
 

 
From: VTA Board Secretary  
Sent: Monday, October 29, 2018 2:44 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: VTA Information: ADDENDA to the Nov. 1, 2018, Board of Directors Regular Meeting Agenda  
Importance: High 
 

VTA Board of Directors: 
 

Please find attached the Addenda to the November 1, 2018, Board of Directors Regular Meeting 

Agenda for the following items: 

 

1) Agenda Item #8.1. – General Manager Report 

 C2 Next Generation Clipper Update. (Verbal Report)  

 

2) Agenda Item #8.1.A.X. – Receive an overview of VTA Outreach and Public 

Engagement. (Verbal Report) 

 

You may access the updated agenda packet on our website here. 

 

Thank you. 
 
Office of the Board Secretary 
Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 
3331 North First Street, Building B 
San Jose, CA 95134-1927 
Phone 408-321-5680 

 

 
 
 
Conserve paper. Think before you print. 
 
 

http://vtaorgcontent.s3-us-west-1.amazonaws.com/Site_Content/bod_110118_packet.pdf


 

 

 

 

 

 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING 

 

Thursday, November 1, 2018 

 

5:30 p.m. 

 

Board of Supervisors’ Chambers 

County Government Center 

70 West Hedding Street 

San Jose, California 

 

 

ADDENDA TO AGENDA 

 

 
 

8.1.  General Manager Report 

 C2 Next Generation Clipper Update. (Verbal Report) 

 

8.1.A.X. INFORMATION ITEM – Receive an overview of VTA Outreach 

and Public Engagement. (Verbal Report) (Childress)  

    



From: VTA Board Secretary  

Sent: Monday, October 29, 2018 4:08 PM 

To: VTA Board of Directors 

Subject: From VTA: October 29, 2018 Media Clips 

 

 

VTA Daily News Coverage for Monday, October 29, 2018 

1. New Diridon Station could be gateway into San Jose: Roadshow (Mercury News) 
2. Opponents of Prop 6 ride through SF decked out in wigs, high heels (KRON Ch. 4) 
3. San Jose: Liccardo pushing bond measures to fix bad roads, ease housing crunch (Mercury 

News) 

 

New Diridon Station could be gateway into San Jose: Roadshow (Mercury News) 

Q: Anyone who has spent time in major cities in Europe and Asia know that major train hub 

stations can be a vibrant, communal and valuable part of that city. The areas around the 

stations are developed with housing, restaurants, offices, stores and leisure spots. If this 

encourages more people to use public transportation, interact more with each other, lessens 

traffic, and increases housing. I’m all for it. 

Paul 

A: This is in response to big plans to transform the Diridon Station in downtown San Jose into a 

world-class depot. It already links Caltrain, Amtrak, light rail and soon BART and perhaps 

someday high-speed rail. The jobs and housing are coming, the Sharks arena has been a 

glittering success, the porn theaters and hookers largely have gone, and restaurants popping 

up. There is hope. 

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

freeways and commuting. 

Q: It will have taken 20-plus years for BART from Fremont to San Jose to be completed. Traffic is 

crazy on all freeways as the price of gas goes up. The traffic gets worse,  the driving public gets 

obese as walking to and from a transit station is unheard of. This fantasy of Diridon Station will 

be completed when most of us will be transitioning to the next world. 

https://www.mercurynews.com/2018/10/29/new-diridon-station-could-be-gateway-into-san-jose-roadshow/
http://bayareane.ws/mrroadshowfb


M.M. 

A: That could well be, but our kids might benefit. Heck, Matt-the-Roadshow-Son now works at a 

downtown San Jose startup, and our clan has chosen downtown eating spots more in the past 

year than any time since moving here in 1984. 

Q: I’m resigned to the reality that the current Diridon Station probably cannot be retrofitted to 

meet the new requirements to be placed on it, but it will be sad to see it go. 

Carlos Correa 

A: There is a charm to the current station. 

Q: I see red HOV stickers being advertised via the major search engines and being sold. Isn’t 

that illegal? 

K.V. 

A: Illegal it is. These seem to be sticker owners willing to sell them over eBay; not many but a 

few. Only the DMV can hand out the coveted stickers to get access to driving solo in carpool 

and express lanes. 

 Q: Help Mr. Roadshow! The new metering lights in Fremont on the Mission Boulevard east on-

ramp to south Interstate 680 are toooooo long, sometimes red for over 2 minutes! 

Meanwhile, cars are zooming by over the speed limit on I-680. There was never a need for 

metering lights on this ramp. One day it took 10 minutes to get on the freeway. This is 

maddening. Please work your magic like so many times before. 

Catherine Chiaro, Milpitas 

A: Sorry, no magic today. Caltrans will continue to monitor the delays, but there no plans to 

turn the meters off. 

Back to top 

Opponents of Prop 6 ride through SF decked out in wigs, high heels (KRON Ch. 4) 

Opponents of Proposition 6— a ballot measure to repeal California's 2017 gas hike— rode their 

bikes through San Francisco Sunday and poked fun at Republican congressional candidate Diane 

Harkey.  

The group wanted to send a clear message, and they did that in a unique way. 

They biked from the Castro to Civic Center Plaza, wearing heels, dresses, and wigs, in response 

to comments made by Harkey during a Yes on 6 campaign rally two weeks ago.  

https://www.kron4.com/news/bay-area/opponents-of-prop-6-ride-through-sf-decked-out-in-wigs-high-heels/1558548025
https://twitter.com/acbowen/status/1052627069425700864


"This is just fraud. It's forcing you to take bikes, get on trains, hose off at the depot and try to 

get to work," she said. "That does not work. That does not work with my hair and heels. I 

cannot do that and I will not do that."  

Prop 6 would repeal an increase in fuel taxes and vehicle fees that is slated to fund $5 billion in 

transportation projects a year.  

Opponents of the proposition rode their bikes about two miles in an effort to show their 

support for public transportation.  

Brian Wiedenmeier with the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition said, "This is all about making sure 

Californians vote to support our roads and our infrastructure. Yes on six would take us back and 

take away much-needed funds for bike and pedestrian safety projects." 

Back to top 

 

San Jose: Liccardo pushing bond measures to fix bad roads, ease housing crunch 

(Mercury News) 

San Jose voters will get to vote on more than $1 billion in bond measures during the 

November election.                                                                                                                                 

On her drive home recently from a night out with family, Mary Collins was startled when debris 

flew up from the street and into her car, causing $1,000 worth of damage. 

“Everybody knows the roads are terrible,” said Collins, the president of the local League of 

Women Voters group, in a phone interview. 

Not many would disagree. San Jose has a $1.4 billion infrastructure backlog that is ballooning by 

the year, and a host of roads, bridges and fire stations in major need of repair. 

That’s why Mayor Sam Liccardo and the rest of the City Council hope San Jose residents will 

vote for Measure T — a $650 million infrastructure bond measure — on Nov. 6. At least $300 

million would go toward fixing the city’s streets, while the rest would pay for improving police 

and fire stations and bolstering flood protections to prevent a disaster like the 2017 Coyote 

Creek flood from happening again. 

But the plea for money doesn’t stop there. 

The mayor and most of his council colleagues also want voters to approve Measure V — a $450 

million bond measure to help low- and moderate-income families afford housing in a city where 

the average home now goes for more than $1 million and even some tech workers struggle to 

get by. 

https://www.mercurynews.com/2018/10/29/san-jose-liccardo-pushing-bond-measure-to-fix-bad-roads/


The city divided the measures into two, Liccardo said, to give people more of a say over how 

their tax dollars are spent. If approved, the city estimates the total debt service for both 

measures would be more than $2 billion. 

“We want to make sure voters know if they’re voting for affordable housing, dollars are being 

spent on actually building affordable housing and it’s not being diverted to a flood control 

project,” Liccardo said recently during an interview at his 18th-floor office at City Hall, where, 

fresh off the last of a series of foot surgeries, he sat with one walking boot-clad foot propped on 

a chair. 

To win, proponents of the measures will need to convince voters, particularly property owners, 

that the benefits are worth the cost. Measure T would run property owners about $11 per 

$100,000 of assessed value. Measure V would be slightly less, about $8 per $100,000 of 

assessed value. The average family, the mayor said, would pay around $100 a year total if both 

measures pass. 

Taken together, Liccardo and his allies say the two measures will make the city safer and 

prevent the residents who keep it chugging along — retail workers and teachers and nurses — 

from fleeing for cheaper locales. 

“I think it’s really important for folks to recognize that these measures enable the tax dollars 

they’re already paying to come back home,” Liccardo said. 

It’s difficult to leverage federal, state and private dollars for housing and other projects, the 

mayor continued, without a local source of funding. And while a recent court decisionshould 

free up some funds that had been tied up in a legal challenge for road repairs as part of the 

Measure B sales tax from several years ago, it doesn’t “check the box,” Liccardo said. 

There’s no good independent polling on whether the measures will pass, though, and both will 

require a heavy lift — approval from two-thirds of the city’s voters. 

Not everyone loves the idea of paying more taxes. Mark W.A. Hinkle, president of the Silicon 

Valley Taxpayers Association, said the city should have cobbled up existing funds for road 

repairs and other improvements. 

