give more, and developments like the urban villages have to primarily first work for existing 

neighbors that are there.” 

Danger in waiting in too long for a resolution 

The intercity suits, both rooted in the California Environmental Quality Act, known as CEQA, 

also have a history. 

In 2005 it was San Jose that was sprawling northward along First Street, where most of its 

corporate campuses like those of eBay, Cisco Systems and Samsung are today, only to run into a 

lawsuit from Santa Clara and Milpitas that claimed they would bear much of the traffic 

congestion generated by these new job sites and residences. 

That suit was settled out of court when San Jose agreed to pay $33.5 million and to limit its 

residential construction in North San Jose to 8,000 of the 32,000 units initially planned. 

http://www.mercurynews.com/2016/06/17/a-feud-is-brewing-between-two-silicon-valley-mayors/
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As the clock ticks down toward Friday’s court date, time seems to be weighing more heavily on 

Santa Clara, which has the most to lose in project value and jobs. But there’s urgency on both 

sides to get these projects begun while market conditions favor them. 

A growing number of economists believe we’re due for a recession if for no other reason than 

the current recovery of 98 months is the third-longest of the 33 business cycles dating to 1854, 

according to the Federal Reserve Bank. 

“I think Silicon Valley, with our robust jobs and amazing employers, will be a little more 

immune,” Caserta said. “But make no mistake about it, there are projections from very talented 

people who have a proven record of identifying these things, that there is going to be a 

slowdown.” 

 
Read the four letters: 

 June 30 letter to Mayor Gillmor 

 July 13 letter to Mayor Liccardo 

 Aug. 10 letter to Mayor Gillmor 

 Aug. 14 letter to Mayor Liccardo 
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Will San Jose to Fresno bullet train become the Silicon Valley Express? (Mercury 

News) 

America’s first-ever high-speed rail line would shrink distance between two estranged 

valleys                                                                                                                                   

California’s Central Valley and Silicon Valley are less than three hours apart by car, but the small 

towns and vast stretches of farmland along the middle of the state are a world away from 

$3,000-per-month studio apartments and jammed freeways. 

America’s first-ever high-speed rail line would shrink the distance between the two estranged 

valleys. As soon as 2025, it could connect the nation’s breadbasket with its most powerful 

economic engine, whisking people from the agri-industrial city of Fresno to San Jose in under an 

hour. 

In recent weeks, that vision appeared to be coming together with lightning-like speed 

— something considered impossible before June 6. 

https://media.bizj.us/view/img/10583584/6-30-17-letter-to-mayor-gillmor.pdf
https://media.bizj.us/view/img/10583582/7-13-17-letter-to-mayor-liccardo.pdf
https://media.bizj.us/view/img/10583581/8-10-17-letter-to-mayor-gillmor.pdf
https://media.bizj.us/view/img/10583583/8-14-17-letter-to-mayor-liccardo.pdf
http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/07/23/will-san-jose-to-fresno-bullet-train-become-the-silicon-valley-express/


That’s when search giant Google announced plans to build a 20,000-employee campus within 

easy walking distance of San Jose’s downtown Diridon Station, where both bullet and BART 

trains would stop, raising some tantalizing possibilities: 

A worker moves rebar at the construction site for the San Joaquin River Viaduct of California's 

high-speed rail project in Fresno, California, on Monday, July 10, 2017. A $20 billion segment 

between Fresno and San Jose is scheduled to open by 2025. (Gary Reyes/ Bay Area News 

Group) 

Will the 220-mph train become a Silicon Valley Express for droves of millennials and others who 

can barely afford to rent, let alone buy, a Bay Area home? Will high-tech companies begin 

moving some of their operations to a part of the state where a family can still buy a nice three-

bedroom house for $300,000, triggering a monumental population shift in California? 

“Why not build new communities, well-designed communities, sustainable communities in the 

Central Valley?” asked Jim Wunderman, president and CEO of the Bay Area Council, a business-

sponsored public policy group. Why not “have more folks live there and have an efficient and 

pleasant train commute into the Bay Area?” 

It’s still not a sure thing the train will ever reach San Jose. The state has raised just $12.2 billion 

— mostly from a voter-approved bond — for the $20.7 billion “valley to valley” section 

connecting Fresno to Gilroy and San Jose. And proceeds from California’s cap-and-trade 

auctions are the only other major source of funding for the project. But construction has 

already started in the San Joaquin Valley, and the train is becoming more real by the day. 

Estimated fares — up to $63 between Fresno and San Jose — could be prohibitive for 

commuters, but companies such as Google, Apple and Facebook are already subsidizing 

transportation costs for workers by offering free seats on cushy buses that pick up techies from 

Santa Cruz to San Francisco. They could certainly afford to buy down the cost of a train ticket. 

“I know the pricing is an issue, and there’s a real question as to whether it can really serve as a 

commuter rail at the fares contemplated, but it’s not hard to imagine how companies would be 

willing to pay to ensure their employees could get here from more affordable communities,” 

said San Jose Mayor Sam Liccardo. 

