
From: Board.Secretary  
Sent: Friday, September 11, 2015 5:15 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: VTA Correspondence: Support Floor Memos, Support Letters to Governor Brown, and 
Comments on El Camino Real BRT Project  
 

VTA Board of Directors: 

 

We are forwarding to you the following:  

 

From Topic 

Chairperson Perry Woodward Support Letters for the following: SB 9 (Beall), SB 413 

(Wieckowski), AB 194 (Frazier), SB 508 (Beall) and SB 

516 (Fuller) 

Bill Schick El Camino Real BRT Project  

 
 

Thank you. 
 

 
Office of the Board Secretary 

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 

3331 N. First Street 

San Jose, CA 95134 

408.321.5680 

board.secretary@vta.org 

 

 
 
 

mailto:board.secretary@vta.org


 

 

 

 

 

M E M O R A N D U M 

 

TO:  Members of the California State Senate 

 

FROM: Perry Woodward, Chairperson 

  Board of Directors 

  Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 

 

DATE:  September 3, 2015 

 

RE:  Support for SB 9 (Beall) 

 

 

The Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) respectfully requests your support for SB 9 

(Beall) when this bill comes before the Senate for concurrence in Assembly amendments.  This 

legislation makes several changes to the Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program, one of the 

competitive grant programs that receives cap-and-trade auction proceeds from the Greenhouse Gas 

Reduction Fund.  The changes proposed by SB 9 would allow the program to accommodate a wider 

variety of public transit projects and, thus, to maximize the total amount of reductions in greenhouse gas 

emissions that could be achieved. 

 

Specifically, SB 9 proposes to incorporate into the Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program a number 

of concepts that have been successfully used for other state and federal transportation funding programs.  

For example, the bill requires the California State Transportation Agency (CalSTA), which is 

responsible for selecting the projects to be funded, to develop a five-year program of projects (to be 

updated every two years), rather than initiating a new competitive process every fiscal year.  This 

approach is used for the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). 

 

In addition, SB 9 authorizes CalSTA to enter into multi-year agreements with public transit agencies for 

projects that are proposed to be funded over a number of fiscal years, rather than all at once.  This 

approach is used by the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) for the New Starts/Small Starts Program. 

 

Finally, the legislation enables a public transit agency that is seeking Transit and Intercity Rail Capital 

Program funding for a multi-year project to obtain a Letter of No Prejudice (LONP) from CalSTA, 

thereby allowing the transit agency to advance its project using local dollars and to be reimbursed with 

state money.  LONPs are commonly used at the federal level, and have been authorized through prior 

legislation for the state’s various Proposition 1B programs and for the state’s Traffic Congestion Relief 

Program (TCRP). 

 

The combination of these provisions in SB 9 would allow the Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program 

to accommodate not only smaller public transit projects, but also larger ones that are seeking a more 
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sizable amount of cap-and-trade dollars that would be provided over multiple fiscal years.  Such larger 

projects would not really fit under the program if CalSTA were to initiate a new competitive process 

every fiscal year, and program and allocate only one year’s worth of money at a time.  Under that type 

of process, a public transit agency would have to resubmit an application for the same project over and 

over again, and would have to compete for funding for the same project year after year in order to obtain 

the amount of cap-and-trade auction proceeds that it needs to build the project.  Furthermore, this 

situation would create uncertainty with regard to the receipt of cap-and-trade auction proceeds for the 

project, thereby preventing a public transit agency from using these dollars to leverage federal funding 

or to secure financing, both of which are typically done for larger projects. 

 

By allowing CalSTA to program, commit and allocate funding over multiple fiscal years, SB 9 would 

open the door for a wider variety of transit capital projects to compete under the Transit and Intercity 

Rail Capital Program, and, thus, result in a more desirable outcome for the program.  If CalSTA has a 

more diverse pool of projects from which to choose, it would be in a much better position to ensure that 

the state gets the “biggest bang” in terms of greenhouse gas emissions reductions from the cap-and-trade 

auction proceeds that are appropriated to the Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program. 

