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New Travel Choices
‘Caltrain and SamTr:

Vast new travel optiors
will open for Caltrair. and
SamTrans riders wher th=
BART-SFO extension
debuts, making it easi=r
than ever to get out cf
gridlock and onto transit.

The Millbrae
Intermodal Station.
provides the opportunity
for riders coming from the
farthest reaches of thz
BART system to access
Caltrain — and vice versa
— through an easy
cross-platform transfer.

“The opening of the
BART extersion represarits
a quantum leap forward
for Bay Area commut=ss,”
said Mike Guingona. San
Mateo County Transit
District board chair. “With
four new BART staticr:s
fed by SamTrans buses
and a direct link wit
Caltrain at Millbrae,
people will have many
new ways fo get where
they want to go — without
having to get behind the
wheel.”

Both Caltrain and
SamTrans staffs are
coordinatir.g efforts
with BART to make the
transition es smooth as
possible and to help zide=s
learn their way around the
new system,

Caltrain Service

Caltrair. has already
adjusted schedules in
preparation for the BART
opening to optimize

. connections between
arriving arid depart.ng
trains at Millbrae.

Monday, June 23, is the
first day that Caltrain will
stop at the Millbrae
station. Because of
construction to prepare for
Baby Bullet express train
service and other improve-
ments, Caltrain is not
operating weekend trains
until spring 2004.

Caltrain’s RRX alterna-
tive weekend bus service
will begin to stop at
Millbrae with the first day
of BART service, June 22.

A shuttle operated
by the airport, which
takes travelers between
the Millbrae Caltrain
Station and SFO, will be

" discontinued.

SamTrans Service

SamTrans is making
major bus routing adjust-
ments to optimize the
connection with BART at
new stations in South San
Francisco, San Bruno and
Millbrae.

Changes affecting 21
bus routes will go into
effect June 22. In most
cases, the routes have been
redesigned to feed into the
new BART stations, but in
South San Francisco, some
routes, which previously
connected with the Colma
BART Station will be re-
directed to a closer BART
station. Some routes are

_being modified and com-

bined. Two routes which
take passengers from the
Colma and Daly City
BART stations to the
airport — BX and 193 —
will no longer be needed

because of the duplicfe
service provided by BRT.
Each new BART |
station will be servedly a
number of routes: .
South San Francig:
122, 130, 132, 133, 39)
San Bruno: 34, 133
140, 141, 391 i
Millbrae: 342, 39(,
391, 397 '
Frequency and
Airport Connections
BART operates beween
4 am. and midnight
BART’s Dublin/
Pleasanton and the
Pittsburg/Bay Poinfines
will serve the Soutlban
Francisco and San Funo
BART stations an av’erage
of every seven-anda-half
minutes. BART’s"
Pittsburg/Bay Poirt and
Dublin/Pleasantorlines
will serve the Milllrae
and SFO stations erery
15 minutes on weedays
and every 20 minues on
weeknights and weekends.
BART will opente a

- shuttle train from he

Millbrae station t¢ SFO
every 20 minutes,which
costs $1.50.

The SFO BART
Station is locatedat the
International Terminal,
where passengers can
transfer to SFO’s free
AirTrain, which travels
to terminals throughout

* the airport.

Parking

Parking at the three
new BART stations, as well
as at the Colma and Daly
City stations, is available

f/for
ns

for $2 a day’ In conjunction
with the extension
opening, the $2 fee will
apply at the Colma Park
and Ride Lot. At the
Millbrae Intermodal
Station, the BART parking
garage also is available to
Caltrain riders for the $2 -
daily fee. _

SamTrans will no
longer provide parking at
Serra Bowl. .

BART monthly permit
parking is available for
$42, or for $63 for reserved
spaces.

At the Millbrae station,
Caltrain will continue to
offer parking on the west
side of the tracks, reserved
until 10 a.m. only for

. passengers with a Caltrai

monthly parking permit.
After 10 a.m., riders
purchasing a $1.50 daily
permit will be allowed to
park in the Caltrain lot.
Schedules, ticket and
other information on
Caltrain and SamTrans is
available through their
Customer Service Centers
or over the Internet.
Caltrain and SamTrans
can be reached at
(800) 660.4287 (TDD only
(650) 508.6448) or
www.caltrain.com and
www.samtrans.com.

Congratulatins to T %

delivering expanded service to SFO.

‘Cubic is proud to deliver the promise of quality,

dependability and ease of use — for everyone.

* An advanced multi-application fare collection
syster of operational software, communications,
fare gates, ticket vending and add fare machines

* A system that emphasizes ease-of-use for the

customer and reliability fcr BART

* New parking application allowing commuters
to pay for parking with the same ticket they use for

BART trains and buses

- Magnetic ticket processing with fut

AN HONESTLY

'Noadvance purchase.
No minimum stay.

DIFFERENT

ALRLINE"

[ ATA'S LOW FARES FROM SAN FRANCISCO TO: |
NONSTOP TO FROM FROM FROM
IndlanaPOhS Boston $154 Indidnapolis Nonstop  *114 Philadelphia 154
$ Cedar Rapids* 144 Lexington, Ky* 114 Pittsburgh ~vew 14
o ' Charlotte 5154 Madison* 144 St Pete/Tampa Nonstop 164
NONSTOP TO ‘ Chicago (Mow) Nonstop *119 Maui Nonstop 5310 Sarasota Y64
Chicago ,
$ Dayton* 139 Miami 164 South Bend* 144
]]9 Des Moines* *144 Milwaukee* 129 Springfield,IL*  *134
- - o Flint* 5144 Minneapolis/St.Paul 134 Toledo* 144
‘ MlnneaPOIIS Ft.Lauderdale 164 Moline* 139 Washington,uC(ncn) 134
$ Grand Rapids* 144 NewYork@ca) 149
raom Honolulu Nonstop ~ *280 Newark 5159

Above fares are off peak, each way based on roundtrip purchase.
Travel dates vary by destination, Service to Chicago, Hawaii, Indianapolis and St. Pete is nonstop
and all other destinations are direct or connecting via Chicago-Midway.
+ Some service provided by Chicago Express Airlines, Inc. doing business as ATA Connection.

FREE!
with ATA Travel Awards
FREE companion tickets
FREE roundtrip tickets to
US. MEXICO CARIBBEAN HAWAI!

Register and buy at ata.com

Program extended thru 1/31/2005

Al

An honestly different airline’

ata.com 1-800-I-FLY-ATA

En Espaitol 1-800-VUELA-ATA

\VE UP TO 20%
on Natlonal Car Rental rates.
Simply rent any car type for 3 or
morepdgw_lhal ixclud!sp aSaturday

_ overnight keep. Details at
nationalcar.com or 1-800-CAR-RENT,
To receive your discount, request
Contract 1D #5160007,

ATA.COM FOR LOWEST ATA FARES AND NO ONLINE SERVICE FEE

Fares do not include a $3 federal excise tax that will be imposed on each flight segment of your itinerary. A flight segment is defined s a takeoff and a landing, Boston, Cedar Rapids,
Charlotte, Des Moines, Ft. Lauderdale, Grand Rapids, Newark, Pittsburgh and Washington, D.C. for travel beginning 7/15/03; Chicago for travel 6/28~10/24/03; Honolulu and Maui for travel
7/4-8/26/03; Indianapolis, Lexington, Miami, St. Pete and Sarasota for trave! beginning 6/28/03; Minneapolis for trave! beginning 7/4/03; Philadelphia for travel beginning 7/5/03. Fares
may not be available for purchase during high-volume travel periods. Fares are off peak; each way based on roundtrip purchase; will be higher during peak travel times; are non-refundable;
and subject to change without notice. Seats are limited, and may not be available on all fights and dates. Not all destinations served on a daily basis. Passenger facility charge of up to $18
per roundtrip is not included in fares, Photo 1.D. required for flight check-in. For deaf and hearing impaired callers, TTY 800-293-6194. National Car Rental: Discount applies to base
rate only. Taxes (including GST/VAT), other governmentally-authorized or imposed surcharges, license recoupment fees, airport and airport facility fees, fuel, additional driver fee, one-
way rental charge and optional items (such as LDW up to US$20.99 per day) are extra. Concession recoupment fees up to 15.5% may be added to the rental rate at some airport
locations. Up to 10% may be added to the rental rate if you rent at an off-airport location and exit on our shuttle bus. Renter must meet standard age, driver and credit requirements
(may vary by country). Rates may be higher for drivers under age 25. Saturday overnight keep required. Vehicle retum time must be no later than the initial vehicle pick-up time or
additional charges may apply. Availabilty is fimited. Subject to change without notice. Offer valid at participating National locations only through 8/31/03. Blackout dates apply.

A
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BART CONNECTS THE WORLD

“Connect” will be the
theme that heralds the
opening of the new BART
extension to the San
Francisco International
Airport, Sunday, June 22.