Ernesto Villareal, a 34-year-old information-technology worker, lives in San Jose and these days 

spends sometimes 40 minutes each way driving less than 10 miles to his job at a school in 

Cupertino. Even though he and his wife are homeowners, he said, the idea of one day taking a 

fast train to work — and going home to a bigger, more affordable house — is appealing. 

“That’s amazing,” he said, when hearing the ride from Fresno to San Jose is expected to take an 

hour or less. “Wow! Yes, I would definitely utilize that.” 

Because of the bullet train, former Fresno Mayor Ashley Swearengin said, the Bay Area is finally 

realizing that her city of over a half-million residents exists. “We are a fast-growing, young, 



diverse city,” she said. “It’s almost as though someone put a cloaking device over the Central 

Valley.” 

Still unreal 

Nine years after Californians approved the $9.95 billion bond that launched the high-speed rail 

project — money that was tied up in a lawsuit until 2013 — the bullet train still holds an 

imaginary aura. That’s true even in Fresno, where parallel rows of towering viaduct columns are 

popping up across the city.“Largely, people don’t believe that it’s going to happen, if I’m being 

really honest,” said Irma Olguin Jr., co-founder of Bitwise Industries, a technology company. 

Sitting on a couch at an old downtown car dealership that her company transformed into an 

industrial-chic work space with Fresno-centric artwork and sweeping city views, Olguin said she 

wants to see the state build “the whole damn thing” from the Bay Area to Los Angeles. 

Last year, the California High-Speed Rail Authority decided to start laying tracks from the 

Central Valley to San Jose rather than south to Los Angeles. 

Moving mountains 

While it might seem like a faraway concept to some, the bullet-train project is hard to miss 

while driving down Interstate 99 in the Central Valley. Entire roads, warehouses, restaurants 

and a gun range have been moved out of the way to accommodate the train’s future path. 

Workers there are now digging trenches, and building bridges and a two-mile-long viaduct to 

carry the train on its way to and from the Bay Area — over and under freeways, past 

neighborhoods, between miles and miles of crops and through the Diablo mountain range near 

the Pacheco Pass. 

Fresno’s downtown station will be built at the site of the old Southern Pacific depot, erected in 

1889. According to a plaque outside, that railroad “founded Fresno, brought settlers and 

shipped their crops, developing this desert into the agri-business capital of the world.” 

Terry Ogle, an engineer at the rail authority who is overseeing design and construction in the 

Central Valley, said he feels as though he is part of the region’s next big historic shift. 

“This is the biggest thing that is going on in the country right now,” said Ogle, standing on a 

dusty site under the broiling July sun. “This is the Bay Bridge of the Central Valley — right here.” 

The $64 billion project has been politically divisive from the beginning. Republicans in 

Sacramento and Washington, D.C., have tried to cut off its funding, calling it a “boondoggle” 

and a “choo-choo train to nowhere.” And Democrats have privately questioned whether it will 

ever get to San Jose, let alone Los Angeles. 



Columns for the Joaquin River Viaduct is seen through huge corrugated pipes at California’s 

high-speed rail project in Fresno, California, on Monday, July 10, 2017. A $20.7 billion segment 

between Fresno and San Jose is scheduled to open by 2025. Gary Reyes/ Bay Area News Group 

But high-speed rail — which voters approved during the administration of Gov. Arnold 

Schwarzenegger, an unorthodox Republican — has managed to chug ahead under the 

protective wing of Gov. Jerry Brown. In 2014, the Legislature committed to its construction an 

ongoing 25 percent of the auction proceeds from the state’s landmark climate program — cap 

and trade. The money comes from businesses who are essentially paying to pollute. 

Last week’s vote to extend cap and trade through 2030 lifted much of the uncertainty clouding 

the program, but the Legislature could decide to shift future proceeds away from high-speed 

rail. And Brown, arguably the bullet train’s loudest cheerleader, has less than 18 months left in 

office — a timeline that is not lost on officials, who know they have to make the train 

materialize as soon as possible. 

“We’d like to get as much done as we can while he is still the governor,” said Dan Richard, 

chairman of the rail authority’s board. 

In fact, the success of the entire $64 billion project could hinge on the valley-to-valley line. 

“When we open the service, it will be the first true high-speed rail service in America. Most 

Americans have no experience with it,” Richard said. “Our biggest challenge right now is that 

this is something people just can’t conceive of. Once they see it in action, even in this first 

segment — once they see it and once they experience high-speed rail, a lot of people will look 

at that and say, ‘Gee we’d really like to extend that to my community.”’ 

One of the project’s strongest supporters in the more politically conservative Central Valley is 

Swearengin, a Republican who ran unsuccessfully for state controller in 2014. 