“If it’s a priority, how come it’s not in the budget?” Hinkle said. “Clearly by their actions, they’re 

saying no, this is a wishlist.” 

Hinkle said he worries that the improvements and technology Measure T bonds would pay for 

will be obsolete long before the debt is paid off. As for the affordable housing bond measure, 

he’d rather see the city ease zoning laws and permit fees to reduce construction costs . 

“They’re just like a mortgage,” Hinkle said of the bonds. “They have to be paid back with 

interest.” 

https://www.mercurynews.com/2018/10/18/6-3-billion-transportation-tax-in-santa-clara-county-is-legal-court-says/


But Measure T proponents argue the bonds would not only fix streets and upgrade the city’s 

aging storm sewer system but also finally free up funding for projects such as the long-sought 

Fire Station 37 in Willow Glen. That project was discussed years ago as part of an earlier bond 

measure but delayed because of ballooning construction costs and other issues. 

While Santa Clara County voters passed Measure A in 2016 to house homeless people, the 

money from that bond is tightly restricted. Measure V advocates argue the earlier bond doesn’t 

do enough to address homelessness and leaves many working poor people behind. 

“This is a problem we need to deal with,” said Collins, whose organization has endorsed both 

measures. 

At least a third of Measure V funds would go to very low-income people who earn 30 percent or 

less of the area’s median income, which is north of $100,000 for a family of four. In addition, 

$75 million would help people such as teachers and nurses who make 80 to 120 percent of the 

area’s median income. 

Councilman Johnny Khamis and other opponents have countered that the county hasn’t spent 

all of the 2016 bond money yet, so it’s difficult to assess the money’s impact. 

Jerry Mungai, a member of the board of directors of the San Jose-based Citizens for Fiscal 

Responsibility, said he is concerned contractors will increase the price for market-rate homes if 

the measure passes and wants more information about how people who are supposed to be 

helped by the bond money would be selected. (Different housing projects would have different 

eligibility criteria.) Liccardo, he argued, should put more pressure on other cities to step up 

their affordable housing efforts. Employers, he added, should pay more and people should 

focus on saving. 

“I feel sorry for a lot of these people,” Mungai said, “but I’m wondering to what extent were 

they hoping and praying things would get better and not taking care of themselves?” 

But supporters of the measures counter that not everyone is in a position to save, and they 

warn costs will only spike if the city waits. 

“We feel that we need housing and we need it starting as soon as we can,” Collins said. 

The total debt service for Measure T would be about $1.3 billion, while the debt service for 

Measure V would be just shy of $1 billion. 

“What’s critically important to understand,” Liccardo said, “is we are paying either way.” 

Motorists pay hundreds of dollars each year to fix tires and suspension issues tied to bad roads, 

he said, and San Jose’s emergency response times are substandard. 

The city has far more houses than jobs, which has meant lower tax revenue per capita than 

wealthier cities up the Peninsula. 

https://www.nbcsandiego.com/news/california/Major-Roads-in-Los-Angeles-Long-Beach-and-Anaheim-Rank-Third-Worst-in-the-US--497897961.html


Without offering specifics, Liccardo said the city is in talks with several major companies and 

foundations about investing in affordable housing projects if the measure passes. 

“It’s going to be very close,” the mayor said, acknowledging that his chances of convincing 

voters to approve both measures aren’t certain. But, he added, “the cost of doing nothing is far 

greater.” 

Back to top 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Conserve paper. Think before you print.  

 



From: VTA Board Secretary  
Sent: Wednesday, October 31, 2018 4:27 PM 
To: VTA Board of Directors 
Subject: From VTA: October 31, 2018 Media Clips 
 

 

VTA Daily News Coverage for Wednesday, October 31, 2018 

1. San Jose: Liccardo pushing bond measures to fix bad roads, ease housing crunch 

(Mercury News) 

2. New effort to make Bay Area traffic signals better (Mercury News) 

3. It’s Not About the Hair and Heels: Prop 6 Opponents Shoot Down a Specious 

Argument (StreesBlog)  

4. Caltrain Electrification Zooms Along in Prop 6’s Shadow (Streets Blog) 

5. Waymo to test driverless cars in 5 Silicon Valley cities. Is your town one of them? 

(Mercury News) 

6. Don’t despair over Transbay Transit Center cracks: Fix how we do megaprojects (San 

Francisco Chronicle) 

San Jose: Liccardo pushing bond measures to fix bad roads, ease housing crunch 

(Mercury News) 

San Jose voters will get to vote on more than $1 billion in bond measures during the 

November election. 

On her drive home recently from a night out with family, Mary Collins was startled when debris 

flew up from the street and into her car, causing $1,000 worth of damage. 

“Everybody knows the roads are terrible,” said Collins, the president of the local League of 

Women Voters group, in a phone interview. 

Not many would disagree. San Jose has a $1.4 billion infrastructure backlog that is ballooning by 

the year, and a host of roads, bridges and fire stations in major need of repair. 

That’s why Mayor Sam Liccardo and the rest of the City Council hope San Jose residents will 

vote for Measure T — a $650 million infrastructure bond measure — on Nov. 6. At least $300 

million would go toward fixing the city’s streets, while the rest would pay for improving police 

and fire stations and bolstering flood protections to prevent a disaster like the 2017 Coyote 

Creek flood from happening again. 

https://www.mercurynews.com/2018/10/29/san-jose-liccardo-pushing-bond-measure-to-fix-bad-roads/


But the plea for money doesn’t stop there. 

The mayor and most of his council colleagues also want voters to approve Measure V — a $450 

million bond measure to help low- and moderate-income families afford housing in a city where 

the average home now goes for more than $1 million and even some tech workers struggle to 

get by. 

The city divided the measures into two, Liccardo said, to give people more of a say over how 

their tax dollars are spent. If approved, the city estimates the total debt service for both 

measures would be more than $2 billion. 

“We want to make sure voters know if they’re voting for affordable housing, dollars are being 

spent on actually building affordable housing and it’s not being diverted to a flood control 

project,” Liccardo said recently during an interview at his 18th-floor office at City Hall, where, 

fresh off the last of a series of foot surgeries, he sat with one walking boot-clad foot propped on 

a chair. 

To win, proponents of the measures will need to convince voters, particularly property owners, 

that the benefits are worth the cost. Measure T would run property owners about $11 per 

$100,000 of assessed value. Measure V would be slightly less, about $8 per $100,000 of 

assessed value. The average family, the mayor said, would pay around $100 a year total if both 

measures pass. 

Taken together, Liccardo and his allies say the two measures will make the city safer and 

prevent the residents who keep it chugging along — retail workers and teachers and nurses — 

from fleeing for cheaper locales. 

“I think it’s really important for folks to recognize that these measures enable the tax dollars 

they’re already paying to come back home,” Liccardo said. 

It’s difficult to leverage federal, state and private dollars for housing and other projects, the 

mayor continued, without a local source of funding. And while a recent court decision should 

free up some funds that had been tied up in a legal challenge for road repairs as part of the 

Measure B sales tax from several years ago, it doesn’t “check the box,” Liccardo said. 

There’s no good independent polling on whether the measures will pass, though, and both will 

require a heavy lift — approval from two-thirds of the city’s voters. 

Not everyone loves the idea of paying more taxes. Mark W.A. Hinkle, president of the Silicon 

Valley Taxpayers Association, said the city should have cobbled up existing funds for road 

repairs and other improvements. 

“If it’s a priority, how come it’s not in the budget?” Hinkle said. “Clearly by their actions, they’re 

saying no, this is a wishlist.” 

https://www.mercurynews.com/2018/10/18/6-3-billion-transportation-tax-in-santa-clara-county-is-legal-court-says/


Hinkle said he worries that the improvements and technology Measure T bonds would pay for 

will be obsolete long before the debt is paid off. As for the affordable housing bond measure, 

he’d rather see the city ease zoning laws and permit fees to reduce construction costs . 

“They’re just like a mortgage,” Hinkle said of the bonds. “They have to be paid back with 

interest.” 

But Measure T proponents argue the bonds would not only fix streets and upgrade the city’s 

aging storm sewer system but also finally free up funding for projects such as the long-sought 

Fire Station 37 in Willow Glen. That project was discussed years ago as part of an earlier bond 

measure but delayed because of ballooning construction costs and other issues. 

While Santa Clara County voters passed Measure A in 2016 to house homeless people, the 

money from that bond is tightly restricted. Measure V advocates argue the earlier bond doesn’t 

do enough to address homelessness and leaves many working poor people behind. 

“This is a problem we need to deal with,” said Collins, whose organization has endorsed both 

measures. 

At least a third of Measure V funds would go to very low-income people who earn 30 percent or 

less of the area’s median income, which is north of $100,000 for a family of four. In addition, 

$75 million would help people such as teachers and nurses who make 80 to 120 percent of the 

area’s median income. 

Councilman Johnny Khamis and other opponents have countered that the county hasn’t spent 

all of the 2016 bond money yet, so it’s difficult to assess the money’s impact. 

