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BILL NUMBER: SB 1029 ENROLLEDBILL TEXT 
PASSED THE SENATE  JULY 6, 2012 PASSED THE ASSEMBLY  JULY 5, 2012 AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY  JULY 3, 2012 

INTRODUCED BY   Committee on Budget and Fiscal Review 
FEBRUARY 6, 2012 

   An act to amend the Budget Act of 2012 by adding Items 2660-104-6043, 2660-304-6043, 2665-104-6043, 2665-304-0890, 2665-304-6043, 2665-305-0890, 2665-305-6043, 2665-306-0890, and 2665-306-6043 to Section 2.00 of that act, relating to the statebudget, and making an appropriation therefor, to take effect immediately, Budget Bill. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 

   SB 1029, Committee on Budget and Fiscal Review. Budget Act of2012.    The Budget Act of 2012 makes appropriations for the support ofstate government for the 2012-13 fiscal year.    This bill would amend the Budget Act of 2012 by adding items ofappropriation relating to a high-speed rail system in the state.    This bill would declare that it is to take effect immediately as aBudget Bill.    Appropriation: yes. 

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS: 
  SECTION 1.  Item 2660-104-6043 is added to Section 2.00 of theBudget Act of 2012, to read: 2660-104-6043--For local assistance, Department of Transportation, payable from the High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Fund...................................... 713,333,000    Schedule: (1)   30.10-Mass       Transportation......  713,333,000Provisions: 1.    These funds shall be available       for encumbrance or liquidation      until June 30, 2018. 2.    The funds appropriated in this       item shall be available for capital improvement projects tointercity and commuter rail lines and urban rail systems that provide direct connectivityto the high-speed train system and its facilities, or that are part of the construction of thehigh-speed train system, as adopted by the California 
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Transportation Commission,       pursuant to     Section 2704.095       of the Streets and Highways Code.4.    Any funds appropriated in this       item for projects in the San Francisco to San Jose corridor,consistent with the blended system strategy identified in the April 2012 California High-Speed Rail Program Revised 2012 Business Plan, shall not be used      to expand the blended system to       a dedicated four-track system. 5.    The funds appropriated in this      item shall only be made available for expenditure upon the enactment of an appropriation of $3,240,676,000in Item 2665-306-0890, an appropriation of $2,609,076,000 in Item 2665-306-6043 for the Initial Operating Segment of theHigh-Speed Rail System, and an appropriation of $1,100,000,000in Item     2665-104-6043 for ""Bookend'' funding, as articulated in the 2012 High- Speed Rail Authority Final  Business Plan. 

  SEC. 2.  Item 2660-304-6043 is added to Section 2.00 of the BudgetAct of 2012, to read: 2660-304-6043--For capital outlay, Department of Transportation, payable from the High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Fund ..................................... 106,000,000    Schedule: (1)   30-Mass       Transportation......  106,000,000Provisions: 1.    These funds shall be available       for encumbrance or liquidation      until June 30, 2018. 2.    The funds appropriated in this       item shall be available for capital improvement projects tointercity and commuter rail lines and urban rail systems that provide direct connectivityto the high-speed train system and its facilities, or that are part of the construction of thehigh-speed train system, as adopted by the California Transportation Commission,       pursuant to Section 2704.095 of      the Streets and Highways Code. 4.    Any funds appropriated in this      item for projects in the San 
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          Francisco to San Jose corridor,           consistent with the blended           system strategy identified in           the April 2012 California High-           Speed Rail Program Revised 2012           Business Plan, shall not be used           to expand the blended system to           a dedicated four-track system.     5.    The funds appropriated in this           item shall only be made           available for expenditure upon           the enactment of an           appropriation of $3,240,676,000           in Item 2665-306-0890, an           appropriation of $2,609,076,000           in Item 2665-306-6043 for the           Initial Operating Segment of the           High-Speed Rail System, and an           appropriation of $1,100,000,000           in Item 2665-104-6043 for           ""Bookend'' funding, as           articulated in the 2012 High-           Speed Rail Authority Final           Business Plan. 

  SEC. 3.  Item 2665-104-6043 is added to Section 2.00 of the Budget Act of 2012, to read: 2665-104-6043--For local assistance, High-Speed Rail Authority, payable from the High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Fund ................................... 1,100,000,000       Provisions:       1.      These funds shall be               available for early               improvement projects in               the Phase 1 blended               system, consistent with               the Metropolitan               Transportation Commission               Memorandum of               Understanding, as approved               by the High-Speed Rail               Authority on April 12,               2012, in High-Speed Rail               Authority Resolution 12-11               and the Southern               California Memorandum of               Understanding, as approved               by the High-Speed Rail               Authority on April 12,               2012, in High-Speed Rail               Authority Resolution 12-               10. The funds are               available for encumbrance               or liquidation until June               30, 2018.       2.      The amount appropriated in               this item is available for               expenditure for state 
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operations, local assistance, or capital outlay, and may be transferred to Item 2665- 004-6043 or Item 2665-306-6043. These transfers shall require the prior         approval of the Department        of Finance. 3.      Any funds appropriated in        this item for projects inthe San Francisco to San Jose corridor, consistentwith the blended system strategy identified in the April 2012 CaliforniaHigh-Speed Rail Program Revised 2012 Business Plan, shall not be used toexpand the blended system to a dedicated four-track         system. 4.      Provisions 4 to 11,         inclusive, of Item 2665-         306-6043 shall also apply        to this item. 5.      No funds appropriated in         this item shall be         encumbered prior to the High-Speed Rail Authoritysubmitting a detailed funding plan for the project or projects inaccordance with subdivision (d) of Section2704.08 of the Streets andHighways Code to (a) the Department of Finance, (b)the Chairperson of the Joint Legislative BudgetCommittee, and (c) the peer review group established pursuant to        Section 185035 of the         Public Utilities Code. 6.      No funds appropriated in        this item shall be encumbered for construction of a project prior to completion of allproject-level environmental clearances necessary to proceed to construction and the finalnotices being contained in        the funding plan for the         project. 7.      Prior to the obligation of        funds to any specific project, and subject to
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              the approval of the               Department of Finance, the               High-Speed Rail Authority               Board shall develop an               accountability plan,               consistent with Executive               Order S-02-07, to               establish criteria and               procedures to govern the               expenditure of the bond               funds in this               appropriation, and the               outcomes that such               expenditures are intended               to achieve, including a               detailed project               description and project               cost. The procedures shall               ensure that the               investments comply with               requirements of applicable               state and federal laws,               and are consistent with               and advance the state high-               speed train system.       8.      The High-Speed Rail               Authority shall enter into               a project management and               funding agreement with the               local sponsor of the               funded project, and the               agreement shall require               the local agencies to               report to the authority on               a quarterly basis to               ensure that all bond-               funded activities are               within the scope and cost               outlined in the agreement.               Prior to the authority               entering into any project               management and funding               agreement pursuant to this               provision, the agreement               shall be approved by the               Department of Finance.       9.      Expenditures of bond               proceeds under this item               shall be subject to audit               to determine whether the               expenditures made from               bond proceeds were made               according to the               established criteria and               processes, were consistent               with all legal               requirements, and achieved               the intended outcomes. The               High-Speed Rail Authority               shall contract with the 
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Office of State Audits andEvaluations for the performance of these audits unless alternativeaudit arrangements are made with the concurrenceof the Office of State         Audits and Evaluations. 10.     The funds appropriated in        this item shall only be         made available for expenditure upon theenactment of an appropriation of $3,240,676,000 in Item2665-306-0890, an appropriation of $2,609,076,000 in Item 2665-306-6043 for the Initial Operating Segmentof the High-Speed Rail System, an appropriation of     $106,000,000 in Item 2660-304-6043, and anappropriation of $713,333,000 in Item 2660-104-6043 for Connectivity funding. 

  SEC. 4.  Item 2665-304-0890 is added to Section 2.00 of the BudgetAct of 2012, to read: 2665-304-0890--For capital outlay, High- Speed Rail Authority, payable from the Federal Trust Fund .......................... 28,310,000     Schedule:      (1)    20.15.010-San      Francisco to San Jose-      -Acquisition..........   5,135,000 (3) 20.30.010-Merced to      Fresno--Acquisition...   2,297,000  (4) 20.40.010-Fresno to      Bakersfield-      -Acquisition..........  3,119,000  (5) 20.45.010-Bakersfield      to Palmdale-      -Acquisition..........  0  (6) 20.50.010-Palmdale to      Los Angeles-      -Acquisition..........  2,566,000  (7) 20.60.010-Los Angeles      to Anaheim-      -Acquisition..........   4,299,000 (8) 20.99.010-Project      Management and Agency        Costs--Acquisition....  10,894,000Provisions: 1.     The projects identified in this        item may be managed by the High- Speed Rail Authority. 
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2. The projects identified in this        item are subject to review by the       State Public Works Board. 3.     Notwithstanding any other        provision of law, each project inSchedules (1) to (7), inclusive, of this item shall be the same asthe respectively coded project inSchedules (1) to (7), inclusive, of Items 2665-304-6043, 2665-305-0890, and     2665-305-6043. For a given project, funds appropriated in this item may betransferred to the same project in Item 2665-305-0890. These transfers shall require the priorapproval of the Department of Finance. The Department of Finance shall report annually onMay 1 to the Joint Legislative Budget Committee a summary of any       transfers that have been made        pursuant to this provision. 4.     Notwithstanding any other        provision of law, the project inSchedule (8) of this item shall be the same as Schedule (8) of Item 2665-305-0890 and Schedule (11) of Items 2665-304-6043 and 2665-305-6043. Funds appropriatedin Schedule (8) of this item may be transferred to the same schedule in Item 2665-305-0890 upon approval of the Department of Finance. The Department of Finance shall report annually on May 1 to the Joint Legislative Budget Committee a summary of anytransfers that have been made pursuant to this provision. 

  SEC. 5.  Item 2665-304-6043 is added to Section 2.00 of the BudgetAct of 2012, to read: 2665-304-6043--For capital outlay, High- Speed Rail Authority, payable from the High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Fund...... 124,067,000    Schedule:     (1)    20.15.010-San      Francisco to San      Jose--Acquisition...  5,135,000  (3) 20.30.010-Merced to      Fresno--Acquisition.  2,297,000  (4) 20.40.010-Fresno to      Bakersfield-        -Acquisition........  3,119,000 (5)    20.45.010-        Bakersfield to        Palmdale- -Acquisition........  0 
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(6) 20.50.010-Palmdale       to Los Angeles-        -Acquisition........   2,566,000(7)    20.60.010-Los        Angeles to Anaheim-        -Acquisition........   4,299,000(8)    20.70.010-Los        Angeles to San        Diego--Acquisition..  37,055,000(9)    20.80.010-Merced to        Sacramento-        -Acquisition........  29,700,000(10)   20.90.010-Altamont        Pass--Acquisition...  20,375,000(11)   20.99.010-Project        Management and        Agency Costs-        -Acquisition........  19,521,000Provisions: 1.     The projects identified in this        item may be managed by the High-       Speed Rail Authority. 2.     The projects identified in this        item are subject to review by        the State Public Works Board. 3.     Notwithstanding any other        provision of law, each projectin Schedules (1) to (10), inclusive, of this item shall be the same as the respectivelycoded project in Schedules (1) to (7), inclusive, of Items 2665-304-0890, 2665-305-0890, and     2665-305-6043, and Schedules (8) to (10), inclusive, of Item 2665-305- 6043. For a given project, funds appropriated in this itemmay be transferred to the same project in Items 2665-305-6043.These transfers shall require the prior approval of the Department of Finance. The Department of Finance shall report annually on May 1 to theJoint Legislative Budget Committee a summary of any        transfers that have been made       pursuant to this provision. 4.     Notwithstanding any other        provision of law, the projectin Schedule (11) of this item shall be the same as Schedule (11) of Item 2665-305-6043 and Schedule (8) of Items 2665-304-0890 and 2665-305-0890. Funds appropriated in Schedule (11) of this item may be transferredto the same schedule in Item 2665-305-6043 upon approval of
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the Department of Finance. TheDepartment of Finance shall report annually on May 1     tothe Joint Legislative Budget Committee a summary of any  transfers that have been made pursuant to this provision. 

  SEC. 6.  Item 2665-305-0890 is added to Section 2.00 of the BudgetAct of 2012, to read: 2665-305-0890--For capital outlay, High- Speed Rail Authority, payable from the Federal Trust Fund .......................... 20,044,000     Schedule:      (1)    20.15.010-San      Francisco to San Jose-     -Design...............  74,000  (3) 20.30.010-Merced to      Fresno--Design........  4,987,000  (4) 20.40.010-Fresno to      Bakersfield--Design...  8,246,000  (5) 20.45.010-Bakersfield      to Palmdale--Design...  195,000  (6) 20.50.010-Palmdale to      Los Angeles--Design...  0  (7) 20.60.010-Los Angeles      to Anaheim--Design....  0  (8) 20.99.010-Project      Management and Agency        Costs--Design.........   6,542,000 Provisions: 1.     The projects identified in this        item may be managed by the High-    Speed Rail Authority.  2. The projects identified in this     item are subject to review by the    State Public Works Board.  3. Notwithstanding any other     provision of law, each project inSchedules (1) to (7), inclusive, of this item shall be the same asthe respectively coded project inSchedules (1) to (7), inclusive, of Items 2665-304-0890, 2665-304-6043, and 2665-305-6043. For a given project, funds appropriated in this item may betransferred to the same project in Item 2665-304-0890. These transfers shall require the priorapproval of the Department of Finance. The Department of Finance shall report annually onMay 1 to the Joint Legislative Budget Committee a summary of any       transfers that have been made        pursuant to this provision. 4.     Notwithstanding any other        provision of law, the project in 
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Schedule (8) of this item shall be the same as Schedule (8) of Item 2665-304-0890 and Schedule(11) of Items 2665-304-6043 and 2665-305-6043. Funds appropriatedin Schedule (8) of this item may be transferred to the same schedule in Item 2665-304-0890 upon approval of the Departmentof Finance. The Department of Finance shall report annually onMay 1 to the Joint Legislative Budget Committee a summary of any transfers that have been made in  respect to     this provision. 

  SEC. 7.  Item 2665-305-6043 is added to Section 2.00 of the BudgetAct of 2012, to read: 2665-305-6043--For capital outlay, High- Speed Rail Authority, payable from the High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Fund....... 80,106,000     Schedule:      (1)    20.15.010-San      Francisco to San      Jose--Design........  74,000  (3) 20.30.010-Merced to      Fresno--Design......  4,987,000  (4) 20.40.010-Fresno to      Bakersfield--Design.  8,246,000  (5) 20.45.010-      Bakersfield to      Palmdale--Design....  195,000  (6) 20.50.010-Palmdale      to Los Angeles-      -Design.............  0  (7) 20.60.010-Los      Angeles to Anaheim-      -Design.............  0  (8) 20.70.010-Los      Angeles to San      Diego--Design.......  19,068,000 (9)    20.80.010-Merced to         Sacramento--Design..  24,176,000(10)   20.90.010-Altamont         Pass--Design........  16,055,000 (11) 20.99.010-Project       Management and        Agency Costs-        -Design.............   7,305,000 Provisions:  1.     The projects identified in this     item may be managed by the High-    Speed Rail Authority.  2. The projects identified in this    item are subject to review by     the State Public Works Board.  3. Notwithstanding any other      provision of law, each project in Schedules (1) to (10), 
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inclusive, of this item shall be the same as the respectivelycoded project in Schedules (1) to (7), inclusive, of Items 2665-304-0890, 2665-304-6043, and 2665-305-0890, and Schedules (8) to (10), inclusive, of Item 2665-304- 6043. For a given project, funds appropriated in this itemmay be transferred to the same project in Item 2665-304-6043.These transfers shall require the prior approval of the Department of Finance. The Department of Finance shall report annually on May 1 to theJoint Legislative Budget Committee a summary of any        transfers that have been made       pursuant to this provision. 4.     Notwithstanding any other        provision of law, the projectin Schedule (11) of this item shall be the same as Schedule (11) of Item 2665-304-6043 and Schedule (8) of Items 2665-304-0890 and 2665-305-0890. Funds appropriated in Schedule (11) of this item may be transferredto the same schedule in Item 2665-304-6043 upon approval ofthe Department of Finance. TheDepartment of Finance shall report annually on May 1 to theJoint Legislative Budget Committee a     summary of any  transfers that have been made  pursuant to this provision. 

  SEC. 8.  Item 2665-306-0890 is added to Section 2.00 of the BudgetAct of 2012, to read: 2665-306-0890--For capital outlay, High- Speed Rail Authority, payable from the Federal Trust Fund ....................... 3,240,676,000    Schedule:     (1)   20.01.010-Initial       Operating Segment,       Section 1-       -Acquisition and     3,240,676,00       Build...............            0 Provisions: 1.    The project identified in this       item may be managed by the High-      Speed Rail Authority. 2.    The expenditure of funds       appropriated in this item are  governed by Section 13332.19 of  the Government Code. The project 
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identified in this item is subject to review and oversight by the State Public Works Board.The project may be implemented using several design-build contracts, each of which will have its own set of performance criteria or performance criteriaand concept drawings. Funds appropriated for the build portion of this project may onlybe expended after the Departmentof Finance and the State Public Works Board have     approved performance criteria or performance criteria and conceptdrawings for the design-build contract. These approvals may beprovided for each design-build contract, from time to time, andbuild funds associated with that      design-build contract may be       expended at that time. 3.    Notwithstanding Section 1.80,       the appropriation made in this      item is available for       encumbrance until June 30, 2018.4.    Provisions 4 to 11, inclusive,       of Item 2665-306-6043 shall also      apply to this item. 5.    The funds appropriated in this       item shall only be     made       available for expenditure uponthe enactment of an appropriation of $106,000,000 inItem 2660-304-6043, an appropriation of $713,333,000 inItem 2660-104-6043 for ""Connectivity'' funding, and anappropriation of $1,100,000,000 in Item 2665-104-6043 for ""Bookend'' funding, as articulated in the 2012 High- Speed Rail Authority Final  Business Plan. 