BART will not only
connect people in the East
Bay, San Francisco and San
Mateo counties directly
with the airport, but will,
of course, connect visitors
from all over the world to
various destinations

.around the region. As one
of the world’s great
transportation hubs, the
airport’s direct BART
connection will make travel
more convenient than ever.

Upon detraining at the
airport, passengers travel-
ing away from the Bay
Area will have several
options. If they are travel-
ing to a foreign destina-

tion, they will be within
about 100 feet of the
international counters.

For domestic flights, the
United counter, which is
expected to serve over half
of BART's airport passen-
gers, is a four to five
minute walk. Just upstairs,
the airport’s people mover
“Airtrain” will whisk trav-
elers to the other domestic
terminals.
. With a virtually

seamless connection

~ to Caltrain at BART"s
Millbrae Station via a
cross-platform link,
visitors and residents alike
will be able to reach 34
Caltrain destinations rang-

‘ing from Peninsula com-
munities to San Jose and
Gilroy. By the same token,
Caltrain riders will be able

Francisco
International
Adgrport

CIBART
i Station

AbTrain
f

to hop on BART and head
for downtown San
Francisco or cross the bay
and connect with Capitol
Corridor Trains at BART's
Richmond Station in the
East Bay to head north to
Sacramento and Auburn.
From the airport to
downtown San Francisco
will be a 29-minute ride on
BART. The fare will be a
highly competitive $4.70,
when compared with other

‘modes that can cost up to

$40 or more for the same
trip. The fares to and from
the airport both near and
far on BART will range
from $1.50 to $6.90. BART
will provide a great anti-
dote to Highway 101 traffic.

The New Line

The BART/SFO line
will add 8.7 miles of new
track bringing BART’s
95-mile system to 104
miles. Four new stations
will serve the new line,

_bringing the system’s total

number of stations to 43,
serving four counties with
a total population base of
almost four million. The
new stations are the South
San Francisco Station, the
San Bruno Station, the San
Francisco International
Airport Station and the
Millbrae Station, the
southern terminus for

the line.

The Millbrae Station,
which is expected to even-
tually be one of the busiest
stations on the entire
system, will also be a
major transportation hub,
being served by BART,
Caltrain, and SamTrans

buses providing local
connections.

Service

Direct service to the
airport on BART’s Dublin/
Pleasanton line and the
shuttle train between
the Millbrae Station and
the airport will begin at
4 a.m. and end at approxi-
mately 12 midnight
weekdays, 6 am. to 12
midnight, on Saturdays,
and 8 a.m. to 12 midnight
on Sundays. Some service
extends past midnight.
Pick up a schedule at any
BART station or visit
www.bart.gov for details.
For customers using all
other lines heading for the
Airport from the East Bay
or San Francisco, BART
recommends transferring
at its Balboa Park Station.

When customers
enter the gleaming new
stations on the BART /SFO
line they will find state-of-
the-art technology in new
ticket vending machines,
change machines, fare
gates and information
displays. The advanced
multi-application ticket
vending machines will
accept cash, credit and
debit cards. Working much
like an ATM, the purchase
of tickets will be more
convenient than ever with
voice instructions for
first-time users. The fare
gates will eventually
accommodate the Smart
Card, which is currently in
a limited pilot program.

In addition to its new
Fares & Schedules :
brochure, a special

information feature will be opens. The Millbrae
the BART Quickstart Station will provide 3,000

Guide for visitors coming spaces, 1,000 at the San
into the Bay Area. The Bruno Station, and 1,337
Quickstart Guide will be spaces at the South San
available in several Francisco Station.
languages at airport infor- In addition there are
mation kiosks, and will 2,481 spots at the Colma

provide a handy tool for
using the system.

Station, and 1,852 spaces at
the Daly City Station. A

parking fee of $2.00 a day
Security will be charged for all
The BART Police spaces, seven days a week,
Department has over 200  including holidays.
sworn, academy-trained The one exception is the
police officers, and 40 Daly City Station where
uniformed Community . weekend parking will be
"“Police Assistants. Like any ' free. Cars may patKk at all
Municipal Police of the BART stations for
Department, BART Police  up to 24 hours, Monday
are California Police through Friday.
Officers with full arresting
authority, working Parking Payment
closely with the FBI and Options

In order to make it as
convenient as possible,
BART is offering several
payment options for
customer parking. Here’s
how the program works:

1. All parking spaces
are numbered. Customers
will note their stall

other law enforcement
agencies. In order to
provide maximum patrol
coverage and responsive-
ness on the new line,
BART Police will work out
of a sub-station located at
the San Bruno Station.

Paid Parking number and go to any
Over 5,000 paid Addfare machine inside
parking spaces will be the station to pay the $2.00
available on the fee with either cash or a

BART/SFO line when it BART ticket. The stall

¥ -

number must be entered at
time of payment. A receipt
will be issued.

2. Purchase an
unreserved monthly -
parking permit for $42,
or a reserved parking
permit for $63 through
www.bart.gov /parking —
or call (800) 676-1611.
Credit cards may be used.

3. BART will offer
long-term parking in three
of its East Bay Stations,

El Cerrito del Norte,
Walnut Creek and Bay

~ Fair. Long-term parking

permits may also be
purchased through the
BART website or the
number listed above.

Customers may place
luggage in-the large open
areas near the train car
doors. Small pieces of
luggage may be stored
under seats. For security,
all luggage should stay
under the customer’s
control.

For more information -
about paid parking
programs, call BART
Customer Service at
(415) 989-2278 or
(650) 992-2278.

The Web site for BART
is www.bart.gov.

NEW MILLBRAE STATION
PLANNED AS SAN MATEO
COUNTY TRANSIT HUB
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INTO THE FUTURE WITH CALTRAIN

Fast forward 20 years
into the fut.ure. Caltrain
commuters are waiting
on platforms for sleek
low-floor trains to arrive.
A high-speed train from
Southern California passes
on its way to San Francisco,
the predictive arrival
system indicates that a -
Baby Bullet express is
expected momentarily and
Caltrain news plays across

. the messaging systems
mounted on the platforms.

This is just part of
Caltrain’s visicn for the
future of its rail system.
Fifty years ago, a cross-
platform lirk with the
BART system hadn’t even
been envis:oned, and
‘trains were still switched
between trzcks by hand.
Today, the system is

rapidiy modernizing the
Caltrain corridor to meet
21st-century d=mand.

Caltrain’s CTX con-
struction project represents
the first pkase of a new
Caltrain system that
includes passing tracks,
station upgraces, central-
ized.traffic control and an
intermodal stztion in
Millbrae that seamlessly
connects Caltrain with the
BART system. The world
is changing ar.d Caltrain is
changing witk. it.

“Nine-to-Zfive just
doesn’t dc it anymore.
Peoplz are werking
flexibe schedulesand
telecornmuting to balance
the demar.ds of work and
personal lives and to avoid

difficult commvates,” said
Mike Scanlor,, executive
director for Ca train. “With
the completion of the CTX
project, Caltrain will be
able to offer commuters
greatly improved _
scheduling flaxbility with
local, skip-stop and Baby
Bullet express service.”

Caltrain is lzying the
groundwork for the Baby
Bullet express service with'
morz than eight miles of
new track currently being
installed in kev locations
between San Francisco and
Brisbane, in Redwood City
and in Sunnyvale. Slower-
moving local trains will
run on these tracks, while
Baby Bullet express trains
pass them on the main
tracxs.

Some wood, but
primarily concrete, ties are
replacing aging ties, some
that have beer in the
ground for nearly one
hundred years. Caltrain
work crews are also
replacing older jointed rail
with continuous welded
rail all along the corridor.

These basic improvements

to the existing track will
crezte & smoothe:,
quieter ride on Caltrain.
In addition, Caltrain is
installing a remote signal
system, known as CTC,
which allows dispatchers
to control train operations
remotely. This allows
trains greater operating
flexibility ard prevents
delays that ar:se when
trains must slew down or

stop before switching
between one track and
another. This is key to the
operation of a new express
service, because more

-switching will be required

for the local trains as they
move to the new tracks to
make way for the Baby
Bullets.

The build-out will
continue as Caltrain adds
third and fourth tracks in
other key areas along the
right of way creating four
continuous tracks between
San Francisco and San Jose
over the next two decades.
Caltrain has already
received the seed money

* to begin developing pre-

dictive arrival technology
at each of its train stations
and is installing visual
messaging boards at
another 10 stations in the
next year.

With the advent of
electrification, Caltrain
will further improve its
operating efficiency, ‘
increasing the number of
trains and operating quieter,
environmentally sensitive

trains at higher speeds.

The November 2004
ballot will mark a mile-
stone in the development
of high-speed rail in
California. If voters
approve funding for the
HSR project, not only will
Caltrain passengers have
access to these trains, but
Peninsula residents also
will benefit through
money earmarked for
improvements to the
Caltrain corridor in the
HSR bill.