Jerry Mungai, a member of the board of directors of the San Jose-based Citizens for Fiscal 

Responsibility, said he is concerned contractors will increase the price for market-rate homes if 

the measure passes and wants more information about how people who are supposed to be 

helped by the bond money would be selected. (Different housing projects would have different 

eligibility criteria.) Liccardo, he argued, should put more pressure on other cities to step up 

their affordable housing efforts. Employers, he added, should pay more and people should 

focus on saving. 

“I feel sorry for a lot of these people,” Mungai said, “but I’m wondering to what extent were 

they hoping and praying things would get better and not taking care of themselves?” 

But supporters of the measures counter that not everyone is in a position to save, and they 

warn costs will only spike if the city waits. 

“We feel that we need housing and we need it starting as soon as we can,” Collins said. 

The total debt service for Measure T would be about $1.3 billion, while the debt service for 

Measure V would be just shy of $1 billion. 



“What’s critically important to understand,” Liccardo said, “is we are paying either way.” 

Motorists pay hundreds of dollars each year to fix tires and suspension issues tied to bad roads, 

he said, and San Jose’s emergency response times are substandard. 

The city has far more houses than jobs, which has meant lower tax revenue per capita than 

wealthier cities up the Peninsula. 

Without offering specifics, Liccardo said the city is in talks with several major companies and 

foundations about investing in affordable housing projects if the measure passes. 

“It’s going to be very close,” the mayor said, acknowledging that his chances of convincing 

voters to approve both measures aren’t certain. But, he added, “the cost of doing nothing is far 

greater.” 

Back to Top 

 

New effort to make Bay Area traffic signals better (Mercury News) 

Traffic lights, damn ’em. Red way too long, don’t seem synchronized and too often lead to 

frustrated drivers jamming their way into an intersection on red, thereby blocking traffic across 

all lanes. 

Relief is in the works. More than a dozen cities and agencies across the Bay Area have 

embarked on a potentially far-reaching plan for smarter lights that has some traffic planners 

almost giddy over improving one of the top gripes drivers rail about. 

The Innovative Deployments to Enhance Arterials (or IDEA), in which federal grants are 

distributed to public agencies through the Metropolitan Transportation Commission, will collect 

data and monitor traffic signal status of each vehicle on its arrival. It will record the data and 

prepare them for analysis if the signal timing is in need of improvements. The adaptive traffic 

signal operation would adjust the signal timing of red, yellow and green lights to accommodate 

changing road conditions and continuously distribute green light for optimum traffic signal 

options and improve travel time and reduce congestion. 

“This is definitely a game changer,” said Matt Morley, the public works director in Los Gatos 

which will get $700,000 in federal grants to modernize signals throughout town.  “This will 

replace the guts of our control systems, which are antiquated, with modern control systems.” 

Traffic lights are a major complaint of drivers, and not just during commute times but at all 

times of day or night. For the last decade, the National Highway Institute has given a grade of 

D-plus or worse to how poorly signals function in urban areas nationwide. 

https://www.nbcsandiego.com/news/california/Major-Roads-in-Los-Angeles-Long-Beach-and-Anaheim-Rank-Third-Worst-in-the-US--497897961.html
https://www.mercurynews.com/2018/10/29/new-effort-to-make-traffic-signals-better/


This is more than just adding extra green time. That’s so old school. The new focus is to 

pinpoint problems almost immediately with a sharp eye on the future when automated vehicles 

hit the road in great numbers. 

“Instead of reacting to customers’ complaints, this will allow staff to proactively identify signal 

inefficiencies and take corrective actions,” said John Ristow, San Jose’s acting director of 

transportation of the nearly $1.9 million the city will get to upgrade 100 intersections on eight 

busy streets. 

AC Transit will use $2.3 million for Dumbarton Express service improvements. Walnut Creek will 

install a next-generation transit signal priority system on five streets and Hayward will use the 

new system at 34 intersections. The Valley Transportation Authority will get $830,000 for an 

accessible automated vehicle test at the Palo Alto VA Medical Center. Oakland, Emeryville, 

Pleasanton, Dublin, Union City, San Rafael, San Ramon and South San Francisco are all jumping 

on board. 

The program began five years ago and set aside $13 million in September. Millions more will be 

needed but early results show that over 1,600 of the 110,000 signals around the Bay Area have 

been retimed, reducing travel times by 15 percent, saving more than 3.9 million hours in travel, 

an 11 percent savings of fuel or 11.5 million gallons, and has reduced emissions by 422.4 tons. 

The process now in most cities is to retime lights every three to five years. About 15 percent of 

San Jose’s 951 signals have faulty detection on any given day. 

“We have an aging and unreliable infrastructure that cause travel delays,” Ristow said. “Most 

agencies don’t have resources to tackle these. We certainly don’t.” 

The new system could detect which buses in Walnut Creek are packed with riders, and give 

them a series of green lights. Or detect pedestrians intruding onto Caltrain tracks, alerting 

drivers of a pedestrian at midblock. Or avoid puzzling intersections like the “eBay light” at 

Hamilton Avenue and Graylands Drive in San Jose. 

“It is one as the most irritating of Santa Clara County’s traffic lights,” said Sean Everton, who 

daily sees a handful of shoppers who have discovered that it’s often quicker to exit the parking 

lot on Hamilton and make a U-turn at Graylands instead of waiting behind a red light to return 

to Hamilton. 

But more needs to be done. Millions more in federal aid is needed to keep on top of advancing 

software. 

“There is a lot of work to be done to consider this a success,” said Walnut Creek Assistant Public 

Works Director Steve Waymire. “The primary challenge is having technology developed by 

different companies talking to each other in an efficient and safe manner. As with all of the 

intelligent vehicle systems, security of the system from hackers is also a concern. 



“But we are excited to advance this technology; and hopefully, it will be one of many 

technologies that will change the way we view our transportation system.” 

The IDEA grant program has earmarked $13 million to cities, counties and transit agencies 

regionwide for advanced traffic signals, transit priority and automated vehicle and other 

connected-vehicle technologies: 

 $276,000 to Alameda 

 $2.3 million for Dumbarton Express buses 

 $560,000 to Contra Costa Transportation Authority 

 $385,000 to Dublin 

 $785,000 Emeryville 

 $302,000 to Hayward 

 $700,000 to Los Gatos 

 $310,000 to Oakland 

 $290,000 to Pleasanton 

 $1.9 million to San Jose 

 $830,000 to San Rafael 

 $563,000 to San Ramon 

 $532,000 to South San Francisco 

 $710,000 Union City 

 $830,000 to VTA (accessible automated vehicle pilot at Palo Alto VA Medical Center) 

 $675,050 to Walnut Creek 

 $1,060,000 for technical assistance to various municipalities 

Source: Metropolitan Transportation Commission 

 

Back to Top 

 

It’s Not About the Hair and Heels: Prop 6 Opponents Shoot Down a Specious 

Argument (StreesBlog) 

https://cal.streetsblog.org/2018/10/29/its-not-about-the-hair-and-heels-prop-6-opponents-shoot-down-a-specious-argument/
https://cal.streetsblog.org/2018/10/29/its-not-about-the-hair-and-heels-prop-6-opponents-shoot-down-a-specious-argument/


 

Senator Scott Wiener and Emeryville Mayor John Bauters decisively demonstrate that it is possible to 

bike in heels, and have fun 

IIt started with a tweet. Or rather it started with a remark about Prop 6 made by Diane Harkey, 

who is running for Darrell Issa’s congressional seat in Orange County, which was tweeted out by 

KPBS reporter Andrew Bowen. 

“This is just fraud,” Harkey says in the video, about the gas taxes Prop 6 would repeal. “It’s 

forcing you to take bikes, get on trains, hose off at the depot and try to get to work. That does 

not work,” she said, to cheers and laughter from listeners. “That does not work with my hair 

and heels. I cannot do that and I will not do that.” 

The video clip, unsurprisingly, garnered negative attention both for Harkey’s ridiculous claim 

that paying gas taxes forces people onto bikes and trains against their will as well as for the idea 

that proper grooming requires transport via private vehicle. Reactions included pictures of 

superbly groomed people riding bikes, some wearing heels. 

But what really got attention was the response from State Senator Scott Wiener (D-San 

Francisco), who wrote: “Having ridden Muni w ‘hair & heels’ & seen many [a] drag queen ride 

bikes with the same, I call bullshit.” 

GOP candidate Diane Harkey (Orange County) supports Prop 6 (transportation funding repeal) 

b/c she’ll be forced to bike & take trains & “that does not work with my hair & heels.” Having 

ridden Muni w “hair & heels” & seen many drag queen ride bikes with the same, I call bullshit. 

That got the attention of John Bauters, Mayor of Emeryville, who challenged Senator Wiener to 

help him prove that anyone can ride a bike in “hair and heels.” On Sunday, they were joined by 

about thirty men and women, some sporting long hair and high heels, on a bike ride from San 

Francisco’s Castro district down Market Street to the Civic Center. 

