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California’s Crookedest Station

This is how Sacramento plans to “improve” the
southbound St. Rose of Lima light rail station:
wrap it around a tight corner, to stop at one of
the smelliest alleys in Downtown, facing a liquor
store and a welfare hotel. Passengers are right to
ask, “Where's the payoff on this move?"
by Richard F. Tolmach
In cities where transit and trains make
a difference, stations are prime locations for
development. Emeryville’s Amtrak station
and Mountain View’s Caltrain station are
now the hubs of two of the Bay Area’s most
successful transit-oriented developments.
San Francisco’s classy palm-lined Muni
Metro stations on the Embarcadero made
possible much of the South of Market boom,
including the Giants stadium, where crowds
stream off the trains at game time. Inner
neighborhoods of San Diego have blossomed
as rail-based walkable development made
the city even more attractive to convention
goers, who use the red trolleys and quarterhourly airport bus links to avoid traffic.
Unfortunately, not every California city
grasps the benefit of rail-based development.
Pity poor Sacramento, where city politicians
talk up smart growth, but make dumber
development mistakes each succeeding year.
The most damaging land decisions involve
the city’s siting of stations and rail lines.
For a variety of reasons, leading Sacramento
developers have come to see rail stations as
antithetical to their interests.

It doesn’t help that Sacramento Regional
Transit light rail trains have been made into
housing of last resort for the homeless. The
County skims off a big slice of each General
Assistance check and hands it to Regional
Transit, ostensibly for access to jobs for GA
recipients.
RT takes the funds whether or not the
person in question has any use for transit
service. So trains are now occupied by those
seeking not transportation, but basic heat
and shelter. Light rail stations have also
suffered from this destructive program.
Now, compounding the City’s bad urban
planning and worse aid policies, City of
Sacramento officials have done back-room
negotiations to plan moves of train platforms
away from property holdings of favorite
developers, at city expense, turning public
transportation investment into a mockery.
Sacramento is at risk of having several
rail stations relocated to benefit developers.
Not only the St. Rose of Lima light rail station pictured above, but Cathedral Square
and 7th & Capitol may be demolished and
rebuilt elsewhere as land scams proliferate
and more speculators jump into the game.
(continued on Centerfold)
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WILLIAM F. McGEEHAN, III
Contra Costa County
PRESIDENT

Bill grew up in Hazelton, Pennsylvania and
studied at the John
Miller School For Arts
and Sciences. He then
moved to Kansas City,
Missouri to study audio
engineering at the
University of Missouri.
He moved to California
in his early twenties,
working in the fields of
disabled adaptive technology and design, in
the transportation industry, for almost twenty years.
Bill believes the passenger rail system is going to see
some of the best innovations and changes over the
next several years, with progress and push from the
train riding community, leading many other forms of
transportation.
Bill recently had the opportunity to work closely
with the design team at Amtrak on new sleeper car
bathrooms. He was able to point out problems and
positives with the design that will hopefully help
passengers with mobility issues once those cars end
up on the rails. Bill has logged about 370, 000 miles so
far by Amtrak and can’t wait until he hits the halfmillion mark, which he is determined to do. He wants
members to know that he is pleased to represent you,
work with the board and the executive director to
improve rail service in California.

RICH McLAUGHLIN San Diego County
VICE-PRESIDENT
A native of Chicago,
IL, Rich grew up in
Southern California
watching sugar beet
trains along Southern Pacific’s Coast
Line. Graduating
from San Jose State
University with a
degree in Aero Engineering, he spent 22
years as a Naval Aviator. Since retiring from the Navy
he's been employed by a Defense Contractor in San
Diego, currently as Director of Strategic Business Activities. Rich has been interested in rail transportation
my entire life and uses California and long distance
trains at every opportunity.
Several years ago I joined TRAC in attempt to become
more involved in the future of our rail systems. It is
extremely important at this juncture that we maintain
our route system and work towards improved service
to give our Federal and State agencies the time to
develop sound and workable rail strategies. We have
some tough times ahead but the future is looking
bright and rail, as the only environmentally sound
choice for mass transportation, again gains support
across all levels of Government.

BOB REYNOLDS Sacramento County
SECRETARY
Bob Reynolds is a secondgeneration Californian and
fourth-generation rail man.
His ancestors and relatives
have worked on American
iron horses since the mid1800s, some getting killed
during the notorious early
days. He has traveled on
the rails in Europe and
Asia and has visited many

of the US’s steam excursion operations over the last
twenty years. He travels on the west Coast’s commercial rails frequently. He started volunteering at
TRAC after 2003’s RAIL 2020 conference with an interest in California’s evolving rail passenger network.
He has since increased membership rolls at TRAC by
more than ten percent.
He is a St. Mary’s College of California graduate and
has taught college and high school, flown Navy carrier
jets, and managed several military programs over a
37 year career. In 2003 he retired from Air Force civil
service as the business manager for the F-117 Stealth
Fighter program office. He fills his retired days babysitting three avid railfan-toddlers, supplemented with
volunteer activities and teaching religion to fifth graders. Last year the Friends of Amtrak web-published
his fascinating account of TRAC’s Board Meeting
aboard the northbound Starlight, augmented with
Rich McLaughlin’s photos of the event.

RANDELL HANSEN Sacramento County
TREASURER
Born in New York and raised
on Long Island, Randell graduated from Hofstra University
with a major in Management
and a minor in Accounting.
He has been actively promoting rail for 8 years, but riding
for much longer. Randell got
around on Nassau County's
local bus system, the Long Island Railroad, and New York
subways. Because he thought he was always going
to be a New Yorker and was proud to use transit, he
didn't learn how to drive until he was 19.
Riding Amtrak trains around the US, he fell in love
with California and knew he had to explore it further.
In 2002, Randell moved to Northern California, first
working in retail, then moving on to a fiscal job in
state service. In Sacramento, he commutes via light
rail and bus.
Randell wants to see expansion of local transit
systems, improvements to Amtrak, and construction
of high-speed rail. He has published letters in USA
Today, the Sacramento Bee, and US News & World
Report advocating more government investment in
passenger rail. Randell believes membership expansion is a top goal because it will give TRAC a louder
voice with Sacramento lawmakers and local leaders.