  SEC. 9.  Item 2665-306-6043 is added to Section 2.00 of the BudgetAct of 2012, to read: 2665-306-6043--For capital outlay, High- Speed Rail Authority, payable from the High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Fund ..... 2,609,076,000    Schedule:     (1)  20.01.010-Initial      Operating Segment,     Section 1-      -Acquisition and      Build............... 2,609,076,000Provisions: 1.   The project identified in this 
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item may be managed by the High-     Speed Rail Authority. 2.   The expenditure of funds      appropriated in this item are      governed by Section 13332.19 of the Government Code. The projectidentified in this item is subject to review and oversight by the State Public Works Board.The project may be implemented using several design-build contracts, each of which will have its own set of performance criteria or performance criteriaand concept drawings. Funds appropriated for the build portion of this project may onlybe expended after the Departmentof Finance and the State Public Works Board have     approved performance criteria or performance criteria and conceptdrawings for the design-build contract. These approvals may beprovided for each design-build contract, from time to time, andbuild funds associated with that     design-build contract may be      expended at that time. 3.   Notwithstanding Section 1.80, the     appropriation made in this item 
is available for encumbrance     until June 30, 2018. 4.   On or before March 1 and November     15 of each year for which funding     appropriated in this item is encumbered, the High-Speed Rail Authority shall provide a ProjectUpdate Report approved, as consistent with the criteria in this provision, by the Secretaryof Business, Transportation and Housing to the     budget committees and the appropriate policy committees of both houses of the Legislature on the development and implementation ofintercity high-speed train service pursuant to Section 185030 of the Public Utilities Code. The report, at a minimum,shall include a programwide summary, as well as details by project segment, with all information necessary to clearlydescribe the status of the project, including, but not limited to, all of the following:(a)   A summary describing the 
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overall progress of the      project. (b)   The baseline budget for all      project phase costs, by       segment or contract, beginning with the California High-Speed Rail      Program Revised 2012       Business Plan. (c)   The current and projected      budget, by segment or       contract, for all project      phase costs. (d)   Expenditures to date, by      segment or contract, for      all project phase costs. (e)   A comparison of the current      and projected work schedule      and the baseline schedule contained in the CaliforniaHigh-Speed Rail Program       Revised 2012 Business Plan.(f)   A summary of milestones       achieved during the prior      year and milestones       expected to be reached in      the coming year. (g)   Any issues identified       during the prior year and      actions taken to address       those issues. (h)   A thorough discussion of       various risks to the            project and steps taken to           mitigate those risks. 5.   (a)   With     respect to            contracts scheduled to be awarded in December 2012 tocommence construction of the first construction segment of the initial operating section of the high-speed rail system, as described in the CaliforniaHigh-Speed Rail Program Revised 2012 Business Plan adopted by the authority onApril 12, 2012 (revised business plan), the authority shall submit the following reports approved,as consistent with the criteria in this provision,by the Secretary of Business, Transportation and Housing to the Senate Committee on Transportationand Housing, the Assembly Committee on Transportation, and the
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Senate and Assembly committees on budget: (1)     By October 1, 2012,        prior to awarding a        contract to commence construction of thefirst construction segment or committing funds for the contract,and     prior to advertising contracts to be awarded for the first constructionsegment in September 2013 and October 2013, a comprehensive staffmanagement report         that includes: (i)     An organizational        chart for the         authority, detaileddescription of eachexecutive manager'sfunction and responsibilities, summary of staffingchanges in the preceding year, astrategy for filling vacancies and the recruitmentand staffing plans for the 2012-13         fiscal year. (ii)    The management         approach, including        number, skill level, position, and hiring and retention plan ofstaff and outsideconsultants required to adequately oversee each of the plannedconstruction contracts funded in        this act. (iii)   Proposed steps and         procedures that         will be employed toensure adequate oversight and management of contractors involved in the
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construction         contracts funded in        this act. (iv)    Procedures to         detect and prevent         contract splitting.(2)     Prior to awarding a        contract to         commence construction of thefirst construction segment, a report certifying that theamount awarded under the contract is within the budgeted funding and is consistent with the completionschedule deadlines set by the federal               Department of               Transportation. (b)   Each of the reports       required pursuant to subdivision (a) for the contracts described in thatsubdivision shall also be required with respect to the contract scheduled to be awarded in March 2017. The authority shall submitthe reports for those contracts no later than 60days prior to advertising            for bids on each contract. 7.   Sixty days prior to awarding the      contracts scheduled to be awarded     in December 2012     to commence construction of the first construction segment of the initial operating section, the High-Speed Rail Authority shallfill the positions of chief executive officer, risk manager,chief program manager, and chieffinancial officer and report      those hiring to the Joint      Legislative Budget Committee. 8.   Prior to awarding the contracts     scheduled to be awarded in December 2012 to commence construction of the first construction segment of the initial operating section, the High-Speed Rail Authority shall prepare and submit a report approved, as consistent with thecriteria in this provision, by the Secretary of Business, 
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Transportation and Housing to theSenate Committee on Transportation and Housing, the Assembly Committee on Transportation, and the Senate and Assembly committees on budgetdetailing elements of risk in thehigh-speed rail     project, including all of the following: (a)   A comprehensive risk       management plan that defines roles and responsibilities for riskmanagement and addresses the process by which the authority will identify andquantify project risks, implement and track risk response activities, and monitor and control risks throughout the duration of      each project. (b)   Quantification of the       effect of identified risks      in financial terms. (c)   Development documents to       track identified risks and      related mitigation steps. (d)   Plans for regularly       updating its estimates of       capital and support costs.(e)   Plans for regularly       reassessing its reserves for potential claims and unknown risks, incorporating information related to risks identified      and quantified through its       risk assessment processes. (f)   Plans for regularly       integrating estimates for capital, support costs, andcontingency reserves in            required     reports. 9.   The High-Speed Rail Authority      shall, as part of its January 1,     2014, Business Plan, include: a proposed approach for improving(a) demand projections, (b) operations and maintenance costmodels, and (c) benefit-cost analysis as applied to future project decisions. The authorityshall also submit a copy of the study by the Union Internationaledes Chemins de Fer (the international union of railways) examining how the authority's estimated operating costs for high-speed rail compare to high- 
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speed rail systems in other countries. These business plan components approved, as consistent with the criteria in this provision, by the Secretaryof Business, Transportation and Housing shall be based on recommendations of the authority's peer review panel,advice from the domestic and international rail community, and     external academic review. 10.  On or before June 30, 2013, the      High-Speed Rail Authority shall      prepare and submit a report approved, as consistent with thecriteria in this provision, by the Secretary of Business, Transportation and Housing thatprovides an analysis of the net impact of the high-speed rail program on the state's greenhousegas emissions. The report shall be submitted to the Senate Committee on Transportation andHousing, the Assembly Committee on Transportation, and the Senate      and Assembly committees on budget.11.  Within 10 days of executing a      valid memorandum of understanding     (MOU) with regional transportation agencies relativeto the Northern California Unified Service, the High-Speed Rail Authority shall     make a copy of the MOU available to theSenate Committee on Transportation and Housing, theAssembly Committee on      Transportation, and the Senate      and Assembly committees on budget.12.  The safeguards and oversight      rules and processes of Sections 13332.11 or 13332.19 of the Government Code, as appropriate,     shall apply to the High-Speed      Rail Authority. 13.  The funds appropriated in this      item shall only be made availablefor expenditure upon the enactment of an appropriation of $106,000,000 in Item 2660-304- 6043, an appropriation of $713,333,000 in Item 2660-104- 6043 for ""Connectivity'' funding, and an appropriation of$1,100,000,000 in Item 2665-104-6043 for ""Bookend'' funding, as articulated in     the 2012 High- Speed Rail Authority Final 
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Business Plan.

  SEC. 10.  This act is a Budget Bill within the meaning of subdivision (e) of Section 12 of Article IV of the CaliforniaConstitution and shall take effect immediately.              
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AGREEMENT 

THIS AGREEMENT is entered into as of this /57'" 
day of m�v , 2013 by and

7 

between the California High Speed Rail Authority (hereinafter referred to as "CHSRA") and the 
Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board (hereinafter referred to as "PCJPB"). 

RECITALS 

WHEREAS, in January, 2004, the CHSRA and the PCJPB entered into a Memorandum 
of Understanding (the "2004 MOU"), the purpose of which was to establish a framework for 
future cooperation between the two agencies relative to the proposed development of a high 
speed train system for California that would share the rail corridor between the City of San Jose 
and the City and County of San Francisco owned by the PCJPB ("Peninsula Rail Corridor"); and 

WHEREAS, in April, 2009, the CHSRA and the PCJPB entered into a new agreement, 
the purpose of which was to establish an initial organizational framework whereby CHS RA and 
PCJPB would engage as partners in the planning, design and construction of improvements 
along the Peninsula Rail Corridor to accommodate and serve the respective interests of the two 
organizations ("the 2009 Agreement"); and 

WHEREAS, in November 2009, the 2009 Agreement was amended which, among other 
things, established a 50-50 financial cost sharing arrangement between the parties to cover 
costs incurred in connection with carrying out the purposes of said Agreement; and 

WHEREAS, in April, 2012, the CHSRA adopted a Revised Business Plan which 
enunciated a new approach to the future development of a high speed rail system along the 
Peninsula Rail Corridor; and 

WHEREAS, more specifically, the Revised Business Plan establishes a policy to 
develop the high speed rail system utilizing a blended system approach that will coordinate the 
development a·nd operation of high speed trains within the existing PCJPB commuter rail 
system, based on the premise that the blended system will remain substantially within the 
existing PCJPB right-of-way and will accommodate future high-speed rail and modernized 
PCJPB commuter rail service by primarily utilizing the existing track configuration in the 
Peninsula Rail Corridor (the "Blended System"); and 
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WHEREAS, the PCJPB is supportive of a program of investments in its Peninsula Rail 

Corridor that will serve to upgrade its existing commuter rail system while concurrently preparing 

for future high-speed trains provided it is limited to.infrastructure necessary to support the 

Blended System consisting of primarily a two-track system substantially within the existing 

PCJPB right-of-way shared by both PCJPB commuter trains and CHSRA trains, as well as other 

passenger and freight services; and 

WHEREAS, the PCJPB is committed to respecting the inte�ests of the communities 

through which the Blended System will be constructed by encouraging design of the Blended 

System in a manner that will avoid adverse impacts wherever feasible, including those 

associated with aerial/underground options or options that involve construction of facilities 

substantially outside of the PCJPB existing right-of-way; and 

WHEREAS, during the spring of 2012, the CHSRA and the PCJPB, together with the. 

Metropolitan Transportation Commission, the San Francisco County Transportation Authority, 

the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority, the City of San Jose, the City and County of 

San Francisco, the San Mateo County Transportation Authority and the Transbay Joint Powers 

Authority entered into a Memorandum of Understanding that adopted an early investment 

strategy pertaining to the Blended System in the San Francisco to San Jose Segment of the 

Peninsula Rail Corridor (the "2012 Nine-Party MOU"), a copy of which is attached hereto as 

Exhibit A and incorporated herein by this reference; and 

WHEREAS, the 2012 Nine-Party MOU identifies two principal inter-related projects as 

essential to the early investment strategy: (1) Corridor Electrification and associated rolling 

stock acquisition, and (2) construction of an advanced signal system, commonly known as the 

PCJPB's "CBOSS" project and hereinafter referred to as CBOSS, which will incorporate 

federally mandated Positive Train Control (collectively, the "Early Investment Projects"); and 

WHEREAS, as a result of and based upon the aforementioned series of actions that 

support implementation of future high speed rail service in the Peninsula Rail Corridor 

predicated upon the Blended System, CHSRA and PCJPB have concluded that it is timely, and 

in the public's interest, to terminate the 2004 MOU and 2009 Agreement and to enter into a new 

agreement covering project planning and development focused exclusively upon and confined 

to the Blended System. 
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Appendix D

Draft San Francisco to San Jose 
Project Section Scoping Report 

(2009) Web Location
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San Francisco to San Jose EIR/EIS Scoping Report (2009) 
The San Francisco to San Jose EIR/EIS Scoping Report (2009) is available on the Authority’s 
website (www.hsr.ca.gov). 
For direct access, the report and appendices are available at: 
http://www.hsr.ca.gov/Programs/Statewide_Rail_Modernization/Project_Sections/sanfran_sanjo
se.html 
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NOP/NOI Distribution List 
Agency Recipients Delivery Methods 

Responsible Agencies 
Bay Area Air Quality Management District  Jack Broadbent USPS Certified Mail 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) Charlton Bonham Julie Vance Sarah Paulson Scott Wilson Craig Weightman 

USPS Certified Mail and Email 

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) Malcolm Dougherty Bijan Sartipi USPS Certified Mail 
California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) Timothy Sullivan Daniel Kevin USPS Certified Mail and Email 
California State Lands Commission Jennifer Lucchesi USPS Certified Mail 
California State Water Resources Control board Thomas Howard Clifford Harvey USPS Certified Mail and Email 
San Francisco Bay Area Conservation and Development Commission (BCDC) Lawrence Goldzband USPS Certified Mail 
San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board Bruce Wolfe USPS Certified Mail 
Resource Agencies 
California State Parks, Office of Historic Preservation (SHPO) Julianne Polanco Kathleen Forrest Email 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Calvin Fong Bryan Matsumoto Zachary Simmons Regular Mail 
U.S. DOC, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) Monica Gutierrez Rhonda Reed Email 
U.S. DOI, Bureau of Reclamation (BOR) Lauren Frye Email 
U.S. DOT, Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) David Valenstein Stephanie Perez Melissa Hatcher Regular Mail 
U.S. DOT, Surface Transportation Board (STB) David Navecky Vicki Rutson Regular Mail 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Clifton Meek Carolyn Mulvihill Sarvy Mahdavi Regular Mail and Email 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Ken Sanchez Thomas Leeman Email 
TranSystems Lynne Marie Whately Rebecca Valdez Email 
County Clerks 
County of San Mateo Mark Church Regular Mail 
County of Santa Clara Regina Alcomendras Regular Mail 
Other Federal Agencies 
Federal Emergency Management Agency Robert Fenton Regular Mail 
U.S. Department of Energy Andrew Lawrence Regular Mail 
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development Wayne Sauseda Regular Mail 
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Agency Recipients Delivery Methods 
U.S. Department of the Interior, Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance Mary Josie Blanchard Regular Mail 
U.S. DOT, Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Vincent Mammano Regular Mail 
U.S. DOT Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Peter Rogoff Regular Mail 
Other State Agencies 
California Air Resources Board Richard Corey Email 
California Department of Conservation David Bunn Regular Mail 
California Department of General Services Daniel O’Brien Email 
California Department of Housing and Community Development Ben Metcalf Regular Mail 
California Department of Parks and Recreation Lisa Mangat Regular Mail 
California Department of Public Health Karen Smith Regular Mail 
California Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery Scott Smithline Regular Mail 
California Department of Toxic Substances Control Barbara Lee Janet Naito Regular Mail and Email 
California Department of Water Resources Mark Cowin Regular Mail 
California Energy Commission Robert Oglesby Email 
California Native American Heritage Commission Cynthia Gomez Regular Mail 
California Native Plant Society Daniel Gluesenkamp Email 
California Natural Resources Agency John Laird Regular Mail 
California Natural Resources Conservation Service Carlos Suarez Regular Mail 
California Transportation Commission Susan Bransen Email 
California Office of Planning and Research Ken Alex Regular Mail 
Other Agencies 
Alameda-Contra Costa Transit District H.E. Christian Peeples Michael Hursh Regular Mail and Email 
Altamont Commuter Express Stacey Mortensen Email 
Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) Ezra Rapport Miriam Chion Email 
Bay Area Council Jim Wunderman Email 
City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County Sandy Wong Email 
County of San Mateo John Maltbie Juan Raigoza Email 
County of Santa Clara Jeffrey Smith Regular Mail 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) Steve Heminger Ken Kirkey Email 
Mineta Transportation Institute Rod Diridon Regular Mail 
San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) Grace Crunican Janie Layton Regular Mail 
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Agency Recipients Delivery Methods 
San Francisco Bay Trail Project Laura Thompson Maureen Gaffney Email 
San Francisco County Transportation Authority Tilly Chang Regular Mail 
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) Tom Nolan Regular Mail 
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission Harlan Kelly Jr. Regular Mail 
San Francisquito Creek Joint Powers Authority Len Materman Email 
San Mateo County Transportation Authority Jim Hartnett Regular Mail 
Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) Nuria Fernandez Regular Mail 
Santa Clara Valley Water District (SCVWD) Norma Camacho Regular Mail 
South Bay historical Railroad Society Lorie Garcia Regular Mail 
Transbay Joint Powers Authority Maria Ayerdi-Kaplan Regular Mail 
Union Pacific Railroad Lance Fritz Regular Mail 
Agencies Receiving General Notification  
Capital Corridor Joint Powers Authority Regular Mail 
California Highway Patrol Regular Mail 
California Public Utilities Commission Regular Mail 
City and County of San Francisco Regular Mail 
Coast Rail Coordinating Council Regular Mail 
San Francisco City and County Department of Public Health Regular Mail 
U.S. Department of Agriculture Regular Mail 
U.S. Geological Survey National Center Regular Mail 
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PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING NOTICE 
San Francisco to San Jose Project Section 

The California High-Speed Rail Authority is responsible for planning, designing, building and operating the first high-speed rail system 
in the nation. California high-speed rail will connect the mega-regions of the state, contribute to economic development and a cleaner 
environment, create jobs, and preserve agricultural and protected lands. By 2029, the system will run from San Francisco to the  
Los Angeles basin in under three hours at speeds capable of over 200 miles per hour. The system will eventually extend to Sacramento 
and San Diego, totaling 800 miles with up to 24 stations. In addition, the Authority is working with regional partners to implement a 
statewide rail modernization program that invests billions of dollars in local and regional rail lines to meet the state’s 21st century  
transportation needs. 

The San Francisco to San Jose Project Section is part of the first phase of the California high-speed rail system connecting the  
cities of San Francisco, Millbrae (San Francisco Airport) and San Jose on an electrified Caltrain Corridor with proposed stations at 
4th and King and/or Transbay Transit Center, near the San Francisco Airport (Millbrae), and San Jose. 

The approximately 51-mile project section is planned to be a blended system which will support a modernized Caltrain service and 
high-speed rail service primarily on shared tracks. This approach minimizes impacts on surrounding communities, reduces project cost, 
improves safety and expedites implementation. 

The Public Scoping Meetings are being held to provide the public an opportunity to learn about the project, ask questions and submit 
feedback.

MEETINGS WILL INCLUDE A PRESENTATION AT 6:00 P.M.

SAN FRANCISCO
Monday, May 23, 2016

UCSF Mission Bay
5:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M.

1500 Owens St.
San Francisco, CA 94158

SAN MATEO
Tuesday, May 24, 2016

San Mateo Marriott
5:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M.
1770 S. Amphlett Blvd. 
San Mateo, CA 94402

MOUNTAIN VIEW
Wednesday, May 25, 2016

SFV Lodge
5:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M.

361 Villa St.
Mountain View, CA 94041

LANGUAGE AND OTHER NEEDS 
INTERPRETACIÓN AL ESPAÑOL ESTARÁ DISPONIBLE EN TODAS LAS REUNIONES.

所有会议均有中文口译。
SẼ CÓ SẴN THÔNG DỊCH TIẾNG VIỆT TẠI TẤT CẢ CÁC CUỘC HỌP.

MAGKAKAROON NG PAGSASALIN SA WIKANG TAGALOG SA LAHAT NG MGA PULONG.

Meeting facilities are accessible for persons with disabilities. All requests for reasonable accommodations must be made 

72 hours in advance of the scheduled meeting date.

Please call (800) 435-8670 or the Authority’s TTY/TTD number at (916) 403-6943.
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SAN FRANCISCO TO SAN JOSE PROJECT SECTION
The San Francisco to San Jose Project Section extends from the Transbay Transit Center in San Francisco southward to Diridon Station in 
San Jose.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROCESS & SCOPING MEETINGS
The Authority and the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) have issued a Notice of Preparation (NOP) and Notice of Intent (NOI) for the 
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS). 

For important additional information contained in the NOP and NOI, please visit:  
www.hsr.ca.gov/Programs/Statewide_Rail_Modernization/Project_Sections/sanfran_sanjose.html

www.hsr.ca.gov | (800) 435-8670 | san.francisco_san.jose@hsr.ca.gov

facebook.com/ 
CaliforniaHighSpeedRail @cahsra youtube.com/ 

CAHighSpeedRail
@cahsra
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As part of the environmental process, the Au-
thority is holding Public Scoping Meetings to 
receive comments. 

All comments will be considered in the prepa-
ration of the environmental documents and 
become part of the record. 

SUBMIT COMMENTS
Public scoping comments will be received until 
June 10, 2016. Submit comments via:

Mail:  Mark A. McLoughlin 
Director of Environmental Services
ATTN: San Francisco to San Jose
California High-Speed Rail Authority  
100 Paseo De San Antonio, Suite 206 
San Jose, CA 95113 

Electronic: 
Place name of Project Section in subject line: 
san.francisco_san.jose@hsr.ca.gov  

Phone: 
(800) 435-8670
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SAN FRANCISCO
Monday,  

May 23, 2016

UCSF Mission Bay 
5:00 to 8:00 P.M.

1500 Owens St.,  
San Francisco, CA 94158

SAN MATEO
Tuesday,  

May 24, 2016

San Mateo Marriott 
5:00 to 8:00 P.M.

1770 S. Amphlett Blvd.  
San Mateo, CA 94402

MOUNTAIN VIEW
Wednesday,  

May 25, 2016

SFV Lodge 
5:00 to 8:00 P.M.

361 Villa St.  
Mountain View, CA 94041

San Francisco to San Jose Project Section

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 
The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and the California 
High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) have released a Notice 

of Preparation (NOP) indicating that they intend to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement  

(EIR/EIS) for the San Francisco to San Jose Section of the 
California High-Speed Rail Project. There will be a series 

of Scoping Meetings to solicit input from agencies and the 
public on the scope of topics and alternatives to be evaluated. 

The NOP can be found here: http://hsr.ca.gov/Programs/Statewide_
Rail_Modernization/Project_Sections/sanfran_sanjose.html.

MEETINGS WILL INCLUDE A PRESENTATION AT 6:00 P.M.

For more information, please call (800) 435-8670 or the Authority’s  
TTY/TTD number at (916) 403-6943, email the Authority at  
san.francisco_san.jose@hsr.ca.gov., or visit www.hsr.ca.gov.

San-Francisco-Stair-Lifts.com

USED 1/2 OFF 877-727-1954

CALIFORNIA, NATION, WORLD AND BUSINESSNEWS

 By Sudhin Thanawala
The Associated Press

Rolland Gregg and his family have fought fed-
eral marijuana charges for more than three 
years, arguing that the roughly 70 marijuana 
plants investigators found on their Washington 
property were for their own medicinal use and 
fully complied with state law.

A federal jury last year convicted Gregg, 
his mother and his wife of growing 50 to 100 
marijuana plants — amounts their attorney 
said are in compliance with state medical 
marijuana law. With prison sentences loom-
ing, they have now turned to a recent act of 
Congress that they say should have stopped 
the U.S. Department of Justice from prosecut-
ing them because they were doing what their 
state allowed. Marijuana is illegal under fed-
eral law, and the DOJ disagrees with Gregg’s 
understanding of the new law.

“It’s been the hardest thing I’ve ever had to 
deal with in my life when you see the govern-
ment coming down on you for simply trying to 
be healthy,” Gregg said.

A federal appeals court is expected to issue 
a ruling soon on the scope of the law that could 
pave the way to end or overturn at least six 
federal marijuana criminal prosecutions and 
convictions in California and Washington, 
including Gregg’s, and limit future prosecutions 

of medical marijuana users and dispensaries in 
eight Western states that allow them.