By 2010, Caltrain will
have seen more change
than it has in its entire 140

years of service. CTX work

in San Francisco and
Millbrae is nearly complete,
two miles of new track can
be seen by passengers on

* trains passing through the

Bayshore station, and
BART and Caltrain are
preparing to begin
passenger service to the
new Millbrae Intermodal
Station. ‘

The work isn’t done
yet, but Caltrain is staying
on track for the future

SFO’s Master Plan

The Master Plan
construction program is
complete at San Francisco
International Airport. The
program includes SFO’s
new BART station, the 2.5
million square-foot
International Terminal, the
AirTrain automated people
mover, new entrance road-
ways and parking facili-
ties, a consolidated rental
car center, expanded cargo
facilities and the world’s
first fully-accredited
museum in an airport.

A BART station at the
front door of the
International Terminal
now provides direct access
to SFO for San Francisco
and East Bay passengers.
It takes 29 minutes from
downtown San Francisco
to SFO by train.

SFO'’s International
Terminal is 2.5 million
square feet in size — the
equivalent of 35 football
fields — and houses 24
gates. Increased baggage
handling capabilities and
expanded U.S. customs
facilities expedite passen-
ger traffic. The new
International Terminal
features twice the amount
of ticket counter space as
the old International
Terminal, 147,000 square
feet of retail space and a
$10 million art collection.

SFO’s AirTrain serves
nine stations throughout
the airport. AirTrain
operates 24 hours every
day, providing convenient

BAY AREA
AnQuatnry

El

Fuxp ron

and frequent service
throughout the airport and
allows for fast, easy travel
between airport terminals,
parking garages and the
Rental Car Center.

SFO’s Master Plan
provided new parking
facilities — including 3,200
new parking spaces in two
garages adjacent to the IT
and two new employee
garages with 5,000 spaces.

New entrance road-
ways connect Highway
101 to SFO. The three-level
interchange separates .
domestic and international
passenger traffic before
entering the airport,
delivering travelers directly
to their terminal while
reducing traffic on the
airport’s roadways.

Travelers now have
one-stop shopping with
the five-story rental car
facility on the airport
grounds. The facility is one
of the nine stops on the
AirTrain system.

The San Francisco
Airport Commission
Aviation Library and Louis
A. Turpen Aviation
Museum feature a large
collection of commercial
aviation artifacts. The
library and museum house
thousands of publications
on commercial aviation
and a collection of artifacts

related to the history of air

transportation and SFO.
For more infromation

about SFO, please visit

www.flysfo.com.

FREE
RIDES

On Saturday, June 21,
BART will offer free rides
on its new San Francisco
Airport line between
3 and 8 pm.

Riders wishing to tour
the new line and its
facilities will be able to
ride free between the new
South San Francisco
Station and Millbrae, or
into the BART Airport
Station, making all station
stops. 4

BART will provide a
regular Saturday train
schedule on the new line,
in advance of regular
service start-up June 22.

All of the new stations.
on the BART/SFO line
will be open and ready
for exploring. They are:
the South San Francisco
Station, located on
El Camino Real between
Costco and the Kaiser
Hospital; the San Bruno
Station, located at the
Tanforan Shopping
Center; the Millbrae
Station, located on
Millbrae Avenue between
Highway 101 and
El Camino.

BART suggests that
those people coming from
San Francisco or the East
Bay purchase an excursion
ticket for $4, which will
give them a round trip
from anywhere on the

- system.

For further information,
call one of the following
numbers:

From San Mateo, call
(650) 992-2278

From San Francisco, call .
(415) 989-2278

From Oakland, call
(510) 965-2278 .

From Contra Costa &
Eastern Alameda County,
call (925) 676-2278
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BART TAKES YOU TO A HOST OF
BAY AREA ATTRACTIONS

Since it first opened for
service over 30 years ago,
the San Francisco Bay Area
Rapid Transit system, '
known throughout the
world as BART, has trans-
ported almost two billion
people over, under, and
around the spectacular
landscape of the Bay Area.

Now, with the June 22
opening of its new, long-
awaited line to the San
Francisco International
Airport, it will be even
more effortless than ever

‘before to see the many
wonderful attractions the
Bay Area has to offer.

A traveler coming into
the San Francisco airport
will be able to hop
onboard one of the sys-
tem’s sleek, silver trains
and be whisked to the
heart of San Francisco in a
matter of minutes, or to
the East Bay, or south to
Millbrae where they can
make an easy connection
with Caltrain to head
south to San Jose, or board
a SamTrans bus for local
service.

The fare from the
airport to any one of the
four downtown San
Francisco stations will
just be $4.70. Compared to
other modes of transporta-
tion, it is one of the best
bargains in town.

Serving four counties
— Alameda, Contra
Costa, San Francisco and
San Mateo — across 104

miles of double track and
traversing the bay through
its famous Transbay Tube,
the BART system provides
access to over 3,000 retail
outlets, two major sports
complexes and numerous
theatres, restaurants, parks
and museums.

Coming up from the
Powell Street subway
station to Market Street,
one of the first things a
visitor will see is one of
San Francisco’s fabled

" cable cars. It turns around

on an old fashioned
turn-table at the foot of
Powell for its climb back
up the hill. This turn
around ritual in itself
is worth taking a few
minutes to watch. Two
blocks up is Union Square,
the home of the landmark
St. Francis Hotel and a
grand shopping mecca
that includes Macy’s and
Neiman-Marcus, along
with many other hotels,
stores and shops.
Continuing a trip on
the cable car will take one
over the hill and down to
Fisherman’s Wharf. From
there it’s an easy walk to
Pier 39, and then on down

. the Embarcadero to the

Ferry Building for a 20
minute ride across the bay
to Sausalito or Larkspur.
At the foot of
Market Street, BART’s
Embarcadero Station
makes a good jumping-
off point to head for

Oakland’s Rockridge
shopping area, which
includes antique shops,
bookstores, restaurants
and sidewalk cafes.
Excursion rides on
BART are another option.
For $4, one can travel
anywhere on the system
for three hours, and return
to the station they entered.
Back in San Francisco,
a three block walk south of
Market from either the
Montgomery or Powell
Street Stations will get you
to a whole new world of
attractions. They include,
the famed San Francisco
Museum of Modern Art,
whose building itself is
an architectural master-
piece. Inside, you'll not
only, find major art
-exhibits, but a colorful gift
shop and book store.

Just down the street is
Sony’s Metreon, the
embodiment of a
virtual futuristic world,
and Yerba Buena Gardens.
One block over is Moscone
Center, San Francisco’s
primary venue for conven-
tions and trade shows.

Of course, this run-

.~down only touches on a-.-

few highlights of places to
go and things to do in San
Francisco. The list goes

on and on. But one thing is
certain. BART can be a
great way to get visitors
directly to many of

the colorful places the

Bay Area has to offer.

'San Bruno Station Ready to
Join BART System

The San Bruno station
is one of four transit
stations on a new BART
line connects San Francisco
and the airport to transit
links that encircle the
greater Bay Area. .

After an initial flurry
of potential designs,

San Francisco-based
architectural firm Greg
Roja & Associates, Inc.
drafted two proposals to
address more of the
physical, environmental
and aesthetic concerns for

. the building. The present

plan developed as a result
of an effort to reflect the
asymmetries of the site.

An atrium forms the
major element in the
design, capped with a
barrel-vaulted roof.
Centered directly above
the platform is the atrium.
A lower barrel-vaulted
roof structure intersects
the atrium and forms the
circulation areas down to
the platform level. Curved,
delta trusses reinforce the
barrel-vaulted ceiling and
give the scheme a Victorian
flavor, reflecting the site’s
“historical location.

The San Bruno BART
Station is located on
Huntington Avenue, just
north of 1-380, adjacent to
the Tanforan Park
Shopping Center. To the
east lies a residential
neighborhood buffered
from the station to a
degree by Huntington
Avenue. Neighborhood
riders will enter the station
from this “kiss-and-ride”
side. The northwest
portion of the site opens to
a new “civic” plaza, which

will form a link to the
Tanforan Shopping Center,
a new San Bruno Police
station, the BART parking

. garage and a SamTrans
terminal directly to the
north.

The shopping center
will be linked by a bridge
that rises above the
existing mall loading
areas. The police station is
a two-story structure
encompassing 30,0000
square feet of space that
will house BART and San
Bruno police. The four-
level BART garage, located
on the Sneath Lane side of .
the station, will house over
1,200 cars and will be
linked to the station by a
canopy structure. Nine
bus bays will form the
SamTrans terminal.