LAURA BALDERREE Alameda County
Like many Americans,
Laura grew up without
the opportunity to ride
passenger trains. She was
born in July 1955 and the
last passenger train left
the depot in her home
town in August 1955.
Fortunately, on a youth
study trip to Europe she
discovered the many advantages of quality public
transportation and has
been a rider and advocate
ever since. She has ridden
most of Amtrak's routes at least once, commutes to
work on the Capitol Corridor trains, and has been an
active member of TRAC and NARP.
On the local public transportation level, she has
worked on campaigns for transportation sales tax
measures and served on the board of the Alliance
for AC Transit. She appreciates the wider focus that
TRAC has as a state-wide organization and welcomes
the opportunity to be an advocate for improved passenger rail service in California as well as better rail
connections between California and our neighboring
states.

LYNN FRANKS Sacramento County

Lynn has worked in the public
transportation field for 28
years. The first five years he
was employed by the U.S.
Department of Labor (DOL) in
Washington, D.C. where he
certified employee protection
agreements for recipients of
federal mass transportation
funds. He reviewed the agreements, and provided technical
advice and mediation). He also
conducted arbitrations in connection with the National
Rail Passenger Service Act of 1970 for a small group of
railroad and Amtrak employees.
Since then, most of his professional career has been in
intercity rail passenger service, including work on the
AB 971 study that began high speed rail study in California and the ACR 136 study that resulted in Capitol
Corridor service. Lynn has been a member of TRAC
since its inception and is an officer of the California
Rail Foundation. He served as treasurer of TRAC for a
year commencing in November 2004, followed by two
years as Secretary.

MARCEL MARCHON Santa Clara County
Marcel is 34 years old and
works as Director of Software
Engineering for a small Internet company called Travelzoo.
He was elected as a TRAC
board member at last year's
meeting and had helped set
up a redesigned website for
TRAC the year before.
He was born in Switzerland
and lived there until 4 years
ago. He has been interested in
trains ever since his grandmother started taking him
along on her visits to relatives when he was 4 years
old. After having lived in Switzerland all these years
while relying on public transportation for all his mobility needs, he has a good idea what we're missing out
on here in California.
He likes to ride trains and was fortunate to have the
opportunity to make a cross-country trip on Amtrak in
the spring of 2006. He has also traveled extensively on
all kinds of trains in Europe — his favorite experience
so far was the French TGV high speed trains. In his
spare time, he also writes and operates a train-related
"blog" (website) at http://trainblog.com

MOE MOHANNA Sacramento County
Moe Mohanna emigrated to the
United States from Iran in the
late 1960’s when he was in his
late teens. His early years in the
country were as an engineering student in the Boston area,
where he learned the meaning
of the phrase ”cold and wet”.
California, with its sunshine and
diversity attracted him, and he
came to Sacramento in 1974.
He is a strong advocate for small business, and has
helped numerous young entrepreneurs get a start in
Sacramento. He has also been one of the few in the
Sacramento business community who favor rail transit
improvements.
Mohanna, prior to joining the TRAC board, filed suit
to oppose a costly rearrangement of Sacramento’s RT
rail stations, a stance that has made him persona non
grata among some in city officialdom. With his characteristic smile and a shrug he notes “That’s politics.”
Mohanna, besides being a civil engineer, developer,
and avid historic preservationist, has also been a

(continued on Page 6)

Join TRAC and Help Fight for Improved Trains
Clip & mail with your check or money order payable to:

Train Riders Association of California (TRAC)
1025 Ninth Street #223 Sacramento, CA 95814 (916) 557-1667
Please fill out the following, or attach address label:

Regular member

$30-59

Contributing member $60-124

Name

Sponsoring member$125-249
Street
City

Sustaining member $250-499
State

Zip

Benefactor
Limited income

Telephone

2

E-mail

Renewal

$500-2000
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To help TRAC regain paid fulltime staff, I am enclosing a special
donation of $
__________________
Enclosed is a donation to TRAC’s
Legislative Action Fund in the
amount of $
__________________.
I want to support the Rail News.
Enclosed is a tax-deductible
donation to TRAC’s Educational
arm, the California Rail
Foundation in the
amount of $
__________________.

D.C. LeGiSLatiVe UPDate
by Randell Hansen
TRAC Treasurer
Developments in Washington since the
summer have been positive for passenger
rail and transit but some key rail supporters
won’t be returning to Congress.
The Senate convened after summer
and passed on September 12th by a vote of
88-7 HR 3074, the FY 2008 Transportation,
Housing and Urban Development
Appropriations Bill (THUD). In it includes
$3 million for Metrolink’s Perris Valley
line extension, $3 million for the South
Sacramento light-rail extension, $70 million
for LA’s Gold Line eastside extension, and
even $500,000 for Oakland to develop housing at transit-oriented villages.
Also included is the repeal of the
1985 ban on further tunneling under LA’s
Wilshire Blvd. While that’s good news for
Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa’s vision of a
“subway to the sea”, funding sources need
to be identified. Feinstein’s vote was a
“yes” and Boxer’s was “not voting” according to the US Senate’s roll call page.
After Congressional passage of other
budgets, President Bush either vetoed or
threatened to veto spending measures

Joint Statement:
Lawsuits DismisseD
California's two leading advocacy
agencies for rail passenger service
have settled issues between them
and regret the filing of lawsuits, and
such lawsuits will be dismissed. All of
the Parties seek efficient, safe, environmental-friendly passenger transportation by enhancing and developing new rail transportation systems.
As a gesture of goodwill, TRAC and
RAILPAC are making a joint donation
to the National Association of Rail
Passengers and encourage others to
join in their efforts to promote rail passenger service in California and nationwide.

California
Rail News
Published 4 times annually by the
California Rail Foundation
in cooperation with the
Train Riders Association of California
William McGeehan, TRAC President
Signed articles represent the views of their
authors, not necessarily those of the above
organizations.

1025 Ninth Street #223
Sacramento, CA 95814
Telephone: 916-557-1667
e-mail: trac@omsoft.com
www.calrailnews.com
www.trainriders.org
California Rail News encourages letters, comments,
and reports on local issues. Please submit your material to California Rail News at the above address.
Sorry, we do not guarantee return of photos or articles submitted. Deadline for material to be included
in the next issue of CRN is February 28, 2007.