One of many Elsas heads home for a nap 

The sidewalks in the Castro, like on most Sundays, were crowded. It being so close to 

Halloween, there were people in costume, including a smattering of knee-high girls swanning 

about in identical ice-blue princess gowns as they emerged from the Castro Theater’s 

noontime Frozen singalong. A festive atmosphere prevailed at the Jane Warner Plaza, where 

bike and transit advocates awaited the arrival of the senator and the mayor. TV cameras and 

cops stood by, ready for whatever was going to happen. 

Brian Wiedenmeier, executive director of the San Francisco Bicycle Coalition, showed up  in 

black stilettos and fishnet stockings to support the ride. The SFBC, he said, “recognizes the 

many barriers that women face when it comes to everyday bicycling, and apparel is certainly 

one of them.” 

https://twitter.com/Scott_Wiener/status/1054385536075423744


“Rather than mocking the barriers that women face,” he said, the bike ride “highlights the 

absurdity of Diane Harkey’s comment and the very real dangers posed to Californians if Prop 6 

passes.” 

In a conversation before the ride, Mayor Bauters had told Streetsblog that the ride was meant 

to be fun, but they were very serious about its message. “Stating that people won’t use bikes or 

transit because they are a woman or because of how they dress affirms and entrenches 

patriarchal systems that need to change,” he said. “At the same time, these arguments are 

being used as an excuse not to work on climate change, invest in transit, and make our roads 

safer.” 

“I’m not here to challenge anyone’s personal belief system, but what I have a problem with is 

closing off the minds of others to the idea that change is possible. Rather than holding us back 

from the future of transportation infrastructure, elected leaders should be focused on the 

future of mobility, sustainability, and climate change.” 

Brian Wiedenmeier of SFBC testified to the negative effects of Prop 6 

On Sunday, he got specific. “Prop 6 is a horrible and dangerous proposition for the future of 

transit in California,” he told the crowd. While the ride may have started as “a little bit of a 

joke,” he and Senator Wiener were serious about showing up “in support of all the modes of 

transit that all people in California should have access to. Transportation and multi-modal 

access is so important,” he said, “and the infrastructure we have in California is already behind 

schedule for repairs–but it will get a lot worse if we have Prop 6 pass.” 

“We’re out here today to raise awareness of how much transit matters.” 

Crowded onto the tiny plaza, the group had to move aside when a trolley passed by. “More 

transit! More transit!” they shouted, laughing and waving at the driver. Senator Wiener, looking 

somewhat elegant in his pink wig and heels, told the crowd: “As fun as it is, this is deadly 

serious. Prop 6 is going to make our streets and our bridges less safe. More people will be 

injured; more people will die. People will have more trouble getting around if Prop 6 passes.” 

“This isn’t about, as Diane Harkey says, forcing people to ride a bike and to hose down at the 

train depot, or whatever she said. It’s about giving people choices.” 

Emily Cohen, a lead in the No on Prop 6 campaign 

“If you need to drive, go ahead and drive–you want smooth roads. If you want to take a bike, 

you also want smooth roads,” he said. “If you want to take transit, like I do all the time, you 

want trains that are actually not going to fall apart.” 

“This is about making sure that everyone can get around however they want to get around.” 



Wearing a long wig and high heels should be a pretty good way to get attention, although, this 

being San Francisco, the noisy group of bicyclists attracted only a modest number of stares. Did 

any of them realize that was their senator in the pink wig? 

Arriving at the Civic Center, the group did a celebratory circuit of the park before breaking up. 

And it seems that Senator Wiener stumbled on a truth many women have already discovered. 

“What I learned from this experience is that biking in heels is not the issue,” he said. “It’s 

walking in heels that is really hard. The bike part is easy.” 

“But,” he added, “I biked in my heels and my hair was fine and didn’t blow around too much, 

and I made it all in one piece and it was fun.” 

“And hopefully we raised awareness of how horrible Prop 6 is.” 
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Caltrain Electrification Zooms Along in Prop 6’s Shadow (Streets Blog) 

This month began weekend closures as electrification work continues 

altrain is back to full service after this weekend’s closure of its four tunnels in San Francisco. 

The railroad is closing the tunnels–and suspending weekend service to 4th and King Street 

station–every weekend through the spring, as part of work to repair tracks and add brackets 

and string wire for the Caltrain electrification project. 

On weekends, SamTrans is providing bus bridges between San Francisco, 22nd Street Station, 

and Bayshore Station. As previously reported, work inside the tunnels and the weekend service 

disruptions between San Francisco and Bayshore Station are expected to last through March 17 

of 2019. There’s one exception: tunnels will be open the first weekend of January. 

From Caltrain’s update page about this round of work inside the tunnels: 

Crews will perform grouting and drilling work in the tunnels as well as notching work to provide 

additional clearance for the new electric trains. Crews will also perform potholing work outside 

of the tunnels. Weekend tunnel work will be around the clock from Friday evening to Monday 

morning. Weekday work will be from 8 p.m. to 5 a.m. 

It’s now possible to see the results of the ongoing work, with potholing and foundations for 

electrical masts going up all along the corridor. The infrastructure is especially visible in areas 

from South San Francisco to Millbrae (which includes San Bruno, as seen in the lead image, and 

on other parts of the line, as seen below). 

Caltrain electrification is really taking shape… a mast and wire seen here between Millbrae and 

San Bruno. Photo: Sergio Ruiz 

https://sf.streetsblog.org/2018/10/29/caltrain-electrification-zooms-along-in-prop-6s-shadow/
http://www.caltrain.com/schedules/weekend-timetable/Weekend_Schedule_with_Bus_Bridge_Oct_2018_to_Late_Spring_2019.html
https://sf.streetsblog.org/2018/08/22/caltrain-electrification-charges-forward/
https://calmod.org/construction/


Poles and wires are now a common sight between San Bruno and Millbrae, with more going up 

all the time. The project is moving quickly after a very rocky road to get federal financing in 

place. 

Caltrain’s $1.9 billion electrification project, which includes overhauling the signal and train 

control systems, installing power substations, putting in poles and stringing overhead wire and 

buying new, off-the-shelf electric rolling stock, is on schedule to be operational by 2022. 

Unfortunately, should Prop. 6 pass next week, Caltrain won’t be able to fully exploit the 

electrified infrastructure when it’s completed. As previously reported, Seamus Murphy of the 

San Mateo County Transit District explained that cuts under Prop. 6 would reduce the number 

of electric trains that Caltrain can buy. The funds that Prop. 6 eliminates “allows us to fully 

convert the Caltrain system to electric trains, and instead of operating six-car electric trains we 

could operate seven-car trains,” he said. (For perspective, currently Caltrain runs five or six 

passenger cars per train). 

That’s because Prop. 6 would cancel out $164.5 million in S.B. 1 funds that are part of a package 

to purchase Caltrain’s fleet of electric multiple unit trains, in addition to providing WiFi, and 

increasing bike parking at stations, said Dan Lieberman, a spokesman for Caltrain. 

That’s yet another reason that all advocates for better transit, including the publishers of 

Streetsblog, are urging a “no” vote on Prop. 6. “Polling on Proposition 6, which would ax 

funding for longer electric Caltrain trains (and other essential transit and transportation 

funding), is mixed and worrisome,” wrote Friends of Caltrain’s Adina Levin, in the Green 

Caltrain blog. 

For more information on Prop. 6, check out the “no” campaign web page. 

For more information on the tunnel work, visit www.calmod.org/SFTunnels. 
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Waymo to test driverless cars in 5 Silicon Valley cities. Is your town one of them? 

(Mercury News) 

The robotic car company created by Google is poised to attempt a major technological leap in 

California, where its vehicles will hit the roads without a human on hand to take control in 

emergencies. 

The regulatory approval announced Tuesday allows Waymo’s driverless cars to cruise through 

California at speeds up to 65 miles per hour. 

The self-driving cars have traveled millions of miles on the state’s roads since Waymo began as 

a secretive project within Google nearly a decade ago. But a backup driver had been required to 

https://sf.streetsblog.org/2017/07/21/caltrain-electrification-groundbreaking/
https://sf.streetsblog.org/2017/07/21/caltrain-electrification-groundbreaking/
https://cal.streetsblog.org/2018/09/27/fact-checking-arguments-for-repealing-the-gas-tax/
https://sf.streetsblog.org/2018/10/03/spur-talk-prop-6-would-make-cities-crumble/
https://cal.streetsblog.org/2018/06/20/gas-tax-repeal-would-be-a-disaster-say-cities/
https://sf.streetsblog.org/2017/08/21/californias-antique-trains/
https://sf.streetsblog.org/2018/10/25/advocate-roundup-on-key-city-and-state-propositions/
https://cal.streetsblog.org/2018/08/30/vote-no-on-prop-6-the-campaign-is-an-incoherent-and-childish-effort-to-distract-you-from-donald-trump/
https://cal.streetsblog.org/2018/08/30/vote-no-on-prop-6-the-campaign-is-an-incoherent-and-childish-effort-to-distract-you-from-donald-trump/
http://www.greencaltrain.com/2018/10/bay-area-turnout-essential-to-nix-prop-6-save-transpo-funding-you-can-help/
http://www.greencaltrain.com/2018/10/bay-area-turnout-essential-to-nix-prop-6-save-transpo-funding-you-can-help/
https://noprop6.com/?utm_source=AdWords&utm_medium=search&utm_campaign=paid&utm_term=attackonsafety&gclid=CjwKCAjw39reBRBJEiwAO1m0ORtGh-VaK-DyhA8-b5Hu7t60A9GCkEIaFyqAE8WkFArP1igf9GSEYRoCZ7cQAvD_BwE
https://calmod.org/SFTunnels/
https://www.mercurynews.com/2018/10/30/waymo-to-begin-testing-driverless-cars-in-california/


be behind the wheel until new regulations in April set the stage for the transition to true 

autonomy. 