Unique to the site is the
presence of two 15-foot
square murals placed on
the north and south ends
of the station. Artists
Gordon Huether and
Christine Stone, the
principals of Gordon
Huether + Partners, were
selected to receive the
$400,000 Public Art
Award in a nationwide
competition. The duo
designed the placement of
a ribbon of red-colored
glass that flows out of each
mural and wraps around
the station from end
to end. ‘

“We feel that the art by
Christine and Gordon fits
just right,” says Greg Roja,
principal of GR&A, Inc. “It
doesn’t fight the building;
it looks like it’s part of the
design. Artwork is usually
applied after the fact, but

BART.TO VEGAS .°
More Non Stops From SFO:, .
Stay in Styte on the Strip

| BART TO HAWAII
Daily From SFO & Oakland

BART ‘TO MEXICO -
Call'For 2 - 7-Night Packages

To Al These Destiniations_*: ;
HOLIDAY EXPRESS |
800-424-9949

CST#1008043-40

‘]uglc..\' All Yl\

- Not combinable with other SMA AirportParki

or-Information and Directions, call: T

" OR Visit

1 us about. ow

SHEH WWAW.SMAITpor(y

requent Parker ¢

the glass murals they
designed had become an
integral part of the building.”

On March 15, 1997, the
American Institute of
Architects (AIA) conferred
a Certificate of Merit to the
firm for the design of the
San Bruno BART station.
By the year 2010, BART
patronage at the San
Bruno Station is expected
to reach 9,800 riders daily.

Greg Roja & Associates,
Inc. is an award-winning
architecture, landscape
and urban design firm
based in San Francisco. In
1992, the Eye International
named Roja the “most out-
standing Filipino-
American in the field of
architecture.” In 1983, one
of his projects - the staff
housing for the U.S.
Embassy in Manila,
Philippines — was given
the AIA Merit Award for
Excellence in Design.

GR&A, Inc. has done
work in several parts of
the Bay Area, including
the Pier F “hub and
thumb” expansion for
United Airlines, San
Francisco International
Airport Boarding Area
“A” with architectural firm
Gerson/Overstreet; Pier .
1/2 Ferry Terminal for the
Port of San Francisco and
the Embarcadero Roadway
Project with ROMA
Design Group.

Roja is also committed
to the Filipino-American-
business community. He
is one of a few Filipinos
who advocates for the
utilization of businesses
owned by Filipinos.

i
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Brakes
Doors

Couplers

bus market.

to the Bay Area.

from driving

WABCO

TRANSIT GROUP
A Wabtec company .

Proud supplier of couplers, doors, air
conditioning and current collectors to BART.

Supplier of equipment systems for rail transit
applications throughout North America:

Air Conditioning
Current Collectors

Also, a supplier of bus doors for the transit

CONGRATULATIONS to BART
on their SFO Extension

Congratulations to the Bay Area Rapid Transit
District, in cooperation with the San Mateo
County Transit District, and the San Francisco
International Airport, on the opening of the new
BART stations in South San Francisco, San Bruno,
Millbrae and the San Francisco International
Airport, providing more commute options for San
Mateo County residents, employees and visitors

The Alliance, San Mateo County’s Transportation
Demand Management Agency, IE>rovides a vari-
ety of programs to help you ma
cr our car as a solo driver, to trying
other types of transportation options, such as
BART, Caltrain and SamTrans services or van-
pooling and carpooling, just fo name a few.

For potential riders to BART, there are Alliance .
programs that can help you make that change to

C ongf"atilldt'io;is BART (md all contributors

for this outstanding achievement!

S - HN TB va})ora-rio;i;‘desigiié;f
“ i of BART SFO Extension .

e the change

“Programs.

"

trying BART and other public transit alternatives,
by utilizing the Alliance’s Try Transit Program. It's
easy! Just go fo www.commute.org and click on
You can order tickets on-line under

“Free Transit Tickets,” or call 650-588-8170 and
request information be mailed to you.

The Alliance also provides free shuttle service
from a number of BART and Calirain stations to
participating employer worksites throughout San
Mateo County. For more information on the '
Alliance Shuttle Program, go to
www.commute.org and click on “Shuttle Info” for
routes and schedlﬂe information.

PENINSULA
TRAFFIC
CONGESTION
RELIEF

ALLIANCE

www.commute.org
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COMPLETED AND OPERATING

The last of the 57 sections of the tube — tube #23 — was
launched and placed just east of Yerba Buena Island in April
1969, meeting the required schedule. Track laying, electrifi-
cation and installation of train control equipment and venti-
lation were completed by early 1973.

On August 10, 1973, the first powered, automatically
controlled non-revenue train made the first round trip
through the tube. Beginning in 1973, the tube was used reg-
ularly as a testing ground for shuttling trains back and forth
for BART’s San Francisco service, although passengers were
not permitted to ride the trains pending authorization by the
California Public Utilities Commission.

On the morning of September 16,1974, a seven-car train
(Train #101 - Lead car #237) departed Hayward Yard at 4:52
a.m. This train made all stops between Fremont and its des-
tination of Daly City. The Train Operator was Isaac
Rodrigues of Hayward. Today, #237 is still in service, with
one minor modification. In December 1980, after minor sur-
gery, #237 (A-car) became car #3809 (B-car) and has logged
on 50,904 hours. o

It was reported that over 6,000 persons rode BART

b

trains through the Transbay Tube on opening day of service.

A toast to success was taken by Transbay tube workers Don Hughes
(L) and Shad Wilson (R) in the middle of Section #23 of BART's
Transbay Tube. The table, candle and holder, plus the champagne were
in place when the watertight bulkheads at the ends of the tube section
were removed. The reservation sign held the table for Don and Shad.

December 16, 1995 May 2, 1936

First day of revenue
service at the North
Concord/Martinez
Station, the first new

February 24, 1996

Opening day of the
new Colma Station
marking the first

step in connecting

1976. Airport.

0

In 1969 BART h

BART engineers demonstrate trains operating
under the Advanced Automatic Train Control
(AATC) system. AATC converts the U.S. military’s
radio position locating technology, which was

station to open since | BART with the successfully used during the Persian Gulf conflict

the Embarcadero San Francisco in tracking equipment and troops, to pinpointing

Station opened in International a speeding BART train to within 15 feet of its
location — including inside the Transbay Tube.

December 7, 1996

Official opening of the
new Pittsburg/Bay
Point Station complet-
ing a 7.8-mile segment
of the Pittsburg/Antioch
Extension from the
Concord Station.

eld an open house on both sides

May 10, 1997

The new 14-mile
Dublin/Pleasanton
and Castro Valley
extension officially
opens bringing
into operation a
total of 95-miles to
the BART system.

of the bay. The
public was invited to walk through two sections of the transbay tube.
It was reported that the number of people in line for the tour
reached one-mile.

September 16, 1999

Transbay Tube
celebrates 25th
anniversary. A
celebration was
held at the 12th
Street/City Center
BART Station.

TRANSBAY TUBE

PATRONAGE

Since Start of Revenue Service, September 16, 1974

Calendar
Year

1974*
1975
1976
1977
1978
1979
1980
1981
1982
1983
1984
1985
1986
1987
1988
1989
1990
1991
1992
1993
1994
1995
1996
1997
1998
1999
2000
2001
2002
2003
as of 3/2004

Total:

Percent

Transbay Total of Total

3,967,995 12,987,525 30.6
13,618,777 31,088,619 43.8
13,837,648 34,023,973 40.7
15,516,144 35,715,462 43.4
18,491,468 41,665,638 44.4
10,831,665 31,719,932 341
20,376,396 45,275,848 45.0
24,673,582 20,215,531 491
27,609,402 54,076,603 51.0
28,140,583 55,519,453 50.0
29,772,230 59,768,054 498
30,257,359 61,413,406 49.3
27,554,523 56,350,078 48.9
27,591,443 56,707,239 48.7
28,448,119 58,810,443 48.4
33,144,638 65,938,979 50.3
34,190,517 71,225,552 48.0
34,613,739 72,355,298 47.8
35,052,109 73,753,340 475
35,126,525 73,519,400 47.8
34,589,636 72,471,562 47.7
34,540,305 71,792,660 48.1
36,005,188 74,172,922 48.5
36,041,971 75,130,866 48.0
37,829,619 79,346,851 41.7
35,192,885 72,327,073 48.7
40,520,064 81,498,399 50.0
39,164,169 80,101,926 49.9
36,292,099 74,577,640 49.7
35,418,598 73,863,973 48.5

8,815,418 19,510,180 45.2

886,505,820 1,828,033,556 485

* 4 mos. only

i SAN FRANCISCO

VENTILATION STRUCTURE

SAN
FRANCISCO

EMBARCADERO g

MONTQOMERY 3T,

June 25, 2002

BART voted to move
forward to seek voter
approval in November
2002 for a $1.050 bil-
lion General Obligation
(GO) Bond issue to
fund a critical seismic
retrofit program.