Coast
Observations

that exceeded his requests. On December
26, 2007 after negotiations the President
signed a $555 billion budget bill for FY
2008, which began on October 1st. Until the
budget’s passage, the federal government
was getting by on continuing resolutions.
In the federal budget bill was $1.325 billion for Amtrak, a $31 million increase from
FY 2007 but below Amtrak’s request of
$1.58 billion. There was also $9.387 billion
for mass transit a 4.6% increase from last
year’s amount. Also included was $400 million for transit security, a 45% increase from
last year’s amount.
In addition to the federal budget, the
biggest victory for Amtrak and intercity rail
was on October 30th with the passage of
S. 294, the Passenger Rail Investment and
Improvement act by a vote of 70-22!
There were attempts by Senators
Sununu (R-NH), Coburn (R-OK), and DeMint
(R-SC) to add amendments which would
have undermined the bill’s objective by
either requiring more routes be privatized,
food service to be discontinued if the losses
exceeded a certain amount, or for Amtrak
to disclose each ticket subsidy.
Fortunately all of the amendments were
overwhelmingly defeated. Senator Boxer
voted against the amendments and “yes”
on S. 294. Feinstein was in San Diego touring the areas affected by the wildfires and
wasn’t able to vote. The House is scheduled
to either take up S. 294 or offer its own bill
by Rep. Jim Oberstar (D-MN) in February.
On October 17, the House approved
HR 2095, the Federal Railroad Safety
Improvement Act, by a vote of 377-38. One
of the items inserted in the bill is language
from Congresswoman Carolyn McCarthy
(D-NY) that would allow local rail operators
apply for a quality-of-life waiver from horn
requirements.
The Long Island Railroad, the nation’s
largest commuter rail operator which serves
the congresswoman’s district, has received
citizen complaints about the loud horn noise
from their DM-30AC locomotives. The old
M1 units on their electric lines and GP-38
locomotives of course have horns but not
at the piercingly loud decibel levels the
DM-30AC’s produce. Sacramento residents
have also had a quality of life issue with
Regional Transit light-rail car horns..
Despite the accomplishments, Amtrak
is losing some key supporters. S.294’s coauthor, Senator Trent Lott (R-MS) resigned
from the Senate effective January 1st,
apparently to avoid looming ethics restrictions that set limits on lobbying by former
legislators.
His successor as Minority Whip is
Jon Kyl (AZ), who voted for all of the antiAmtrak amendments and “no” on S.294.
Since Senator Kyl has the same anti-rail voting record as his colleague John McCain it
seems that Amtrak’s strongest Republican
voice will be Senator Kay Bailey Hutchinson
(TX). However, she announced earlier this
year that she’ll be retiring at the end of
2012 and John Warner (R-VA) also will be
retiring at the end of 2008.
It’s important that their successors will
be supportive of rail and transit regardless of which political party they’re from.
Voters need to communicate their views to
candidates and their current elected officials about rail and transit so they know
how important rail is to the voting public in
mitigating air pollution, traffic, greenhouse
gas emissions, and America’s heavy dependence on foreign oil.

THE EUROPEAN HIGH SPEED network
saw many extensions in 2007. The
French TGV-Est line pushed close to
the German border, Britain’s first true
high speed rail line was extended to
a showy new hub at London’s historic
St. Pancras station and Spain’s AVE
pushed south and east, with the goal
of 4350 high speed track miles by 2010.
That would be a nice benchmark for
the U.S. to set… 19 EUROS BECAME A
MAGIC PRICE, as numerous European
rail and bus operators found that
level set loose new travel. 19 Euros is
the fare for any 5 Bavarians traveling
together after 6 PM. Just 19 Euros will
buy you a trip on the world’s fastest
train between Paris and Strasbourg,
a few weeks ahead on the IDTGV
site… WEATHER-RELATED track
problems closed several California services in late January. The entire Coast
Starlight service was discontinued
from January 20 to date unknown due
to mud slides in Oregon. 400 Metrolink
passengers were stranded just east of
Chatsworth by a rock slide January
25. A RELAUNCH OF THE COAST
STARLIGHT is slated for May 8, to
include at-seat cart food and upgrading the Pacific Parlour Car with meals,
wine-tasting, specialty coffee, and a
library. A new schedule and new loading procedures will be instituted at
Los Angeles… MEGABUS fall tweaks
to services included a new San Ysidro
border stop for the San Diego line, a
Phoenix stop for the Tempe Arizona
line, and a Millbrae stop on one of the
San Francisco buses. There are still $1
fares available on most routes several
weeks out, with the San Diego route
never getting very pricey. Las Vegas
has been pared to 3 round trips. The
LA-Tempe route appears to be gone
from January 7… VIRGIN AMERICA
jumped into several more Southwest
markets on the West Coast with new
offers of SFO-Las Vegas $49, SFOSan Diego $39, SFO-Seattle $77 and
LAX-Seattle $99. Virgin appears to
be a sharper threat than Megabus to
existing air and ground carriers… A
FEDERAL COMMISSION unveiled a
$357 billion intercity rail plan, drawing
a retort from the AAR. The Passenger
Rail Working Group of the National
Surface Transportation Policy and
Revenue Study Commission unveiled
a plan thru 2050 to improve intercity
passenger rail service. However,
the AAR says the proposal relies too
much on the freight rail network
and that passengers will not be satisfied by the service compromises.
“Piggy-backing on privately owned
and operated freight railroad assets
will give America a third-rate passenger-rail system — one that is not
attractive to passengers or competitive with automobile and air travel,”
said AAR President and CEO Edward
Hamberger. Advocates had hoped for
cooperation by freight railroads on a
joint attempt to obtain funding using
the familiar 80/20 federal/state match
that highways get… ALAN MILLER,
TRAC Executive Director, is moving
on to a planning and policy position
at Caltrans Division of Rail after six
years at the helm of the rail advocacy
group. TRAC President Bill McGeehan
will help organize meetings and cover
events, and four volunteers and board
members will take on other duties…
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LandScams: Moving Stops: A Real Estate Game Connecting Up L.A. Rails

Rail Planning
Played by
Speculators
By Richard Tolmach
Public-spirited citizens trying to make
sense of rail planning processes often naïvely
assume everyone is acting in good faith.
Since the 1990’s Red Line cave-in scandals,
L.A. has certainly seen reform, but much of
California is still all too naîve about how land
speculators and developers can highjack good
projects and corrupt them for personal gain.
Here are some of the typical scams:

SMART gRoWTH oN WETLANDS
Planners and even gullible transit advocates
are convinced a new rail line is needed to
support high density growth in a proposed
pedestrian pocket, which just happens to be
located on low-lying land subject to frequent
flooding or sea-level rise. The land is a bargain for the developer because no one expected authorities would allow it to be built on.