Fresno for years has been preparing for the train, she said, rezoning downtown to allow for the 

construction of thousands of new homes near the station. It was one way to protect the 

county’s valuable agricultural land from being chewed up and turned into subdivisions. 

But Swearengin wants the train to bring new jobs, not just new housing, to her valley. 

“Already the Bay Area has the greatest concentration of economic wealth of arguably any place 

in the country, which is creating the challenges the Bay Area is now experiencing,” she said. “So 

we think the solution isn’t just to plop housing in the Central Valley. We actually want to see a 

good mix of jobs that are getting priced out of the Bay Area as well.” 

By all accounts, Bay Area businesses are not yet looking to move to Fresno, Merced or 

Bakersfield. Some, no doubt, are still skeptical that the train will ever run, or they are waiting 

until it is closer to completion. A Google spokeswoman said it was too early for the company to 

comment on the impact of the bullet train. 



But Carl Guardino, CEO of the Silicon Valley Leadership Group, argues that the Silicon Valley 

Express opens a wealth of new possibilities for businesses and their workers. It is, he argues, a 

train to somewhere. 

“Anyone who thinks Silicon Valley, the Earth’s epicenter of innovation, is quote 

unquote nowhere,” he said, “is truly not paying attention.” 

Back to Top 

'It's not for me': how San Francisco's bike-share scheme became a symbol of 

gentrification (The Guardian) 

A mutilated bicycle was spotted hanging in a tree on a San Francisco street. Another 

was dumped in a lake in Oakland. Nearby, a row of parked bikes had their tires slashed. 

The Ford-sponsored bike-share program has suffered a rocky expansion in California this 

summer, marked by a spate of bizarre and destructive acts of vandalism. That may be in part 

due to the fact that in the Bay Area, the corporate-funded cycling system has become an 

unlikely flashpoint in the war over gentrification, with critics slamming the bright blue bicycles 

as another sign of wealthy outsiders moving in and transforming communities where they are 

not welcome. 

Defenders of bike-sharing – meant to provide a convenient mode of transportation around San 

Francisco and parts of Silicon Valley – say the program has become a scapegoat for people 

upset about the region’s housing crisis and rising income inequality. 

“Bike-share is coming into cities at a time when neighborhoods are undergoing tremendous 

change,” said Dani Simons, spokeswoman for Motivate, the company that operates the Ford 

GoBike program in the Bay Area and similar systems in New York City, Washington DC and 

Boston. 

Bike lanes have often become proxies in urban conflicts over gentrification, seen as a street 

design geared to young professionals, techies and hipsters and a pathway to trendy coffee 

shops, high-end retail and luxury apartments. In recent years, bike-share programs in particular 

have stirred up controversy in cities across the US, especially when they arrive in areas that 

have traditionally lacked adequate city services and are now facing rapid displacement. 

Following backlashes in a wide range of American cities, the Bay Area is the latest to face the 

heat for building a system where residents can drop off and pick up bikes for short trips, similar 

to programs that have long been popular and successful throughout Europe. 

The contentious debate around public space is a familiar one in San Francisco, where there 

have been intense protests against Google buses and other private corporate shuttles 

that transport wealthy tech workers from the city to the company campuses in Silicon 

Valley. Tech-induced gentrification has become so extreme that many working-class people 
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have been pushed to far-away suburbs, forced to commute for hours each day to get to the 

city. 

“We’re letting corporations do whatever the hell they want, while the everyday folk don’t 

count,” said Roberto Hernandez, a lifelong resident of the Mission district, a Latino 

neighborhood that is ground zero for gentrification. “When you look at the transportation 

privileges that have been provided for these techies, and when you now look at these bikes, it’s 

not for Juan. It ain’t for Pablo ... The feeling of people in this community is like we don’t exist.” 

Since the bike-share system expanded in San Francisco and Oakland in June, there have been 

more than 400 incidents of vandalism, according to Simons. While attacks in Portland 

had explicit political messages (“our city is not a corporate amusement park” and “Nike [the 

sponsor] hates the poor”), the motives behind the incidents in the Bay Area haven’t always 

been clear. 

Simons said it is common for the systems to be targeted by vandals when they first appear. But 

she said she hoped people concerned about affordability in San Francisco could see the 

program as part of the solution to transportation challenges in increasingly dense urban areas: 

“Bike-share is cities trying to figure out how to accommodate more people ... sustainably and 

affordably.” 

Supporters of the program said it could help people struggling to make ends meet and claimed 

it is one of the most accessible in the country, with a $5 annual membership for low-income 

people and options to sign up without a credit or debit card. 

 A cyclist in San Francisco. ‘Bike share is cities trying to figure out how to accommodate more 

people ... sustainably and affordably,’ says a spokeswoman for the program. Photograph: Alamy 

René Rivera, executive director of Bike East Bay, an advocacy group in Oakland that has 

promoted the bike-share program, noted that there’s a long history of transportation 

developments damaging communities of color. In West Oakland, a historically black area, the 

government built highways, a major train line and other projects that ripped apart the existing 

residential neighborhood in the mid-20th century. The area was subsequently underserved by 

the city. 