Waymo is the first among dozens of companies testing self-driving cars in California to 

persuade state regulators its technology is safe enough to permit them on the roads without a 

safety driver in them. An engineer still must monitor the fully autonomous cars from a remote 

location and be able to steer and stop the vehicles if something goes wrong. 

California, however, won’t be the first state to have Waymo’s fully autonomous cars on its 

streets. Waymo has been giving rides to a group of volunteer passengers in Arizona in driverless 

cars since last year. It has pledged to deploy its fleet of fully autonomous vans in Arizona in a 

ride-hailing service open to all comers in the Phoenix area by the end of this year. 

But California has a much larger population and far more congestion than Arizona, making it 

even more challenging place for robotic cars to get around. 

Waymo is moving into its next phase in California cautiously. To start, the fully autonomous 

cars will only give rides to Waymo’s employees and confine their routes to roads in its home 

town of Mountain View and four neighboring Silicon Valley cities — Sunnyvale, Los Altos, Los 

Altos Hills, and Palo Alto. 

If all goes well, Waymo will then seek volunteers who want to be transported in fully 

autonomous vehicles, similar to its early rider program in Arizona . That then could lead to a 

ride-hailing service like the one Waymo envisions in Arizona. 

But Waymo’s critics are not convinced there is enough evidence that the fully autonomous cars 

can be trusted to be driving through neighborhoods without humans behind the wheel. 

“This will allow Waymo to test its robotic cars using people as human guinea pigs,” said John 

Simpson, privacy and technology project director for Consumer Watchdog, a group that has 

repeatedly raised doubts about the safety of self-driving cars. 

Those concerns escalated in March after fatal collision involving a self-driving car being tested 

by the leading ride-hailing service, Uber. In that incident, an Uber self-driving car with a human 

safety driver struck and killed a pedestrian crossing a darkened street in a Phoenix suburb. 

Waymo’s cars with safety drivers have been involved in dozens of accidents in California, but 

those have mostly been minor fender benders at low speeds. 

All told, Waymo says its self-driving cars have collectively logged more than 10 million miles in 

25 cities in a handful of states while in autonomous mode, although most of those trips have 

occurred with safety drivers. 

Waymo contends its robotic vehicles will save lives because so many crashes are caused by 

human motorists who are intoxicated, distracted or just bad drivers. 



“If a Waymo vehicle comes across a situation it doesn’t understand, it does what any good 

driver would do: comes to a safe stop until it does understand how to proceed,” the company 

said Tuesday. 
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Don’t despair over Transbay Transit Center cracks: Fix how we do megaprojects 

(San Francisco Chronicle) 

We don’t know why the Transbay Transit Center broke yet, but it’s discouraging for those of us 

who care about the future of transportation and are so proud of this beautiful new station. The 

Bay Area has an enormous transportation deficit from decades of underinvestment, stretching 

back to the opening of BART in 1974. Simply put, we need to be capable of building new 

transportation infrastructure and having it work. We are proposing a possible solution. 

This isn’t about the cracks. There are bigger questions to face: If we think public agencies 

cannot deliver successful projects, we need to change those public agencies so they do. 

Throwing up our hands in despair is not the answer. 

Was it a manufacturing defect? A bad engineering calculation? An underlying flaw in the 

structure of the contracts, or something else altogether? We need a full and thorough 

investigation, so we can both fix the station and bring it back online, as proposed by Mayors 

London Breed and Libby Schaaf. 

In fact, we need to learn from the entire experience of delivering the station — what went well 

and what went wrong. Learning has to be a part of the process of building. 

Mistakes, failures and setbacks are part of life. This is especially true for megaprojects — 

projects costing billions of dollars, with challenging designs and complex construction methods. 

While as long as there are humans, there will never be a flawless construction project. What’s 

important, however, is that we continue a commitment to build the infrastructure that 

supports the Bay Area quality of life and the economy that provides for it. 

We believe that one of the problems that underlie the Bay Area’s repeated failures of project 

delivery is the fact that so many public agencies mobilize to deliver a single project. San 

Francisco Muni is building its first subway in 40 years. The Metropolitan Transportation 

Commission rebuilt a span of the Bay Bridge one time. Caltrain is electrifying its system once. 

And in the case at hand, the Transbay Joint Powers Authority was set up to deliver just one 

piece of infrastructure. These are all great projects. But the many, many lessons that each of 

these agencies learns the hard way through its experience are not getting translated into 

improved performance in project delivery next time because there is no next time. 

https://www.sfchronicle.com/opinion/openforum/article/Don-t-despair-over-Transbay-Transit-Center-13282838.php


The Bay Area simply must continue to build innovative and effective transportation 

infrastructure. For example, we need a much more robust regional rail network matched with 

BART, Metro, bus, ferries and bike lanes to make the Bay Area functional to a first-world 

standard. The extension of Caltrain into the Transbay Transit Center is even more essential now 

than ever before. 

We believe the magnitude of new transportation infrastructure our region desperately requires 

a new regional project delivery body that can manage transportation infrastructure across the 

region. 

We have a proliferation of transportation agencies leading major projects all around the bay. 

Whether or not we merge some of our many transportation agencies, we can create a stronger 

project delivery entity. 

A regional organization of this kind would be capable of attracting global design, engineering 

and project delivery talent from other parts of the world such as Western Europe and Asia — 

the United States cannot become a global infrastructure backwater. It would be capable of 

learning from its mistakes so it can improve over time. This body would foresee and avoid 

megaproject challenges and innovate new ways to deliver projects, together with the private 

sector as public agencies have only periodic major project needs. 

Let’s learn from the mistakes, let’s make whatever changes are necessary, and let’s move 

forward. The continued prosperity and livability of the Bay Area demands it. 
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November 2, 2018 

1. Repealing state gas tax increase is on ballot Tuesday: Roadshow (Mercury News) 
2. Prop 6 struggles in polls — an omen for California Republicans? (East Bay Times) 
3. 10 Things to Know About Proposition 6, the Gas Tax Repeal Initiative (KQED.com) 
4. Jerry Brown finally jumps into election for pet cause: killing gas-tax repeal 

(SFGate.com) 
5. Cuomo talks Second Avenue Subway with Newsday/amNewYork editorial board 

(NewsDay) (Special request to include in clips) 

 
Repealing state gas tax increase is on ballot Tuesday: Roadshow (Mercury 
News) 
 If the 12-cent a gallon gas tax is repealed on Tuesday, I doubt that prices will drop even six 

cents. Personally, I would prefer that my money went to fixing roads as opposed to lining oil 

company’s and station owners pockets. Hope Prop. 6 is a no-go 

Steve Berliner, San Jose 

 

A: It could be close. A no vote means the fuel tax and other higher fees remain in place, 

bringing in $5.4 billion a year for transportation needs. This would be a huge and bold move; 

the first gas tax increase in 25 years. A yes vote means no infusion of new cash statewide, lower 

auto fees and more potholes. 

 

https://www.mercurynews.com/2018/11/02/repealing-state-gas-tax-increase-is-on-ballot-tuesday-roadshow/


Q: Despite the myriad ads pushing for No on Prop . 6 and your apparent support for a no vote, 

people should understand that a no vote gives the government a blank check for passing future 

gas tax increases without voter approval and that those taxes can then be spent on anything 

they want. We would support the gas tax if it were not for those caveats. Are you fair enough to 

publish this viewpoint? 

Clare and Marilyn Keeney, Campbell 

 

A: Sure am. The tax will be adjusted for inflation as is done in a few other states, so it could go 

higher over time. But the funds can only be spent on transportation stuff. 

 

Q: Did you know that a no vote on Prop.6 will allow the state legislature to continue to impose, 

increase or extend fuel taxes or vehicle fees through a two-thirds vote of each chamber and 

without voter approval. WITHOUT VOTER APPROVAL! Did you miss this? Why should we trust 

any more our hard earned money to unscrupulous politicians? 

Jai Srinivasan, San Jose 

 

A: Ask me the next time someone slams into a Grand Canyon-sized pothole on Interstate 680 

over the Sunol Grade, on I-880 through Oakland or Highway 17 at Lexington Reservoir. 

 

Q: I agree that our local roads are in need of repair and repealing the gas tax is not helpful. 

Having said that I find out that up to 30 percent of that tax will go to mass transit. Until then I 

am voting to kill the gas tax, i.e. yes on Prop. 6. 

Joe Rockom, San Jose 

 

A: Mass transit is a major component of our transportation system. It’s not just freeways. Think 

BART to San Jose, Altamont train service and bus upgrades, etc. 