WE NEED To MovE THE STATioN
Popular these days in Sacramento, with the
Amtrak Station and at least 3 light rail stations affected currently. The common denominators are huge cost, negative environmental
impacts, and destruction of ridership. The
prime motivation in all cases is developer
greed. This new technique may be a suitable
subject for legislative attention.

youR ALTERNATivE iS FLAWED
Always effective, especially when complex
issues are involved. A recent ploy of the Highspeed Rail Authority staff was to take a primary flaw of their own preferred alternative,
Pacheco's negative impact upon wetlands,
and try to falsify the record to claim that
Altamont, not Pacheco has that problem.

DETouR To SERvE MiNoRiTiES
Providing rail transportation to deserving
low-income communities is a tremendously
compelling cause. However, the political push
for these projects is typically provided by
speculators who see a potential to turn lowcost land into condos and lofts. That most
often means minorities get pushed out of the
gentrified neighborhoods served by rail.

THE NEvER-BuiLT RAiL LiNE
Lines on the map help speculators profit
because often all they need to con their gullible victims into buying land of dubious value
is the plausible appearance that a rail service
will be created. It’s much easier for an agency
board member to help a buddy by getting a
line drawn than a line built.

The proposed site
of St. Rose of Lima
station directly
faces a welfare
hotel and one of
downtown’s liveliest liquor outlets.
(continued from Page one)
Sacramento’s downtown redevelopment
has been hampered for years by the apparent
city policy that only a few favored developers may proceed on projects. Local investors
and land owners who show any degree of
independence face problems in the city permitting and design review processes and
are denied city support. Those, on the other
hand, who have the ear of the Mayor, key
Councilmembers or the City Manager, often
get extremely preferential support, including
free land or public subsidies.
The St. Rose station move appears to have
originated as a demand by a new developer
favored by Mayor Heather Fargo, Joe Zeiden
of the Z Gallery furniture chain. According
to witnesses at an inspection of properties
Zeiden was to receive in a land-swap, he told
city representatives that he wanted “those
people,” referring to light rail patrons waiting
for a Meadowview train, removed from the K
Street frontage of his future development.
Shortly following the demand, transit
consultant Wendy Hoyt, who had been hired
by the City for $50,000 to manage a K Street
beautification project, approached Regional
Transit about moving its 7th Street St. Rose of
Lima station away from the site. She also concurrently had a second agreement with Zeiden
for $200,000 to get the stop moved. The K
Street project now includes the station move.
Since that time, the basic agreement by
which Zeiden was to receive the 7th St. land
has been undermined because of arson fires
affecting two parcels. TRAC Board Member
Moe Mohanna, whose 7th & K Street land
Zeiden was to receive, has also launched a
CEQA lawsuit to stop the station move.
In response, the Sacramento City Council
has initiated an attempt to take Mohanna’s

land by eminent domain, in order to transfer
it to Zeiden. This has added fuel to the state
debate on eminent domain, with two initiatives now headed for the June 2008 ballot.
Also likely homeless is the Sacramento
Amtrak station five blocks away from the
K Street Mall. Despite a recent $46 million
project to extend light rail tracks to Amtrak,
Sacramento wants to move that station too.

Removing Trains with Transit Funds?
For the past decade, the Union Pacific
railroad tried to convince city fathers to allow
it to remove tracks from the Amtrak station.
When the city finally agreed to the move, the
railroad reneged on paying the costs and disclaimed originating the idea.
Although Union Pacific said the move
was needed for safety, some observers see
the track move as primarily a real estate ploy
to create more land on the right side of the
tracks. Some also note that the new platform
site likely has undisclosed toxic problems,
particularly 20 feet underground where passenger access to the site must be excavated.
Today’s Amtrak station was built
where it stands in order to properly serve
Downtown Sacramento. The restored 1926
station was elegantly shoehorned into the
central city, so that most work sites along
Capitol Mall and J Street near the Capitol are
walkable from it.
The new $40 million remote platforms
demanded by UP are to be sited about 1100
feet from the station, making passenger
security and access to jobs from Capitol commuter trains more difficult, especially for
those with mobility problems. Station access
problems in 2006 drove down both San
Joaquin and Capitol ridership, so messing
with passenger access yet again may have

proposeD AmtrAk plAtforms

WiRiNg THE BLACK BoX MoDEL
A nationally renowned firm is hired to model
projected rail ridership on several alternative
routes. Instead of honest speed and traffic
inputs, the firm is force-fed fraudulent data
by its public client, under threat of losing the
work. The firm is forced to chose between its
reputation and its bottom line. Other types of
planning firms are seeing similar pressures,
as speculator influence increases.

BLAMiNg ENviRoNMENTALiSTS
When a corrupt planning process produces
a cost overrun, or collapses entirely, the preferred target is always environmentalists.
This has been true since the Bay Bridge hearings 10 years ago. It works, irrespective of the
facts, because business community and labor
interests are preconditioned to agree.
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By Jerard Wright and Bart Reed

Putting the squeeze
on pedestrians and
transit users, the
city would wrap
the St. Rose station
around a corner
which appears
to have less than
standard ADA
clearances.
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serious repercussions for ridership. The station
is Amtrak’s second most popular in California,
and outperforms all Bay Area stations.
One year ago, Thomas Enterprises, the
Georgia firm which wants to redevelop the
Railyards, was given upwards of $55 million
dollars, supposedly in payment for the 8.8
acres of land the Amtrak station occupies. It
appears to have been a slight overpayment.
In fact, Thomas seems to have used the city
funds to bankroll its purchase of some 244
acres from UP for a similar price.
Sacramento is vying with other California
cities for scarce bond funding to pay for Union
Pacific’s track move. However, its seamy landvalue manipulating scams should not be confused with smart growth or transit projects.
An alliance of K Street business interests has
filed a suit to block the Railyards project on
environmental grounds, among them that its
big box retail would cause decay downtown.
Major fund raising by Mayor Fargo, aimed
to show competitors she had all developer
money sewn up, has failed. The November
race has been enlivened by the possible entry
of Kevin Johnson, popular former star of the
Sacramento Kings, backed by political consultant David Townsend and a raft of developers
and investors currently shunned by City Hall.

Filling the 1.5 mile track gap between the
Blue Line and Gold Line through downtown
Los Angeles could produce major ridership
growth according to preliminary assessments
done as part of an Alternatives Analysis of possible capital projects to connect the lines. Only
8000 feet separate Los Angeles’s 7th Street
Metro Center station (terminus of the Blue Line)
from the Alameda and First Street station of
the Gold Line extension.
Bridging the gap would turn the isolated
Blue, Gold, and future Expo light rail lines into
a single regional system and eliminate the
extra transfer to the Wilshire Subway (Red/
Purple line) that each passenger must endure
to traverse the center. Time savings for most
passenger trips would be upwards of 10 minutes, tipping the balance to transit on many
millions of annual trips in the region. This is
certainly a project of statewide importance.
The benefits of the Downtown Regional
Connector are huge, despite its modest scope.
Every light rail line in the region would benefit
from direct service to the center of downtown
Los Angeles. At the same time, Pasadena,
East L.A. and the San Gabriel Valley would
also benefit from an easier connection to Long
Beach and eventually the Expo Line. The Blue
Line would finally get service to Union Station
for direct links to Metrolink and Amtrak.