“Roads don’t get paved. Roads aren’t safe. Basic pedestrian safety is ignored,” Rivera said. “So 

when you see some shiny new infrastructure come in, whether bike lanes or bike sharing … and 

you are seeing more affluent white people come into the neighborhoods, it’s natural to have 

the reaction, ‘This new thing is not for me. This new thing is for white professionals.’” Rivera 

said his group has tried to counter that resentment by partnering with a number of local 

organizations to do outreach. 

Across the bay in San Francisco, Erick Arguello, president of a Latino cultural district, said 

longtime residents have good reason to be skeptical of the program and are frustrated that the 

existing communities weren’t involved in planning. 
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“We don’t support any vandalism, but I do understand the anger,” he said. Hernandez, co-

founder of a group called Our Mission No Eviction, said there should’ve been more discussions 

about whether removing car parking for certain stations could hurt longtime businesses. 

“We have to protect the little that we got left,” he said. “Overnight, they just came and set this 

up. They had no respect for this community.” 

Mario, a San Francisco user of the bike-share program, who has a discounted membership 

because he qualifies for food stamps, said he was perplexed by the backlash. 

“It’s the cheapest transportation option we have,” said the 29-year-old, who works as an 

administrative assistant and asked not to use his full name, because he feared backlash from 

anti-gentrification activists. 

The vandalism is “hurting people that actually use this”, he added. “It just makes us in the 

neighborhood kind of look childish if we start burning and graffiting everything. I think it’s really 

sad, because a lot of people depend on these bikes.” 

Activists shouldn’t be worried about the bikes drawing wealthy tech workers to the 

neighborhood, Mario added: “The people who have money are just going to take an Uber.” 
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California Today: The Rise of the Super Commuter (The New York Times) 

Commute times have shot up across the country, but California has seen some of the worst of 

it. Several California metropolitan areas, in particular the smaller cities that lie on the far 

outskirts of San Francisco and Los Angeles, have some of the nation’s highest share of “super 

commuters.” 

The worst place in the state is Stockton, where 8 percent of commuters travel 90 or more 

minutes to work. That is more than three times the national share and sits among the top 

handful of the nation’s most brutal cities to commute from. 

“These are problem numbers for California,” said Adie Tomer, a fellow at the Brookings 

Institution. “One of the advantages to living in a place like Stockton or Vallejo is that you 

shouldn’t be traveling as long.” 

Commute times fell during the recession, as high unemployment reduced traffic for all the 

wrong reasons. In 2009, 6.6 percent of Stockton commuters had commutes over 90 minutes. 

But over the past few years, as the national economy improved and California boomed, home 

prices have escalated to crisis levels. 

The result has been a sharp increase in super commuting: Today, 8 percent of Stockton 

commuters travel 90 or more minutes to work. The share of super commuters in the United 

States grew to 2.8 percent from 2.4 percent over the same period. 
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Commuters who live and work in Stockton no doubt have easy commutes. But many of them 

are like Sheila James, a 61-year-old federal worker that I recently profiled. Ms. James commutes 

from Stockton to San Francisco, a three-hour odyssey that includes two trains and a bus and 

was documented in a story and photo essay. 

 

Back to Top 
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From: Board Secretary  

Sent: Thursday, August 24, 2017 10:13 AM 

To: VTA Board of Directors 

Subject: VTA Information: August 25, 2017 Board of Directors Workshop Meeting Additional Information 

 

Board of Directors: 

Please follow to this link for the PowerPoint presentation which will be shown at the Board 

Workshop on August 25, 2017. 

Attached you will find a letter received from the public regarding  Agenda Item #3.2: BART 

Silicon Valley – Overview of Phase II Project and Environmental Process. 

The workshop meeting will be held at the VTA River Oaks Campus, Building A, Auditorium, 

3331 North First Street beginning at 9:00 a.m. The front visitors lot will be reserved for Board 

Members and Alternate Board Members. A continental breakfast will be provided. 

Thank you, 

 

VTA Office of the Board Secretary 

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 

3331 N. First Street 

San Jose, CA  95134 

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

(408) 321.5680 (telephone) 

(408) 955.0891 (fax) 

 

 

http://vtaorgcontent.s3-us-west-1.amazonaws.com/Site_Content/bod_082517_wkshp_packet.pdf#page=15
board.secretary@vta.org






From: Board Secretary  
Sent: Thursday, August 24, 2017 3:37 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: From VTA: August 24, 2017 Media Clips 
 

 

VTA Daily News Coverage for Thursday, August 24, 2017 

1. SCVTA: BART Silicon Valley Extension enters final stretch of Phase 1 (RT&S.com) 
2. Video: Man on BART tracks saved when passengers alert oncoming train (East Bay Times) 
3. Bay Area transit fails to put riders first  (San Francisco Chronicle)  Opinion 
4. Caltrans says bye-bye to Botts’ Dots (Mercury News) 

 

SCVTA: BART Silicon Valley Extension enters final stretch of Phase 1 (RT&S.com) 

(Reprinted VTA blog post) 

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (SCVTA) has entered what it calls the "final and 

most complicated stretch of" the Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) Silicon Valley Extension 

project. 