“The 9th Circuit is the biggest circuit, one 
that contains lots of marijuana states. If they 
were to say, ‘The federal government is pro-
hibited from enforcing medical marijuana law,’ 
that would be huge,” said Sam Kamin, a profes-
sor at the University of Denver Sturm College 
of Law who studies marijuana regulation.

At issue is a Congressional amendment that 
said the DOJ could not use funding Congress 
allocated to it for 2015 and 2016 to prevent 
states that have legalized medical marijuana 
from implementing laws that permit its use, 
distribution and possession.

The amendment’s bipartisan sponsors — 

California Congressmen Sam Farr, D-Carmel, 
and Dana Rohrabacher, R-Costa Mesa,— say it 
prohibits the DOJ from prosecuting people who 
are complying with state medical marijuana 
laws. California and more than 20 other states 
have legalized marijuana for medical use. The 
drug, however, remains illegal under federal law.

The DOJ has interpreted the law more 
narrowly, saying it prevents prosecutors from 
trying to block state medical marijuana laws or 
charging state offi cials who implement them, 
yet permits U.S. attorneys to go after mari-
juana dispensaries and growers.

The 9th Circuit is expected to clarify the 
amendment in appeals by three sets of defen-
dants who have cited it as grounds for judges 
to dismiss their marijuana charges.

 Gregg’s case is not among the ones the 9th 
Circuit is set to rule on. But he has raised the 
same argument as the other defendants, and 
the 9th Circuit has put his appeal on hold 
pending the outcome of the other appeals, his 
attorney Phil Telfeyan said.

 Alex Kreit, a marijuana law expert at 
Thomas Jefferson School of Law in San Diego, 
said the DOJ and marijuana defendants have 
strong arguments for their confl icting inter-
pretations of the amendment.

“The [amendment’s] language is not a model 
of clarity,” he said. “It really is open to a num-
ber of different interpretations.”

WORLD
■ Canadian fi re offi cials said Sunday they reached 
a turning point in fi ghting an enormous wildfi re, 
hoping to get a “death grip’” on the blaze that 
devastated Canada’s oil sands town of Fort 
McMurray amid cooler temperatures and 
light rain. Meanwhile, a massive evacuation 
of residents displaced by the blaze came to 
an end. Chad Morrison of Alberta Wildfi re 
told a news conference he’s “very happy” and 
called it great fi refi ghting weather. With cooler 
temperatures in the next three or four days, 
he said fi refi ghters should be able to put out 
hot spots. And it has allowed them to further 
protect fi re-ravaged Fort McMurray.
■ North Korean leader Kim Jong Un said his coun-
try will not use its nuclear weapons unless its
sovereignty is invaded and announced a fi ve-year
economic plan at a milestone congress of North
Korea’s ruling party, which entered its third day
Sunday. Kim said he is ready to improve ties
with “hostile” nations, and called for more talks 
with rival South Korea to reduce misunder-
standing and distrust. He also urged the United 
States to stay away from inter-Korean issues. At 
the congress, Kim also announced a fi ve-year
plan starting this year to develop the North’s
moribund economy, and identifi ed improving
the country’s power supply and increasing its
agricultural and light-manufacturing production 
as critical parts of the program. — Wire report

AROUND THE GLOBE Ruling could limit federal marijuana prosecutions

ELAINE THOMPSON/AP

Rolland Gregg — seen here with his fi ancee Sarah 
England — and his family have fought federal 
marijuana charges for more than three years.
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Gray hammered
in rout to BoSox
By Ken Powtak
THE ASSOCIATED PRESS

BOSTON — Oakland right-hander Sonny
Gray can’t figure out what’s going wrong.

Gray was knocked during Boston’s six-run
fourth inning that carried the Red Sox to a

14-7 victory over the
struggling A’s Monday.

It was Gray’s third
straight poor start.  He’s
given up 18 runs in 12
2/3 innings.

Khris Davis hit his sev-
enth homer and drove in
two runs for Oakland,
which has lost 12 of 16
and fell to 1-7 this month.

Josh Reddick’s club-record streak of hits
in eight consecutive at-bats was stopped
when he grounded out his first time up.

Gray gave up seven runs and eight hits in
3 2/3 innings. He is 1-3 with a 9.61 ERA in
his last four starts.

Sonny Gray

By Janie McCauley
THE ASSOCIATED PRESS

SAN FRANCISCO — Jake Peavy and Matt
Cain have struggled to win games at the
back end of the rotation for the  Giants.

Everybody believes these two can get back
on track. A little more run support sure would
help, too.

Peavy showed some encouraging signs
after putting himself in a tough spot from the
start in a 3-1 loss Monday night to the
Toronto Blue Jays, keeping his team in the
game.

“Step forward for Peavy,” manager Bruce
Bochy said. “He was determined to keep us in
the game and he did a nice job of that.”

The Giants are just 3-10 in games started by
Peavy and Cain, who will get his next chance
at a first win of 2016 on Tuesday night.

Edwin Encarnacion hit a two-run homer and
Aaron Sanchez struck out five over seven
innings for Blue Jays.

Peavy walked two of his five batters in the
first inning while giving up a pair of singles,
putting himself in an immediate jam. He
allowed Saunders’ RBI single but got out of
the inning without further damage.

Peavy gave up three runs on five hits and
struck out six in five innings.

The right-hander lost a start at AT&T Park
for the first time since July 8, 2015. He had
been 7-0 with a 3.41 ERA in 11 home starts
since before Monday.

“It’s different facing a team built like that,”
Peavy said. “One through seven, you’ve got
Russell Martin in your seven-hole and he’s
got 10 years, and (Troy) Tulowitzki, a $100-
million player (batting sixth) and an MVP
(Josh Donaldson) hitting second.” 

In the sixth inning, Toronto left fielder
Michael Saunders tried to chase down
Brandon Crawford’s foul popup, lost his foot-
ing over the bullpen mound and the ball rico-
cheted off his head as he slid on his knees
toward the rolled-up tarp. 

He was OK and stayed in the game.
“He’s a hard-headed Canadian. That doesn’t

ever hurt any Canadians,” manager John
Gibbons quipped.

Toronto had gone back-to-back games
without a home run for the third time this sea-
son, but Encarnacion’s deep third-inning
drive into the left-field bleachers kept the
Blue Jays from doing so in three straight for
the first time since Sept. 26-28, 2014.

Sanchez (3-1) allowed one run and three
hits and walked one in a strong 105-pitch per-
formance.

Gavin Floyd pitched a perfect eighth and
Roberto Osuna allowed Crawford’s leadoff
double before finishing for his seventh save.
Toronto improved to 3-6 in San Francisco in
the club’s first visit to the Giants’ waterfront
ballpark since a pair of games in June 2013.
The Blue Jays won for the seventh time in the
last nine meetings with the Giants after a
seven-game skid.

Peavy battles but Giants’ bats quiet

Nats to extend Strasburg for $175M
WASHINGTON — A person familiar with

the negotiations says that Stephen
Strasburg has agreed to a new contract with
the Washington Nationals that will pay the
pitcher $175 million over seven seasons
starting in 2017.

The person spoke to The Associated Press
on condition of anonymity Monday night

— while Strasburg was pitching against the
Detroit Tigers — because the Nationals had
not announced the deal.

Strasburg would have been eligible for
free agency for the first time after this sea-
son. Instead, he stays with the team that
drafted him No. 1 overall in 2009.

MLB brief

LANCE IVERSEN/USA TODAY SPORTS
Jake Peavy battled through troubles to last
five innings in Monday’s 3-1 loss to Toronto.
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SAN FRANCISCO

Monday,  
May 23, 2016

UCSF Mission Bay 
5:00 to 8:00 P.M.

1500 Owens St.,  
San Francisco, CA 94158

SAN MATEO
Tuesday,  

May 24, 2016
San Mateo Marriott 
5:00 to 8:00 P.M.

1770 S. Amphlett Blvd.  
San Mateo, CA 94402

MOUNTAIN VIEW
Wednesday,  

May 25, 2016
SFV Lodge 

5:00 to 8:00 P.M.

361 Villa St.  
Mountain View, CA 94041

San Francisco to San Jose Project Section

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 
The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and the California  
High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) have released a Notice 

of Preparation (NOP) indicating that they intend to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement 

(EIR/EIS) for the San Francisco to San Jose Section of the 
California High-Speed Rail Project. There will be a series of 

Scoping Meetings to solicit input from agencies and the public on 
the scope of topics and alternatives to be evaluated. 

The NOP can be found here: http://hsr.ca.gov/Programs/
Statewide_Rail_Modernization/Project_Sections/sanfran_

sanjose.html.

MEETINGS WILL INCLUDE A PRESENTATION AT 6:00 P.M.

For more information, please call (800) 435-8670 or the Authority’s TTY/TTD number at  
(916) 403-6943, email the Authority at northern.california@hsr.ca.gov, or visit www.hsr.ca.gov.

A brash and tough-talking Philip-
pines mayor known as the Donald 
Trump of the Philippines after pledg-
ing to kill suspected criminals and end 
crime within six months looked set to 
become the next president of the coun-
try yesterday.

Rodrigo Duterte, the 
mayor of southern Davao 
city, had secured more 
than 14.4 million votes, 
according to a count of 
87% of precincts nation-
wide. The closest of his 
four main rivals, former 
Interior Secretary Mar Roxas, had 8.6 
million votes. Final results are expect-
ed today.

‘I will kill you idiots’
Duterte built his popularity with rad-

ical pledges to eliminate poverty and 
end corruption and crime. He has a 
reputation for fi ghting crime as mayor 
of Davao for 22 years, but has been ac-
cused of ordering extrajudicial killings 
to achieve that.

On the last day of campaigning Sat-
urday, he made clear he intends to con-
tinue his hard-line approach.

“All of you who are into drugs, you 
sons of b------, I will really kill you,” 
Duterte, 71, a former prosecutor, told 
a rally. “I have no patience, I have no 
middle ground, either you kill me or I 
will kill you idiots.”

Statements such as that have won 
him the nickname “Duterte Harry,” a 
reference to the Clint Eastwood movie 
character “Dirty Harry” who had little 
regard for rules. He has also been com-
pared to Trump, the presumptive Re-
publican presidential nominee.

Inappropriate jokes
Duterte is known for jokes about 

sex and rape, talking often about his 
Viagra-fueled sexual escapades, and 
for undiplomatic remarks about Aus-
tralia, the United States and China, all 
key players in the country’s politics. 
He has threatened to dismiss the Phil-
ippine Congress and form a revolution-
ary government if he is confronted with 
uncooperative legislators.

Outgoing President Benigno Aquino 
III tried to discourage Filipinos from 
voting for Duterte over fears the may-
or may endanger the country’s hard-
fought democracy and squander eco-
nomic gains of the last six years, when 
the Philippine economy grew at an av-
erage of 6.2%, one of the best rates in 
Asia. 

DUTERTE

Philippines backs 
own Donald Trump  
Duterte poised to 
become president
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Mountain View, CA 94041Mountain View, CA 94041Mountain View, CA 94041Mountain View, CA 94041

San Francisco to San Jose Project SectionSan Francisco to San Jose Project SectionSan Francisco to San Jose Project SectionSan Francisco to San Jose Project Section

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGSPUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGSPUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGSPUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA)The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA)The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA)The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA)
and the California High-Speed Rail Authorityand the California High-Speed Rail Authorityand the California High-Speed Rail Authorityand the California High-Speed Rail Authority

(Authority) have released a Notice of Preparation(Authority) have released a Notice of Preparation(Authority) have released a Notice of Preparation(Authority) have released a Notice of Preparation
(NOP) indicating that they intend to prepare an(NOP) indicating that they intend to prepare an(NOP) indicating that they intend to prepare an(NOP) indicating that they intend to prepare an

Environmental Impact Report/Environmental ImpactEnvironmental Impact Report/Environmental ImpactEnvironmental Impact Report/Environmental ImpactEnvironmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact
Statement (EIR/EIS) for the San Francisco to SanStatement (EIR/EIS) for the San Francisco to SanStatement (EIR/EIS) for the San Francisco to SanStatement (EIR/EIS) for the San Francisco to San
Jose Section of the California High-Speed RailJose Section of the California High-Speed RailJose Section of the California High-Speed RailJose Section of the California High-Speed Rail

Project. There will be a series ofProject. There will be a series ofProject. There will be a series ofProject. There will be a series of Scoping MeetingsScoping MeetingsScoping MeetingsScoping Meetings
to solicit input from agencies and the public on theto solicit input from agencies and the public on theto solicit input from agencies and the public on theto solicit input from agencies and the public on the
scope of topics and alternatives to be evaluated.scope of topics and alternatives to be evaluated.scope of topics and alternatives to be evaluated.scope of topics and alternatives to be evaluated.

The NOP can be found here: http://hsr.ca.gov/The NOP can be found here: http://hsr.ca.gov/The NOP can be found here: http://hsr.ca.gov/The NOP can be found here: http://hsr.ca.gov/
Programs/Statewide_Rail_Modernization/Project_Programs/Statewide_Rail_Modernization/Project_Programs/Statewide_Rail_Modernization/Project_Programs/Statewide_Rail_Modernization/Project_

Sections/sanfran_sanjose.html.Sections/sanfran_sanjose.html.Sections/sanfran_sanjose.html.Sections/sanfran_sanjose.html.

MEETINGS WILL INCLUDE A PRESENTATION AT 6:00 P.M.

For more information, please call (800) 435-8670 or the Authority’sFor more information, please call (800) 435-8670 or the Authority’sFor more information, please call (800) 435-8670 or the Authority’sFor more information, please call (800) 435-8670 or the Authority’s
TTY/TTD number at (916) 403-6943, email the Authority atTTY/TTD number at (916) 403-6943, email the Authority atTTY/TTD number at (916) 403-6943, email the Authority atTTY/TTD number at (916) 403-6943, email the Authority at
san.francisco_san.jose@hsr.ca.gov., or visit www.hsr.ca.gov.san.francisco_san.jose@hsr.ca.gov., or visit www.hsr.ca.gov.san.francisco_san.jose@hsr.ca.gov., or visit www.hsr.ca.gov.san.francisco_san.jose@hsr.ca.gov., or visit www.hsr.ca.gov.
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Public Hearing Notice

Boardroom Technology Upgrade Project

Who:Who:Who:Who: Santa Clara Valley Water DistrictSanta Clara Valley Water DistrictSanta Clara Valley Water DistrictSanta Clara Valley Water District

What:What:What:What: Public hearing on the Engineer’s ReportPublic hearing on the Engineer’s ReportPublic hearing on the Engineer’s ReportPublic hearing on the Engineer’s Report

When:When:When:When: May 24, 2016; Item is time certain at 6:00 P.M.May 24, 2016; Item is time certain at 6:00 P.M.May 24, 2016; Item is time certain at 6:00 P.M.May 24, 2016; Item is time certain at 6:00 P.M.

Place:Place:Place:Place: Santa Clara Valley Water District; BoardroomSanta Clara Valley Water District; BoardroomSanta Clara Valley Water District; BoardroomSanta Clara Valley Water District; Boardroom
5700 Almaden Expressway, San Jose, CA 951185700 Almaden Expressway, San Jose, CA 951185700 Almaden Expressway, San Jose, CA 951185700 Almaden Expressway, San Jose, CA 95118

The proposed work of improvement is described in the BoardroomThe proposed work of improvement is described in the BoardroomThe proposed work of improvement is described in the BoardroomThe proposed work of improvement is described in the Boardroom
Technology Upgrade Project Engineer’s Report. The report is on Zle at theTechnology Upgrade Project Engineer’s Report. The report is on Zle at theTechnology Upgrade Project Engineer’s Report. The report is on Zle at theTechnology Upgrade Project Engineer’s Report. The report is on Zle at the
Clerk of the Board of Directors, 5700 Almaden Expressway, San Jose,Clerk of the Board of Directors, 5700 Almaden Expressway, San Jose,Clerk of the Board of Directors, 5700 Almaden Expressway, San Jose,Clerk of the Board of Directors, 5700 Almaden Expressway, San Jose,
California and on water district’s website:California and on water district’s website:California and on water district’s website:California and on water district’s website: http://www.valleywater.org/http://www.valleywater.org/http://www.valleywater.org/http://www.valleywater.org/
PublicReviewDocuments.aspxPublicReviewDocuments.aspxPublicReviewDocuments.aspxPublicReviewDocuments.aspx

The objective of the project is to upgrade the existing 17 years oldThe objective of the project is to upgrade the existing 17 years oldThe objective of the project is to upgrade the existing 17 years oldThe objective of the project is to upgrade the existing 17 years old
audiovisual system and bring it to the latest standards of video technology.audiovisual system and bring it to the latest standards of video technology.audiovisual system and bring it to the latest standards of video technology.audiovisual system and bring it to the latest standards of video technology.

At the time and place Zxed for the public hearing, the board of directorsAt the time and place Zxed for the public hearing, the board of directorsAt the time and place Zxed for the public hearing, the board of directorsAt the time and place Zxed for the public hearing, the board of directors
will receive comments on the Engineer’s Report for the project. Afterwill receive comments on the Engineer’s Report for the project. Afterwill receive comments on the Engineer’s Report for the project. Afterwill receive comments on the Engineer’s Report for the project. After
considering the comments, the board will decide whether or not to proceedconsidering the comments, the board will decide whether or not to proceedconsidering the comments, the board will decide whether or not to proceedconsidering the comments, the board will decide whether or not to proceed
with the project.with the project.with the project.with the project.

For more information about this hearing or this project, contactFor more information about this hearing or this project, contactFor more information about this hearing or this project, contactFor more information about this hearing or this project, contact
Sudhanshu TikekarSudhanshu TikekarSudhanshu TikekarSudhanshu Tikekar atatatat (408) 630-2424(408) 630-2424(408) 630-2424(408) 630-2424....

Reasonable efforts will be made to accommodate persons with disabilitiesReasonable efforts will be made to accommodate persons with disabilitiesReasonable efforts will be made to accommodate persons with disabilitiesReasonable efforts will be made to accommodate persons with disabilities
wishing to attend this public hearing. For additional information onwishing to attend this public hearing. For additional information onwishing to attend this public hearing. For additional information onwishing to attend this public hearing. For additional information on
attending this hearing, including requesting accommodations for disabilitiesattending this hearing, including requesting accommodations for disabilitiesattending this hearing, including requesting accommodations for disabilitiesattending this hearing, including requesting accommodations for disabilities
or interpreter assistance, please contact theor interpreter assistance, please contact theor interpreter assistance, please contact theor interpreter assistance, please contact the OfHce of the Clerk of the BoardOfHce of the Clerk of the BoardOfHce of the Clerk of the BoardOfHce of the Clerk of the Board
atatatat (408) 630-2277(408) 630-2277(408) 630-2277(408) 630-2277, at least three business days prior to the hearing., at least three business days prior to the hearing., at least three business days prior to the hearing., at least three business days prior to the hearing.

4/2016_BA

Public hearing notice
Public Hearing to Consider Comments
on the 2015 Urban Water Management Plan

Topic:Topic:Topic:Topic: Santa Clara Valley Water District’s 2015 Urban WaterSanta Clara Valley Water District’s 2015 Urban WaterSanta Clara Valley Water District’s 2015 Urban WaterSanta Clara Valley Water District’s 2015 Urban Water
Management PlanManagement PlanManagement PlanManagement Plan

Santa Clara Valley Water District Board RoomSanta Clara Valley Water District Board RoomSanta Clara Valley Water District Board RoomSanta Clara Valley Water District Board Room
5700 Almaden Expressway5700 Almaden Expressway5700 Almaden Expressway5700 Almaden Expressway
San Jose, CA 95118San Jose, CA 95118San Jose, CA 95118San Jose, CA 95118

Where:Where:Where:Where:

In accordance with the Urban Water Management Planning Act,In accordance with the Urban Water Management Planning Act,In accordance with the Urban Water Management Planning Act,In accordance with the Urban Water Management Planning Act,
water suppliers such as the District are required to review, update,water suppliers such as the District are required to review, update,water suppliers such as the District are required to review, update,water suppliers such as the District are required to review, update,
and submit an Urban Water Management Plan to the Californiaand submit an Urban Water Management Plan to the Californiaand submit an Urban Water Management Plan to the Californiaand submit an Urban Water Management Plan to the California
Department of Water Resources by July 1, 2016, and are requiredDepartment of Water Resources by July 1, 2016, and are requiredDepartment of Water Resources by July 1, 2016, and are requiredDepartment of Water Resources by July 1, 2016, and are required
to encourage the active involvement of the public and to hold a publicto encourage the active involvement of the public and to hold a publicto encourage the active involvement of the public and to hold a publicto encourage the active involvement of the public and to hold a public
hearing prior to adoption of this plan.hearing prior to adoption of this plan.hearing prior to adoption of this plan.hearing prior to adoption of this plan.