East-west connections between East Los
Angeles workers and Westside employment
would perhaps see the greatest benefits, with
significant travel time savings, a less circuitous
route and easier, pedestrian-friendly transfers.
The Transit Coalition, the Sylmar-based
citizen group led by Bart Reed, has adopted the
Downtown Regional Connector as one of its top
goals because it would be hands-down the most
cost-effective project in the regional system.
Preliminary indications are that direct costs of
the project might be recouped by incremental
revenues in five years or less.
This project easily could be built within
a couple of seasons, due to its short mileage.
However, it has to be built right to ensure it provides rapid, pedestrian friendly, inviting service.
As European cities have shown in their new midtown surface rail routes, protecting trains from
crossing traffic wherever possible is essential to
rapid service.
If you want this project to happen, you
should make your voice heard and tell Los
Angeles County Supervisors, City Council members and the Mayor how important it is to you.
Keep encouraging and informing those representatives to get it studied, planned and built,
because the Downtown Regional Connector will
create a transit system that links Inland points
all the way to the Ocean! For more information,
visit thetransitcoalition.us

Pacheco a Recipe for High Speed Rail Stalemate
By Melissa Hippard and Dan Taylor
The success of a bullet train to Southern
California rides on the route the California
High-Speed Rail Authority chooses between
the Bay Area and the Central Valley. Today,
[on Dec. 17-Ed. Note] it is scheduled to review
two options: the Altamont Pass route, along
Interstates 580 and 680, or the Pacheco route,
which crosses the Mount Hamilton Range near
Highway 152. The authority should choose the
route that will provide the speediest trips to
the most riders statewide, with the least environmental impact - the Altamont Pass route.
The environmental community is unanimously and strongly united in support of
an Altamont Pass route for high-speed rail,
and against a Pacheco route. This includes
the Sierra Club, Audubon California, the
Nature Conservancy, California State Parks
Foundation, Defenders of Wildlife, Natural
Resources Defense Council and the Planning
and Conservation League. Why? A Pacheco
route would expose vast, currently undeveloped areas to huge pressures for growth and
degrade large areas of wetlands in the Central
Valley that would be impossible to replace.
The wetland habitat put at risk by the
Pacheco route is the Grasslands Ecological
Area, which has the largest contiguous block of
wetlands in California, more than 90,000 acres.
Many may be unfamiliar with the Grasslands
because it's located near Los Banos in the
Central Valley, out of sight from more highly

populated areas of the Bay Area.
But the wildlife of the Western Hemisphere
knows about the Grasslands and depends on it
for existence. The Grasslands is a designated
Wetlands of International Importance and a critical wintering area for more than 1 million birds
in the Pacific Flyway. It has uncommon types of
freshwater wetlands and native grasslands that
support over 550 species of plants and animals,
some endangered or threatened. Less than 5
percent of the original Central Valley wetlands
remain due to conversion to agriculture and
expanding urbanization.
The Pacheco route would bisect the
Grasslands and irrevocably damage the region's
ecological integrity, biodiversity and local water
quality. A Pacheco route could also degrade
another Audubon Important Bird Area, the
Upper Pajaro River near Gilroy.
It is true that an Altamont route would create impacts as well, traversing a portion of
the Don Edwards San Francisco Bay National
Wildlife Refuge. Even so, the Citizens Committee
to Complete the Refuge, a wetlands group that
helped create the Don Edwards Refuge and
remains one of its main stewards, strongly
opposes a Pacheco Pass route. It prefers instead
to explore how impacts of the Altamont route on
the refuge can be reduced.
Both the California Department of Fish and
Game and the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service have
unequivocally determined Altamont to be environmentally preferable to Pacheco for high-speed

rail. They have strongly criticized the High-Speed
Rail Authority's environmental report for omitting
key information and obscuring the large differences in environmental impacts between the
routes.
In order for high-speed rail to succeed, it
must attract as many riders as possible in the
critical first phase of the project between San
Jose and Los Angeles to generate both needed
political support and revenue to build future
extensions. Railways should concentrate growth
within our already-developed infrastructure,
where the people are, not precious wildlife habitat areas like the Grasslands.
With an Altamont route, San Jose will enjoy
fast and frequent service to statewide destinations. A Pacheco route adds an extra half-hour to
an otherwise 49-minute trip to future high-speed
rail between San Jose and Sacramento, while
shaving only 10 minutes off a 2-hour 19-minute
trip between San Jose and Los Angeles.
While the Altamont route will have environmental impacts, we think those impacts can
be mitigated. The environmental community is
ready to work with the California High-Speed
Rail Authority to build statewide support for
a bullet train if it chooses Altamont. We won't
accept a Pacheco route.
MELiSSA HiPPARD is the Loma Prieta
Chapter director of the Sierra Club and
DAN TAyLoR is director of public policy for
Audubon California. Their article originally
appeared in the San Jose Mercury News
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leader in working to provide help to the Sacramento
homeless. Says Mohanna, “I’ve noticed that volunteerism is a strong pillar of this community and I have
learned and enjoyed doing a lot of volunteer work with
a lot of wonderful friends and people.”

MIKE McGINLEY Los Angeles County

A native of Glendale, CA,
and a registered civil engineer, Mike's career spans
three stages of rail transportation: operations and
maintenance of way for the
Southern Pacific (18 years),
design and operations consulting (5 years) and construction and maintenance
operations for Metrolink in
Los Angeles (14 years).
Mike believes that advocacy for practical, incremental, affordable public investment in transportation
infrastructure and operation must be based on sound
knowledge of the existing conditions, the best current
practice for design, construction, maintenance, and
operations, and with a vision of how planners in future
decades will utilize and build upon the projects we
develop. Preserving the existing rights of way for the
transportation needs of the future is a starting point.