The extension, which broke ground in April 2012, will bring BART from South Fremont into 

Milpitas and San Jose. SCVTA's Phase 1 team has constructed 10 miles of track, two BART 

stations and campuses and roadway improvements to the fully separate system for 

pedestrians, bicyclists and motorists. SCVTA says the project has remained more than six 

months ahead of schedule for the majority of the last five years of construction. The project is 

expected to finish before its estimated completion date of June 2018. 

SCVTA and BART compiled a sequence of events that are dependent on completion in order to 

open for passenger service. These milestones as listed by SCVTA include: 

1. Station Construction: Complete landscaping, station interiors and exteriors 

2. Static Testing: Perform all communications, track and signal tests 

3. Dynamic Testing: Test train movements along 10-mile extension 

4. Integration Testing: Integrate 10-mile extension with the existing BART system 

5. Safety Certification: Certify the safety and reliability of the integrated 10-mile extension 

http://www.rtands.com/index.php/track-maintenance/on-track-maintenance/scvta-bart-silicon-valley-extension-enters-final-stretch-of-phase-1.html?platform=hootsuite


6. Passenger Service! 

Following the completion of station construction, which is expected to finish this year, SCVTA 

will perform static testing, which includes all track, communications and signal tests along the 

trackway, in the six train control facilities, and within the two stations. Next, SCVTA says it will 

perform dynamic testing, where train movements will be tested along the 10-mile extension, 

from Fremont to San Jose. This phase of testing will be visible to the public as multi-car trains 

will travel along the 10-mile extension to simulate BART service. 

Following its testing, SCVTA says will turn the project over to BART so that BART may perform 

integration testing and train its operators on the new 10-mile extension. Finally, the California 

Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) is the agency that oversees the safety certification of rail 

transit systems in California. Under CPUC oversight, all systems are certified to ensure they are 

correctly designed, constructed, installed and operating as intended. Once these certifications 

are in place, and the CPUC is satisfied with the process, BART may begin passenger service on 

the new 10-mile extension. After passenger service begins, BART will be responsible for 

operations and maintenance of the system, and the CPUC will continue oversight of the system 

operations. 

Back to Top 

Video: Man on BART tracks saved when passengers alert oncoming train (East Bay 

Times) 

BART passengers helped save the life of a person in crisis who went onto the tracks at the Civic 

Center station in San Francisco Monday afternoon, BART officials said. 

At 4:43 p.m., a man went onto the tracks at the station from one of the platforms. Immediately, 

several people on the platform helped the man up while others began waving their arms to 

alert the operator in the oncoming train. 

According to BART officials, the train operator hit the emergency stop button and the train 

came to a stop one car into the station, and several car lengths away from the man. 

Power was cut in the area and BART police responded within minutes. Officers detained the 

man and made sure he received the supportive services he needed, BART officials said. 

Back to Top 

Bay Area transit fails to put riders first  (San Francisco Chronicle) 
Opinion 

The northern terminus of SMART, the new passenger-rail system in the North Bay, is the 

Sonoma County Airport Station in Santa Rosa. But after my 8-year-old son and I flew in, we 

learned the airport is more than a mile from the train. 

http://www.eastbaytimes.com/2017/08/24/man-on-bart-tracks-saved-when-passengers-alert-oncoming-train/
http://www.sfchronicle.com/opinion/article/Bay-Area-transit-fails-to-put-riders-first-11953664.php


There is as yet no dedicated shuttle from plane to train. My son wasn’t up for walking. A public 

bus that would get us nearer to the train wouldn’t show up for hours. Uber wasn’t picking up, 

and my Lyft app kept crashing. The four cabbies outside the airport refused to take us on such a 

short, cheap trip. 

The Bay Area is our richest large metropolitan region because it skillfully connects the world. 

But if you need to make transit connections in the Bay Area, good luck. 

Lured by this summer’s preview rides on SMART, I recently spent three days navigating the Bay 

Area sans car. I enjoyed trains, ferries and buses. But I was bewildered by the failure of a place 

famous for integrating culture and technology to integrate its own infrastructure and 

transportation. 

After 40 minutes at the airport, we called our own cab, which took us to the train station. The 

first 43-mile segment, of what promises to be a 70-mile train, runs from Santa Rosa to San 

Rafael, and has bathrooms and a cafe that sells wine. The ride took 90 minutes and offered a 

grittier view of Sonoma and Marin counties — mobile home parks, old industrial properties — 

and glimpses of Mounts Tamalpais and Diablo. 