 

For these reasons, we respectfully seek your support for SB 9.  Thank you for your consideration of our 

request. 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

M E M O R A N D U M 

 

TO:  Members of the California State Senate 

 

FROM: Perry Woodward, Chairperson 

  Board of Directors 

  Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 

 

DATE:  September 9, 2015 

 

RE:  Support for SB 413 (Wieckowski) 

 

 

The Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) respectfully requests your support for SB 413 

(Wieckowski) when this bill comes before the Senate for concurrence in Assembly amendments.  This 

legislation makes a number of changes to state statutes governing prohibited conduct on public transit 

vehicles and property.  Of particular interest to VTA are provisions in the bill that would allow a public 

transit agency to issue citations to passengers who fail to yield seating on its vehicles reserved for 

elderly and disabled persons. 

 

Pursuant to federal regulations under the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), public transit agencies 

must post decals on their vehicles advising passengers that certain areas are designated as priority 

seating for seniors and disabled persons.  These regulations, however, do not impose any penalties for 

passengers who refuse to give up these seats. 

 

In California, the number of seniors and disabled persons, including those in wheelchairs, using public 

transit is on the rise.  As a result, California public transit agencies, including VTA, are experiencing a 

growing problem with passengers who will not vacate seats that have been designated for seniors and 

disabled persons.  This problem is most acute for wheelchair passengers.  In fact, some public transit 

agencies have been put in the position of having to pass up persons with wheelchairs because passengers 

have refused to give up seats in areas designated for wheelchairs.  SB 413 would address this problem 

by allowing a public transit agency to issue citations to passengers who do not yield priority seating to 

seniors and disabled persons, if the agency’s governing board enacts an ordinance to that effect 

following a public hearing on the issue. 

 

We respectfully seek your support for SB 413.  Thank you for your consideration of our request. 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

M E M O R A N D U M 

 

TO:  Members of the California State Senate 

 

FROM: Perry Woodward, Chairperson 

  Board of Directors 

  Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 

 

DATE:  September 9, 2015 

 

RE:  Support for AB 194 (Frazier) 

 

 

The Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) respectfully requests your support for AB 194 (Frazier) 

when this bill comes before the Senate for a vote.  AB 194 calls for putting in place a process that would allow 

VTA and other regional transportation agencies, as defined, to submit applications for constructing and 

operating express lanes and other toll facilities on the state highway system within our respective jurisdictions 

to the California Transportation Commission (CTC) for review and approval.  A similar process for express 

lane facilities was established on a temporary basis through the enactment of legislation in 2006, but it expired 

at the end of 2011. 

 

As you know, an express lane is a carpool lane that permits solo drivers to use the carpool lane for a fee, which 

typically fluctuates by time of day and level of congestion.  The fee is set at a level to ensure that the lane never 

becomes too congested in order to provide a time-savings benefit to carpoolers, public transit passengers and 

toll-paying solo drivers.  Carpoolers continue to use the lane for free.  The revenues generated by the fee are 

typically used to operate, maintain and provide enforcement for the express lanes, improve the transportation 

corridor where the express lanes are located, and increase public transit service in the corridor.  Experience with 

express lanes in Santa Clara County, in other parts of California and across the country has shown that these 

lanes can provide more air quality and congestion relief benefits than a simple carpool lane. 

 

In California, several agencies, including VTA, have existing statutory authority to implement express lanes on 

the state highway system, but the number of corridors that we can pursue is capped.  Given the success of the 

express lanes that are currently in operation in Santa Clara County and other areas of the state, as well as a 

growing interest on the part of our communities to build out full express lane networks, it makes sense to put in 

place a way for VTA and other regional agencies to pursue express lanes without having to seek specific 

authorization through the Legislature on a corridor-by-corridor basis.  AB 194 would accomplish this objective. 

 

We also appreciate that AB 194 applies not only to express lanes, but also to other toll facilities, so that VTA 

would not have to seek separate legislation each time we decide to pursue a toll facility project on the state 

highway system within Santa Clara County. 