The District’s 2015 Urban Water Management Plan (2015 UWMP)The District’s 2015 Urban Water Management Plan (2015 UWMP)The District’s 2015 Urban Water Management Plan (2015 UWMP)The District’s 2015 Urban Water Management Plan (2015 UWMP)
documents important information on water supply, water usage,documents important information on water supply, water usage,documents important information on water supply, water usage,documents important information on water supply, water usage,
recycled water, water conservation programs, water shortagerecycled water, water conservation programs, water shortagerecycled water, water conservation programs, water shortagerecycled water, water conservation programs, water shortage
contingency planning, and water supply reliability in Santa Claracontingency planning, and water supply reliability in Santa Claracontingency planning, and water supply reliability in Santa Claracontingency planning, and water supply reliability in Santa Clara
County. It also serves as a valuable resource for water supply plannersCounty. It also serves as a valuable resource for water supply plannersCounty. It also serves as a valuable resource for water supply plannersCounty. It also serves as a valuable resource for water supply planners
and policy makers, and addresses the water supply outlook of Santaand policy makers, and addresses the water supply outlook of Santaand policy makers, and addresses the water supply outlook of Santaand policy makers, and addresses the water supply outlook of Santa
Clara County over the next 25 years. The 2015 UWMP updates andClara County over the next 25 years. The 2015 UWMP updates andClara County over the next 25 years. The 2015 UWMP updates andClara County over the next 25 years. The 2015 UWMP updates and
supersedes all previous District Urban Water Management Plans.supersedes all previous District Urban Water Management Plans.supersedes all previous District Urban Water Management Plans.supersedes all previous District Urban Water Management Plans.

For more information on the public hearing or the 2015 UWMP,For more information on the public hearing or the 2015 UWMP,For more information on the public hearing or the 2015 UWMP,For more information on the public hearing or the 2015 UWMP,
please visit our website at www.valleywater.org or contactplease visit our website at www.valleywater.org or contactplease visit our website at www.valleywater.org or contactplease visit our website at www.valleywater.org or contact
Tracy HemmeterTracy HemmeterTracy HemmeterTracy Hemmeter atatatat (408) 630-2647(408) 630-2647(408) 630-2647(408) 630-2647....

Reasonable efforts will be made to accommodate persons withReasonable efforts will be made to accommodate persons withReasonable efforts will be made to accommodate persons withReasonable efforts will be made to accommodate persons with
disabilities wishing to attend this public hearing. For additionaldisabilities wishing to attend this public hearing. For additionaldisabilities wishing to attend this public hearing. For additionaldisabilities wishing to attend this public hearing. For additional
information on attending this hearing including requestinginformation on attending this hearing including requestinginformation on attending this hearing including requestinginformation on attending this hearing including requesting
accommodations for disabilities or interpreter assistance, pleaseaccommodations for disabilities or interpreter assistance, pleaseaccommodations for disabilities or interpreter assistance, pleaseaccommodations for disabilities or interpreter assistance, please
contact thecontact thecontact thecontact the OfIce of the Clerk of the BoardOfIce of the Clerk of the BoardOfIce of the Clerk of the BoardOfIce of the Clerk of the Board atatatat (408) 630-2277(408) 630-2277(408) 630-2277(408) 630-2277,,,,
at least three business days prior to the hearing.at least three business days prior to the hearing.at least three business days prior to the hearing.at least three business days prior to the hearing.

Time Certain at 6 p.m. on May 24, 2016Time Certain at 6 p.m. on May 24, 2016Time Certain at 6 p.m. on May 24, 2016Time Certain at 6 p.m. on May 24, 2016When:When:When:When:
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Commuter crossword
Tangled history

A word of history: The
former Almaden Air Force
Station (1958-80) property
was bought in 1986 by Mid-
pen, which let it wither for a
quarter century.

Because most Midpen
taxpayers are on the Pen-
insula, the people who care
most about saving the tower
— Air Force veterans and
the folks who can see it from
the valley floor — do not, for
the most part, have a voice
in electing the open space
district’s trustees.

In 2012, after a series of
public meetings that demon-
strated passionate support
for saving the tower, the
Midpen trustees agreed to
put things off for five years,
giving preservationists time
to raise the estimated $1.5
million needed to preserve
the tower. (It is this effort
that would be “rebooted’’ in
Drake’s analysis.)

In the meantime, there
has been an entertaining
war of consultants. In 2010, a
consultant hired by Midpen,
Page & Turnbull, concluded
that the radar tower did not
deserve historical protec-
tion because the original
radar “sail” on top had been
removed. This was a weak
argument, akin to saying
a Studebaker shouldn’t be
saved because its grill was
missing.

Preservationists
In 2014, the preservation-

ists answered back with a re-
port by Archives & Architec-
ture, a county-approved local
firm, which concluded that
the tower — Building 102 to
the Air Force — was indeed
a historical marker of the
Cold War. The county then
hired a third consultant, JRP
of Sacramento, that came to
the same conclusion, saying
the tower was also eligible to
become a state and federal
historic landmark.

You do not need the
consultants and their words
to know that the old con-
crete tower is a structure of

absorbing interest. When I
visited it Saturday morning,
on a tour organized by the
Umunhum Conservancy,
the fog was so thick that the
magnificent views of the
bay and the Monterey Pen-
insula were beyond reach.

The great, massive
hulk of the concrete tower
nonetheless held the inter-
est of people in our party:
They walked around it, they
touched it, they asked what
happened inside. All those
things will make a trip to
Mount Umunhum more
interesting to the public.

“It’s a part of our local
heritage,’’ says Basim
Jaber,  the historian of
the Air Force station. “It
defines the valley in terms
of how we became the
technological powerhouse
that we are today.”

Amen. The supervisors
shouldn’t dally on this. Save
the tower.

Contact Scott Herhold at
408-275-0917 or sherhold@
bayareanewsgroup.com.
Follow him at Twitter.com/
scottherhold.

The county charges the
company $100,000 a year for
the space, with some proceeds
going to the county inmate
welfare fund, which pays for
services and programs such
as adult education and sub-
stance-abuse treatment.

On Tuesday, supervisors
will consider a recommen-
dation from the Bail and
Release Work Group not to
renew the contract. County
administrators agree it’s
time to end the practice “so
that the county is no longer
involved in facilitating the
promotional activities of the
for-profit bail bonds indus-
try,” a staff report said.

“There are a lot of rea-
sons to end it,” said Supervi-
sor Cindy Chavez at an April
19 meeting of the bail group,
which she chairs. “I don’t
want it to look like we have a
vested interest in one of these
companies, and these posters
could make it look like we’re
recommending one.”

The bail working group
is coming up with alterna-
tives to the for-profit bail
bond system to get inmates
released — through super-
vised programs, for exam-
ple, or electronic monitoring.
The “money bail” system is
the subject of a federal class-
action lawsuit against San
Francisco that has attracted
a lot of attention from the
$2 billion industry. The suit
alleges that bail is discrimi-
natory to people who can’t
afford it, a sentiment echoed
in the county report.

“In a system that relies
heavily on money bail rather
than alternatives like pre-
trial supervision,” the report
states, “many individuals
who have been arrested for

suspected criminal offenses
remain in jail pending trial
— before they have been
proven guilty — mainly be-
cause they are poor, not be-
cause they pose a high risk to
public safety or to the integ-
rity of the court process.”

Topo Padilla, of the Golden
State Bail Agents Associa-
tion, called the county effort
part of a national movement
that alleges the criminal jus-
tice system unfairly targets
the poor and minorities.

“It’s all wrapped up in a
big, big strategy,” he said.
“But here they’re not going
after the bail system itself.
They’re cutting off the only
source that people have to
look at bail bonds compa-
nies, see which ones speak
Spanish, which ones take
credit cards. They’re cutting
off that service.”

Instead of the eye-catch-
ing ads, many of them fea-
turing women, a simple list
with contact information for
all county bail bond agents
would be posted .

Don Dunbar, a represen-
tative of the ad company,
said the organization has
billboards in 20 of the state’s

58 county facilities. He said
there is growing interest
from cities for both the infor-
mational service and poten-
tial revenue. The company
makes sure the bail bond
outfits are licensed and legit-
imate, unlike web listings or
the Yellow Pages, he said.

“If you take all of the list-
ings, you’ll find 20 percent
don’t have a license,” he said.
“It’s huge.”

Wanda Dunbar, presi-
dent of the Jail Advertising
Network, sent supervisors a
letter outlining the benefits
of the billboard program,
including money that’s gen-
erated for the county inmate
welfare fund. “Discontinuing
the jail advertising program
is truly like throwing out the
baby with the bath water,”
Dunbar wrote.

Billboards posted in lob-
bies are “a significant and
welcome source of infor-
mation” for families, she
added, and “removing the
jail signboards cannot cause
commercial bail to go away,
as long as the courts con-
tinue to use it as a significant
method for pretrial release
of arrestees.”

Herhold
Continued from Page 1

Bail bonds
Continued from Page 1
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baát kyø thöù gì coù lôïi cho 
ñaûng, cho nhaø nöôùc cuõng 
nhö cho söï baûo ñaûm ñoäc 
taøi, ñoäc ñoaùn vôùi hai chöõ 
yeâu nöôùc.

Möùc ñoä loàng gheùp ngaøy 
caøng gia taêng ñeán ñoä loäng 
giaû thaønh chaân. Vaø ngöôøi 
ta ñaõ kheùo leùo nheùt caû 
nhöõng vaán ñeà khoâng heà 
lieân quan, thaäm chæ laø 
phaûn nghóa vaøo hai chöõ 
yeâu nöôùc. Ví duï nhö gaàn 
ñaây nhaát, oâng Boä tröôûng 
Boä Coâng thöông Vieät Nam 
keâu goïi ngöôøi daân “Tieâu 
thuï haûi saûn laø yeâu nöôùc”. 
Khoâng bieát khi noùi caâu 
naøy, oâng Boä tröôûng naøy 
suy nghó gì vaø suy nghó 
ñöôïc tôùi ñaâu maø oâng laïi 
maïnh mieäng noùi moät caâu 
heát söùc phaûn ñoäng nhö 
vaäy?!

q  KHAÙI NIEÄM...

(Tieáp theo trang A3)

goïi naøy chaúng khaùc naøo 
tieáp tay cho giaëc, coõng raén 
caén gaø nhaø. Keâu goïi tieâu 
thuï haûi saûn luùc naøy chaúng 
khaùc naøo keâu goïi caû daân 
toäc cuøng nhau töï töû.

Maø khi caû daân toäc naøy 
“yeâu nöôùc” cuøng nhau töï 
töû thì ai ñöôïc lôïi? Khoâng 
caàn traû lôøi cuõng thaáy ai 
ñaõ vaø ñang ñöôïc lôïi trong 
chuyeän naøy. Chöa bao giôø 
maø moät boä phaän lôùn thanh 
nieân Vieät Nam trôû neân yeáu 
ñuoái, queø quaëc bôûi röôïu 
cheø, ñaâm thueâ cheùm möôùn, 
xì ke ma tuùy nhö luùc naøy. 
Chöøng ñoù “yeâu nöôùc” chöa 
ñuû cho caùc oâng hay sao maø 
baây giôø caùc oâng laïi keâu goïi 
“yeâu nöôùc” baèng caùch aên 
caù coù ñoäc?!

Hay laø caùc oâng khoâng 
bieát gì, khoâng hieåu gì? 
Neáu thöïc taâm caùc vò ñeàu 
khoâng bieát gì, khoâng hieåu 
gì thì xin khuyeân caû vò 
phaûi ngay töùc thôøi giaûi 
tröø, ñaäp boû cheá ñoä Coäng 
saûn ñi, bôûi söï doát naùt vaø 
ham quyeàn coá vò cuûa caùc vò 
ñang laøm cho ñaát nöôùc naøy 
ñi heát ñieâu ñöùng naøy sang 
tai hoïa khaùc. Caùc vò phaûi 
ngay töùc khaéc böôùc khoûi 
vuõ ñaøi chính trò ñeå nhöõng 
ngöôøi hieåu bieát, coù tinh 
thaàn yeâu nöôùc, coù saùch 
löôïc cho daân toäc, quoác gia 
leân naém quyeàn ñeå baûo ñaûm 
daân toäc Vieät Nam khoâng 
bò dieät vong döôùi baøn tay 
cuûa Trung Coäng!

Hôn bao giôø heát, chuùng 
toâi tha thieát keâu goïi caùc vò 
phaûi saùng suoát vaø thaän 
troïng, ñöøng ñeå ñoàng tieàn 
vaø söï haøo nhoaùng taïm thôøi 
laøm loùa maét, laøm hoûng 
taàm nhìn vaø laøm cho caû 
moät daân toäc lao xuoáng hoá 
töû thaàn! Neáu coøn moät chuùt 
töï troïng vaø traùch nhieäm, 
caùc vò phaûi döøng ngay vieäc 
hoâ haøo “yeâu nöôùc” nhö ñaõ 
thaáy vaø ñöøng ñaùnh traùo 
khaùi nieäm theâm nöõa.

Bôûi yeâu nöôùc khoâng 
theå laø ruû nhau töï töû caû 
moät daân toäc moät caùch muø 
quaùng vaø ngu ngoác theo 
lôøi keâu goïi cuûa caùc vò ñöôïc. 
Vaø caùc vò phaûi töùc thôøi tìm 
ra vaø laøm roõ nguyeân nhaân 
caù cheát, bieån cheát. Cuõng 
nhö caùc vò phaûi döøng ngay 
haønh ñoäng baùn nöôùc. Khi 
ñaát nöôùc naøy rôi vaøo tay 
giaëc thì caùc vò ñöôïc yeân 
thaân chaéc?! Caùc vò phaûi 
nhôù raèng khi xaâm chieám 
moät quoác gia, thöù maø keû 
ngoaïi xaâm nhaém ñeán sôùm 
nhaát chính laø nhöõng khoái 
taøi saûn keát xuø cuûa giôùi 
quan laïi thua traän. Ñeán 
ñaây caùc vò chaéc cuõng muø 
môø nhìn ra töông lai cuûa 
mình!

Vaø moät laàn nöõa, yeâu 
caàu caùc vò ngöøng ngay 
haønh vi ñaùnh traùo khaùi 
nieäm. Bôûi yeâu nöôùc khoâng 
ñoàng nghóa vôùi ngu ngoác, 
muø loøa, cuùi ñaàu vong noâ vaø 
ñoát chaùy ñoàng loaïi, ñoàng 
toäc ñeå giöõ quyeàn löïc nhö 
caùc vò ñaõ vaø ñang laøm! Coù 
thôøi ñaïi naøo maø khaùi nieäm 
yeâu nöôùc bò ñaùnh traùo vaø 
reû ruùng nhö thôøi ñaïi Coäng 
saûn Hoà Chí Minh naøy?!

q

.

MAÄT ÖÔÙC THAØNH 
ÑOÂ
Vaø ca ù i gì chô ø ñô ïi 

cuõng ñaõ ñeán, khi toå chöùc 
Wikileaks coâng boá moät taøi 
lieäu “tuyeät maät” ñoäng trôøi 
lieân quan ñeán Vieät nam. 
Ñoù laø bieân baûn hoïp kín 
giöõa oâng Nguyeãn Vaên Linh 
Toång BT Ñaûng CSVN, oâng 
Ñoã Möôøi Chuû tòch HÑBT 
ñaïi dieän cho phía Vieät nam 
vaø oâng Giang Traïch Daân 
Toång BT vaø oâng Lyù Baèng 
Thuû töôùng Chính phuû ñaïi 
dieän cho phía Trung quoác 
trong hai ngaøy 3-4/9/1990 
taïi Thaønh ñoâ.

Trong taøi lieäu tuyeät 
maät lieân quan tôùi Vieät nam 
naøy cuûa mình, Wikileaks 
khaúng ñònh thoâng tin döôùi 
ñaây naèm trong soá 3.100 
caùc böùc ñieän ñaùnh ñi töø Haø 
noäi vaø Thaønh phoá Hoà Chí 
Minh cuûa cô quan ngoaïi 
giao Hoa kyø taïi Vieät nam 
göûi chính phuû Hoa kyø, 
taøi lieäu naøy coù ñoaïn ghi 
roõ “....Vì söï toàn taïi cuûa söï 
nghieäp xaây döïng thaønh 
coâng CNCS, Ñaûng CSVN 
vaø nhaø nöôùc Vieät nam ñeà 
nghò phía Trung quoác giaûi 
quyeát caùc moái baát ñoàng 
giöõa hai nöôùc. Phía Vieät 
nam xin laøm heát mình ñeå 
vun ñaép tình höõu nghò laâu 
ñôøi voán coù giöõa hai ñaûng 
vaø nhaân daân hai nöôùc do 
Chuû tòch Mao traïch Ñoâng 
vaø Chuû tòch Hoà Chí Minh 
daøy coâng xaây ñaép trong 
quaù khöù vaø Vieät nam baûy 
toû mong muoán ñoàng yù saün 
saøng chaáp nhaän vaø ñeà 
nghò phía Trung quoác ñeå 
Vieät nam ñöôïc höôûng quy 
cheá Khu töï trò tröïc thuoäc 
chính quyeàn Trung öông 
taïi Baéc kinh nhö Trung 
quoác ñaõ töøng daønh cho Noäi 
Moâng, Taây Taïng, Quaûng 
taây.... Phía Trung quoác 
ñaõ ñoàng yù vaø chaáp nhaän 
ñeà nghò noùi treân, cho thôøi 
haïn phía Vieät nam trong 
thôøi haïn 30 naêm (1990-
2020) ñeå Ñaûng CSVN giaûi 
quyeát caùc böôùc tieán haønh 
caàn thieát cho vieäc gia nhaäp 
ñaïi gia ñình caùc daân toäc 
Trung quoác”.

( vnchdalat.blogspot.
com/ . . . /wiki leaks-vn-
thanh-khu-tu.. )

Baûn tin treân ñöôïc loan 
truyeàn töø cuoái naêm 2010 
ñeàn nay ñaõ gaàn 6 naêm. Coù 
ngöôøi noùi noù laø ñoøn taâm 
lyù chieán do caùc oâng “phaûn 
ñoäng” loan truyeàn.

Nay thì moïi vieäc ngaøy 
caøng theâm saùng toû: Ñoù laø 
vieäc nguïy quyeàn vieät coäng 
ñaõ vaø ñang tieáp tuïc “ giaûi 
quyeát caùc böôùc tieán haønh 
caàn thieát cho vieäc gia nhaäp 
ñaïi gia ñình caùc daân toäc 
Trung quoác”.