The SMART train is eventually supposed to reach the Larkspur Ferry Terminal, a 35-minute boat 

ride from San Francisco. But the first segment ends 2 miles short of the ferry. There’s a bike 

path to the terminal, and a bus station in San Rafael that can get you to the ferry, but that bus 

ride would take 26 minutes. We opted for an Uber and got there in eight minutes. 

We shouldn’t have hurried: The ferry left 10 minutes late. But on a clear day, we enjoyed views 

of the Golden Gate Bridge. At the Ferry Building, I bought my son ice cream at Gott’s. 

After meetings in San Francisco, we went to BART’s Embarcadero Station, heading for Oakland 

Airport and a flight home. But the first six trains were too full to board. BART is a system built 

for 60,000 riders that moves more than 400,000 daily. The system badly needs more cars, 

better maintenance, governance that isn’t dominated by unions and a second tunnel under the 

bay. 

When the seventh train arrived, we pushed our way in. “That’s rude,” said one rider. 

“We’re from L.A.,” I replied. 

We made the flight, but the day produced sticker shock. The four-station ride from San 

Francisco to Oakland’s Coliseum Station, from which a tram takes you into the airport, cost 

$10.20 each. Add that to my $11.50 ferry ticket (my son’s was $5.75), the $9 Uber ride to the 

ferry, the $11.50 one-way fare on SMART (kids are half-price), and $10 for the airport cab ride, 

and our journey was pushing $70. In L.A., a Metro ride is just $1.75, with free transfers. 

A few days later, I was back in San Francisco, contending with delays on the local Muni system, 

when I needed to get to San Jose, a city BART doesn’t quite reach yet. That meant riding 

Caltrain. BART and Caltrain share a station in Millbrae, but the schedules aren’t synchronized, 



meaning possible delay. So I walked 25 minutes from BART’s Powell Street Station to the 

Caltrain at Fourth and King. 

In San Jose, I disembarked at Diridon Station, which may have a bright future as the northern 

end of high-speed rail. But for now, it is just another setting for connection frustration, as I 

waited a half-hour for a train on Santa Clara County’s VTA system. 

The next day, to get to San Jose Airport, I took Caltrain to the Santa Clara Station, which offers a 

VTA bus shuttle. But the bus driver refused to open the bus door for 15 minutes, even during a 

brief rain. And the shuttle took a meandering route with a stop at a soccer stadium. 

If the Bay Area is ever going to be the design-savvy ecotopia of its dreams, it must combine 

transit systems and put the rider’s needs first. Right now, using transit there makes you feel 

powerless. And that should be unacceptable in California’s most powerful region. 

Joe Mathews writes the Connecting California column for Zócalo Public Square. 

Back to Top 

Caltrans says bye-bye to Botts’ Dots (Mercury News) 

To the dismay of most California drivers, it’s now official. Those popular Botts’ Dots will 

disappear from state roadways. 

Caltrans has approved removing the nonreflective pavement markers that for the last five 

decades have warned motorists when they veer out of their lanes. The 20 million now in use 

will be replaced over time with new markers that are cheaper and safer to install and can better 

guide the thousands of self-driving cars that are in our future. 

“I know many millions of California motorists owe their lives to the tiny sentinels, which offered 

a low rumble to alert drivers who were straying out of their lanes,” said Russell Snyder, a 

former Caltrans official and now executive director of the California Asphalt Pavement 

Association. 

“I understand that technology marches on, but these little guys did a yeoman’s job for more 

than a half-century on California highways, and I, for one, will miss them.” 

Last week the state sent out notices that it is discontinuing use of nonreflective pavement 

markers and is increasing the width of all 4-inch wide traffic lines to 6-inch wide lines on 

highways. 

California is one of just four states using Botts’ Dots. New federal standards have caused most 

to say farewell to the devices that were the idea of Elbert Botts, a Caltrans chemical engineer 

who once taught at San Jose State University. 

http://www.zocalopublicsquare.org/category/inquiries/connecting-california/
http://www.zocalopublicsquare.org/
http://www.mercurynews.com/2017/08/23/caltrans-says-bye-bye-to-botts-dots/


But the move is not popular. Of the first 74 comments Caltrans received, all opposed getting rid 

of the bumps that have given motorists a gentle rumble as they unknowingly cross into another 

lane. 

“No! Keep the Botts dots,” pleaded Deborah Miller of Redwood Shores. “They are a great safety 

help, especially in the rain, when painted lane markings might not be visible. Why does Caltrans 

want to get rid of such a fantastic safety feature? I am speechless.” 

Others say they are thankful to be alive. 

Edward Montgomery of Moraga was just a teen in 1973 when he and two pals were driving at 4 

a.m. on the Long Beach freeway in the fast lane when all three fell asleep in their VW bug which 

began drifting off the road. 