 

For these reasons, we respectfully seek your support for AB 194.  Thank you for your consideration of our 

request. 



 

 

 

 

 

September 10, 2015 

 

The Honorable Edmund G. Brown Jr. 

Governor, State of California 

State Capitol 

Sacramento, CA  95814 

 

Dear Governor Brown: 

 

The Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) supports SB 508 (Beall) and respectfully requests that 

you sign this bill into law.  This legislation makes a number of much-needed changes to state statutes pertaining 

to funding for public transit agencies under the Transportation Development Act (TDA) and the State Transit 

Assistance Program (STA). 

 

First, SB 508 clarifies that liability insurance and settlement payments; fuel; alternative fuel programs; power, 

including electricity; and federal and state mandates are excluded from the definition of operating costs when 

determining whether a public transit agency meets the farebox recovery and efficiency requirements for TDA 

and STA funding.  While these requirements were originally established to promote efficiency and productivity 

in public transit operations, there are external factors beyond the reasonable control of a public transit agency 

that influence and drive its operating costs.  The commercial insurance market regularly goes through cycles of 

extreme tightening of available capital, which causes dramatic spikes in insurance premiums for public transit 

agencies, as well as for other entities.  Fuel costs experience wide fluctuations because of the volatility of the 

marketplace.  The costs associated with providing paratransit services as required under the federal Americans 

with Disabilities Act (ADA) continue to grow as our state’s population ages.  SB 508 would ensure that a public 

transit agency’s TDA and STA funds are not jeopardized because of sudden, unplanned and unavoidable 

operating cost increases resulting from external factors that an agency cannot reasonably control. 

 

Second, SB 508 attempts to lessen the impact to a public transit agency’s operating budget if the agency fails to 

meet the STA efficiency standard.  Under current state law, a public transit agency is prohibited from using its 

formula share of STA funds for operating purposes if its total operating cost per revenue vehicle hour, as 

adjusted by the Consumer Price Index, exceeds the previous year’s cost or, alternatively, the average of the 

prior three years.  In such cases, the public transit agency can spend its STA funds only on capital projects.  

This efficiency measure is set up as a “pass/fail” standard, meaning that if a public transit agency exceeds the 

standard by even the smallest of margins, it cannot use any of its STA formula share for operating purposes.  

This penalty seems excessive.  SB 508 would, instead, put in place a proportional penalty.  For example, under 

the provisions of this bill, if a public transit agency were to exceed the standard by 5 percent, it could not use 5 

percent of its STA formula share for operating purposes.  This approach is much more reasonable. 

 

For these reasons, we respectfully seek your support for SB 508.  Thank you for your consideration. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Perry Woodward, Chairperson 

Board of Directors 

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

September 10, 2015 

 

The Honorable Edmund G. Brown Jr. 

Governor, State of California 

State Capitol 

Sacramento, CA  95814 

 

Dear Governor Brown: 

 

The Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) supports SB 516 (Fuller) and respectfully requests that 

you sign this bill into law.  This legislation modernizes state law to allow a Service Authority for Freeway 

Emergencies (SAFE) to fund a variety of motorist-aid programs in addition to roadside call boxes. 

 

As you know, under current state law, local governments are authorized to establish SAFEs, which may impose 

a $1 vehicle registration surcharge to provide funding for motorist-aid programs.  The first priority for SAFE 

funds is the implementation and operation of roadside call-box systems.  Any revenues in excess of the amount 

needed for call boxes may be used for other motorist-aid programs, including changeable message signs, traffic 

operations centers, and tow trucks to remove disabled vehicles from freeways. 

 

Given the significant decline in call-box usage resulting from an increase in cell-phone ownership, SB 516 

removes the requirement that call-box systems receive first priority for SAFE funds.  Instead, the bill allows 

SAFE funds to be used for any motorist-aid program, including call-boxes.  SB 516 also adds traveler 

information systems and other transportation demand management services; intelligent transportation systems; 

and safety-related hazard and obstruction removal to the list of eligible SAFE expenditures. 