HIEÄP ÑÒNH PHAÂN 
ÑÒNH BIEÂN GIÔÙI 
TRUNG - VIEÄT
Keát quaû Hieäp ñònh 

bieân giôùi naêm 1999 cuûa 
Vieät Nam vaø Trung Quoác

Theo Thö ù  tröô ûng 
Ngoaïi giao Vuõ Duõng, ñeán 
31/12/2008, hai beân ñaõ 
phaân giôùi khoaûng 1.400 
km bieân giôùi, caém 1.971 
coät moác,[29] trong ñoù coù 
1.549 coät moác chính vaø 
422 coät moác phuï. Toaøn 
boä 38 choát quaân söï treân 
ñöôøng bieân giôùi ñeàu ñaõ 
ñöôïc dôõ boû. Taïi cöûa khaåu 
Höõu Nghò Quan, Vieät Nam 
vaø Trung Quoác ñaõ tieán 
haønh caém moác 1117 truøng 
vôùi vò trí moác 19 cuõ, ñöôøng 
bieân giôùi ñi qua Km soá 0, 
moác 19 cuõ ñeán ñieåm caùch 
ñieåm noái ray hieän taïi 
148m.[30] Moät nhöôïng 
boä lôùn cuûa Vieät Nam laø 
khoaûng caùch 300 m cuoái 
tuyeán ñöôøng saét töø Ñoàng 
Ñaêng ñeán ñöôøng bieân giôùi 
cuõ ñaõ phaûi caét cho Trung 
Quoác.[31]

Khu vöïc cöûa soâng Baéc 
Luaân naêm 1888. Coâng öôùc 
naêm 1887 giöõa Phaùp vaø 
nhaø Thanh laáy cöûa soâng 

Dieät coäng hay dieät vong?
Nguyeãn Nhôn naøy laøm ñöôøng bieân giôùi

Taïi khu vöïc thaùc Baûn 
Gioác, theo quy ñònh cuûa 
Hieäp öôùc 1999, hai nöôùc 
ñieàu chænh ñöôøng bieân giôùi 
ñi qua coàn Poø Thoong, qua 
daáu tích traïm thuûy vaên xaây 
döïng nhöõng naêm 1960, 
quy thuoäc 1/4 coàn, 1/2 thaùc 
chính vaø toaøn boä thaùc cao 
cho Vieät Nam.[32]

Ta ïi cö ûa so âng Ba éc 
Luaân, bieân giôùi quy thuoäc 
3/4 baõi Tuïc Laõm vaø 1/3 baõi 
Daäu Goùt cho Vieät Nam, 
1/4 baõi Tuïc Laõm vaø 2/3 
baõi Daäu Goùt cho Trung 
Quoác, vaø thieát laäp khu giao 
thoâng ñöôøng thuûy töï do 
cho nhaân daân ñòa phöông 
söû duïng luoàng hai beân baõi 
Tuïc Laõm vaø Daäu Goùt. Taïi 
khu vöïc Hoaønh Moâ, ñöôøng 
bieân giôùi ñi giöõa ngaàm 
nhö töø tröôùc ñeán nay chöù 
khoâng theo trung tuyeán 
doøng chaûy qua coáng môùi 
do Trung Quoác xaây döïng 
nhöõng naêm 1960. Khu 
vöïc moà maû ôû moác 53 - 54 
cuõ (Cao Baèng) ñöôïc giöõ laïi 
cho ngöôøi daân Vieät Nam 
maëc duø hai beân coù nhaän 
thöùc khaùc nhau veà quy 
ñònh cuûa Hieäp öôùc 1999 
veà bieân giôùi khu vöïc naøy 
ñi theo chaân nuùi. Khu vöïc 
röøng hoài ngöôøi daân Trung 
Quoác troàng gaàn bieân giôùi 
Quaûng Ninh ñöôïc baûo löu 
cho phía Trung Quoác.[32]

Theo Hieäp öôùc 1999, 
ñöôøng bieân giôùi caét ngang 
qua baûn Ma Lyø Saùn (goàm 
05 hoä, 35 khaåu thuoäc tænh 
Haø Giang) vaø khu 13 noùc 
nhaø cuûa ngöôøi daân Trung 
Quoác gaàn Laïng Sôn, hai 
beân hoaùn ñoåi cho nhau 
treân cô sôû caân baèng dieän 
tích, khoâng xaùo troän ñôøi 
soáng daân cö...[32]

( https://vi.wikipedia.
org/.../Vaán_ )

Toùm taét, coâng luaän ñaõ 
coù lyù khi cho raèng:

Baèng hieäp ñònh keå 
treân, nguïy quyeàn “ haùn 
nguïy” ñaõ daâng cho chuû 
cheät:

1/ Moät daûi ñaát bieân 
giôùi 900Km2, baèng dieän 
tích tænh Thaùi Bình

2/ Troïn AÛi Nam Quan, 
di tích lòch söû daân toäc

3/ Moät nöûa thaùc Baûn 
Gioác, giang sôn gaám voùc 
cuûa toå tieân

4/ Moät phaàn baõi Tuïc 
Laõm cuûa daân Vieät

HIEÄP ÑÒNH PHAÂN 
ÑÒNH VÒNH BAÉC 
BOÄ
Sau 27 na êm ña øm 

phaùn, hieäp ñònh Vònh 
Baéc Boä ñöôïc Vieät Nam vaø 
Trung Quoác kyù keát ngaøy 
25/12/2000. Vieät Nam 
ñöôïc 53.23% vaø Trung 
Quoác ñöôïc 46.77% dieän 
tích Vònh.

Hieäp ñònh naøy ñaõ gaây 
ra nhieàu tranh caõi giöõa 
ngöôøi Vieät.

ÔÛ moät thaùi cöïc laø quan 
ñieåm cho raèng coâng öôùc 
Phaùp-Thanh naêm 1887 ñaõ 
phaân ñònh toaøn boä Vònh 
Baéc Boä baèng kinh tuyeán 
108ñoä3’ (ñoù cuõng laø quan 
ñieåm ban ñaàu cuûa Vieät 
Nam trong ñaøm phaùn), 
phaân ñònh laïi laø sai vaø 
thieät haïi cho Vieät Nam. ÔÛ 
thaùi cöïc kia laø quan ñieåm 
cho raèng hieäp ñònh Vònh 
Baéc Boä naêm 2000 laø coâng 
baèng.

 (  w w w . b b c .
com/.../110122_bacbo_
agreement_10y )

Ñaët ra moät beân veà 
caùc chi tieát kyõ thuaät phöùc 
taïp, phaàn ñoâng coâng luaän 
ñeàu cho raèng “ haùn nguïy 
“ vieät coïng ñaõ nhöôïng cho 
cheät coïng 1/3 Vònh Baéc Boä 
vôùi tieàm naêng khai thaùc 
daàu hoûa lôùn lao vaø maát 
moät phaàn lôùn ngö tröôøng 
truyeàn thoáng cuûa ngö daân 
Vieät.

NHÖÔÏNG QUYEÀN 
KHAI THAÙC MOÛ 
BAUXITE TAÂY 

NGUYEÂN
Dö ï  a ùn khai tha ù c 

bauxite ôû Taây Nguyeân laø 
moät loaït caùc döï aùn khai 
thaùc moû boâ xít ôû khu vöïc 
Taây Nguyeân, Vieät Nam. 
Döï aùn naøy ñaõ gaây ra nhieàu 
yù kieán tranh caõi khaùc 
nhau trong dö luaän, baùo 
chí, Quoác hoäi.[1] Caùc yù 
kieán chuû yeáu xoay quanh 
vaán ñeà an ninh, quoác 
phoøng, hieäu quaû kinh teá, 
haäu quaû xaõ hoäi, taùc ñoäng 
ñoái vôùi moâi tröôøng sinh 
thaùi, coâng ngheä Trung 
Quoác laïc haäu, vieäc söû duïng 
lao ñoäng phoå thoâng Trung 
Quoác taïi khu vöïc Taây 
Nguyeân traùi vôùi Luaät lao 
ñoäng Vieät Nam.[2]

Töø naêm 2001, trong 
Ñaïi hoäi IX, döï aùn naøy ñaõ 
ñöôïc Boä Chính trò Ñaûng 
Coäng saûn Vieät Nam thoâng 
qua:[4] “Chuû tröông thaêm 
doø, khai thaùc, cheá bieán 
bauxite laø chuû tröông nhaát 
quaùn töø Ñaïi hoäi IX vaø 
Ñaïi hoäi X cuûa Ñaûng ñeán 
nay”.[5]

Ngaøy 1 thaùng 11 naêm 
2007, Thuû töôùng Chính 
phuû ñaõ kyù quyeát ñònh 167 
pheâ duyeät quy hoaïch phaân 
vuøng, thaêm doø, khai thaùc, 
cheá bieán, söû duïng quaëng 
boâ xít töø giai ñoaïn 2007-
2015, coù xeùt ñeán naêm 
2025.[6]

Moät soá yù kieán cuûa ñaïi 
bieåu Quoác hoäi cho raèng 
Chính phuû Vieät Nam ñaõ 
“laùch luaät” khi taùch cuïm 
döï aùn thaønh nhieàu döï aùn 
nhoû ñeå Chính phuû pheâ 
duyeät vì theo quy ñònh 
cuûa Luaät xaây döïng, ñoái vôùi 
nhöõng döï aùn coù toång möùc 
ñaàu tö töø 10.000 tyû ñoàng 
trôû leân phaûi ñöôïc Quoác hoäi 
chaáp thuaän.[1][7]

...

SÖÏ COÁ
- Ngaøy 8 thaùng 10

naêm 2014 hoà thaûi quaëng 
ñuoâi soá 5 cuûa döï aùn Taân 
Rai ñaõ bò vôõ ñeâ, 5 ngaøn 
meùt khoái nöôùc vaø buøn ñoû 
ñaõ traøn ra ngoaøi.[18]

- Ngaøy 13 thaùng 2
naêm 2016 ñöôøng oáng daãn 
nöôùc coù chöùa chaát xuùt 
ñoäc haïi töø hoà buøn ñoû cuûa 
Nhaø maùy alumin Taân Rai 
bò vôõ khieán nöôùc chaûy 
traøn ra ngoaøi.[19] Sau khi 
tieán haønh kieåm tra, Sôû 
Taøi nguyeân - moâi tröôøng 
tænh Laâm Ñoàng keát luaän: 
nguyeân nhaân daãn ñeán söï 
coá vôõ ñöôøng oáng ñöôïc xaùc 
ñònh laø do khôùp noái bò “laõo 
hoùa” daãn tôùi buïc ñöôøng 
oáng.[20] Ñaùnh giaù vieäc 
ñöôøng oáng bò laõo hoùa chæ 
sau 4 naêm söû duïng, oâng 
Nguyeãn Vaên Ban - nguyeân 
Tröôûng ban Nhoâm - Titan, 
Toång Coâng ty Khoaùng saûn 
Vieät Nam, cho raèng ñoù laø: 
“heä quaû coâng ngheä Trung 
Quoác”.[21]

...

Ngaøy 18/03/2009, nhaø 
baùo Leâ Phuù Khaûi ñaõ vieát 
thö leân toång bí thö Noâng 
Ñöùc Maïnh raèng:[33]

Vaán ñeà bauxite coøn 
nguy haïi gaáp traêm ngaøn 
laàn caûi caùch ruoäng ñaát, 
vì noù huûy dieät caû daân toäc 
ta nhö caùc nhaø khoa hoïc 
ñaõ döï baùo. Möôøi naêm nöõa 
soâng Ñoàng Nai vaø nhöõng 
con soâng khôûi nguoàn töø 
Taây Nguyeân bò nhieãm 
buøn ñoû thì caû mieàn Trung, 
Ñoâng Nam Boä vaø TP.HCM 
laáy gì maø uoáng, nhöõng 
baø meï seõ ñeû ra toaøn quaùi 
thai. Vì söï taøn khoác ñoù 
maø Trung Quoác ñaõ ñoùng 
cöûa caùc moû bauxite cuûa hoï 
treân toaøn quoác vaøo naêm 
2008. Chính vì leõ ñoù, vôùi 
tö caùch moät coâng daân, moät 
nhaø baùo laâu naêm, toâi kieán 
nghò leân OÂng Toång Bí thö, 
ngöôøi coù traùch nhieäm cao 
nhaát cuûa Ñaûng caàm quyeàn: 
Haõy ñöa vaán ñeà khai thaùc 
bauxite ôû Taây Nguyeân ra 
baøn ôû caáp laõnh ñaïo cao 
nhaát cuûa Ñaûng, Quoác hoäi 
vaø Nhaø nöôùc ñeå döøng laïi 
döï aùn naøy khi chöa quaù 

(Xem tieáp trang A6)

Xeùt veà baûn chaát, caâu 
noùi cuûa Boä tröôûng Boä coâng 
thöông laø caâu noùi phaûn 
ñoäng. Söï phaûn ñoäng naøy 
ñeán töø hai höôùng: Phaûn 
ñoäng veà maët daân toäc hoïc 
vaø; Phaûn ñoäng veà maët 
chính trò.

ÔÛ khía caïnh daân toäc 
hoïc, caâu keâu goïi mua haûi 
saûn, tieâu thuï haûi saûn laø yeâu 
nöôùc trong luùc chöa coù keát 
luaän chính thöùc cuûa khoa 
hoïc raèng trong nöôùc bieån 
coù ñoäc hay khoâng? Trong 
thòt cuûa caù coù chöùa ñoäc toá 
hay khoâng vaø möùc ñoä nguy 
hieåm cuûa noù ñeán ñaâu. Leõ 
ra, moät ngöôøi yeâu daân toäc, 
yeâu ñaát nöôùc vaø thaáy raèng 
mình phaûi coù traùch nhieäm 
duy trì noøi gioáng thì phaûi 
ñöùng leân keâu goïi ngö daân 
ngöøng ñaùnh baét, ngöôøi 
daân ngöøng duøng haûi saûn 
vaø quaân ñoäi, coâng an phaûi 
ñaët mình vaøo vò trí baùo 
ñoäng ñoû, ñaát nöôùc ñang 
laâm nguy. Ñaèng naøy oâng 
keâu goïi tieâu thuï haûi saûn.

Sôû dó phaûi keâu goïi 
nhaân daân ngöng ngay 
vieäc tieâu thuï haûi saûn bôûi 
vì raát coù theå ngöôøi Trung 
Quoác ñaõ boû ñoäc vaøo bieån 
Vieät Nam vaø chaéc chaén 
raèng khi aên haûi saûn vaøo, 
töông lai daân toäc seõ ngaén 
taøy gang bôûi chöa bieát di 
chöùng cuûa con ngöôøi seõ ra 
sao khi ñoäc toá phaùt taùc. Vaø 
döøng aên caù, chuyeån sang 
loaïi hình thöïc phaåm môùi, 
toå chöùc cho ngö daân nuoâi 
troàng thuûy saûn nöôùc ngoït, 
keâu goïi quaân ñoäi choïn möùc 
baùo ñoäng ñoû ñeå phoøng 
ngöøa luùc ngö daân khoâng coù 
maët treân bieån (thieáu maët 
traän quaàn chuùng) ñeå quan 
saùt thì keû xaâm löôïc seõ taán 
coâng, di chuyeån quaân hoaëc 
laán xaây döïng ñeå xem nhö 
chuyeän ñaõ roài. Ñeà phoøng 
chuyeän giaëc ñeán saùt cöûa, 
saùng ra môû cöûa thaáy giaëc 
ñöùng taäp theå duïc tröôùc 
nhaø môùi bieát ñaát nöôùc coù 
bieán.

Lôøi keâu goïi ñoù môùi coù 
giaù trò baûo veä noøi gioáng, 
baûo veä daân toäc, baûo veä quoác 
gia, laõnh thoå, laõnh haûi. Vaø 
ñöùng treân phöông dieän 
chính trò ñeå baøn, lôøi keâu 
goïi tieâu thuï haûi saûn laø yeâu 
nöôùc cuûa oâng Boä Tröôûng 
Boä Coäng thöông Vieät Nam 
cho ñeán baây giôø vaãn khoâng 
coù lôøi ñính chính naøo cuûa 
caùc oâng, caùc baø trong boä 
chính trò Coäng saûn Vieät 
Nam. Ñieàu naøy chöùng toû 
ñaõ coù söï ñoàng thuaän vaø 
chæ ñònh ngöôøi noùi trong 
boä chính trò Coäng saûn 
Vieät Nam.

Vaø ñieàu naøy cuõng cho 
thaáy söï voâ taâm, khoâng coù 
traùch nhieäm vôùi daân toäc, 
vôùi quoác daân vaø quoác gia 
cuûa ñaûng Coäng saûn Vieät 
Nam. Lôøi keâu goïi “tieâu thuï 
haûi saûn laø yeâu nöôùc” trong 
luùc haûi saûn bò nhieãm ñoäc 
cheát haøng loaït, bôø bieån 
Vieät Nam boãng choác trôû 
thaønh bieån cheát vaø töông 
lai daân toäc ñang ñöùng 
tröôùc bôø vöïc cuûa huûy dieät 
laø moät lôøi keâu goïi ñaày tính 
phaûn ñoäng, phaûn boäi laïi 
nhaân daân, quoác gia. Hay 
noùi caùch khaùc laø lôøi keâu 

muoän.

AN NINH QUOÁC 
PHOØNG
Moät trong caùc quan 

ngaïi lôùn trong dö luaän 
laø söï tham gia cuûa haøng 
ngaøn ngöôøi Trung Quoác 
taïi ñòa baøn Taây Nguyeân, 
nôi coù vò trí chieán löôïc 
to lôùn veà an ninh, quoác 
phoøng.[47]

( https://vi.wikipedia.
org/.../Döï_aù... )

Baát chaáp moïi phaûn 
khaùng cuûa moïi ngöôøi, moïi 
giôùi, haùn nguïy vieät coïng 
vaãn moät möïc tieán haønh döï 
aùn nhöôïng cho cheät khöïa 
quyeàn khai thaùc bauxite 
Taây nguyeân vôùi hoaïn hoïa 
tieàm phuïc cheát ngöôøi, maát 
nöôùc.

Töø thôøi trieàu Nguyeãn, 
Taây nguyeân vaãn laø vuøng 
ñaát troïng yeáu cuûa Quoác 
gia, meänh danh laø “Hoaøng 
Trieàu Cöông Thoå.”

Caùc chieán löôïc gia 
Mieàn Nam, töø Toång thoáng 
Ngoâ Ñình Dieäm ñeán caùc 
haøng töôùng laõnh ñeàu meänh 
danh “Taây nguyeân laø Noùc 
nhaø Vieät Nam.” Ai chieám 
ñoùng Taây nguyeân seõ khoáng 
cheá caû Mieàn Nam.

Hieän taïi, löïc löôïng 
caû vaïn coâng nhaân cheät  
coù theå laø “ñaëc coâng“, baát 
cöù luùc naøo cuõng coù theå 
ra tay phaù hoaïi: Cho noã 
caùc hoá chöùa buøn ñoû traøn 
xuoáng Laâm Ñoàng vaø caû 
moät daõy vuøng duyeân haûi 
Cam Ranh, Ninh Thuaän, 
Bình Thuaän gaây hoãn loaïn 
vaø laäp ñaàu caàu khoâng vaän 
cho ñaïi quaân cheät coïng ñoå 
quaân xuoáng Taây nguyeân 
tieán chieám caû Nam Phaàn 
gioáng nhö chieán dòch “hoà“ 
1975!

NHÖÔÏNG QUYEÀN 
KHAI THAÙC RÖØNG 
ÑAÀU NGUOÀN
Chuùng ña õ nhöô ïng 

bieån, nay nhöôïng noát 
röøng!!!

... Vaø ngöôøi ta nhöõng 
töôûng nhö theá laø ñuû caùc 
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San Francisco to San Jose Project Section
PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and the California High-Speed Rail 
Authority (Authority) have released a Notice of Preparation (NOP) indicating 
that they intend to prepare an Environmental Impact Report/Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the San Francisco to San Jose Section of the 

California High-Speed Rail Project. There will be a series of Scoping Meetings 
to solicit input from agencies and the public on the scope of topics and 

alternatives to be evaluated.The NOP can be found here:  
http://hsr.ca.gov/Programs/Statewide_Rail_Modernization/ 

Project_Sections/sanfran_sanjose.html.

MEETINGS WILL INCLUDE A PRESENTATION AT 6:00 P.M.

For more information, please call (800) 435-8670 or the Authority’s TTY/TTD number at  
(916) 403-6943, email the Authority at san.francisco_san.jose@hsr.ca.gov, or visit www.hsr.ca.gov.

SAN FRANCISCO

Monday,  
May 23, 2016

UCSF Mission Bay 
5:00 to 8:00 P.M.

1500 Owens St. 
San Francisco,  

CA 94158

SAN MATEO

Tuesday, 
May 24, 2016

San Mateo Marriott 
5:00 to 8:00 P.M.

1770 S. Amphlett Blvd. 
San Mateo,  
CA 94402 

MOUNTAIN VIEW

Wednesday, 
May 25, 2016

SFV Lodge 
5:00 to 8:00 P.M.

361 Villa St. 
Mountain View,  

CA 94041

TOWN OF PORTOLA VALLEY 
NOTICE OF A PUBLIC HEARING ON 

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE GREEN 
BUILDING ORDINANCE

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Planning Commis-
sion of the Town of Portola Valley will hold a public hear-
ing on the Proposed Amendment to the Green Building 
Ordinance on Wednesday, June 1, 2016 at 7:00 p.m., in 
the Town Council Chambers (Historic Schoolhouse), 765 
Portola Road, Portola Valley, California.
AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 15 (BUILDINGS AND CON-
STRUCTION), CHAPTER 15.10 (GREEN BUILDING) 
OF THE PORTOLA VALLEY MUNICIPAL CODE WITH 
REGARD TO APPLICABILITY-PURPOSE AND STAN-
DARDS OF COMPLIANCE FOR THE GREEN BUILD-
ING ORDINANCE.
The proposed amendments to the Green Building 
Ordinance adjust the standards of compliance in re-
sponse to the most recent adopted version of the Cali-
fornia Building Code and include additional measures 
for new construction. 
Public hearings provide the general public and interest-
ed parties an opportunity to provide testimony on these 
items. If you challenge a proposed action(s) in court, you 
may be limited to raising only those issues you or some-
one else raised at a Public Hearing(s) described above, 
or in written correspondence delivered to the Planning 
Commission at, or prior to, the public hearing(s).
Information pertaining to the proposal may be viewed at 
Town Hall Building and Planning Department, Monday 
through Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. and 1:00 p.m. to 
5:00 p.m.  All interested persons are invited to appear be-
fore the Planning Commission to be heard at the time and 
place mentioned above.

VOTE  
ONLINE 

AlmanacNews.com/
readers_choice20162016

R
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IC

E

G.2-8



May 20, 2016    Mountain View Voice    MountainViewOnline.com    9

LocalNews

Mountain View Los Altos Soccer Club 
In the Community since 1972 

A legacy of developing college, professional and national team players with a 
strong commitment to player development both on and off the field. 

Mountain View Los Altos Soccer Club
In the Community since 1972

A legacy of developing college, professional and national team players with a 
strong commitment to player development both on and off the field.