F ceneraL pLan

September 27, 2002

officials, project consultants and

BART gave an inaugural train ride to

members of the media under its newly
developed AATC system from the Bay
Fair Station to the Lake Merritt Station.
The next phase of the project will be to
complete installation from the East Bay
to Daly City (through the Transbay Tube).

h_f/ Q\_/L_. —
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BART TRANSBAY TUBE FACTS:

QAKLAND VENTLAT

STRUCTURE L n-
S ; - ey
=g, OAKLAND WEST =
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Basic Structure;

The longest underwater rapid transit

tube in the world in service today.

Route:

From underneath the Ferry building
in San Francisco across the floor of
the bay to the old Oakland mole are
which was used by Southern Pacific.
This was the route used by ferry
boats between San Francisco and
Oakland.

Length:

3.6 miles in tube; 6 miles overall,
including San Francisco and
Oakland approaches.

Depth of Tube:

Deepest point, 135 feet below
surface of bay; entire line back filled
in trench.

Outer Dimension:

Each double-barreled section — 48
feet wide, 24 feet deep, with an
approximate displacement of 10,000
tons. :

Fabrication:

Fifty-seven (57) sections of tubular
steel and reinforced concrete, each
averaging 330 feet in length.

Concrete:

Each tube section was towed to a
nearby dock where about 70,000 sq.
ft., or 4,200 cu. yds., of concrete was
poured to form the 2.3 ft. thick
interior walls and track bed.

SAN FRANCISCO
VENTILATION
STRUCTURE

* How Positioned:
Each section built and sealed at a
local shipyard, floated into line and
placed in a trench on floor of bay.

¢ Dredging & Cover:
Approximately 5.7 million cu. yds.
of bay floor was dredged to create
a trough into which the sections of
the tube were laid; 1.3 million cu.
yards was used as a back fill.

o Utilities:

Center duct for ventilation and util-

ity lines.

¢ Financing:
Toll revenues from San Francisco
bay bridges.

¢ Cost of Project:
$180 million (1970 dollars).

¢ Travel Time:
Embarcadero BART Station, San
Francisco, to Oakland’s 12th
Street/City Center BART Station
— 12 minutes.

¢ Completion Dates:
The 57th section in place, April,

1969; first revenue train, September

16,1974,

7 .- Published by =
““BART Media and Public Affairs * *

800 Madison Streer -
Oakland, CA 94607

VENTILATION
STRUCTURE

|

OAKLAND

o
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November 6, 2002

The $1.050 billion GO Bond issue
failed to secure the two-thirds
voter approval, it in fact, was a
very close vote (64.5% voted
yes) an indication that there is
wide support to upgrade BART's
infrastructure to withstand a
major earthquake.

June 22, 2003

BART officially opens
line into to the San
Francisco International
Airport. Adding four new
stations and 8.7-miles of
track for a total of 104-
miles and 43 stations to
the BART system.

I B

OAKLAND WEST STATION

GENERAL PROFILE

September 16, 2004

Transbay Tube
celebrates 30th
anniversary.
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BART’S TRANSBAY TUBE

ince first opening the Transbay Tube for revenue
service on September 16, 1974, more than
886,505,820 patrons have made the 3.6-mile
underwater trip. Overall, 1,828,033,556 patrons
have been carried over $19.2 billion miles by
BART trains since initial start-up on September 11, 1972.
Today, about 48.5 percent of Transbay peak hour travel
is handled by BART through the tube.

FASCINATING HISTORY
The concept of an under-the-San Francisco Bay tube has
been around for many years, In October 1920, Major
General George T.
Goethals, the builder
of the Panama Canal,
made public his proposal
for building such an
underwater tube “in
order to solve the acute
transportation problems
facing San Francisco and
East Bay communities,”
as the story in a
San Francisco newspa-
per stated. The align-
ment of Goethal’s pro-
posed tube is almost
exactly the same as
BART’s Transbay Tube.
Some 20 years after
Goethals’ proposal was
unveiled, a joint Army-Navy Commission in 1947 issued a
report recommending that an underwater tube be built in
order to relieve the automobile congestion, which was
already occurring on the San Francisco-Oakland Bay
Bridge, after the bridge had been open for only ten years.

b —EP=

(g

The joint commission’s proposal called for two bores to
carry electric trains going in each direction, as compared to
Goethals’ proposal, which envisioned a two-level tube to
accommodate automobiles, trucks and trains. It must be
remembered that General Goethals’ proposal was made
before the bridge was a reality.

BART’s Transbay Tube has been acknowledged the
world over as one of history’s most outstanding civil engi-
neering achievements. Stretching 3.6 miles along the floor of
the San Francisco Bay between Oakland and San Francisco,
the tube is the vital link in the BART system. It is both the
longest and — at its maximum of 135 feet below the surface
— the deepest vehicular
tube in the world in serv-
ice today.

Beginning in 1959, six
years before the start
of construction, seismic
studies were conducted
and soils data obtained
to aid in design and
alignment decisions.
Although the tube does
not cross an active
geologic fault, special
provisions were made in
the design to make the
tube flexible to absorb
earthquake shocks. One
such provision was to
cushion the tube, shore
to shore, in a trench of soft soil, gravel and mud. Another was
to attach the tube to its terminal buildings at either end with
flexible connections, akin to giant universal joints, which
allow for movement of several inches up or down, in or out,
and sideways.
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Here’s how to hold a “ground” breaking ceremony for an “under-
water” construction project. In 1966, a dredge brought up the first
of more than 5.7 million cubic yards of bay bottom materials
removed to accommodate BART’s Transbay Tube. Dignitaries
watched from the deck of a Bay excursion boat.

DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION
Parsons Brinckerhoff-Tudor-Bechtel, BART’s general engi-
neering consultants, were charged with design and construc-
tion management of the total project. The plan was to build
the tube in sections, 57 in all, each averaging 330 feet in length,
longer than a football field. These were fabricated on dry-land
shipways, at the Bethlehem Shipyards in South San Francisco,
from which they'were launched, towed into the bay, and sunk
in their proper positions. .

The tube sections resemble huge binoculars in cross-sec-
. tion, 24 feet high and 48 feet wide, with trackways in each bore

was $90 million for the tube’s basic structure. With an addi-
tional $90 million for ventilation structures at either end, 2.8
miles of aerial and subway approaches in Oakland and San
Francisco, trackage, final finish work and electrification, the
full cost of the project was $180 million in 1970 dollars.

The contract called for a demanding two-and-a-half year
schedule for completion of the basic structure. This meant
maintaining a pace of building and placing two tube sections
per month. Subcontracts were let and soon an army of welders
set to work fabricating the steel skin of the sections at the
Bethlehem Shipyards.

First came the tube shell, constructed from 3/8-inch steel
plate and reinforced with steel T-beams set six feet apart. The
inside of the completed shell was then laced with steel rein-
forcing bars for concrete. After a section was completed and
watertight bulkheads placed at each end, it was launched from
the shipways and towed to a nearby dock. Here, about 70,000
square feet, or 4,200 cubic yards of concrete was poured to
form the 2.3 foot thick interior walls and track bed.

The first of the 57 sections was launched in February of
1967. Barely buoyant after the addition of the concrete, it was
towed gingerly out to its assigned position. There it was
weighted with 500 tons of gravel ballast placed in bins on top
of the section, and slowly lowered into place. Final weight of
each section is approximately 10,000 tons.

Meanwhile, excavation of the trench was progressing. For
this job, the contractors had assembled a small navy of spe-
cialized vessels and clamshell dredges to cut a ditch in the bay
floor 70 to 100 feet deep, sloping to a 60-foot wide bottom, in
all, the contractors removed about 5.7 million cubic yards of
material, a considerable earth-moving job even on land, much
less 135 feet beneath the water’s surface.

TRANSBAY TUBE CROSS-SECTION
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In February 1967, the first of the 57 sections used in BART’s Transbay Tube was launched like a ship. The sections were towed to a nearby
dock, where 4,200 cubic yards of concrete were poured in to the interior to form the 2.3 foot interior walls and track bed.

At the same time, surveyors worked around the clock with
construction crews to keep the trench precisely aligned
through two horizontal and six vertical direction changes.
Using lasers from shore positions, engineers were able to pin-
point the exact position required for the dredge barges.

To permit leveling of the tube to exact specifications, the
engineers specified that a two-foot layer of gravel bedding be
placed along the entire length of the trench. This required
some special ingenuity. To place and level the gravel, the con-
tractor specially designed a large “screened barge” 85 feet
wide, 240 feet long and floating 44 feet high on pontoons.
Installed on top was a traveling bridge which carried the

Lowering a tube section in zero-visibility deep water com-
pounded the challenge. Engineers met this challenge by devis-
ing a sensitive system of hydraulic controls and strain gauges,
permitting operators to monitor the weight on all four corner
connections at once and thus keep the giant sections level dur-
ing descent. This equipment was so sensitive the contractor
could control the longitudinal and transverse position of the
sections to within an inch.