VICTOR RAMPULLA Los Angeles County
Victor has been employed
for 38 years by the County of
Los Angeles; presently in the
Executive position of Division
Director, responsible for Sheriff’s Department's Financial,
Human Resources and Facilities Planning operations.
He has been a long time
supporter of expanding and
improving passenger train
service in the United States,
has traveled extensively throughout the United States
and Canada on long distance trains, and is a frequent
user of California train services such as the Pacific
Surfliners.
Victor believes the next few years are critical to the future of passenger train service and TRAC must remain
a ”Front Line” player in this area. He believes TRAC's
immediate objectives must be the protection of long
distance passenger train service and establishment of
more frequent inter-city rail service in California.

BART REED Los Angeles County
Bart Reed is Executive
Director of The Transit
Coalition; a San Fernando
Valley based nonprofit
dealing with transportation
policy, planning and land
use issues.
In this capacity, he is a nationwide advocate for effective transportation systems
and solutions. He frequently
travels to Washington, DC
and Sacramento to educate
elected representatives on rail and bus transportation
issues. He produces and conducts outreach programs
and meetings to organize support for public transit
initiatives.
Bart developed and promoted the Metrolink Max
project, collaborating with Numan Parada, Richard
Tolmach and Michael McGinley. The objective is
increased service running every 30 minutes on four
Los Angeles County routes. Along with Jerard Wright,
Reed has promoted the Metro Downtown Regional
Connector, which is currently undergoing Alternatives
Analysis. Additionally, he helped promote the ongoing
study of the Harbor Subdivision, which could bring
Metrolink service to the South Bay and Los Angeles
International Airport.

AL SHADBOURNE Los Angeles County
Al Shadbourne retired after over 30 years of product
design and development
work in diesel engines. His
last 20 years of work was
with the Garrett Corporation Automotive Products
Division, the world’s largest turbocharger manufacturer (now known as
Honeywell). He held many
engineering positions
including Chief Engineer,
Passenger Car Division.
His involvement and interest in passenger car rail
started as a child with weekend trips to the railyards
with his father and daily travel to high school on
the “Red Car.” He has been a member of the Pacific
Railroad Society for over 20 years. He even carries his
interest in rail to the point of investment wherein his
wife and he are the proud owners of several railroad
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tank cars currently in revenue service.
Al has been active in the distribution of CRN in southern California.
Al has always been a promoter of energy conservation.
He drives a Prius®, makes over 9 kilowatt-hrs of electrical power each day with photovoltaic panels on his
home and has had a solar hot water system heating
system for over 20 years. He believes the promotion of
passenger rail is a key element in reducing our nation’s
energy consumption.

RICH TOLMACH Sacramento County

Rich retired from Caltrans
in October after 33 years
planning and analyzing
rail passenger service.
He participated in many
of the key decisions that
brought new train service
to California in the 70’s,
80’s and 90’s. In 1984, he
helped to found TRAC and
since that time has devoted
about 600 hours annually
to TRAC’s efforts to promote and improve California’s
rail services.
He favors promotion of new services, such as regional
commuter improvements to use existing infrastructure. He is proud that ideas TRAC has advanced
like hourly timed connections at Los Angeles and a
regional network of timed service throughout Southern
California have gained currency.
He believes progress will come from alliances with
key environmental groups including the Planning and
Conservation League, and the Transportation Solutions Defense Fund, to organize concerted action on
high speed rail, rail capital funding, and smart growth
legislation.

JERARD WRIGHT Los Angeles County
Jerard is currently Chair
of Metro's Westside/Central Sector Governance
Council. He is also Vice
President of The Transit
Coalition and has been
an active member with
the Transit Coalition for
5 years. In addition, he
is a regular user of public transportation since he organizes all of his travel
and activities to be done without an automobile.
He graduated from Illinois Institute of Technology
(IIT) with a BA in Architecture, minoring in City and
Regional Planning. At IIT he was active in Student
government and help lobby the CTA to bring back
the “U-Pass” discount pass. He is an advocate of
carefully designed Transit Oriented Developments
(TOD) emphasizing the transit first, rather than as an
afterthought.
He resides in Downtown Los Angeles working as
a Construction Assistant for the Alhambra Unified
School District. He also performs architectural, design
and presentation services through his firm, the Wright
Concept. One such concept is the Downtown Regional
Connector (DTRC), presented at the March 17th
NARP/TTC conference at Metro Gateway Headquarters. The Connector, currently in Alternatives Analysis, is one of the top performing projects in Metro’s
Long Range Transit Plan.

ANNA MARIE YOUNG Sacramento County
Anna Marie Young is a
UC Davis student close
to completing a degree
in Community and Regional Development with
an emphasis in Transportation Planning and Policy.
Her particular focus is on
improving pedestrian and
transit networks and the
interface between the two.
She resides in Sacramento
and commutes to Davis via bicycle and a 12 minute
train ride on Amtrak's Capitol Corridor Route.
After she graduated high school in Boise, ID she joined
Americorps National Civilian Community Corps. In
2001 she moved to California to take advantage of the
College and University System. As a College of the
Redwoods student Anna Marie led the efforts to subsidize bus service for rural community college students.
In 2005 she moved to Sacramento to continue her
education at UC Davis. Last summer Anna Marie participated in a summer abroad program in Scandinavia
and Germany, studying landscape architecture and
transportation policy.
She is currently interning for the California Transportation Commission and WALKSacramento (a local
pedestrian advocacy organization). For the CTC, she
has been helping to update the Regional Transportation Plan guidelines to promote planning practices
that will help the State reach its Green House Gas
emission reduction goals. For WALKSacramento, she
is developing a plan to improve walking, bicycling,
and transit access to four Community Colleges in the
Sacramento region.
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Steve Weigand in the Sacramento Bee
12/20/2007: HIGH SPEED RAIL GOING
NOWHERE FAST: Wednesday, it took four
hours for the authority's board of directors
to give de facto approval to the proposed
route the train will take from the Bay Area
into the Central Valley and down to Southern
California. By not voting otherwise, the board
accepted a staff proposal that the rails go
through San Jose and cut across at Pacheco
Pass. They would basically follow State Route
152 and come out in the Valley near Merced.
This sits well with many people on the west
and south sides of San Francisco Bay. But it
generally sits ill with lots of people in the San
Joaquin Valley, who lobbied hard for a route
across the Altamont Pass, near Interstate
205, coming into the Valley near Tracy. They
weren't mollified by a CHSRA staff offer to
explore the idea of a secondary, less-thanhigh-speed line along 205. The pro-Altamont
folks argued the Pacheco Pass route would
bypass half the Valley's residents and do nothing to alleviate the choking commute in the
Altamont corridor… Even if it's not delayed,
the bonds are going to be a tough sale in
areas of the state that won't be served in the
trains' first phase. Those include San Diego
and the Inland Empire, as well as Sacramento.
As board member Kirk Lindsey pointed out,
the more people whose everyday commuter
problems aren't addressed by the train, the
fewer likely votes for the bond…
George Skelton in the Los Angeles Times
12/24/2007: Six years ago on this date, I wrote
that "California needs an electric train set for
Christmas." Santa still hasn't come through.
I had in mind a big train set that's 700 miles
long with locomotives barreling at 200 mph.
A bullet train. To be honest, I'm no longer
as excited about it as I once was, anyway.
Turns out, as a Sacramentan, I wouldn't be
allowed to use the train for a very long time.
Neither would people in San Diego, Riverside,
San Bernardino, Modesto or Stockton. We'd
only get to watch from a distance as the bullet became the plaything of people in San
Francisco, San Jose, Fresno, Bakersfield,
Palmdale, Los Angeles and Anaheim. San
Diego and the Inland Empire were cut out
of the action in May by the California HighSpeed Rail Authority. Last week, Modesto,
Stockton and Sacramento were excluded, at
least for the foreseeable future. This happened
when the authority approved a Pacheco Pass
route from the San Joaquin Valley to the Bay
Area -- a path through rural Los Banos roughly
60 miles south of an alternative Altamont Pass
line near fast-growing Tracy. If the bullet line
had been extended north to Tracy, it could
also have served Modesto and Stockton. And
then it might have been feasible to lay another
40 miles of track to the state capital…
From 1/20/2008 KCBS radio interview of
HSRA Board Member Rod Diridon responding to reporter’s question: How do you
think that selected route will affect the bond
measure's popularity in November, if at all?
“I don't think it's … I think it's going to help it!
Because it certainly will bring in all of, uh, the
very large population in Monterey-Santa Cruz
Bay. It's also going to, uh, it's also going to,
uh, uh, in, uh, in your, ahh, the large population on the West Bay Peninsula cities and the,
uh, Santa Clara – San Benito County area, all
which will be served by the Pacheco route.
Ah, and I think there's a huge amount of uh,
voter support and population in those areas.”