Boys and Girls Born in 2008 
June 4, 2016  

9:00-10:00am 

Boys and Girls Born in 2009 
June 4, 2016  

10:15-11:15am 

Open Tryouts 
Los Altos High School Grass Fields 

Register at www.mvlasc.org 

Technical Director 
Albertin Montoya 

Former US National Team Coach 

Executive Director 
Joe Cannon 

Former MLS Goalkeeper 
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9:00-10:00am 
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Technical Director 
Albertin Montoya 

Former US National Team Coach 

Executive Director 
Joe Cannon

Former MLS Goalkeeper 
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The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and the California High-Speed Rail 
Authority (Authority) have released a Notice of Preparation (NOP) indicating 
that they intend to prepare an Environmental Impact Report/Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the San Francisco to San Jose Section of the 

California High-Speed Rail Project. There will be a series of Scoping Meetings 
to solicit input from agencies and the public on the scope of topics and 

alternatives to be evaluated.The NOP can be found here:  
http://hsr.ca.gov/Programs/Statewide_Rail_Modernization/ 

Project_Sections/sanfran_sanjose.html.

MEETINGS WILL INCLUDE A PRESENTATION AT 6:00 P.M.

For more information, please call (800) 435-8670 or the Authority’s TTY/TTD number at  
(916) 403-6943, email the Authority at san.francisco_san.jose@hsr.ca.gov, or visit www.hsr.ca.gov.

SAN FRANCISCO

Monday,  
May 23, 2016

UCSF Mission Bay 
5:00 to 8:00 P.M.

1500 Owens St. 
San Francisco,  

CA 94158

SAN MATEO

Tuesday, 
May 24, 2016

San Mateo Marriott 
5:00 to 8:00 P.M.

1770 S. Amphlett Blvd. 
San Mateo,  
CA 94402 

MOUNTAIN VIEW

Wednesday, 
May 25, 2016

SFV Lodge 
5:00 to 8:00 P.M.

361 Villa St. 
Mountain View,  

CA 94041

MOUNTAIN VIEW COMMUNITY 
SHUTTLE PILOT PROGRAM

FEEDBACK SURVEY

The City of Mountain View wants to hear from you 
regarding your use of and satisfaction with the shuttle 

service and if there are changes or  
improvements you’d like to recommend.

Take the survey on-line at:  
MountainView.gov/ShuttleSurvey. 

Paper copies of the survey are available at the  
Mountain View City Hall, Community Center,  

Senior Center, Teen Center and Library.

Survey responses will be collected  
through June 3, 2016.

Additional information is available at  
MVCommunityShuttle.com or  

by calling (855) 730-7433.

CITY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW

H. Richard Hollow
Humphrey Richard Hollow, a Mountain 

View resident, died of complications from 
Parkinson’s disease on April 23. He was 85.

Born in the United Kingdom 
on Nov. 27, 1930, he graduated 
from college as an engineer 
and worked in the oil fields 
of Iraq, where he lost part of 
his right hand in a blasting 
accident.

After relocating to Califor-
nia, he worked at NASA Ames 
and Syre in Mountain View 
for about 20 years, and retired 
in 1996.  He loved his work as an experimen-
tal engineer where he designed parts for the 
space shuttle training vehicles, according to 
his friend Carol Godsave. He enjoyed hunting, 

fishing and flying the occasional colorful kite. 
After a successful day of fishing, he enjoyed 
preparing tasty fish dinners, she said. He con-
tracted Parkinson’s disease about 10 years ago, 
which slowed down his physical activities as 
the years progressed.  

He was preceded in death by his parents and 
his brother, Tony; all of whom lived in the Isles 
of Scilly. His local family included his best 
friends Jerrold and Claudia Wycoff of Grants 
Pass, Ore., and their daughter-in-law, Kim, and 
grandson, Joey, of San Jose.  

According to his wishes, his ashes will be 
scattered over one of his favorite fishing spots 
on the Rogue River in Oregon.

Memorial donations may be made to his 
favorite charities, the Royal National Lifeboat 
Institute (Isles of Scilly) and the Guide Dogs of 
America.

O B I T U A R Y

H.Richard
Hollow

HIGH SCHOOL FOUNDATION RAISES OVER $1.5M
 The Mountain View-Los Altos High School Foundation announced last week that it is be grant-
ing the Mountain View-Los Altos High School District a record-breaking $1.575 million for school 
programs.
 At an annual dinner last month, foundation Executive Directors Laura Roberts and Margaret 
Gong presented the grant money to Superintendent Jeff Harding and the school board, which will 
help to pay for academic programs at both Mountain View and Los Altos high schools.
 The extra money will help fund the district’s “innovation learning” grants, which allow students 
to take on projects including TED talks and acting workshops, and pay for science equipment and 
projects including stratospheric balloon launches. The money also goes towards wellness programs, 
including panels on student wellness, staff support for stress management and extended counseling 
hours.
 The foundation broke its previous record of $1.5 million, which was set last year and helped to 
pay for reduced class sizes and tech upgrades in the classroom.

NEW SHUTTLE PROGRAM LAUNCHED FOR HOSPITAL EMPLOYEES
 El Camino Hospital and Stanford Children’s Health are teaming up on a new transit service to 
help get employees from the downtown Mountain View transit station to the El Camino Hospital 
campus and the new Stanford Children’s Health facility in Sunnyvale.
 In a ribbon-cutting event on Wednesday, May 18, both organizations announced the launch of 
a new shuttle service, which will provide a transit link for hospital employees and staff looking to 
travel from the Caltrain and VTA lightrail stations in downtown Mountain View. The shuttle will 
operate Monday through Friday during the morning and evening commute hours. The shuttles 
are equipped with bike racks and free WiFi.
 The shuttle is part of a long-term effort to reduce the demand for parking on the El Camino 
Hospital campus, and reducing the number of employees traveling to work in single-occupancy 
vehicles, according to hospital spokeswoman Jennifer Thrift.

—Kevin Forestieri

VOTER REGISTRATION DEADLINE
 The deadline to register to vote is the fifteenth day before the election. For California’s June 7 
primary election, that deadline is the end of the day on Monday, May 23. 

For more information, or to register to vote, go to registertovote.ca.gov. 
—Mountain View Voice staff

VTA’S SUMMER YOUTH PASSES
 The Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority is offering a special, low-fare pass for teens and 
kids during the summer months, starting Tuesday, May 17.
 The Summer Youth Pass will allow unlimited rides all summer long on VTA light rail trains and 
buses for just $75 for people 18 and under, VTA officials said.

The price of the summer pass is $60 less than three monthly passes, according to VTA officials.
 The passes can be used on all VTA buses and light rail trains throughout Santa Clara County, 
between June 1 and August 31, VTA officials said. The passes are optimal for teens headed to sum-
mer jobs at local malls, Raging Waters, Paramount’s Great America and other places throughout 
the county, according to VTA officials.

Teens and kids can purchase the pass at vta.org/syp through July 15. 
—Bay City News Service

C O M M U N I T Y B R I E F S

Sign up today at MountainViewOnline.com

Fresh news delivered daily
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Upfront

Sand Hill hotel.
Geoff Seyon, also a club mem-

ber and a tenant of BootUp, said 
that attending events at Cuckoo’s 
Nest has helped him connect 
with people who could help him 
with his startup.

Membership in the club is pri-
vate and doesn’t come cheap. 
The standard annual member-
ship costs $3,000 for people who 
live in Silicon Valley and $1,500 
for people who live more than 
100 miles away. People under 
30 years old can join for $1,250.

Prospective club members can 
be nominated or can submit ap-
plications to join.

Neighborhood resident Nancy 
Wagner said she’d like to see the 
club open to the neighborhood 
more often. She said she often 
walks by, sees events going on and 
thinks they “(look) kind of fun.”

In the future, Williams said, 
the membership will be equal 
parts women and men. Right 
now, with 300 members, the ra-
tio is about 35 percent women 
and 65 percent men, he said.

Ten Vaanholt said the club 
would give a 50 percent discount 
on membership to neighbors. 
The club could host more open 
events, like barbecues, for neigh-
bors twice a year, Agarwal said. 

As for the issue of parking, the 
Cuckoo’s Nest operators said that 
they would use the nearby park-
ing lot of 66 Willow Place, oc-
cupied by Stanford Health Care 
Planning Design & Construction, 
for overflow event parking.

However, according to Court-
ney Lodato, a public relations 
manager for Stanford, the or-
ganization has no intention of 
providing parking for the club’s 
events. 

Staff Writer Kate Bradshaw 
can be emailed at kbradshaw@
almanacnews.com.

Cuckoo
(continued from page 7)

financially healthy year. A critical 
budget trade-off, he said, is hav-
ing less money available to reduce 
class sizes across the district. 

The district has long relied on 
taxpayers to help fund class-size 
reduction through parcel taxes. 
The first parcel tax was passed in 
2001 with a primary purpose of 
keeping class sizes small, and vot-
ers approved measures again in 
2005 (following a failed attempt 
to renew in 2004), 2010 and 2014. 

Since 2010, the parcel tax has 
provided approximately $25 mil-
lion to fund class-size reductions, 
according to the district’s parcel-
tax expenditure plans.

In 2015, Measure A funds pro-
vided $5.9 million to reduce class 
sizes and $2.9 million for new 
teachers to accommodate enroll-
ment growth, according to the plan. 

Yet classes are still large at many 
of Palo Alto’s schools — particu-
larly at the secondary level, where 
two parents’ recent data analysis 
showed middle and high school 
classes are larger than board-es-

tablished class-size targets.
Dauber, for his part, argued at 

the May 10 board meeting that it 
should not be an either/or budget 
decision: The district could still 
offer a healthy raise to teachers 
while having the funds necessary 
to bring class sizes down.

He suggested the district offer 
3 percent pay increases each year 
over the next three years, plus 
one-time bonuses. This would 
free up an estimated $2.9 million 
this year and $4.4 million in the 
next two years — the equivalent 
of 35 new teachers — to sup-
port smaller classes, according 
to Dauber. Thirty-five teachers 
could reduce class sizes at the 
high schools by an average of six 
students, the same number at the 
middle schools or by three at the 
elementary schools, he said. 

The board will meet on Tuesday, 
May 24, in the district office at 25 
Churchill Ave. starting at 6:30 p.m. 

Staff Writer Elena Kadvany 
can be emailed at ekadvany@
paweekly.com.

COUNCIL FINANCE COMMITTEE ... The committee plans to wrap up 
its review of the Fiscal Year 2017 budget and to hear an update on the 
Palo Alto Municipal Golf Course reconfiguration project. The meeting 
will begin at 11 a.m. on Monday, May 23, in the Council Chambers at 
City Hall, 250 Hamilton Ave.

BOARD OF EDUCATION ... The board will vote on new agreements 
with its teachers and classified employees unions; vote on several 
budget requests, including a proposal to implement full-day 
kindergarten; hear a report on the California Mathematics Placement 
Act of 2015; discuss contracts for legal services for 2016-17 and 
several board policies. The meeting will begin at 6:30 p.m. on 
Tuesday, May 24, at district headquarters, 25 Churchill Ave.

CITY COUNCIL ... The council plans to meet in a closed session 
to discuss the city’s labor negotiations with the Palo Alto Police 
Managers’ Association; the Palo alto Fire Chiefs’ Association; the 
Utilities Management and Professional Association of Palo Alto; and 
the city’s management, professional and confidential employees. 
The council will also hold a public hearing on 2515-2585 El Camino 
Real, a proposed mixed-use development at the current site of Olive 
Garden; consider a contract for design services for the U.S. Highway 
101 overcrossing; and discuss the latest revisions to the Urban Forest 
Master Plan. The closed session will begin at 5 p.m. on Monday, May 
23. Regular meeting will follow in the Council Chambers at City Hall,
250 Hamilton Ave.

COUNCIL RAIL COMMITTEE ... The committee plans to meet at 8:30 
a.m. on Wednesday, May 25, in the Community Meeting Room at City
Hall, 250 Hamilton Ave.

PLANNING AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION ... The 
commission plans to hold a public hearing on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report for the Comprehensive Plan update; consider a 
proposal for a single-story overlay from Faircourt Tracts 3 and 4; and 
review the proposed tentative map for 567 Maybell Ave., a proposal 
that includes 16 single-family lots. The meeting will begin at 6 p.m. 
on Wednesday, May 25, in the Council Chambers at City Hall, 250 
Hamilton Ave.

CITY/SCHOOL LIAISON COMMITTEE ... The committee plans to 
meet at 8 a.m. on Thursday, May 26, in the Community Meeting 
Room at City Hall, 250 Hamilton Ave.

HISTORIC RESOURCES BOARD ... The board plans to review the 
application from Avenidas to renovate and expand its facility at 450 
Bryant St. The meeting will begin at 6 p.m. on Thursday, May 26, in 
the Council Chambers at City Hall, 250 Hamilton Ave.

Public Agenda
A preview of Palo Alto government meetings next week

San Francisco to San Jose Project Section
PUBLIC SCOPING MEETINGS 

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and the California High-Speed Rail 
Authority (Authority) have released a Notice of Preparation (NOP) indicating 
that they intend to prepare an Environmental Impact Report/Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the San Francisco to San Jose Section of the 

California High-Speed Rail Project. There will be a series of Scoping Meetings 
to solicit input from agencies and the public on the scope of topics and 

alternatives to be evaluated.The NOP can be found here:  
http://hsr.ca.gov/Programs/Statewide_Rail_Modernization/ 

Project_Sections/sanfran_sanjose.html.

MEETINGS WILL INCLUDE A PRESENTATION AT 6:00 P.M.

For more information, please call (800) 435-8670 or the Authority’s TTY/TTD number at  
(916) 403-6943, email the Authority at san.francisco_san.jose@hsr.ca.gov, or visit www.hsr.ca.gov.
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Monday,  
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UCSF Mission Bay 
5:00 to 8:00 P.M.

1500 Owens St. 
San Francisco,  

CA 94158
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May 24, 2016

San Mateo Marriott 
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CA 94041

8:30 A.M., Thursday, June 2, 2016, Palo Alto 
Council Chambers, 1st Floor, Civic Center, 250 
Hamilton Avenue. Plans may be reviewed on-
line at: http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/planning-
projects. If you need assistance reviewing the 
plan set, please visit our Development Center 
at 285 Hamilton Avenue.  For general questions 
about the hearing contact Alicia Spotwood dur-
ing business hours at 650.617-3168.

799 Embarcadero Road [16PLN-00123]: Request 
for Preliminary Architectural Review of concept 
plans for a two-story, 6,500 square foot replace-

Fire Station #3, located on the northwest cor-
ner of Embarcadero Road and Newell Road at 
the southeasterly edge of Rinconada Park on an 
18.27 acre, city-owned property zoned Public 
Facility (PF). For more information, contact Amy 
French at amy.french@cityofpaloalto.org.

Comprehensive Plan Update:  Request for ap-
proval of Architectural Review Board Subcommit-
tee comments as formal ARB comments for the 
Comp Plan Update Draft EIR. For more information, 
contact Elena Lee at elena.lee@cityofpaloalto.org.

Jodie Gerhardt, AICP 
Manager of Current Planning

The City of Palo Alto does not discriminate against 
individuals with disabilities.  To request an accom-
modation for this meeting or an alternative format 
for any related printed materials, please contact 
the City’s ADA Coordinator at 650.329.2550 (voice) 
or by e-mailing ada@cityofpaloalto.org.

NOTICE OF A PUBLIC MEETING 
of the City of Palo Alto 

Architectural Review Board (ARB)

PAUSD teacher salary 
increases over the last 
10 years

2014-15: 4.5 percent (retroac-
tive) + 0.5 off-schedule payment 

2013-14: 4 percent + 2 percent 
off-schedule payment 

2012-13: 3 percent + 1.5 per-
cent off-schedule payment 

2011-12: 1 percent off-schedule 
payment

2010-11: 0 percent
2009-10: 0 percent
2008-09: 2.5 percent + 2.5 per-

cent off-schedule payment
2007-08: 2.5 percent
2006-07: 5 percent

*Source: California Depart-
ment of Education

Teacher pay
(continued from page 12)

VOTE ONLINE 

2 0 1 6

PaloAltoOnline.com/ 
best_of
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May 9, 2016 Ricci Graham
408-277-1086 (w)
408-348-3433 (c)

Ricci.Graham@hsr.ca.gov

High-Speed Rail Authority Initiates Environmental Review Process for the 
San Francisco to San Jose Portion of the Statewide System

Solicits Public Input and Hosts Public Scoping Meetings
SAN FRANCISCO, Calif. – Today, the California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) issued a Notice of Preparation 
(NOP) to initiate a project level environmental impact report (EIR)/environmental impact statement (EIS) for the San 
Francisco to San Jose project section.  At the same time, the Authority’s federal partner, the Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA) issued a new notice of intent (NOI) to initiate the federal environmental review process for the 
project section.  The issuance of the NOP/NOI is to inform stakeholders (members of the public, tribes, federal, state 
and local agencies, organizations and other parties) about the blended system and solicit their input on the scope of the 
environmental document and proposed project.

The preparation of the San Francisco to San Jose environmental document for the blended system will involve a 
scoping and public outreach process; development of preliminary engineering designs; and assessment of 
environmental effects associated with the construction, operations and maintenance of the high-speed rail system 
including track, ancillary facilities and stations, along the Caltrain corridor.

The San Francisco to San Jose Project Section is part of the first phase of the California high-speed rail system 
connecting the cities of San Francisco, Millbrae (San Francisco Airport) and San Jose on an electrified Caltrain Corridor 
with proposed stations at San Francisco 4th and King and/or Transbay Transit Center, near the San Francisco Airport 
(Millbrae) and San Jose.  The approximately 51-mile project section will be a blended system which will support a 
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modernized Caltrain commuter service and high-speed rail service primarily on shared tracks.  The blended approach 
minimizes impacts on surrounding communities, reduces project costs, improves safety and expedites implementation.

As part of the issuances of the NOP/NOI, a formal comment period related to public scoping starts which allows for 
public comments to be received until June 10, 2016.  All comments will be considered in the preparation of the 
environmental documents and become part of the record. The comments received at these meetings allow the 
Authority to take into account the areas of community and environmental concern related to the high-speed rail project.

The Authority will be hosting three public scoping meetings to inform the public of the proposed project and solicit input 
on the scope of the environmental document.  The meetings will be held from 5:00 p.m. – 8:00 p.m. with a formal 
presentation and opportunity to verbally state your comment into the record at 6:00 p.m.  The meetings will be held as 
follows:

San Francisco
Monday, May 23, 2016
UCSF Mission Bay
1500 Owens St.
San Francisco, CA 95158

San Mateo
Tuesday, May 24, 2016
San Mateo Marriott
1770 S. Amphlett Blvd.
San Mateo, CA 94402

Mountain View
Wednesday, May 25, 2016
SFV Lodge
361 Villa St.
Mountain View, CA 94041
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California High-Speed Rail Authority     
770 L Street, Suite 1160, Sacramento, CA, 95814 
info@hsr.ca.gov
(916) 324-1541                                                        
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IF YOU NO LONGER WISH TO RECEIVE THESE EMAILS, CLICK HERE TO UNSUBSCRIBE
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High-Speed Rail Authority: Connecting and Transforming California 

100 Paseo de San Antonio, San Jose, CA 95113 • T: (408) 277-1086 • www.hsr.ca.gov 

 

 

Press Release 

 

 

 

 May 9, 2016 
 

High-Speed Rail Authority Initiates Environmental Review Process for the 
San Francisco to San Jose Portion of the Statewide System 

Solicits Public Input and Hosts Public Scoping Meetings 
 

SAN FRANCISCO, Calif. – Today, the California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) issued a Notice of Preparation 
(NOP) to initiate a project level environmental impact report (EIR)/environmental impact statement (EIS) for the San 
Francisco to San Jose project section.  At the same time, the Authority’s federal partner, the Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA) issued a new notice of intent (NOI) to initiate the federal environmental review process for the 
project section.  The issuance of the NOP/NOI is to inform stakeholders (members of the public, tribes, federal, state and 
local agencies, organizations and other parties) about the blended system and solicit their input on the scope of the 
environmental document and proposed project. 

 
The preparation of the San Francisco to San Jose environmental document for the blended system will involve a scoping 
and public outreach process; development of preliminary engineering designs; and assessment of environmental effects 
associated with the construction, operations and maintenance of the high-speed rail system including track, ancillary 
facilities and stations, along the Caltrain corridor. 
 
The San Francisco to San Jose Project Section is part of the first phase of the California high-speed rail system connecting 
the cities of San Francisco, Millbrae (San Francisco Airport) and Sane Jose on an electrified Caltrain Corridor with 
proposed stations at San Francisco 4th and King and/or Transbay Transit Center, near the San Francisco Airport (Millbrae) 
and San Jose.  The approximately 51-mile project section will be a blended system which will support a modernized 
Caltrain commuter service and high-speed rail service primarily on shared tracks.  The blended approach minimizes 
impacts on surrounding communities, reduces project costs, improves safety and expedites implementation. 
 
As part of the issuances of the NOP/NOI, a formal comment period related to public scoping starts which allows for 
public comments to be received until June 10, 2016.  All comments will be considered in the preparation of the 
environmental documents and become part of the record. The comments received at these meetings allow the Authority to 
take into account the areas of community and environmental concern related to the high-speed rail project. 
 