From shore positions, surveyors were able to get an exact
fix on each tube’s required alignment before lowering sections
into place. This was done through the use of a specially devised
optical plumb line centered from a temporary lookout tower on

v . * = .

Late in 1968, here’s how work was progressing on BART's Transbay

. . > Rl
# B

el

Tube, when about three miles of tube was in place.

hydraulic rams to draw the new section tightly against the old
section. Once this linkup was completed, a barge-mounted
crane packed gravel and stone against the sides of the section
to lock it in place. An additional five-foot layer of sand and
gravel provides a top protective blanket.

Once the sections were joined and sealed by a neoprene
rubber gasket around the rim, water trapped between the end
bulkheads were bled off. Hydrostatic pressure then exerted
enough force to keep the seal tight. Later the bulkheads were
removed from inside the structure, and permanent steel con-
nections welded into place. Concrete was added to complete

lowered into position, completing the connection
between Oakland and San Francisco.

from both ends, and house train control equipment. On the
San Francisco side of the bay, the massive ventilation
structure is a caisson located approximately 450 feet offshore
and protruding 25 feet above the surface. At this point, the
Market Street subway joins the tube at a depth of about 80
feet. Today one of San Francisco’s major restaurants is located
on top of the ventilation structure near the San Francisco
Ferry Building.

‘CATHODIC PROTECTION SYSTEM

To prevent corrosion of its steel skin from salt water

.o X . machinery for funneling gravel to the floor, and for moving a  the tube section itself. Divers were used to help guide the tubes the joint construction. i i i
to carry trains in each direction, and are separated by an EXHAUST mnery . . &8 M ” g . .. L . Pg ) eleF trolysis, the t,u be employs a cathqd ?C protection system.
enclosed central corridor for pedestrian access, ventilation AR 5 box-like leveling device called a “screed. into position for coupling to the preceding section. The 366-foot This system consists of a series of positively charged anodes
and utilities ’ EN ~ barge was furnished with two decompression chambers into VENTILATION STRUCTURES placed about 250 feet off both sides of the tube. Each anode is
Construction began in the mid-1960s as a joint venture of 5 - TUBE REPLACEMENT which the divers could move promptly upon surfacing, Ventilation structures on both sides of the bay act as the connected to the tube by armored cable. The steel surface of
four large contractors — Peter Kiewit Sons’ Co.; Raymond TUNNEL Once the trench was ready, another specially designed rig had Once in place, each new section was snuggled tightly terminal points for the tube. Through them, air is drawn into  the tube, being negatively charged, attracts the positive ions,
International, Inc.; Tidewater Construction Corp '.;m d Healy- ' to be built to lower the heavy tube sections into place. It con-  against the previous one by means of four 50-ton railroad type the tube and expelled as trains pass to and from. Also, four  thereby preventing corrosion. Calcareous deposits built up on
Tibbitts Cons,truc.t’ion Co. This was the consortiu'r’n that oper- sisted of two barges, connected by means of overhead couplers, hydraulically operated. The procedure was to lower huge fans, each nine feet in diameter, clear the air in the tube  the tube skin, over an estimated 15-year period, will offer a
ated under the name Trelns-Bay Constructors. Their low bid A “bridges,” separated just enough to nestle a floating tube sec- the new section into line about two feet away from a tub sec- in case of an emergency. Portions of the ventilation structures  protective coating and lessen the cathodic protection current
’ ) ™ 710 | tion between them. tion already in place, engaging the couplers, then activating the also serve as substations to feed traction power into the tube requirements.
]B q RT ’ S October 17,1920 | January 1947 June 1957 November 1957 | April 1962 May 1962 | February 1967 | April 1969 June 1971 | September 11,1972 | January 29, 1973 | May 21, 1973 August 10, 1973 November 5, 1973 September 14, 1974 | September 16, 1974 January 17, 1974 April 15,1979 | September 14, 1984 | September 16, 1984 November 15, 1989 September 16, 1994 | October 16, 1995
General George | Joint Army-Navy | California District officially | San Mateo | Marin The first Last section Last of BART opened first | Richmond- Concord line First non-revenue Service begun Ceremonies First train in regular revenue | A train caught fire in the Transbay | Transbay Tube | Celebration of 10 First decade of service. | BART's Transbay Tube Transbay Tube BART’s new train schedule goes
TRANSBAY W. Goethals, commission Legislature activated with County County section of the | (Section #23) system'’s 26 miles of system | Berkeley line opened, adding train traveled though | between inaugurating service to operate in the Tube which resulted in the tube reopened for | years of service More than eight times | reached a record high of celebrates 20th into effect. The new schedules will
Panama Canal recommends approves first Directors’ officially officially Transbhay of the mainline between Fremont opened, adding 17-miles between | the Transbay Tube Montgomery Street | service in the Transbay Tube departed closing for 12 weeks and the revenue at Powell Street the population of the 228,480. Thousands of anniversary with add five trains, increasing the
TUBE building, action for transit | creation of meeting. withdraws | withdraws | Tube was Transbay rail set and MacArthur 11-miles to the MacArthur Station | from East Bay to Station and Daly City | Transbay Tube held | Fremont Station at 6 a.m. launching of a major fire safety service. Station. State of California or commuters switched to an anniversary number of trains during peak hours
transhay tube line beneath five-county from from the placed in Tube was into place | Stations. system. and east Contra Montgomery Street | Station, bringing into | at Powell Street This was Train #101, with program systemwide including over 195 million pas- BART to get to and from party and special | to 50 from 45 and increasing the
CHRONOLOGY plan proposed. waters of San Bay Area District. District. position. placed into on the Costa County. Station, averaging 70 | operation a total of | Station. A-Car #2317 as the lead car the refurbishing of the entire fleet sengers have been work after the October 17 | Tube tour. frequency of trains operating
Francisco Bay. Rapid Transit position. Contra mph westbound and | 63.5-miles of the of this seven-car train. of BART transit cars with fire carried through the -earthquake that rocked the through the Transbay Tube to as
OF EVENTS District. Costa line. 80 mph eastbound. | 71.5-mile system. resistant materials. Transbay Tube. San Francisco Bay Area. little as 2.5 minutes from 3 minutes.
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- LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

BARTdoesn’t need all that parking

K3

. BART AN air polluter? Who
says so? The operative regional
regulator of air quality says so.

Since 1994, the Bay Area Air
Quality Management District has
been telling BART it would be a
good idea to discourage automo-
bile commuting to BART stations.

Why? Because the many thou-
sands of vehicles in station
parking lots are a concentrated
source of toxic emissions.

ART has ignored the warn-
ings. It has built more and bigger
parking lots and plans the largest
of all right here in Millbrae. Local
officials have done nothing to try
to change BART's plans.

BART's so-called need to park
3.000 cars in Millbrae is a fallacy.
The argument is that automobile
commuters won't pull off the
freeway and take BART unless
they are offered free parking at
Lhe station. Untrue.

Our two present mass transit
carriers can replace any parking
garage. About 26,000 people ride
Caltrain five days a week with
minimal réliance on cars. Sam-
Trans carries thousands more
without huge parking lots.

Between them, carrying an-
other 3,000 commuters to BART
in Millbrae would be no sweat.

The problem is that no one
ever really asked or expected Cal-
train and SamTrans to do that.
That's what BART should have
done and I-fed. to do.

Mass transit’s job is to have all
systems working together so
commuters don't have to drive.

BART doesn't need parking
for 3,000 cars. Miltbrae doesn't
need the air pollution they would
spew out.

Taxpayers don't need a bill for
millions of dollars to build some-
thing for which there is no need.

James Kelly

San Bruno
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Measure G puts Millbrae parking in the spotlight

By Diane Sussman
STAFF WRITER

MILLBRAE — What many voters in Mil-
Ibrae believe is a referendum on BART may
do nothing more than reduce the size of a

arking garage.

b Meagugreacgon Tuesday’s ballot is actually
not aboul whether the BART extension to
San Francisco International Airport will be
built in Millbrae, but over the city’s role in
providing parking to future BART riders.

“There are more misconceptions about
this initiative than you can imagine,” said
Ralph Petty, development director for the
city. who has worked with BART for years to
develop a plan for the city . ’

Much of the confusion stems from the
fact thal there are two garages planned for
the city: a 2,000-space garage built by BART
and an 800-space garage built by the city.

Millbrae is the end of an 8.2 mile BART
extension from Colma that would link BART
with Caltrain and provide BART service to
~an Francisco International Airport. In

der to alleviate gridlock in Millbrae, BART
aas agreed to provide 3,000 parking spaces
for BART riders. Although the federal gov-
ernment hasn't fully funded the project, the
federal government has authorized a .full
funding grant agreement for the pro‘j‘ec't.
said City Administrator Jim Erickson. “It's
a slam dunk,” he said. “The government
has never reneged on this type of

agreement.”