CoaLition reBUtS hSra autHoRity a Bit

too fast on tHe
DRawing BoaRD

impacts, why not for Bay wetlands? Fairness
requires even-handed treatment of the two
situations.
Beyond the incomplete picture of environmental impacts, the Draft EIR for the project is
also flawed by erroneous assumptions about
project logistics and economics. These errors
have been repeatedly pointed out in comment
letters, yet staff persists. Again, this seems to
show prejudice.
The ridership analysis accompanying the
DEIR asserts that trains can only go to one Bay
Area location. It ignores the well-established
practice of train splitting and joining commonly used in European high speed rail systems.
If train splits were allowed, Altamont ridership
would greatly exceed that for Pacheco.
The revenue analysis also assumes fares
must be directly proportionate to distance.
Using this assumption, the analysis asserts
that revenue for Bay Area to Sacramento travel
via Pacheco will equal that via Altamont
because the Pacheco routing is longer, and
hence would have higher fares.
The analysis doesn’t adequately consider,
however, that higher fares will mean lower
ridership. The Pacheco routing to Sacramento
would already be disfavored because it would
take roughly sixty percent longer to get there.
Why anyone would pay a higher fare to get
slower service is a mystery that is hard to
understand.
Another mystery is how the Pacheco alignment is able to entice more than twice as
many intraregional Bay Area “recreational and
other” riders compared to Altamont. Where
are all these people coming from and going to?
Gilroy? I’m sorry, the Gilroy Garlic Festival is
nice, but it won’t attract an extra one million
riders. The figures are simply not credible.
Finally, while the staff recommendation appears superficially to offer something
to both sides, it only offers funding for the
Pacheco alignment. Without funding, an alignment is nothing more than a pipedream. The
staff recommendation, if adopted by the Board,
will almost certainly lead to the defeat of the
high speed rail bond measure, if it even gets
to the ballot, and then there will be no funding
for either alignment. Is the Board interested in
building a high speed rail system, or a pipedream?

by Richard F. Tolmach

Refusing to wait for completed EIR/EIS
work, validated revenue data, or a vote of the
board, HSRA staff on December 19 announced
adoption of the Pacheco Pass route as the preferred alternative. Board Chair Quentin Kopp
sought to put the best face on the action by
staff, agreeing with Executive Director Mehdi
Morshed that lack of action by the board
meant that the staff position was adopted.
However, speeds, ridership and revenue
projections cited by Authority staff as the
rationale for Pacheco are not very credible.
To achieve 51 minute Fresno-San Jose travel
times competitive with Altamont, staff revised
previous assumptions that urbanized portions
of Santa Clara County would have 125 mph
speeds and has raised them to as much as 200
mph. The speed claim for Fresno- San Jose is
about 175 mph, a new world record.
The current record is 173 miles per hour
between Lorraine-TGV and ChampagneArdenne TGV where there is open relatively
flat ground, no adjacent urbanization, and a
200 mph infrastructure for every mile of the
line. Pacheco clearly lacks the perfect conditions needed to set a new world record.
To achieve the speeds on paper, the model
run (illustration below) shows 160 mph speeds
even inside San Jose city limits. The speed
limit (black line) along Monterey Highway
south of San Jose averages about 195 mph
That's enough to raise a bit of dust in Blossom
Hill, Morgan Hill, San Martin and Gilroy especially southbound, with operating speeds up
to 200 mph, instead of 186 mph northbound.
The EIR/EIS published by the Authority
misrepresents maximum train speeds as being
much lower. For example, prominently placed
Figure 4-3.1 shows the same segment with
speeds of "100 to 150 mph" maximum.
The speed claims fall apart under scrutiny.
Costs for sound walls, relocation of streets,
and 38 grade-separations of the line that
would allow such speeds don’t seem to be
included in Gilroy–San Jose cost estimates.
Some believe the alignment can never be built
because Monterey Highway and the railroad
alignment are too narrow to provide grade
separations at intersections.
Such a project would drive down land
values in the Santa Clara Valley adjacent to
the line, and create immense pressures for
new stations in Hollister, Santa Nella and Los
Banos, where huge holdings are being accumulated by land speculators. When looked at
in detail, the Pacheco proposal seems more a
fraudulent plan to manipulate land values than
a serious alternative for high speed rail.