 

Call boxes are becoming an antiquated technology.  Call volumes from roadside boxes have declined 

significantly not only in the Bay Area, but also in other parts of California.  At the same time, advances in 

intelligent transportation systems and mobile technology have resulted in less expensive motorist-aid services 

becoming more readily available, including phone- and Web-based 511 traveler information systems, freeway 

ramp meters, and speed cameras.  SB 516 updates state statutes to reflect this situation.  The bill gives SAFEs 

the flexibility to determine the best and most cost-effective way to provide motorist-aid services to their 

respective regions.  Therefore, we respectfully seek your support for SB 516.  Thank you for your consideration 

of our request. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Perry Woodward, Chairperson 

Board of Directors 

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 



From: Bill Schick  
Sent: Saturday, September 05, 2015 4:15 PM 
To: Richards, Gary 
Cc: council@losaltosca.gov; Board.Secretary 
Subject: El Camino bus scheme 
 

 
 
Bill Schick 
 
 

Gary Richards 
mrroadshow@mercurynews.com 
Subject: El Camino bus transit 
 
Dear Gary, 
I have written on the El Camino Bus proposal previously and attended the VTA 
presentation in Mountain View last year. 
Four options were proposed from leave it as it is to dedicated lanes in the middle of 
the road. 
It appears they are now just considering the middle of the road per the Saturday 
article in the Mercury. 
They seek to dispel their ten greatest criticism’s with rather weak arguments. 
I briefly challenge all ten of their arguments as: 

1- I understood that all ten cities initially rejected the center plan. 
2- I rarely see any bus crowding around Mt. View and Palo Alto, certainly not 

SRO. 
3- They propose 4000 new trips for 12,500 new riders. This is one trip for 3.5 

people. 
4- Total trip time could be reduced possibly from 81 to 48 minutes (saving 35 

minutes) however, most riders are on the bus for much shorter trips 
reducing the time savings to just a few minutes. 

5- Reduced cars on El Camino means more on wide and narrow residential 
streets. 

6- Part of #5. 
7- Adding more left turn signals will increase commute time for everyone. 
8- Street parking removed will hurt the small shops that do not have their own 

lots. 
9- I will leave the landscaping alone, It could be done in good taste. 
10- Public comments don’t appear to have much weight. All but one of the 

speakers at the Mt. View session I attended were strongly opposed to the 
dedicated lane scheme, with many good arguments. 

A few of my objections include: 
 
Using VTA figures of 13,000 riders per weekday, that’s 6500 each way. 
If 60% of these riders board in a 2 hour rush period, there are 325 people per bus. 

mailto:mrroadshow@mercurynews.com


If the cost is $234 million and there are 13,000 riders per day it will take 18,000 
days of travel to pay for the work. This does not include the cost and inconvenience 
to all travelers during the construction period. 
 
Everyone, including elderly, disabled and bike riders will have to cross half the 
street to board, rather then a much safer curbside. 
 
Future building construction will periodically close the right lane. This is a 
guaranteed long lasting traffic jam. 
 
We should concentrate on signal synchronization or other means to increase the 
flow of all the traffic. Reducing the number of lanes works against this. 
 
We need the VTA and a web of bus lines, but please do not choke the flow on our 
main traffic artery. 
 
Sincerely, 
Bill Schick 
 
 
 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Bill Schick  
Sent: Sunday, September 06, 2015 6:18 PM 
To: Richards, Gary 
Cc: Board.Secretary 
Subject: A positive thought on the El Camino corridor 
 
Hello again Gary. 
The VTA had estimated a 35 minute saving on the entire route, thus the average time 
savings for a normal, shorter ride would be around 5 to 10 minutes. 
This seems very little gain for a lot of pain. 
A better alternate approach might be to have the El Camino bus, and maybe others 
eliminate the fare in the slack hours. 
This might increase ridership, the stated goal of the program at a much lower cost. 
Palo Alto and Stanford have free bus service now at all hours. 
Bill Schick  
 
 
 