 

Q: What happened to all those gas tax dollars we were paying at the pump for decades and 

decades? Where did that money go? Did someone abscond with it? Pray tell. 

Karen Burns, Moraga 



A: The state gas tax has always gone for transportation. However, over about a 20 year period, 

the state was able to transfer the sales tax on gas to the general fund when the budget was a 

mess. But now that is earmarked for transportation. 
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Prop 6 struggles in polls — an omen for California Republicans? (East Bay Times) 
 

For California’s beleaguered GOP, next week’s election was supposed to be the gas tax revolt 

that roused Republicans. 

To seize on voters’ anger, they dug out the playbook from 15 years ago, when a Republican 

action-movie star rode a vow to repeal an unpopular vehicle license fee hike straight into the 

governor’s office. 

 

This year, California Republicans hoped Proposition 6, an initiative to repeal a gas tax hike, 

would deliver a similar narrative, boosting GOP voter turnout and chances for holding 

Congressional seats and at least giving Democrat Gavin Newsom a run for his money in the 

governor’s race. 

But recent polls suggest the Grand Old Party’s grand plan is falling flat. 

 

A Stanford poll Thursday showed 47 percent of voters oppose Prop 6 and only 34 percent 

favor  it. Public Policy Institute of California polls last week and last month also showed Prop 6 

lagging. And that is raising questions about GOP plans for competing in a state where voters’ 

appetites have grown for new taxes. 

“This was supposed to show the limits of liberalism in California and put the fear of God or the 

fear of Prop 13 into the hearts of future legislators hoping … to raise taxes,” said Thad Kousser, 

a political science professor at UC San Diego. 

 

Proposition 13 was California’s famous 1978 property tax revolt against levies that were 

growing by double digits with soaring home values. Its passage made Democrats such as Gov. 

Jerry Brown, who also was governor back then, wary of the potential for tax blowback. 

 

Initially, the Legislature’s gas tax hike last year, which also raised vehicle fees and taxes on 

diesel, seemed a potential disaster for California’s ruling Democrats. It fueled the successful 

https://www.eastbaytimes.com/2018/11/02/prop-6-struggles-in-polls-an-omen-for-california-republicans/
https://news.stanford.edu/2018/11/01/gun-safety-top-issue-california-voters/
http://www.ppic.org/wp-content/uploads/ppic-statewide-survey-october-2018.pdf
http://www.ppic.org/wp-content/uploads/ppic-statewide-survey-september-2018.pdf


June recall of state Sen. Josh Newman, an Orange County Democrat who voted for it and was 

replaced by a Republican who ran against the tax, costing Democrats their two-thirds Senate 

supermajority. 

 

In launching the Prop 6 campaign last year, Carl DeMaio, a consultant and former San Diego city 

councilman, said “2018 will be remembered as the year we had another taxpayer revolt in 

California — where the outrageous car and gas taxes were reversed by voters and the 

politicians that enacted those tax hikes are punished at the ballot box.” If approved, Prop 6 also 

would amend the state constitution to require voter approval of future fuel taxes and vehicle 

fees. 

 

But opponents have outraised Prop 6 supporters nearly nine to one. And the latest polls on 

Prop 6 call DeMaio’s early confidence into question. 

 

Asked about Thursday’s Stanford poll, DeMaio blamed the “false and misleading ballot title” 

that Attorney General Xavier Becerra gave Proposition 6. The title says Prop 6 “Eliminates 

Recently Enacted Road Repair and Transportation Funding” but doesn’t say it repeals a gasoline 

tax. 

 

DeMaio said many polls that show Prop 6 losing use the ballot language when asking 

respondents’ opinions. By contrast, he said, a SurveyUSA online poll earlier this month that said 

Prop 6 would “repeal gasoline and diesel taxes and vehicle fees” showed 58 percent in favor 

and 29 percent opposed. 

“If we lose it’s because the voters were duped,” DeMaio said. “The voters were lied to on the 

ballot title. Do you think voters are going to sit for that?” 

 

Bill Whalen, a fellow at the Hoover Institution at Stanford University who was a speechwriter 

for former Republican Gov. Pete Wilson, said that Prop 6 faces challenges that Gov. Arnold 

Schwarzenegger didn’t when he was swept into office in the 2003 recall of Democratic Gov. 

Gray Davis. 

[Read our endorsements for 163 races and ballot measures in California’s election] 

The vehicle license fee was a noticeably large increase on voters’ car registration, while today’s 

12 cents a gallon tax on gasoline is barely noticed in a single fill-up at the pump, Whalen said. 

http://www.surveyusa.com/client/PollReport.aspx?g=85614f00-b105-4f49-a6e5-630e246d8d52
https://www.mercurynews.com/2018/08/07/our-endorsements-for-californias-november-2018-election/


And the gas tax is tied to something many voters want — fixes for California’s crumbling roads 

and jobs for workers in politically potent unions. 

 

“The initiative fight has two major design flaws — it’s going up against a popular concept of 

road improvements, and also punching at a much lower rate than its opponents,” Whalen said. 

“It’s picking a very difficult fight to win.” 

 

Political experts note that today’s Californians have shown themselves to be more open to 

taxes than in the past. Brown won voter approval in 2012 for Proposition 30, a multi-billion 

dollar temporary tax on sales and high-earners, and in 2016 for Proposition 55, which extended 

the high-earner taxes. 

 

“Forty years ago, a more conservative electorate supported Proposition 13,” said Claremont 

McKenna College politics professor John J. Pitney, Jr. “That measure convinced Republicans that 

tax cuts were their Wonka ticket. But the electorate has moved to the left, and 1970s-style tax-

cutting does not sell any better than leisure suits.” 

 

Jack Citrin, a political science professor at UC Berkeley, said “anti-tax sentiment exists but it is 

muted by economic good times and the marketing and political clout of the pro-tax coalition,” 

which has bombarded voters with ads calling Prop 6 “dangerous” to road safety. 

 

He and others say California’s Republicans, who this year slipped to third-party status in the 

state behind independent voters claiming no political party, face challenges beyond inspiring 

voters to support a tax repeal. 

“Ideological and demographic trends are against them,” Citrin said. “A scandal, a charismatic 

candidate a la Arnold, and a salient issue can give them occasional victories statewide.” 

 

It’s hard to say before the election whether Prop. 6 ends up helping Republicans in other races. 

Businessman John Cox has consistently polled behind Newsom in the governor’s race. And 

California’s contested congressional races are too close to call. The California Republican Party 

did not respond to questions Thursday. 

 



But Kousser said Prop 6 in many ways was an ideal target to stoke the GOP base and pull in 

voters who may be growing weary of California’s high taxes and cost of living. 

“This is one of the hardest taxes to defend in an election — it’s a broad-based tax, it’s 

regressive,” Kousser said. “This is not the millionaires’ tax. It hits us whenever we pull into the 

gas station in a very transparent way. And if we can’t have a revolt against that tax, then there 

may not be a limit to liberalism in California.” 
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10 Things to Know About Proposition 6, the Gas Tax Repeal Initiative 
(KQED.com) 
 

Key questions and answers on California's Proposition 6, the "repeal the gas tax" initiative. 

1. 

What would Proposition 6 do? 

First, it would repeal the package of fuel tax increases and new vehicle fees enacted last year by SB 1. 

That legislation, championed by Gov. Jerry Brown and passed by a two-thirds majority in both the state 

Assembly and Senate, is designed to raise $52 billion over the next decade for highway and street repair, 

transit and other transportation projects. 

Second, Proposition 6 would amend the state Constitution to require voter approval of future fuel tax 

and vehicle fee increases, a provision expected to make it more difficult to enact similar levies in the 

future. 

 

2. 

Exactly how much more are those SB 1 taxes and fees? 

The law raised the state’s gasoline tax by 12 cents, from 29.7 cents to 41.7 cents a gallon, beginning last 

Nov. 1. The tax will go up another 5.6 cents next July 1. Separately, the law raised the state tax on diesel 

fuel from 16 cents to 36 cents a gallon and raised the diesel fuel sales tax. (Other charges at the pump, 

including the 18.4-cent federal tax, the state’s 2.25 percent gasoline sales tax and any local sales taxes, 

were not changed by SB 1.) 

SPONSORED BY 

https://www.kqed.org/news/11699988/10-things-to-know-about-proposition-6-the-gas-tax-repeal-initiative
https://www.kqed.org/news/11382090/brown-democrats-unveil-revenue-plan-for-roads-bridges-transit


SB 1 imposed a new “transportation improvement fee” on car and light-truck owners based on the value 

of their vehicles. The fee ranges from $25 a year, for vehicles valued at $4,999 or less, to $175 a year for 

vehicles valued at $60,000 and up. The state began collecting the fee on Jan. 1. 

The law also includes a $100 “road improvement fee” for zero-emission vehicles. The fee will be charged 

beginning in July 2020 and cover vehicles from model year 2020 and later. 

 

3. 

Who is behind Proposition 6? 

In a word: Republicans, including GOP lawmakers and party activists at the federal, state and local level. 

The official proponent of Proposition 6 is Thomas Hiltachk, a veteran Republican attorney in 

Sacramento who played leading roles in the 2003 campaign to recall Gov. Gray Davis and many past 

ballot measures, including one that sought to suspend AB 32, the state's landmark greenhouse gas law. 