The initiative, called the Millbrae Mass
Trausportation Facility Control Act of 1997,
would prohibit “those entities” bound by
local zoning ordinances from “constructing
any facility serving users of public transpor-
tation that is larger than 3,000 square feet,
higher than 30 feet or contains more than
250 parking spaces.”

Most people, Petty said, think
the initiative is aimed at a
2,200-space BART parking ga-
rage to be located on Garden
Lane, at the current Hertz site.

In fact, if passed, the initia-
tive would have no effect on the
BART garage because BART,
like other mass transit organi-
zations, is exempt from local
zoning laws. :

What will be jeopardized by
the initiative is a second,
smaller garage ' that the city
planned to build on the west
side of El Camino Real to alle-
viate traffic congestion at Mil-
Ibrae Avenue and El Camino
Real. Unlike BART, the city is
not exempt from zoning laws.
“The whole idea was to reduce
trips,” Petty said.

The problem, Petty said, is
that many people don't under-
stand the difference between the
BART garage and the city ga-
rage. “This is not a component
of the BART station,” said Petty.
“It's about a mitigation to a
BART station by a local commu-
nity. The initiative was spon-
sored by a grassroots movement
of residents who believe a large
parking lot would ruin the aes-
thetic of the town and add to its
traffic congestion woes. “It's a
quality of life issue,” said Tom
Williams, one of the principal
organizers of the initiative. “No
one wants giant concrete build-
ings overrun with commuters
from other cities in one of the

~ “absurd,”

teo County Times

most crowded intersections in
town.” It's no wonder people
are confused by the initiative.
Even the language is Orwell-
speak. Yes on G means no on
the garage, and, by theoretical
extension, to BART. No on G
means yes to the city's plans for
a parking garage.

Although the city had not de-
termined the dimensions of the
garage, it had planned to pro-
vide 800 parking spaces. Be-
cause the spaces would help
BART meet its 3,000 parking
space requirement, BART had
offered to contribute $5.1 mil-
lion, said Petty. ,

A 250-space garage would be
Petty said. “You

~could put about 20 cars on
+ 3,000 square feet. To park 250

cars, you'd need about 30 sto-
ries and an elevator.

Furthermore, if the city
cannot build the garage, the ball
gets thrown back into BART's
court because BART still needs
to provide 3,000 parking
spaces. “BART still has an obli-
gation to mitigate traffic conges-
tion,” Petty said.

Finally, the initiative won't
stop BART from coming to Mil-
Ibrae. “Initiative or no initiative,
BART is coming,” Petty said.

EN
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JACK KNEECE

BART: Despite denials, you can
bet that backers of BART's pro-
posed parking garage on Millbrae
Ave. are sweating out Tuesday’s
election. Measure G, if approved
by Miilbrae, would ban such a
large parking structure in the
town. Passage of Measure G would
be a strong message that key Re-
publicans in Congress would not
ignore when it comes to federal
funding for the BART-SFO rail
project. BART’s funding stream is
crimped seriously already. What it
doesn’t need is another indication
that local folks deplore one of its
planned components. That’s one
obvious reason SF officials plan a
BART groundbreaking at SFO on
Monday — day before the election.



BART construction
to start in San Bruno

By Gil Davis and Ronna Abramson
STAFF WRITERS

SAN BRUNO —, Residents here will get
their first taste of BART construction
Monday when they travel on the east side
of the Tanforan Park Shopping Center.

That is where they will see workers for
{fomer J. Olsen Inc. tearing out trees and
bushes from Sneath Lane down to Forest
Lane. Laborers will also dismantle a
chainlink fence and nearby railroad
tracks.

Once the area east of Huntington
Avenue is cleared, workers will build a
new Huntington Avenue east of its pre-

~{ route. The new road will include two

s in each direction separated by a
wwidscaped median, said Dave Madden, a
BART spokesman.
" He said the present Huntington Avenue
will then be removed so BART can install
its underground tracks and a station just
cast of the Tanforan shopping mall.

The construction is some of the first
for a $1.167-billion project to extend the
BART subway from Colma to Millbrae
with a link to San Francisco International
Airport. The airport extension is sched-
uled to be completed in 2001.

BART will eventually move San
Bruno's Caltrain station to a site just
north of Interstate 380. San Bruno

- San Mateo @nuuty, @imes

Tuesday, October 28, 199

council mem-
bers recently
decided the re-
location
should be per-
manent.
Under an
agreement
with the city of

New BART station

"Relocatmg San Briino’s Huntington Ave. shghtly to the east quI allow
constructuon of a-new BART station. .

" El.Camino Real v

Huntington Ave.

" SAN'BRUNO

San Bruno,

) }

BART will

build in phases from I-380 to San
Bruno's southern border so there is no
open trench spanning the entire stretch.
This strategy is intended to preserve
parking next to the railroad tracks,
Madden said.

BART expects its board of directors to
award in December the first major con-
struction contract for the line, systems
and track work. That major construction
is expected to begin in March or April, he
said.

In South San Francisco, the same con-
tractor will be building a temporary
parking lot for the South San Francisco
Boys and Girls Club.

Madden said a 30-space parking lot is
planned immediately north of the club
with a new driveway onto A Street.

Existing parking along the east side of
the club will be temporarily lost when

RAY LARSEN — Staff
work begins sometime next year on this
section of the BART subway. Once the
subway is completed, BART will replace
some of the lost parking, leaving the club
with parking lots on both the north and
east sides of the complex.

Both the San Bruno and South City
projects are part of a $9 million contract
for utility relocation and site preparation,
Madden said. It was the first extension
contract to be awarded by BART.

BART has established a Community
Relations Department at the BART-SFO
Extension Office at 979 Broadway Ave. in
Millbrae. The public can get information
by calling {650) 689-8365.

The BART station in San Bruno will
occupy 12 acres, while the South San
Francisco station will take up 15 acres,
Madden said.
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Ibarra responds

Editor:

Just a couple of comments and
corrections regarding my candi-
date profile.

First, I do not welcome BART
with “open arms." That would be
a little overzealous for my liking.
However, I do cautiously accept
BART's expansion to SFO, and
even agree that the current route
through San Bruno is the best
that can be ¢xpected. I have, and
will gontinue to be, concerned
for the well-being of our city dur-
ing the entire construction.

Second, I do not own property
downtown. I was misunderstood
when discussing "my building,"
a new constructed office build-
ing which I designed and is
located on San Mateo Avenue. It

~curate to state that the city

4ld guide and assist the own-
ers and merchants in a concert-
ed partnership in revitalizing
the downtown.

And thirdly, I do not manage
the San Bruno Girls Softball
League. Managing one team, the
Fillies, is more than enough for
me to handle.

I would like to thank Sheri
Baker Rickman and the Sun for
the service and attention. These
were just a few clarifications
which I thought were necessary.

Ken lbarra

San Bruno Councilmember

Editor' s note: The Sun stands
by its' reporting of Ken Ibarra's
position on welcoming BART.

Editor:

I am writing in rebuttal to
some of the points made by the
p~~nonents of Measure G in Mill-

and to make some of my
Ow.. As a Millbrae resident, I
fully support the proponents'
stated objective of maintaining
the quality of life in Millbrae.

But, Measure G does not achieve
this objective. There are several
serious flaws in the proponents'
arguments for Measure G.

* Most importantly, despite the
campaign slogan to "Stop the Big
Garage," Measure G will have no
effect on what BART does. All
that this measure does is prevent
the citys' efforts to minimize the

impact of the BART extension on -

Millbrae. The 3,000-car garage
that the proponents of Measure G
rail against is going to be built,
there is nothing. that Millbrae
can do to stop it.

* Consider the alternatives of
building the 3,000 car garage
that BART will, build, and the
smaller garage that the city pro-
poses to build on the west side of
the CalTrain tracks. Either BART
and the city can build more,
smaller garages to accommodate
the demand for parking that
will come with the BART exten-
sion, or if fewer spaces are built,
then the excess will find parking
on city streets. Neither of these
alternatives is very attractive;
the first will cause even more
city commercial and residential
space to be destroyed to make
way for parking, and the second
will cause serious crowding on
city streets. We have a local
example of what happens if
BART stations are built with
inadequate parking. Before BART
was extended to Colma, there
was not enough parking at the
Daly City BART station, and the
overflow spilled onto the streets
around the station.

* The proponents' citation of a
lack of development around the
Daly City BART station is not a
relevant comparison. The Daly
City station is in a residential
neighborhood, which limited
the development potential. Fur-
ther, Daly City never really made
efforts to take advantage of
BART. Conversely, the Millbrae
BART station will be in a com-

.mercial .area and the city °

already making plans to put in
place BART-oriented develop-
ment. All of the commuters for
other communities that the pro-
ponents of Measure G seems to
object to are also potential cus-
tomers. It is possible to profit
from these commuters; the
Rockridge and Orinda stations
are two good examples.