“I felt bu bump … bu bump … bu bump,” he recalled. “I woke up. We’re in the slow lane headed 

off the freeway. I yelled (at the driver). Fortunately, as he awoke, he turned left.” 

Botts’ Dots were first tested along Interstate 80 near Vacaville and Highway 99 near Fresno in 

1966. 

The new preferred way to separate lanes is with thermoplastic striping, which looks like white 

paint but is actually material melted onto the pavement. 

It lasts longer, reflects night-time light as did the dots, and costs $3 less for 30 feet of 

installation. 

Replacing Botts’ Dots with the thermoplastic striping will take place as roadways get repaved. 

Work on Interstate 80 in Berkeley is expected to start next year. 

But for those who like the bumps in the roads, Botts’ Dots may not disappear altogether as 

some mountain roads such as Highway 17 may keep them. 

A six-year Caltrans study in the early 2000s showed that accident rates weren’t significantly 

affected whether the bumps were there or not. The state then decided they were no longer 

worth the maintenance effort or the risk to road workers. 

“They only last about six months,” said Caltrans Vanessa Wiseman compared to six years for 

new lane dividers. “A lane must be closed for our folks to replace them by hand.” 

And a couple of years ago road workers were injured on Bay Area freeways when cars twice 

plowed into them as they replaced worn-out Botts’ Dots. 

But they may have another life. When Highway 85 opened in Cupertino, officials were 

presented with a souvenir. Botts’ Dots. 

Back to Top 

 



From: Board Secretary  

Sent: Friday, August 25, 2017 1:06 PM 

To: VTA Board of Directors 

Subject: From VTA Board Chair Jeannie Bruins: 2016 Measure B Funding Update 

Importance: High 

 

Colleagues,  

As we approach the first anniversary of the 2016 Measure B approval, it is important that you are 

aware of the status of funding distribution from taxes collected under this Measure.  Please see 

the attached statement which explains what’s keeping VTA from carrying out the will of 72% of 

Santa Clara County voters in distributing funds to address the ever-growing needs of our local 

transportation network, and feel free to share this with members of your city councils, 

supervisors on the county board and city/county managers.   

 

Jeannie Bruins, Chairperson 

Board of Directors 

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 

3331 North First Street, Building B 

San Jose, CA 95134-1927 

board.secretary@vta.org 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Conserve paper. Think before you print.  

 

mailto:board.secretary@vta.org


August 25, 2017  

 

When Will the Potholes be Fixed? 

(2016 Measure B Funds Tied up in Court) 

 

 
After the overwhelming passage of the 2016 

Measure B, with close to 72% of the vote, VTA has 

been busy laying the groundwork to fund the myriad 

of projects approved by the voters as transportation 

priorities for Santa Clara County. These projects 

range from local streets and roads repair, 

bicycle/pedestrian improvements, and building 

Caltrain grade separations to funding Phase II of the 

BART extension. 

Collection of the ½ cent sales tax began in April 2017 

and as VTA was preparing to distribute the funds, an 

appeal of a previously dismissed lawsuit regarding 

the 2016 Measure B was filed.  

Specifically, in January 2017, a Saratoga resident 

individually filed a lawsuit against VTA on the 

validity of the 2016 Measure B. (Cheriel Jensen v. 

Santa Clara Transportation Authority, et al.) VTA 

challenged the lawsuit as lacking merit and the court 

agreed and dismissed the case. We recently learned 

that the plaintiff just filed an appeal of the court’s 

dismissal to the 6th District Court of Appeal.  

As a result of the ongoing lawsuit, VTA is required 

to keep all 2016 Measure B tax collections in an 

escrow account (which VTA has been doing) “until 

the legality of the tax is finally resolved by a final 

and non-appealable decision…” (California Revenue 

and Taxation Code, Rev. & Tax. Code § 7270(c).)  

Therefore, the court process impedes VTA from 

distributing any 2016 Measure B funds, as was 

planned for this fall. 

 

 

 

 

 

“As the transportation authority for the county, VTA 

is responsible for ensuring the transportation 

network remains in a state of good repair. Time spent 

on this legal battle could extend into years, adding to 

the cost of implementing these needed projects.” 

  VTA Board Chair Jeannie Bruins  

The lawsuit withholds funding (in 2017 dollars) from 

all nine program categories that the voters approved: 

 BART Silicon Valley Phase II $1.5 billion 

 Bicycle/Pedestrian Program $250 million 

 Caltrain Corridor Capacity     $314 million 

Improvements 

 Caltrain Grade Separations $700 million 

 County Expressways  $750 million 

 Highway Interchanges  $750 million 

 Local Street and Roads  $1.2 billion 

 State Route 85 Corridor  $350 million 

 Transit Operations   $500 million 

“Residents who voted for Measure B will continue to 

see their potholes unrepaired because one person 

seeks to exploit the judicial process to reverse the 

decision of the overwhelming majority of Santa 

Clara County voters, and of the Superior Court.”   