The Authority will be hosting three public scoping meetings to inform the public of the proposed project and solicit input 
on the scope of the environmental document.  The meetings will be held from 5:00 p.m. – 8:00 p.m. with a formal 
presentation and opportunity to verbally state your comment into the record at 6:00 p.m.  The meetings will be held as 
follows: 
 

San Francisco 
Monday, May 23, 2016 

UCSF Mission Bay 
1500 Owens St. 

San Francisco, CA 95158 
 

San Mateo 
Tuesday, May 24, 2016 

San Mateo Marriott 
1770 S. Amphlett Blvd. 
San Mateo, CA 94402 

 

Mountain View 
Wednesday, May 25, 2016 

SFV Lodge 
361 Villa St. 

Mountain View, CA 94041 
 

 

Ricci Graham 
408-277-1086 (w) 
408-348-3433 (c) 
Ricci.Graham@hsr.ca.gov  
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PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING NOTICE 
San Francisco to San Jose Project Section 

The California High-Speed Rail Authority is responsible for planning, designing, building and operating the first high-speed rail system 
in the nation. California high-speed rail will connect the mega-regions of the state, contribute to economic development and a cleaner 
environment, create jobs, and preserve agricultural and protected lands. By 2029, the system will run from San Francisco to the  
Los Angeles basin in under three hours at speeds capable of over 200 miles per hour. The system will eventually extend to Sacramento 
and San Diego, totaling 800 miles with up to 24 stations. In addition, the Authority is working with regional partners to implement a 
statewide rail modernization program that invests billions of dollars in local and regional rail lines to meet the state’s 21st century  
transportation needs. 

The San Francisco to San Jose Project Section is part of the first phase of the California high-speed rail system connecting the  
cities of San Francisco, Millbrae (San Francisco Airport) and San Jose on an electrified Caltrain Corridor with proposed stations at  
4th and King and/or Transbay Transit Center, near the San Francisco Airport (Millbrae), and San Jose. 

The approximately 51-mile project section is planned to be a blended system which will support a modernized Caltrain service and 
high-speed rail service primarily on shared tracks. This approach minimizes impacts on surrounding communities, reduces project cost, 
improves safety and expedites implementation. 

The Public Scoping Meetings are being held to provide the public an opportunity to learn about the project, ask questions and submit 
feedback.

MEETINGS WILL INCLUDE A PRESENTATION AT 6:00 P.M.

SAN FRANCISCO
Monday, May 23, 2016

UCSF Mission Bay
5:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M.

1500 Owens St.
San Francisco, CA 94158

SAN MATEO
Tuesday, May 24, 2016

San Mateo Marriott
5:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M.
1770 S. Amphlett Blvd. 
San Mateo, CA 94402

MOUNTAIN VIEW
Wednesday, May 25, 2016

SFV Lodge
5:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M.

361 Villa St.
Mountain View, CA 94041

LANGUAGE AND OTHER NEEDS 
INTERPRETACIÓN AL ESPAÑOL ESTARÁ DISPONIBLE EN TODAS LAS REUNIONES.

所有会议均有中文口译。
SẼ CÓ SẴN THÔNG DỊCH TIẾNG VIỆT TẠI TẤT CẢ CÁC CUỘC HỌP.

MAGKAKAROON NG PAGSASALIN SA WIKANG TAGALOG SA LAHAT NG MGA PULONG.

Meeting facilities are accessible for persons with disabilities. All requests for reasonable accommodations must be made  

72 hours in advance of the scheduled meeting date.

Please call (800) 435-8670 or the Authority’s TTY/TTD number at (916) 403-6943.
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SAN FRANCISCO TO SAN JOSE PROJECT SECTION
The San Francisco to San Jose Project Section extends from the Transbay Transit Center in San Francisco southward to Diridon Station in 
San Jose.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROCESS & SCOPING MEETINGS
The Authority and the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) have issued a Notice of Preparation (NOP) and Notice of Intent (NOI) for the 
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS). 

For important additional information contained in the NOP and NOI, please visit:  
www.hsr.ca.gov/Programs/Statewide_Rail_Modernization/Project_Sections/sanfran_sanjose.html

www.hsr.ca.gov | (800) 435-8670 | san.francisco_san.jose@hsr.ca.gov

facebook.com/ 
CaliforniaHighSpeedRail @cahsra youtube.com/ 

CAHighSpeedRail
@cahsra
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As part of the environmental process, the Au-
thority is holding Public Scoping Meetings to 
receive comments. 
 
All comments will be considered in the prepa-
ration of the environmental documents and 
become part of the record. 

SUBMIT COMMENTS
Public scoping comments will be received until 
June 10, 2016. Submit comments via:

Mail:  Mark A. McLoughlin 
 Director of Environmental Services
 ATTN: San Francisco to San Jose
 California High-Speed Rail Authority  
 100 Paseo De San Antonio, Suite 206 
 San Jose, CA 95113 

Electronic: 
Place name of Project Section in subject line: 
san.francisco_san.jose@hsr.ca.gov  
 
Phone: 
(800) 435-8670 
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http://almanacnews.com/news/print/2016/05/25/tonight-public-meeting-on-high-speed-rail-from-san-francisco-to-san-jose

Uploaded: Wed, May 25, 2016, 11:35 am
Tonight: Public meeting on high-speed rail from San Francisco to San Jose
by Kate Bradshaw
People who have questions or are interested in learning more about the California high-speed rail project can attend a meeting tonight 
(May 25) from 5 to 8 p.m. at the SFV Lodge, located at 361 Villa St. in Mountain View. 
Part of the first phase of the California rail project is a 51-mile stretch from San Francisco to San Jose. Currently, proposed stations are at 
4th and King streets or the Transbay Transit Center in San Francisco, Millbrae or the San Francisco International Airport, and the Diridon 
Station in San Jose. 
It's planned to be part of what's called a "blended system," which would share tracks with Caltrain, once it is electrified, the rail authority 
says. 
By 2029, the high-speed rail authority says, riders should be able to move from San Francisco to Los Angeles in under three hours. In 
later years, the authority plans to extend the train route to include Sacramento and San Diego. 
Read the meeting notice for more details. 
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Become a Supporter 

 We Get Support From:

Bill Would Authorize High-Speed Rail Bonds 
For Caltrain
Wednesday, June 22, 2016 | Sacramento, CA |  Permalink

Mock up of the San Jose high speed rail station.

California High-Speed Rail / Flickr

(AP) - A state lawmaker has introduced last-minute legislation that would allow the state 
to begin selling voter-approved high-speed rail bonds for a connector project in the San 
Francisco Bay Area.

AB1889 by Assemblyman Kevin Mullin, a Democrat from South San Francisco, would 
change the wording of previous legislation to approve selling the bonds to pay for 
upgrades to the Caltrain commuter line.

The bill previously dealt with a different topic but was modified Tuesday in an effort to 
free up funding for Caltrain electrification.

Seamus Murphy, a spokesman for the San Mateo County Transit District, says officials 
want to get started on the $2 billion project, which including about $713 million in state 
financing.

Capital Public Radio | www.capradio.org
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Voters approved nearly $10 billion in high-speed rail funding in 2008, but support has 
since softened.

Comments

MORE STORIES

Protests And Chants: Hillary Clinton’s DNC Speech...

July 29, 2016

Wildfire Near Big Sur Destroys 57 Homes

July 30, 2016

Who's Looking Over The Shoulder Of Sacramento PD?

August 4, 2016
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MOST VIEWED

California And Nevada Wildfire Updates: Soberanes Fire, Virginia Mountain 
Complex Fire

Cold Fire In Yolo County Grows To 4,600 Acres

Wildfire In Yolo County Grows To 1,700 Acres

Cold Fire In Yolo County Now 4,000 Acres

Coaches, Doctors Top List Of State's Highest Paid
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DAN WALTERS JULY 10, 2016 5:55 PM 

Late-blooming measure would fast-
track bullet train’s ‘bookends’ 

i

Southern California, S.F. Peninsula commuter lines folded into bullet train

‘Bookend’ projects also face bullet train’s legal problems

‘Gut-and-amend’ measure would free them from restrictions

HIGHLIGHTS
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BY DAN WALTERS

dwalters@sacbee.com

Years ago, when the details of California’s bullet train project were being refined, it 
became evident that it was really two projects.

One was the much-touted, 200 mph bullet train itself 
that was supposed to whisk passengers between Los 
Angeles and San Francisco in a mere 160 minutes.

The other, much less public but important to powerful interest groups, was 
upgrading commuter rail service in Southern California and between San Francisco 
and San Jose.

Initially, they were to be on separate tracks, so to speak, even though some insiders 
believed that the $9.95 billion bullet train bond issue’s real purpose was improving 
commuter rail for the two regions.

Eventually, the bullet train and commuter rail projects were formally merged by the 
High-Speed Rail Authority into a “blended system” under which the two would 
share tracks, rather than merely sharing corridors. It was a way, it was said, to hold 
down costs and placate opponents on the affluent San Francisco Peninsula.

The commuter rail projects were dubbed “the bookends” and, with the merger, the 
state is planning to spend at least $1.1 billion on them, including electrification of 
the diesel-powered Caltrain that links San Francisco and San Jose.

However, having been folded into the overall bullet train project, they also share its 
legal and financial challenges.

A big one is a provision of the 2008 bond issue, underscored by a subsequent 
appellate court ruling, that an “independent consultant” must certify that the 
project meets all the bond issue’s legal criteria before a “final funding plan” is 
approved.

It’s highly doubtful that the bullet train can meet those criteria, particularly the 
160-minute running time between San Francisco and Los Angeles, even if the state 
somehow cobbles together enough money to build a useable segment. And that 
doubt could doom the bookends as well, since they are now part of the overall 
system.
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reprints

Backers of the $2 billion Caltrain electrification project are especially eager to 
proceed and see its connection to the troubled bullet train as a potential albatross. 
Therefore, they and Assemblyman Kevin Mullin, D-South San Francisco, are 
pushing a late-blooming “gut-and-amend” bill to allow the bookends to get bond 
money and be built without certification by an independent consultant.

Late last month, the bill was rushed through the Senate Transportation and 
Housing Committee, whose chairman, Jim Beall, is from San Jose and a strong 
proponent of electrification.

The only Democrat to oppose it was Sen. Cathleen Galgiani of Manteca, the 
Legislature’s chief bullet train advocate, who worried aloud that Assembly Bill 
1889 would allow ancillary projects to drain bullet train bond money.

Some critics say AB 1889 may violate the 2008 bond issue, but even if it’s a legal 
change, it indicates that those who suspected that the bookends were the major 
reasons for the bond may have been correct.

Meanwhile, without waiting for the bill to pass, Caltrain’s board awarded more than 
$1 billion in electrification contracts last week.

Dan Walters: 916-321-1195, dwalters@sacbee.com, @WaltersBee

MORE DAN WALTERS 

YOU MAY LIKE by TaboolaSponsored Links

17 Incredible Tricks To Protect Your Family
Mental Flare

Jose Canseco’s daughter Josie is Playboy’s Miss June
SportsChatter
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By J.K. Dineen  | June 28, 2016 | Updated: June 29, 2016 1:16pm 
13

Rail agency taps Brisbane tract eyed for transit-oriented housing

Local 
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The California High-Speed Rail Authority has selected a tract of former industrial land 
in Brisbane as the preferred site for a train maintenance yard, a decision the property 
owner says could thwart long-standing plans to build one of the Bay Area’s largest 
mixed-use projects there.
For 10 years, Universal Paragon, 
which owns a 684-acre Baylands 
property straddling San Francisco’s 
southern border with Brisbane, has 
been planning a transit-oriented 
development that would include 
4,434 homes, 7.5 million square feet 
of commercial space and 300 acres 
of restored habitat.
Universal Paragon General Manager 
Jonathan Scharfman said the authority’s decision to “exclusively” study the Brisbane 
Baylands for a maintenance yard was unexpected and was not made clear until a series 
of community meetings in late May. While the developer has urged the California 
High-Speed Rail Authority to consider alternative sites, it has little power to influence 
a decision.
He emphasized that the Brisbane Baylands site is identified as a “priority development 
area” by the Association of Bay Area Governments, the regional planning group 
known as ABAG. Priority development areas, which include old industrial sites like the 
former Hunters Point Shipyard and the Concord Weapons Naval Station, are transit-
rich sites big enough that they have “a unique potential to reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions,” according to ABAG literature.

IMAGE 1 OF 4 
People board the train at the Bayshore Caltrain station on the border of San Francisco and Brisbane. A 
developer hopes to build a transit-oriented mixed-use development on the land surrounding the station.

Photo: James Tensuan, Special To The Chronicle 

G.5-9



Photo: James Tensuan, Special To The Chronicle 

The California High-Speed Rail Authority hopes to build a train maintenance yard near the tracks, which 
would complicate the development efforts. 

“Our focus is to transform a legacy industrial site into productive use for the 21st 
century,” Scharfman said. 
1 of 5 planned facilities 
High-Speed Rail Authority spokeswoman Lisa Marie Alley confirmed that Brisbane 
has been selected for a 75-acre light-maintenance facility, one of five that will be 
located along the 520-mile route between San Francisco and Los Angeles.
“It could be east of the tracks, west of the tracks, or both,” she said. “We are still going 
through our technical analysis. There is still a lot of work to be done.”
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The Baylands property is just one of hundreds of parcels the High-Speed Rail 
Authority must take to complete the $64 billion project. Work has started on the first 
phase of the project, 119 miles of track from Madera to an area near Bakersfield. The 
authority is taking 150 parcels in the Central Valley alone — either through purchases 
or eminent domain.
“All large infrastructure projects have impacts like this,” Alley said. “We know that 
our system will have an impact on people, and any impact on someone’s life is hard. 
That’s someone’s home. That’s someone’s farm. That’s someone’s business. That’s the 
worst part of this project, but we know in the long run it will benefit folks.”
The Brisbane Baylands is split into two sections. To the west of the tracks lies the 
former Southern Pacific rail yards, which closed in the 1980s. To the east is an old 
landfill, where San Francisco sent its trash until 1967.
Universal Paragon’s current plans call for predominantly commercial development to 
the east and housing mostly to the west. 
Until the authority figures out exactly where it wants to put the Brisbane maintenance 
facility, it will be hard to know the impact it would have on the development proposal, 
although putting a 75-acre maintenance facility along the tracks would likely “split up 
the street network and transportation network and development pattern in such a way 
that it would be very difficult to plan adjacent uses,” Scharfman said.
The parcel sits to the immediate south of the 20-acre former Schlage Lock 
manufacturing campus, where Universal Paragon has started building infrastructure for 
a 1,679-unit housing development. Buildings will start rising on that property late next 
year.
Taken together, the 6,000 new homes and millions of square feet of commercial space 
have the potential to create a “Mission Bay 2.0,” according to the developer. While 
developers of urban “brownfield” sites frequently have to bring public transit in, the 
Baylands land comes with a Caltrain stop smack in the middle of the site. The end of 
San Francisco Muni’s T-Third streetcar line is a short walk away.
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Tiny Brisbane surveyed 
about effects of huge 
Baylands plans

Bayshore Station 
envisioned as vibrant 
transit hub

Developer proposes commercial district for 
property

PLANS FOR BAYLANDS

“It’s a new city — it really is,” said Howard Pearce, the project civil engineer. “It’s a 
tremendous undertaking. The goal is to get everybody out of their cars, living and 
working on transit.”
The potential conflict between high-speed rail and transit-oriented development is an 
uncomfortable one for pro-growth organizations like the Bay Area Council and SPUR, 
which support both. SPUR Executive Director Gabriel Metcalf said ideally a 
compromise could be reached where the Baylands property could accommodate both. 
Scharfman said, “There is zero ambivalence about our record standing in support of 
regional rail and high-speed rail.”
“It makes sense to me that high-speed rail would be looking at Brisbane because it’s 
the largest undeveloped area on the track between San Francisco and San Jose,” 
Metcalf said. ”But if there is a way that we can have that and also have the transit-
oriented development we need, that would be ideal.”
Political headwinds
But the potential maintenance yard 
is not good news for a development 
project already facing strong 
political headwinds.
In Brisbane, a town with about 
2,000 housing units, a recent survey 
of 580 residents found that 43 
percent support no housing at the 
Baylands site, while another 28 
percent said they would be in favor 
of fewer than 1,000 units. Only 12 
percent said they would support 
more than 2,000 units. Most 
residents said they opposed housing there because it would increase traffic and alter 
Brisbane’s “small-town feel.”
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San Mateo County has produced 54,000 new jobs since 2010, but only 3,000 new 
homes.
Since September, the Brisbane Planning Commission has held 19 hearings or meetings 
on the plan. Universal Paragon has opened a storefront office in downtown Brisbane, 
where community outreach manager Xiomara Cisneros talks to largely skeptical 
residents about the Baylands. 
Other potential sites 
John Swiecki, Brisbane’s community development director, agreed with Scharfman 
that the rail authority should look at other sites besides the Baylands. Scharfman 
suggested existing Caltrain yards in San Jose and San Francisco, as well as Port of San 
Francisco sites between Pier 80 and Pier 96 on either side of Islais Creek.
The Baylands project is set for a Planning Commission vote later this year.
Land use attorney Tim Tosta said the property owner will have little power to influence 
plans once the authority identifies land it intends to seize.
“They are just going to have to take it on the chin,” said Tosta, who represented a 
property owner whose land was taken by the Transbay Joint Powers Authority. “The 
condemning authority has a right to take the land, and then you fight over the money 
later.”
Frank Oliveira, whose family owns 200 acres of nut trees in Kings County that the 
authority is seizing, said once property is targeted, it’s hard to plan for the future.
“They draw the lines on the map where they want to go, and you don’t have much say 
in the matter,” he said.
J.K. Dineen is a San Francisco Chronicle staff writer. Email: jdineen@sfchronicle.com
Twitter: @sfjkdineen
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J.K. Dineen
Reporter

© 2016 Hearst Corporation
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- Streetsblog San Francisco - http://sf.streetsblog.org - 

Northern California High-Speed Rail Scoping Meeting 
Posted By Roger Rudick On May 24, 2016 @ 4:12 pm In caltrain,High-Speed Rail,Transit | 30 Comments 

[1]

Scenes such as this may be commonplace in the Central Valley by 2029. Photo: 
Wikipedia Commons.
Monday evening the California High Speed Rail Authority, in conjunction with Caltrain, held 
a scoping meeting at the William J. Rutter Center at UCSF in Mission Bay. They answered 
public questions and took comment on plans to electrify Caltrain and bring high-speed 
trains from Bakersfield to San Francisco by 2029.
Streetsblog readers will recall that a few months ago the California-High Speed Rail 
Authority released a revised plan to link up Northern California to the Central Valley spine 
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[2] (which is already under construction). This meeting was one of a series to prepare the 
environmental reports for this next phase of construction.

[3]

Casey Fromson explains Caltrain’s electrification project. Photo: Streetsblog.
The meeting started at 5:30, with members of the public invited to visit local information 
stations to ask questions about the projects. Casey Fromson, a government affairs officer 
for the Caltrain Modernization Program, was at the Caltrain information station. She 
explained that electrification of Caltrain, which, if all goes according to plan, should be 
completed in 2021, will offer faster service because of the better acceleration of electric 
trains. “A trip that our current, diesel baby bullets do in 60 minutes will take 45 with a 
train of electrics,” she explained. Still, it was disappointing to learn that Caltrain won’t be 
exploiting the top speed capabilities of its new electric fleet, which will start arriving in 
2020. Although the trains will be capable of 110 mph, the tracks will only be able to 
handle about 80, because of the curves and the number of grade crossings. Getting the 
line up to full speed will have to wait for another round of improvements, such as adding 
more passing tracks, eliminating more grade crossings, and building more gradual curves, 
changes that will only come with the HSR project in 2029.
Brian Stokle, with the group “Friends of the DTX,” [the “downtown extension” of Caltrain 
to the Transbay Terminal] was among the visitors. He expressed disappointment at the 
lack of progress in connecting Caltrain to Transbay, currently under constructions. “There’s 
no true political champion for it yet [4]. And it’s a lot of money,” he said. That was a 
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concern echoed by others at the meeting.

[5]

Under current plans, it seems unclear when trains will reach Transbay. Image: by 
steelblue for Pelli Clarke Pelli.
During the presentation phase of the meeting, Ben Tripousis, the Northern California 
Regional Director for California HSR, went over the history of the project:
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In 2008, the voters passed Proposition 1A, which paved the way for developing HSR 
service. We’re now at a point where we’re looking to move forward with the first revenue 
service. I’m happy to say it’s coming to Northern California. That was facilitated by the 
2016 business plan which was released earlier this year and approved by the HSR board. 
It laid out a road map for completing service to the Bay Area. What makes the 2016 
business plan different from 2012 or 2014 is it…lays out how we can construct revenue 
service with the $20.7 billion we already have. It will run from downtown San Francisco to 
downtown Bakersfield.
He then played a video that showed the six construction areas where work is currently 
underway, near Fresno and Madera. Bruce Fukuji, an Architect, City Planner and Urban 
Designer, talked about station planning for the alignment from San Jose to San Francisco. 
He spoke about the Millbrae Station, next to SFO:
We’ve been looking at examples around the world. We want global travelers arriving to 
SFO to immediately be able to get onto the HSR service and get to destinations throughout 
California. Part of the challenge is to take advantage of the inter-modal connectivity: 
BART, Caltrain and freeway access. How do we integrate all that? We’re trying to work 
with the City of Millbrae on their Transit Oriented Development plans.