Raising Dust fRom
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Key districts of Santa Clara County would
be trashed by high-speed train service, if
it ran on the Monterey Highway corridor at
165-195 mph (250-300 kph). The data below
was published by the HSRA in its EIR/EIS
to justify its claim of 51 minute Fresno-San
Jose travel times. The speed claim is not
believable considering the hundreds of
adjacent residences and the noise impacts.

SANTA NEllA

A coalition of 8 land, environmental
and transportation organizations presented unified testimony on November
14 critical of High-speed Rail Authority
staff findings regarding Bay-Central
Valley routings.
Attorney Stuart Flashman spoke
representing the following groups who
submitted comments on the Draft EIR
for the Bay Area to Central Valley High
Speed Rail Connection: Sierra Club,
Planning and Conservation League,
California Rail Foundation, Defenders
of Wildlife, the Transportation Solution
Defense and Education Fund, Grassland
Water District, Grassland Legal Defense
Fund and TRAC.
The Rail Authority staff is proposing a
“hybrid” project as the preferred alternative.
This would be primarily the Pacheco alignment linking San Francisco and San Jose to
Southern California, and secondarily a regional
rail line linking the Northern Central Valley to
Oakland and San Jose, but NOT San Francisco,
via the Altamont corridor.
The staff supports this proposal as minimizing environmental impacts; yet the Final
Environmental Impact Report is not yet complete, and there is good reason to question
the analysis and conclusions presented in the
Draft EIR.
Staff’s decision to throw its support behind
the Pacheco alignment as the primary preferred route shows prejudice, in the literal
sense. Staff has prejudged the impacts when
not all the evidence has been presented. In a
court, this would be like deciding a case for
the prosecution before the defense has even
presented its witnesses.
The staff recommendation, like the comments of the Silicon Valley Leadership Group,
asserts a newly-found appreciation for wetlands impacts along the Bay from an Altamont
Bay crossing. It would be nice if there was
an equal appreciation for the far larger and at
least as significant Grassland wetlands that
would be impacted by having the Pacheco
alignment slice right through the middle of
them.
In addition, they ignore the potential for
the high speed rail line to use the rehabilitated
Dumbarton Rail Corridor Bridge, at least in the
short run, and to use High Speed Rail funding
for bridge improvements that would actually
reduce existing impacts on Bay wetlands – a
positive impact, and part of the reason the
Committee to Complete the Refuge, among
other environmental groups, has endorsed
Altamont and opposes Pacheco.
The staff recommendation notes that, at
the project level, there would be opportunities to mitigate or avoid impacts on GEA, but
makes no analogous comment about mitigating impacts on Bay wetlands. If staff is willing
to allow for project-level mitigation of GEA
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CALRAIL 2020 SNAPSHOTS
We are grateful to Carl Morrison for use
of extracts from his excellent summary of
the CalRail 2020 conference. His full text,
with many more photos is available at
http://trainweb.org/carl/TRAC2007/

dedicated to transit by Sen. James R. Mill's
Transportation Development Act of 1972 had
been extracted to prop up the General Fund.
In the state fiscal 2007-08 budget, $100
million of transit funds became grants for
Home to School busing. This went for yellow school buses, not the mass transit use
specified by law. $130 million was diverted
to Regional Disabled Centers, an admirable
goal, but again not a legal use. $950 million
of transit funds was used to pay the bond
debt service on previously issued bonds,
another improper use.
To read Mr. Shaw's documents for this
litigation and for current status of the case,
go to: http://caltransit.org
As advertised, a double-set of Sprinter
diesel articulated cars was standing at new
tracks at Oceanside Sunday morning, awaiting conference attendees. This excursion
was, in fact, the first time the Sprinter had
made an Oceanside - Escondido trip with
public riders on board. Full service is now
expected to begin in March, 2008.

SEEN@SAN DIEGO

Left column: Walt Stringer, Manager of the
Sprinter project for North County Transit,
giving an overview, Senator James R. Mills
whose legislation and ceaseless efforts for
modern rail service started the California
rail revival, and the interior of a new Sprinter
showing the airy feel of the big-window car.
Center column: Patrick Merrill of Caltrans
Division of Rail, discussing rail capital funding, Josh Shaw of the California Transit
Association speaking about his lawsuit to
restore ripped-off transit funds to the Public
Transportation Account.
Right column: Richard Phelps, Amtrak VP
of Transportation, with Joe Yannuzzi SW
Division General Superintendent. Below:
Richard Hamilton in a rare moment when he
was not announcing points of interest on the
Sprinter excursion.

Photos: © Carl Morrison, trainweb.org

The November 2 CalRail 2020 Conference
hosted by Caltrans at its new district campus
in Old Town San Diego, featured a strong set
of presentations on the status of California
rail development plans.
Richard Phelps, VP of Transportation for
Amtrak, flanked by Jack Rich, Director of
Product Management and Joe Yannuzzi, Gen.
Sup. of the SW Div. gave a "State of Amtrak"
address. Phelps highlighted Amtrak’s recent
revenue growth, with $1.5 billion in ticket
revenue last year, up 8 percent. He reported
that on-time performance is also up, with 78
percent of western trains arriving on time.
Challenges to the California program include
a high rate of locomotive failure and shortage
of rail cars due to ridership growth.
Patrick Merrill of Caltrans Division of Rail
presented a state-level view, and collaborated
with Phelps in answering questions posed to
Amtrak, providing many details of interest.

In California, since 2001 there has been a 35
percent increase in ridership. Two Superliner
cars have already been refurbished to add to
the Northern California fleet, and a further
five are being refurbished for Surfliner duty.
Addition of a second daily train between
Los Angeles and the Bay Area via the Coast
Route figures heavily in Caltrans planning,
and is the next state-supported service likely
to be implemented. Quik-Trak machines are
being added in Los Angeles and San Diego,
and progress is hoped for on Amtrak tickets
from joint Metrolink-Amtrak ticket machines.
George Chilson, President of the National
Association of Railroad Passengers, gave a
presentation about the NARP Vision Plan for
the future of passenger rail in the US. Mr.
Chilson asked how many of the 100 attendees did not have internet access. He counted
three. He then announced that attendees
should go to the NARP website to see the
national map, which shows numerous new
desired lines, particularly in the Midwest.
Josh Shaw, Executive Director of the
California Transit Association, talked about
his organization’s decision to sue to reclaim
a good portion of the $1.3 billion in transit
funds illegally diverted to the general fund in
the last budget process.
Shaw also spoke of an initiative to protect
all state transit funds from diversion, preventing the shell games which got around the
intent of Proposition 1A by simply diverting
funds not specifically protected. He observed
that since 2000, $3 billion of funds originally
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