VTA Vice Chair, Mayor Sam Liccardo.   

 

VTA is committed to meeting the transportation 

needs of the residents and businesses of Santa Clara 

County and stands ready to begin delivering the voter 

approved projects and programs contained in 2016 

Measure B as soon as the lawsuit is resolved. 

http://appellatecases.courtinfo.ca.gov/search/case/mainCaseScreen.cfm?dist=6&doc_id=2220655&doc_no=H044974
http://appellatecases.courtinfo.ca.gov/search/case/mainCaseScreen.cfm?dist=6&doc_id=2220655&doc_no=H044974


From: Baltao, Elaine  
Sent: Friday, August 25, 2017 2:48 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: Action requested: Follow up from today's VTA Board Workshop Meeting 
Importance: High 

 
VTA Board of Directors,  
 
A few follow up items from today’s workshop: 
 

1) Please e-mail additional questions/comments/suggestions/concerns regarding the Phase II 
activities and options (environmental clearance status, evaluation criteria, and single and twin 
bore tunneling methodology).  
 

2) Below is the email sent to you regarding the Joint VTA/BART Board meeting on September 28.  If 
you have not responded to our polling please reply to this email to confirm your attendance.  
Joint VTA/BART Joint Meeting tentative details:  
 Thursday, September 28 
 Optional tour of the Warm Springs/South Fremont Station is tentatively scheduled at 9:30 

a.m.  
 After the optional tour, the joint meeting will be held at 42551 Osgood Road in Fremont, CA.  
 The joint meeting is expected to begin between 11:00 and 11:30 and is supposed to last 

approximately 90 to 120 minutes, depending on the agenda topics.  
 

3) Please send any suggested topics for the Joint VTA/BART meeting by Wednesday, August 30, 
2017.   

 
If you have any questions, please reply to this email.  
 
Thank you and have a fantastic weekend!  
 
Regards, 
Elaine  
 
From: Baltao, Elaine  
Sent: Monday, August 07, 2017 4:06 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors <VTABoardofDirectors@vta.org> 
Subject: Invitation to BART Board Meeting - September 28, 2017 
Importance: High 

 

Dear VTA Board of Directors, 

 

Attached is a letter from BART General Manager, Grace Crunican, extending an invitation for 

you to join the BART Board at its meeting on September 28, 2017.   The meeting will be held at 

the Warm Springs/South Fremont Station at 9:30 AM, starting with a tour of this new station and 

followed by the Public Meeting at a local venue.  As you may know, the Comprehensive 

mailto:VTABoardofDirectors@vta.org


Agreement for the extension of BART service into Santa Clara County that was signed between 

VTA and BART in 2001, references an Annual Joint Meeting of the Boards. 

 

This Joint Meeting is an opportunity to meet their Board and Executive Leadership and learn of 

their plans to manage the newest 10-mile segment of their system.  We are in the process of 

drafting an agenda and welcome your suggestions for items to be added.   

 

Please advise Elaine Baltao, by Friday, August 18, 2017, if you are able to attend.  Thank you 

and let me know if you have further questions. 

 

Best regards, 

 

Nuria Fernandez  

General Manager/CEO 

 





 

From: Board Secretary  

Sent: Friday, August 25, 2017 3:54 PM 

To: VTA Board of Directors 

Subject: VTA Correspondence: VTA's Contribution to Caltrain's Operating Fund and Measure B 

VTA Board of Directors: 

 

We are forwarding you comments from a member of the public regarding VTA’s contribution to 

Caltrain’s operating fund and 2016 Measure B.   

 

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 

 

 

 

-----Original Message----- 

From: Jeremy Koletar   

Sent: Friday, August 18, 2017 6:55 PM 

To: Board Secretary 

Subject: Fix Caltrain budget failure 

 

 

Honorable board members, 

 

The recent reluctance by VTA to pay its Caltrain bills, after assuring Measure B voters and 

stakeholders that it would be a reliable partner, is triggering a cascade of problems, including a 

premature fare increase, cutbacks in the maintenance of aging, breakdown-prone equipment, and 

cuts to bike parking that will free up more space on trains. 

 

The failure cascade, when one partner's cutbacks trigger cutbacks by all 3 partners, resulting in 

deeper cuts and reactive changes is no way to run a critical element of Silicon Valley 

infrastructure. 

 

mailto:board.secretary@vta.org


We must find a solution now keep to Caltrain running smoothly in the coming year and maintain 

the confidence of voters and supporters needed for long-term solutions.  VTA board should look 

harder for ways to keep the commitment implied by Measure B to be a reliable Caltrain partner. 

All partners should work together for solutions to keep one partner's cutbacks from multiplying 

into more severe consequences.  

 

It's an embarrassment to the region for VTA to not pay its full contribution. VTA keeps sinking 

costs into BART to Silicon Valley whilst neglecting lines that actually serve riders right now. 

 

Jeremy Koletar 
 