[6]

Bruce Fukuji talked about station-area planning. Photo: Streetsblog
He also spoke about plans to integrate HSR at 4th and King and to help re-arrange 
Townsend so that bicycle, car-hailing, and bus service access to the station is improved. 
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And that returned the conversation to the concerns of Stokle and others about the lack of 
progress on the DTX project. It was as if the HSR planners are already assuming the 
Transbay connection would not be completed in time–and that they would have to depend 
on King Street Station as its access point to San Francisco.

Esther Stearns of the SF Transit Riders [7] spoke during the official public comment period: 
“We would urge you to aggressively address the downtown extension in the environmental 
reports–we want DTX in the EIR. We want to see access to the station in downtown rather 
than farther out,” she said. Gerald Cauthen, co-founder of the Bay Area Transportation 
Working Group and SaveMuni (and a contributor [4] to Streetsblog), also spoke: “I’d like to 
ask about capacity of the line [from San Jose to SF]. It’s now planned for ten trains an 
hour–six for Caltrain and four for HSR. Is that adequate? And how many years out do you 
go, and if there are constraints on that capacity, what is the constraint?”

[8]

Construction underway at one of 
several sites in the Central Valley. 
Source: Wikimedia Commons

There is an additional scoping meeting tonight [9], Tuesday, in San Mateo at the Marriott, 
from 5 to 8 p.m. at 1770 S. Amphlett Blvd., San Mateo, and another on Wednesday in 
Mountain View, at the SFV Lodge, also from 5 to 8 p.m., at 361 Villa St., Mountain View.

Article printed from Streetsblog San Francisco: http://sf.streetsblog.org
URL to article: -high-california-http://sf.streetsblog.org/2016/05/24/northernmeeting/-scoping-rail-speed
URLs in this post:
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[1] Image: -http://sf.streetsblog.org/wpcontent/uploads/sites/3/2016/05/TGV_POS_Nuremberg_Ingolstadt.jpg
[2] the California-High Speed Rail Authority released a revised plan to link up Northern California to the Central Valley spine: -http://sf.streetsblog.org/2016/02/24/dontit/-fix-and-complaining-stop-then-plan-rail-speed-high-californias-like
[3] Image: -http://sf.streetsblog.org/wpcontent/uploads/sites/3/2016/05/IMG_20160523_173803.jpg
[4] no true political champion for it yet: -serious-get-to-needs-sf-editorial-http://sf.streetsblog.org/2016/01/05/guestcaltrain/-connecting-about
[5] Image: -http://sf.streetsblog.org/wp -2013_12_12-content/uploads/sites/3/2016/05/TransbayTerminal_Day_small1.jpg
[6] Image: -http://sf.streetsblog.org/wpcontent/uploads/sites/3/2016/05/IMG_20160523_184018.jpg
[7] SF Transit Riders: -volunteers-http://sf.streetsblog.org/2016/01/06/transit2016/-in-better-muni-make-to-up-gear
[8] Image: -http://sf.streetsblog.org/wpcontent/uploads/sites/3/2016/05/FresnoRiverViaduct.jpg
[9] additional scoping meeting tonight: http://www.hsr.ca.gov/docs/programs/statewide_rail/proj_sections/SanFran_SanJose/HSRA_Initiates_Environmental_Review_Process_for_SFtoSJ_Portion.pdf

Copyright © 2008 Streetsblog. All rights reserved. 
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San Jose: Residents concerned about how high-speed rail may cut through town
By julia baum, @community-newspapers.comThe Mercury News
Posted:Wed Jun 15 12:10:56 MDT 2016

If and when bullet trains make it to San Jose, they should either come on elevated tracks, inside a tunnel or at ground level 
along existing rails.
Those differing opinions were expressed during a June 6 meeting at the Gardner Community Center in Willow Glen 
attended by about 100 residents, who came to learn how high-speed rail could affect their neighborhood.
The California High-Speed Rail Authority's latest plan would add tracks through a widened rail corridor in the Gardner 
neighborhood en route to the San Jose Diridon station. To obtain space for those tracks, the state would acquire Fuller 
Park, a house of worship and numerous homes along the way through eminent domain.
A discussion about whether to install the tracks below, above or at grade level evoked strong reactions from residents, 
depending on where they live.
Those near the Diridon station said they would prefer a tunnel under Gardner Avenue between that station and the Caltrain 
Tamien station a mile to the south, so their properties wouldn't be gobbled up by the state.
But a tunnel is the most expensive option because it would require a separate underground station just for high-speed 
trains in an area with a high water table.
Ben Tripousis, Northern California regional director for high-speed rail, told the audience that the tunnel option 
nevertheless is being explored "within the confines" of an environmental review. That review will take two years before the 
area can be cleared for trains to start service by 2025. 
Sending bullet trains on existing tracks to the Diridon station would be the cheapest option, though it could create traffic 
backups at grade crossings.
One neighbor had reservations about building at grade for several reasons.
"The two solutions being offered for at-grade are to either construct a very large wall that will take less property, but it will 
also increase the size of the barrier that cuts the continuity of the neighborhood itself," the man said, "or you will not have a 
wall but will be taking more property."
He suggested an elevated track for bullet trains. Others also liked the idea, which would involve building a bridge over the 
Interstate 280 interchange with the Guadalupe Parkway. 
But residents north of the Diridon station objected, saying a viaduct would be needed to carry elevated high-speed tracks 
from Santa Clara before merging with the Caltrain tracks at ground level going to San Francisco. 
Community leader Danny Garza said raised tracks would be safest for the neighborhood and noted the environmental 
review is overdue.
"The EIR should've been completed already," he said. "The alignment was rejected before because of the great impact to 
this community, especially at grade with the rail right-of-way," Garza said. "Raised alignment is the safest for the city. 
You're putting our children at risk. There is no accountability to our community without that report."
The rail authority will continue public outreach throughout the year and plans to present a draft environmental report at a 
public hearing by spring 2017. 
Julia Baum can be reached at jbaum@bayareanewsgroup.com.
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DON LITTLE 

From the Silicon Valley Business Journal:

http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2016/06/07/high-speed-rail-

bad-feelings-return-to-gardner.html

Jun 7, 2016, 5:00am PDT Updated: Jun 7, 2016, 7:09am PDT

After a five-year absence, high-speed rail 

and its controversy returned to San Jose’s 

Gardner neighborhood at a community 

open house Monday night and it was like 

there had never been a break in the action.

The reason is that the California High-
Speed Rail Authority’s new business plan 

reorients the system’s initial operating 

segment from Southern California toward 

San Jose, and that brings trains — and the 

need to resolve neighborhood disruption 

issues with the route into Diridon Station 

from the south – back four years sooner 

than planned.

Will they go over, under, around or through 

Gardner between Diridon and Caltrain’s 

Tamien station a mile to the south?

Adding high-speed rail to Diridon Station's list 

of passenger railroads is disruptive to San 

Jose's Gardner neighborhood.Join the conversation: Follow 
@SVbizjournal on Twitter, "Like" us on 
Facebook and sign up for our free email newsletters.

G.5-23



Residents of the tiny, triangular neighborhood squeezed in by two freeways 

and the Caltrain/Union Pacific tracks who spoke at Monday’s open house 

would prefer under as a first choice and through as the last.

But under is the most expensive option because it would involve building a 

separate station for high-speed trains deep underground in a place where the 

water table is high. Through is the cheapest, because trains are already using 

the railroad tracks along the neighborhood’s southern border. But it would 

introduce much more train traffic at grade crossings.

“We are discussing the tunnel option within the confines of this 

environmental review,” Ben Tripousis, the rail system’s Northern California 

regional director, told the audience.

That review will take two years and many more meetings like Monday's but is 

intended to produce an environmentally cleared route so that trains can 

begin service in 2025.

The over option was the second most popular and would involve a bridge 

going over the I-280 interchange with the Guadalupe Parkway. But this option 

has already met with objections from businesses like the San Jose Sharks and 

residents north of Diridon because it would require a viaduct to carry 

elevated high-speed tracks all the way to Santa Clara before blending with 

the Caltrain line at ground level to San Francisco.

When completed, high-speed trains will run within San Jose’s city limits for 22 

miles.

“Poor neighborhoods in San Jose are not being treated right,” neighborhood 

leader Danny Garza said.

Jody Meacham

Reporter 

Silicon Valley Business Journal
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From the Silicon Valley Business Journal:

http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2016/05/09/high-

speed-rail-begins-peninsula-environmental.html

May 9, 2016, 2:55pm PDT 

The environmental review process for 

“blended operations” of high-speed and 

conventional trains between San Jose 

and San Francisco has begun so that 

construction can begin as soon as 

funding becomes available.

“This work keeps the commitment in 

our business plan to environmentally 

clear the entire Phase 1 system (San 

Francisco to Anaheim) by 2017,” said 

rail authority spokeswoman Lisa Marie 

Alley.
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SCREENSHOT FROM THE DRAFT 2016 CALIFORNIA 

HIGH-SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY BUSINESS PLAN. 

This map reflects the proposed new 

business plan of the California High-

Speed Rail Authority, which would 

establish a route from San Jose to Shafter, 

near Bakersfield, as the first to be 

operated by 2025. By beginning an 

environmental review of the segment 

between San Jose and San Francisco, it 

could add service there as soon as 

construction funds are found.

The California High-Speed Rail 
Authority made the announcement in a 

press release that says the public can 

weigh in at hearings on May 23 in San 

Francisco, May 24 in San Mateo and 

May 25 in Mountain View.

Join the conversation: Follow
@SVbizjournal on Twitter, "Like" us on
Facebook and sign up for our free 
email newsletters.

The rail authority had previously done 

an environmental review for what was 

known as the “four-track” system on the 

Peninsula in 2009. That would have 

kept high-speed trains and Caltrains on 

separate tracks on an entirely grade-

separated (no roads crossing tracks) 

line.

That concept was ditched in favor of 

blended operations of both passenger 

trains on the same tracks in the 

authority’s 2012 business plan. This new 

review will involve issues such as the passing tracks, curve-

straightening and station locations for the two systems along the 

Peninsula, Alley said.

The high-speed rail authority’s latest business plan, adopted last week, 

calls for its trains to begin operations between San Jose and the town 

of Shafter near Bakersfield by 2025 with the remainder of Phase 1 from 

San Francisco to Bakersfield to be in operation by 2029.
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The plan says the authority would prefer that the initial service to run 

from San Francisco to Bakersfield because it would significantly boost 

passengers and revenues over the San Jose-Shafter segment. 

However, funds on hand are $2.9 billion short, and the authority is 

seeking more money.

Jody Meacham
Reporter 

Silicon Valley Business Journal
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JODY MEACHAM 

Ben Tripousis, Northern California regional 

director for the California High-Speed Rail 

Authority, speaks at a "scoping" meeting 

Monday in San Francisco.

From the Silicon Valley Business Journal:

http://www.bizjournals.com/sanjose/news/2016/05/24/high-speed-rail-

begins-environmental-clearance-for.html

May 24, 2016, 5:23am PDT Updated: May 24, 2016, 7:36am PDT

The California High-Speed Rail Authority
began a series of “scoping” meetings 

Monday night in San Francisco that are part 

of the process to have a full environmental 

certification of the San Francisco-to-San 

Jose segment of the system completed 

within 19 months.

The meetings continue at 5 p.m. today at 

the San Mateo Marriott and 5 p.m. 

Wednesday at the SFV Lodge in Mountain 

View.

Will Gimpel, in charge of the project section, told the San Francisco meeting 

that the "blended service" planned along the route anticipates 110-mph 

speeds and up to six Caltrains and four high-speed trains per hour in each 

direction during peak hours.
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Join the conversation: Follow @SVbizjournal on Twitter, "Like" us on 
Facebook and sign up for our free email newsletters.

Under the authority’s latest business plan, San Francisco-San Jose high-speed 

service is to begin by 2029. But Ben Tripousis, the authority’s Northern 

California regional director, said last week that he’s confident funding will be 

found to include it in the initial operating segment scheduled to open in 

2025.

This segment went through the scoping process once before, when plans 

called for 220-mph dedicated high-speed tracks along the Peninsula, but 

objections from residents and communities along the route forced the 

authority to adopt blended service along Caltrain tracks in its 2012 business 

plan.

It was a significant enough change that the authority is redoing the 

environmental work. Plans now call for some curve straightening along the 

route to boost the current speed limit of 79 mph, a mid-Peninsula passing 

section up to seven miles long, and longer platforms at the three stations 

high-speed trains will use: San Francisco, Millbrae (BART connection to San 

Francisco International Airport) and San Jose.

Current plans call for high-speed rail trainsets to carry at least 450 

passengers each, but for peak service two trainsets may be coupled together, 

stretching about 1,400 feet in length – about double the length of the longest 

Caltrains.

Jody Meacham
Reporter 

Silicon Valley Business Journal
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High-Speed Rail Authority: Connecting and Transforming California 

100 Paseo de San Antonio, San Jose, CA 95113 • T: (408) 277-1086 • www.hsr.ca.gov 

 

 

Press Release 

 

 

 

 May 9, 2016 
 

High-Speed Rail Authority Initiates Environmental Review Process for the 
San Francisco to San Jose Portion of the Statewide System 

Solicits Public Input and Hosts Public Scoping Meetings 
 

SAN FRANCISCO, Calif. – Today, the California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) issued a Notice of Preparation 
(NOP) to initiate a project level environmental impact report (EIR)/environmental impact statement (EIS) for the San 
Francisco to San Jose project section.  At the same time, the Authority’s federal partner, the Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA) issued a new notice of intent (NOI) to initiate the federal environmental review process for the 
project section.  The issuance of the NOP/NOI is to inform stakeholders (members of the public, tribes, federal, state and 
local agencies, organizations and other parties) about the blended system and solicit their input on the scope of the 
environmental document and proposed project. 

 
The preparation of the San Francisco to San Jose environmental document for the blended system will involve a scoping 
and public outreach process; development of preliminary engineering designs; and assessment of environmental effects 
associated with the construction, operations and maintenance of the high-speed rail system including track, ancillary 
facilities and stations, along the Caltrain corridor. 
 
The San Francisco to San Jose Project Section is part of the first phase of the California high-speed rail system connecting 
the cities of San Francisco, Millbrae (San Francisco Airport) and Sane Jose on an electrified Caltrain Corridor with 
proposed stations at San Francisco 4th and King and/or Transbay Transit Center, near the San Francisco Airport (Millbrae) 
and San Jose.  The approximately 51-mile project section will be a blended system which will support a modernized 
Caltrain commuter service and high-speed rail service primarily on shared tracks.  The blended approach minimizes 
impacts on surrounding communities, reduces project costs, improves safety and expedites implementation. 
 
As part of the issuances of the NOP/NOI, a formal comment period related to public scoping starts which allows for 
public comments to be received until June 10, 2016.  All comments will be considered in the preparation of the 
environmental documents and become part of the record. The comments received at these meetings allow the Authority to 
take into account the areas of community and environmental concern related to the high-speed rail project. 
 
The Authority will be hosting three public scoping meetings to inform the public of the proposed project and solicit input 
on the scope of the environmental document.  The meetings will be held from 5:00 p.m. – 8:00 p.m. with a formal 
presentation and opportunity to verbally state your comment into the record at 6:00 p.m.  The meetings will be held as 
follows: 
 

San Francisco 
Monday, May 23, 2016 

UCSF Mission Bay 
1500 Owens St. 

San Francisco, CA 95158 
 

San Mateo 
Tuesday, May 24, 2016 

San Mateo Marriott 
1770 S. Amphlett Blvd. 
San Mateo, CA 94402 

 

Mountain View 
Wednesday, May 25, 2016 

SFV Lodge 
361 Villa St. 

Mountain View, CA 94041 
 

 

Ricci Graham 
408-277-1086 (w) 
408-348-3433 (c) 
Ricci.Graham@hsr.ca.gov  
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PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING NOTICE 
San Francisco to San Jose Project Section 

The California High-Speed Rail Authority is responsible for planning, designing, building and operating the first high-speed rail system 
in the nation. California high-speed rail will connect the mega-regions of the state, contribute to economic development and a cleaner 
environment, create jobs, and preserve agricultural and protected lands. By 2029, the system will run from San Francisco to the  
Los Angeles basin in under three hours at speeds capable of over 200 miles per hour. The system will eventually extend to Sacramento 
and San Diego, totaling 800 miles with up to 24 stations. In addition, the Authority is working with regional partners to implement a 
statewide rail modernization program that invests billions of dollars in local and regional rail lines to meet the state’s 21st century  
transportation needs. 

The San Francisco to San Jose Project Section is part of the first phase of the California high-speed rail system connecting the  
cities of San Francisco, Millbrae (San Francisco Airport) and San Jose on an electrified Caltrain Corridor with proposed stations at  
4th and King and/or Transbay Transit Center, near the San Francisco Airport (Millbrae), and San Jose. 

The approximately 51-mile project section is planned to be a blended system which will support a modernized Caltrain service and 
high-speed rail service primarily on shared tracks. This approach minimizes impacts on surrounding communities, reduces project cost, 
improves safety and expedites implementation. 

The Public Scoping Meetings are being held to provide the public an opportunity to learn about the project, ask questions and submit 
feedback.

MEETINGS WILL INCLUDE A PRESENTATION AT 6:00 P.M.

SAN FRANCISCO
Monday, May 23, 2016

UCSF Mission Bay
5:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M.

1500 Owens St.
San Francisco, CA 94158

SAN MATEO
Tuesday, May 24, 2016

San Mateo Marriott
5:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M.
1770 S. Amphlett Blvd. 
San Mateo, CA 94402

MOUNTAIN VIEW
Wednesday, May 25, 2016

SFV Lodge
5:00 P.M. to 8:00 P.M.

361 Villa St.
Mountain View, CA 94041

LANGUAGE AND OTHER NEEDS 
INTERPRETACIÓN AL ESPAÑOL ESTARÁ DISPONIBLE EN TODAS LAS REUNIONES.

所有会议均有中文口译。
SẼ CÓ SẴN THÔNG DỊCH TIẾNG VIỆT TẠI TẤT CẢ CÁC CUỘC HỌP.

MAGKAKAROON NG PAGSASALIN SA WIKANG TAGALOG SA LAHAT NG MGA PULONG.

Meeting facilities are accessible for persons with disabilities. All requests for reasonable accommodations must be made  

72 hours in advance of the scheduled meeting date.

Please call (800) 435-8670 or the Authority’s TTY/TTD number at (916) 403-6943.

G.6-2



SAN FRANCISCO TO SAN JOSE PROJECT SECTION
The San Francisco to San Jose Project Section extends from the Transbay Transit Center in San Francisco southward to Diridon Station in 
San Jose.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROCESS & SCOPING MEETINGS
The Authority and the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) have issued a Notice of Preparation (NOP) and Notice of Intent (NOI) for the 
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS). 

For important additional information contained in the NOP and NOI, please visit:  
www.hsr.ca.gov/Programs/Statewide_Rail_Modernization/Project_Sections/sanfran_sanjose.html

www.hsr.ca.gov | (800) 435-8670 | san.francisco_san.jose@hsr.ca.gov

facebook.com/ 
CaliforniaHighSpeedRail @cahsra youtube.com/ 

CAHighSpeedRail
@cahsra
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As part of the environmental process, the Au-
thority is holding Public Scoping Meetings to 
receive comments. 
 
All comments will be considered in the prepa-
ration of the environmental documents and 
become part of the record. 

SUBMIT COMMENTS
Public scoping comments will be received until 
June 10, 2016. Submit comments via:

Mail:  Mark A. McLoughlin 
 Director of Environmental Services
 ATTN: San Francisco to San Jose
 California High-Speed Rail Authority  
 100 Paseo De San Antonio, Suite 206 
 San Jose, CA 95113 

Electronic: 
Place name of Project Section in subject line: 
san.francisco_san.jose@hsr.ca.gov  
 
Phone: 
(800) 435-8670 
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• San Francisco to San Jose Project Section: Overview and Environmental Process
• San Francisco to San Jose Project Section: Stations
• High-Speed Rail: Statewide Overview
• High-Speed Rail: Permission to Enter and Right of Way
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BLENDED SYSTEM ON AN ELECTRIFIED CALTRAIN CORRIDOR

LOCAL POLICY MAKER GROUP

COMMUNITY MEETINGS
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