The public face of the repeal campaign is Carl DeMaio, a Republican former San Diego city councilman 

who was edged out in his 2012 campaign to become mayor and again in 2014, when he ran for 

Congress. He calls the repeal campaign "the biggest taxpayer revolt in California since 1978’s Prop. 13." 

The repeal campaign has become a centerpiece of Republican gubernatorial candidate John Cox's 

campaign. It has also drawn support from retiring House Speaker Paul Ryan, R-Wisconsin, and his 

second-in-command, Central Valley Rep. Kevin McCarthy, who see it as a vehicle for boosting GOP voter 

turnout. Most GOP legislators, at both the state and federal level, and tax limitation groups like 

the Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association, also support the repeal. 

 

4. 

What are the arguments for Proposition 6? 

Proposition 6 backers cite several reasons they oppose SB 1's higher fuel taxes and vehicle fees. They say 

the increases hurt California families struggling with the state's high cost of living, that our fuel taxes and 

vehicle fees are too high already and are spent inefficiently, and that the state already brings in enough 

money to pay for road and street maintenance without the higher taxes. 

 

5. 

Who opposes Proposition 6? 

A broad coalition. In addition to Gov. Jerry Brown and most Democratic legislators, they include: scores 

of city and county governments, including 30 in the Bay Area; major business groups, including the Bay 

Area Council, Silicon Valley Leadership Group and California Chamber of Commerce; police and 

firefighters unions; construction firms and trade unions; environmental groups; many transit agencies, 

including BART; and engineering, planning and transportation organizations. 

https://gastaxrepeal.org/gas-tax-repeal-heroes/
https://www.oag.ca.gov/system/files/initiatives/pdfs/17-0033%20%28Gas%20and%20Car%20Tax%29_1.pdf
https://www.bmhlaw.com/wp-content/uploads/Bell-McAndrews-Hiltachk-DJ-2017-Top-100-Lawyers-2.pdf
https://capitalandmain.com/tom-hiltachk-master-of-deception
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6. 

What are the arguments against Proposition 6? 

Proposition 6 opponents say the tax and fee revenue from SB 1 -- about $5.4 billion a year, to be 

collected for the next decade -- is essential to repair and maintain highways, local streets and bridges, 

and to support a wide variety of transportation network improvements to address traffic congestion, 

pedestrian safety and improving public transportation. 

They add that SB 1 is just part of what's needed to help the state deal with an estimated $137 billion 

backlog of transportation infrastructure maintenance and repair projects in the coming decade. 

 

7. 

How much SB 1 funding is distributed to local governments? How much will come to the Bay Area? 

Half of the $5 billion-plus raised each year by the increased taxes and fees goes to city and county 

governments for local projects. The Metropolitan Transportation Commission says the nine-county Bay 

Area will get at least $365 million a year from SB 1 revenues. 

One example of the local impact: The San Francisco County Transportation Authority estimates that the 

city will get about $60 million in increased funding for street resurfacing, for Muni operations and other 

projects. 

Caltrans has published a statewide map and list of projects to be paid for by SB 1. 

 

8. 

One of the main arguments for the SB 1 fuel tax and vehicle fee increases is the poor condition of 

California roads and streets. How bad are they? 

A variety of groups that study road and infrastructure conditions and promote improvements concur 

that California's highways, roads, bridges and transit are in poor condition and in need of major 

investment: 

The American Society of Civil Engineers gives California roads a grade of D. 

TRIP, a national group sponsored by insurance companies, highway engineering and construction firms, 

unions and groups campaigning for safer and more efficient surface transportation, reports that the San 

Francisco-Oakland (71 percent), San Jose-South Bay (64 percent) and Los Angeles-Long Beach-Anaheim 

metro areas have the nation's highest percentage of streets and highways in poor condition. 

Sacramento, Fresno and Southern California's Inland Empire are also in the bottom 20. 

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission, which requires Bay Area cities to assess and report 

pavement conditions, says streets and roads here have an overall score of 67 on a 100-point scale -- a 

https://mtc.ca.gov/our-work/advocate-lead/state-advocacy/senate-bill-1-sb-1
https://www.sfcta.org/revenue/SB1
http://rebuildingca.ca.gov/map.html
https://www.infrastructurereportcard.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/10/ASCEReport-CA.pdf
http://www.tripnet.org/docs/Urban_Roads_TRIP_Report_October_2018.pdf
https://mtc.ca.gov/sites/default/files/Pothole%20Report%20III_September%202018.pdf


regional grade of "fair." The MTC says Dublin, Clayton, El Cerrito, Brentwood, Colma, Palo Alto, Foster 

City, Daly City, Union City, San Ramon and unincorporated Solano County have the best roads in the 

region with scores between 80 and 85 points -- the "very good" range. The worst roads were in the 

North Bay, with Larkspur, Petaluma and unincorporated Sonoma County getting scores in the 40s, 

indicating overall poor pavement conditions. 

 

9. 

How much money is each side spending on the campaign, and what are the sources of campaign 

funding? 

As of Thursday, Nov. 1, the California Secretary of State reported supporters of the gas tax repeal have 

raised a total of $5,138,483.95. Opponents have raised $47,847,816.54. 

The Yes on 6 campaign has been driven mostly by small contributions -- more than 25,000 of them -- to 

Carl DeMaio's Reform California campaign organization. But there have been a series of large donations, 

too: $460,000 from the state Republican Party, $300,000 from House Majority Leader Kevin McCarthy's 

campaign, $250,000 from the campaign of GOP candidate for governor John Cox, and $135,000 from 

Republican Congresswoman Mimi Walters' campaign. 

The anti-repeal side's fundraising has been driven by a dozen contributions of $1 million and up from 

construction unions and contractors' groups. Beyond that, the donor list looks like a "who's who" of the 

state's construction industry. The largest individual contribution listed, $250,000, comes from Steve 

Ballmer, former CEO of Microsoft, who lives in suburban Seattle. 

10. 

Where can I read more? 

 Gas Tax: What Californians Actually Pay on Each Gallon of Gas (Bay Area News Group) 

 California's Transportation System (State Legislative Analyst's Office) 

 The Pothole Report (Metropolitan Transportation Commission) 

 California Transportation by the Numbers (TRIP) 

 What If Californians Repealed the Gas Tax? (KQED Bay Curious) 
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Bay Area workers priced out of housing market, opt for hours-long commutes (KTVU Ch. 2) 

 Kristy Ross leaves her apartment in Tracy every day before dawn to get to her job at the 

Alameda County Office of Education in Hayward. The 25-year-old Bay Area native says she 

spends anywhere from three to four hours in her car commuting. She says if she leaves late her 

whole day could be thrown off. 

https://www.mercurynews.com/2018/09/04/gas-tax-what-you-actually-pay-on-each-gallon-of-gas/
https://lao.ca.gov/reports/2018/3860/californias-transportation-060418.pdf
https://mtc.ca.gov/sites/default/files/Pothole%20Report%20III_September%202018.pdf
http://www.tripnet.org/docs/CA_Transportation_by_the_Numbers_TRIP_Report_Aug_2018.pdf
https://www.kqed.org/news/11696663/what-if-californians-repealed-the-gas-tax-prop-6-explained
http://www.ktvu.com/news/bay-area-workers-priced-out-of-housing-market-opt-for-hours-long-commutes


“If I leave at 6 then there's a good chance I'll be early and not stuck in traffic,” say Ross of her 

40-mile commute. “But if I push it past 6:15 then there's a good chance I'll be late and I'm going 

to be sitting in more traffic. 

 

Regional transportation officials say rising housing prices are forcing more people to seek relief 

by living in less expensive areas just outside the nine county Bay Area. The Metropolitan 

Transportation Commission says since 2000, daily congestion per commuter has increased by 

65 percent while the population has increased 15 percent. It says employment during that 

period is up 12 percent. Analysts say while some are choosing to live farther away, others are 

choosing to leave the area completely. 

Ross said it was a wakeup call for her realizing she would not be able to afford to live in the city 

where she grew up. 

 

“I definitely didn't think when growing up that I would have to move out of Fremont and have 

never been given the chance to live there,” Ross said. 

Ross said she and her boyfriend, who live together, tried finding places in Fremont, Livermore, 

Newark, and other cities closer to her job with no luck. 

 

“It just kind of felt like waves,” Ross said. “Oh I can’t be in Fremont? OK that's weird’ and then 

‘Oh I can't be in Union City or Newark or Hayward?’ Then I just felt lost in trying to find a place.” 

To make matters worse, transportation planners say most people who commute from farther 

distances drive to and from work which makes their commutes particularly crowded. 

Ross and her boyfriend said they have considered leaving the state in hope of finding a more 

sustainable lifestyle but are staying put for now. Relocating may only offer partial relief though. 

According to new census data, the problem isn’t confined to the Bay Area. Commute times 

were up across the country in 2017 when compared to 2016 commutes. 
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Jerry Brown finally jumps into election for pet cause: killing gas-tax repeal 
(SFGate.com) 

https://m.sfgate.com/politics/article/Jerry-Brown-finally-jumps-into-election-for-pet-13356193.php?t=debb26f427


Gov. Jerry Brown is about to do something he hasn’t done in the run-up to Tuesday’s 

election. He’s hitting the campaign trail. 

California’s outgoing governor has largely remained out of the fray ahead of the election, even 

as heavyweights, including former President Barack Obama and Sen. Bernie Sanders, have 

campaigned in the state to pump up Democratic enthusiasm for flipping GOP-held House seats 

and other liberal goals. 

  

Brown, however, will spend his political capital on just one cause: defeating Proposition 

6, which would repeal increases in the state gas tax and vehicle license fees that the governor 

pushed for in 2017 to raise money for road and bridge repairs and transit improvements. 

 

He’s scheduled to appear Friday at a Bay Area rally opposing the repeal. He’s also appearing in 

No on Prop. 6 television ads targeting Bay Area voters, as well as in robocall messages. 

Voters could be forgiven if hearing from Brown comes as a surprise. Until now, the biggest 

name in California politics has been practically silent on the election. 

 

“I hadn’t seen his face on TV or anything up until now,” said Sherry Bebitch Jeffe, a senior 

fellow in public policy at the University of Southern California. 

 

And aside from the Prop. 6 campaign, he’s likely to stay out of the spotlight. Sen. Kamala 

Harris and Lt. Gov. Gavin Newsom, running to succeed Brown, will head to Southern California 

this weekend to stump for fellow Democrats in races that could determine control of Congress. 

Brown has no such plans, his office said. 

 

“He’s very popular among Democrats and swing voters,” said Democratic strategist Steve 

Maviglio. “In a few key races, it could be helpful.” 

Brown is a famously unconventional politician who has always been picky about which 

candidates and ballot measures he campaigns for. However, he’s usually been front and center 

when he lends his name to a cause. On Prop. 6, he’s jumping into a leading role late. 

Brown was the face of the campaign to pass higher sales and income taxes in 2012 to raise 

money for schools. It was the same with a big water-project bond in 2014, a parole-overhaul 

https://projects.sfchronicle.com/2018/november-elections-guide/
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https://www.sfchronicle.com/politics/article/Gas-tax-repeal-campaign-focuses-on-Bay-Area-13092919.php
https://www.sfchronicle.com/politics/article/Gas-tax-repeal-campaign-focuses-on-Bay-Area-13092919.php
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initiative in 2016 and a measure that same year to require voter approval for big infrastructure 

projects, which Brown opposed. 

 

“He’s been quiet this election,” said Larry Gerston, an emeritus professor of political science at 

San Jose State University. “But he’s pragmatic and uses his energy where it’s needed and when 

it’s needed.” 

And when it comes to Prop. 6, voters may not need to hear from Brown, Gerston said. The gas 

tax repeal is lagging in recent polls. 

 

Brown has been soliciting donations for the anti-Prop. 6 campaign behind the scenes, helping 

the opposition raise $46 million. The late push includes the TV ads that began running 

Wednesday and Friday’s rally, though the anti-Prop. 6 campaign declined to give details about 

where in the Bay Area it would be held. 

That isn’t the schedule of an uninvolved politician, said former state Democratic Party Chairman 

John Burton. 

“He’s running around raising money and working his tail off to save the transportation money,” 

Burton said. “What else do you want him to do?” 

 

Brown did not take a position on any of the other major initiatives on Tuesday’s ballot — 

including the high-stakes Proposition 10, which would allow cities to expand rent control, 

or Proposition 8, a measure to cap dialysis clinics’ profits that has become the most expensive 

initiative campaign in state history. 

 

His signature on bills passed by the Legislature, however, effectively put three other initiatives 

on the ballot. Those would authorize $4 billion in housing bonds (Proposition 1), allow a tax on 

millionaires to be used to house homeless mentally ill people (Proposition 2) and ask voters to 

support a change to permanent daylight-saving time (Proposition 7). 

 

“This is the last election he will be involved in as a sitting politician, but he hasn’t had much to 

say outside his official work,” said Bill Whalen, a research fellow at the Hoover Institution and a 

former speechwriter for Republican Gov. Pete Wilson. 

https://www.sfchronicle.com/politics/article/State-gas-tax-hike-repeal-losing-rent-control-13334079.php
https://www.sfchronicle.com/business/networth/article/California-gearing-up-for-big-battle-over-rent-13092956.php
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“Jerry Brown is a very nonconventional politician,” Whalen said. “He’s just not a guy who will 

barnstorm for candidates. He won’t show up at a VFW in Fresno at a moment’s notice. That’s 

not his style.” 

But even as his term ends, Brown is ensuring he’ll keep his relevance. He has nearly $15 million 

in his campaign account, a war chest that he can leverage in retirement when he moves to a 

ranch in Colusa County. 

Brown told the New York Times in July that he wasn’t itching to spend that money: “You want 

me to spend it and have no more money and nobody is going to call anymore? That’s really 

dumb.” 

 

Brown spokesman Evan Westrup said the governor doesn’t have to use his own campaign 

money to ensure that priorities such as defeating Prop. 6 are well-funded. He said Brown is 

holding on to his surplus to fend off possible challenges to signature reforms such 

as Proposition 57, the 2016 parole measure. 

 

Backers of Prop. 6 are also attempting to qualify a followup ballot measure in 2020 that 

would kill a favorite project of Brown’s, the high-speed rail line that might one day run from San 

Francisco to Los Angeles. 

“The governor has raised tens of millions of dollars to defeat Proposition 6,” Westrup said. “And 

his war chest will certainly be needed for the battles to come.” 
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Cuomo talks Second Avenue Subway with Newsday/amNewYork editorial board 
(NewsDay) (Special request to include in clips) 
Gov. Andrew Cuomo had some snappy answers about transportation policy during a 92-minute 

interview with the Newsday/amNewYork editorial board on Wednesday. 

He said age was a big factor of the subway system’s woes: “Why does it keep breaking? 

Because it’s old.” 

He downplayed the idea of using a millionaire’s tax to fund the MTA, a Mayor Bill de Blasio 

special. He joked that slamming the wealthy is popular: the tax is the “highest polling answer” 

for every problem, including the “cure for the common cold.” 

https://www.nytimes.com/2018/07/09/us/california-today-jerry-brown-gas-tax.html
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But he really settled in for a long anecdote, told with relish, about how he urged the first phase 

of the Second Avenue Subway to completion. It’s a fascinating window into his vision of the 

governor’s job, and what sorts of challenges he appears to publicize and prioritize most. 

 

The anecdote started with leaders of the delayed, multibillion-dollar construction project 

coming to Cuomo and saying, “we’re gonna move the deadline.” 

 

Cuomo says he objected to this, riffing in various ways about how deadlines shouldn’t be 

considered movable, because of the dictionary definition of “deadline.” It’s a deadline, it means 

you can’t move it. 

“We had some animated conversations,” he said. And then he went directly to the contractors 

in charge of the project. 

 

Cuomo said that the way the contracts had originally been bid was confusing — not one group 

for the full job. So he gathered all the different contractors around a conference room table in 

his office. He says that’s when he started getting the excuses about why the deadline couldn’t 

be met: the provider of tiles had died; there’s no steel left in the United States; we’re all out of 

electric wire, etc. (These may have been jokes, or at least they were related humorously. 

Cuomo did not name the contractors.) 

 

Bottom of Form 

The contractors told him it all meant they needed more time. So Cuomo says he told the 

contractors that sounded like the only possibility. “Thanks for coming by.” Then, he says he told 

them that he’d be sending out the “letter of debarment” that day, and that his counsel would 

be available to speak to their counsel all about it and the possible obligation to notify the 

Securities and Exchange Commission. 

 

It seems that individuals or entities placed on the state’s “Debarred List” are prohibited from 

getting state contracts. Cuomo said that “probably triggers an SEC notification.” Then he left 

the room. He says his counsel, Alphonso David, was with him and later said, “I never heard of a 

letter of debarment.” At this point in the story’s telling, Cuomo laughed. Later, a Cuomo 

https://labor.ny.gov/workerprotection/publicwork/PWDebarmentInformation.shtm


spokeswoman confirmed that Cuomo’s office did, indeed, send debarment letters to 

contractors. 

Nevertheless, this tactic appears to have worked, according to the anecdote. The contractors 

said, “We figured out a way” to stay on schedule. Cuomo added that they then met twice a 

week in his office, and he would periodically check in on worksites to make sure things were 

moving. “That was a year of that,” he said. On New Year’s Eve of 2016, he celebrated the 

opening of stations on the new line. 

 

How should voters judge this story? The point from the governor’s side seems to be that his 

micromanaging and headbanging got the job done. Clearly big infrastructure projects of all 

kinds should be done in a more streamlined way with fewer contractors, and Cuomo says that’s 

how LIRR improvements and the new Mario Cuomo Bridge are getting done. 

 

Critics might say they wished they’d seen such canny focus and gamesmanship in resurrecting 

the subways as a whole. But that’s a much more complicated problem, even more complicated 

than drilling new tunnels through bedrock. And it will take longer to get to that photo-op 

opening. 
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