+ The proponents claim that
BART will have an adverse effect
on the 101-Millbrae Avenue
interchange. But, in response to
the projected increase in traffic
associated with BART and the
airport expansion, significant
upgrades to the interchange are
already planned with financial
support for the airport.

« Instead of fighting a fight
against BART that we cannot
win, Millbrae needs to try and
make the most of the opportu-
nities that BART presents, and
try to minimize the adverse
consequences. The city's idea of
a smaller garage on the west
side of the CalTrain tracks
makes sense; it will reduce the
volume of traffic passing
through the already-crowded
Millbrae Avenue-El Camino Real
interchange. Further, BART has
agreed to share the cost of this
garage. Another factor to con-
sider is parking in general. If
there is not adequate parking
for the BART commuters, the
spill-over will have an adverse
effect on local business when
their customers have trouble
finding parking. It will also be
essentially impossible to gener-
ate successful commercial
development around the BART
station if there is a parking
shortage.

* My final point is one that I
have not seen raised by anybody.
Every creditable economic study
that I know of shows that ready
access to good public transit sig-
nificantly increases housing
prices. Thus, the BART extension
will provide a windfall to all

Millbrae homeowners. The city
will also benefit from this
through increased tax revenues
as property turns over.

While I agree that there are dis-
advantages to the large parking
structures proposed in conjunc-
tion with the BART extension, I
firmly believe that Millbrae will
be better off if the garages are
built than if they aren't. Please,
vote No on Measure G.

Ciaran S. Phibbs, Ph.D.
Millbrae
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Editor:

I have reviewed BART's plans for
Millbrae and feel our quality of
life in Millbrae is in great dan-
ger. BART's grandiose plan does
not fit our community. Mill-
brae's station and free garage is
so important to BART that BART
doesn't consider its impact on
the community. A five-story,
3.000-space garage and a termi-
nal bigger than three football
fields will not enhance Millbrae.

The Environmental Impact
Report for BART's plan states
that it will:

« adversely affect economic
activity and tax revenues in Mill-
brae.

* expose nearby residents to
significant noise levels. A

« create noise impacts for Lomi-
ta Park Elementary School.

» adversely affect traffic at the

sersection of El Camino Real
4 Millbrae Avenue.

Our "quick trip" to the doctor,
will not be so quick. And lights
from the garage will keep us from
ever seeing stars in the night sky.

Voting yes on Measure G will:

+ send our message to Wash-
ington that we don't want BART
to ruin our community. The fed-
eral government stated that it
will not fund a project not
accepted by the community.

« Without the garage, we will
force BART back to the drawing

- table for a plan that fits into our
little city of Millbrae.

Lets learn from BART in Colma,
Pleasanton and Fremont and not
allow the same in Millbrae.

Vote Yes on Measure G, and for
the candidates for City Council
who support Measure G.

Julie Brown, Member
Right to Vote Committee,
Yon G

Millbrae

ssidents are asieep

Editor:
Rip Van Winkle syndrome runs
rampant in Millbrae. Residents
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are sleeping through important
decisious for the forthcoming
election of Nov. 4.

As I campaign for citizens to get
out and vote, I am amazed at the
complacent attitude. This elec-
tion is an opportunity to turn
the City Council and school
boards around. Responses like "I
have no children in school, so
why vote?" Lady, school boards
are about taxes and budgets, not
education.

Let me tell a story about a beau-
tiful woman named Veronica
who came to America through
Ellis Island. Upon becoming a
citizen, she wanted to vote (bal-
lots were only written in Eng-
lish, then). Veronica learned Eng-
lish well enough to make elec-

.tion day an important occasion

as she went to the polls in the
Marina of San Francisco dressed
with hat and gloves. She voted at
all the elections until she
became too ill, then used the
absentee ballots. Veronica voted
until her death at 90.

Explain to me, why citizens do
not use their inalienable rights
to vote? Wake up, Winkles, your
city of 3-square-miles and 30,000
will be overrun with BART and
airport noise, also school boards
and city council agenda of poli-
tics as usual.

Remember, Veronica. I do every
day, for she was my mother!

Theresa Alchera Cook
San Bruno

Danger to Millbrae

Editor:

In light of the current BART
construction proposal in Mill-
brae, | consider myself and my
community's quality of life to be
in great danger. As a Millbrae
resident, I am not looking for-
ward to the construction of the
oversized BART parking garage.

In my opinion BART, with its.

grandiose construction propos-
al, simply fails to realize that the
unique community of Millbrae
cannot accommodate plans to

integrate such a facility.
As BART continues down its
ongoing path of inefficiency and

- poorly-planned extension pro-

jects, it forces communities such
as Millbrae to endure massive
traffic congestion. Doesn't BART
consider the impact this pro-
posed parking facility will have
as it invites commuters to travel
into Millbrae? Millbrae residents
will not be able to move
throughout their own town!
BART simply cannot dictate Mill-
brae's quality of life and force
them to accept greatly increased
traffic, deteriorating air and
noise pollution and becoming
an airport parking center.

I have currently become aware
of Measure G on the Millbrae
November ballot. I urge all Mill-
brae residents to carefully
review this initiative that would
limit the size of the proposed
BART parking garage. Qur com-
munity is at stake, we must vote
yes on Measure G and send BART
a message that they cannot ruin
our town.

As BART looks toward its future
Millbrae extension, I see only
one alterhative, Measure G. This-
is the only way Millbrae resi-
dents will not be inconve-
nienced by thousands of com-
muters wanting to park in Mill-
brae because we have the facility.

Betty Borjas

Millbrae -

Garage hurts
Millbrae

Editor:

BART considers its proposed
Millbrae station and parking
garage such a great idea for tran-
sit that it doesn't .even stop to
consider the effect it may have
on the community itself.

BART cannot even maintain
their facilities properly, keep
their trains running, and offer a
reasonable fare. But, the BART
logic remains, as long as it is

good for them, it doesn't neces-

sarily have to be good for the

community it wants to impose
itself on.

BART has their priorities back-
wards. A public transportation
system should have the least
impact on the community while
providing the best possible ser-
vice for the people. BART sug-
gests that the proposed station
and parking garage that will cre-
ate 3,000 parking spaces and cre-
ate a terminal larger than three
football fields can be handled by
Millbrae. This proposal is to
large for the community of Mill-
brae. Traffic will be overwhelm-
ing and residents will have to
fight the traffic every-day.

BART is breaking the golden
rule of transportation when con-
sidering such a parking garage.
The rule is to provide less parking
so that commuters don't get in
their cars to drive anywhere. Mill-
brae will turn into a parking lot if
the proposed free parking garage
is built. As a resident of Millbrae,
I see no reason why this garage
must be so big and so impacting
on our quality of life. | will vote
yes on Measure G to limit the size
of this garage and allow for less of
an impact on my city.

Is there any relief in site for the
people that must rely on BART to
plan their extension projects
without ruining unique cities,
such as Millbrae?

Thomas W. Hagerty
Millbrae
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Millbrae holds special
BART plan meeting

INDEPENDENT STAFF REPORT

- The Millbrae BART Station
Specific Plan was discussed at a -

special public meeting last
Wednesday at the Taylor Mid-
dle School Auditorium.

About 350 Millbrae residents
filled' the auditorium to

| beyond capacity for a question-

and-answer session about the
plan. _

Community  Development
Director Ralph Petty fielded
the questions after presenting
the objectives of the concept
plan.

The meeting was also attend-
ed by city staff and council,
and members of the Planning
Commission. o

The plan maps out a series of

mitigation measures to limit
harm to Millbrae's infrastruc-
ture and traffic during and
after construction of -the BART

‘station east of Highway 101 off

Millbrae Avenue. _
It includes the controversial,
city-planned parking garage on
the west-side of the Caltrain
tracks. )

Petty said most of the ques-
tions were about the garage. |
Consultant Roma Design
Group, which drafted the con-
cept plan, will take into
account suggestions from the
meeting in writing the next
draft of the plan and the plan's
draft environmental impact
report; that should take about

'10 months, Petty said.
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Pricey BART Escalators May

Not Weather Time

BART is spending $38 million to
rehab or replace 139 of its oft-bro-
ken escalators — but even as work-
ers hammer away, the question re-
mains: Will the new stairs work
any better than the old ones?

“Probably not,” one installer
told us matter-of-factly the other
day as he tinkered with the ma-
chinery at the Powell Street sta-
tion.

Knowledgeable sources cite
two key reasons:

B Many of the breakdowns are
caused by people jamming the es-

calators with coins and other small
objects, and even with new escala-

tors, that’s not going to stop.

B Many of the moving stair-
ways are outdoors. As long as
they’re exposed to rain, dust and
other elements, they’ll continue to

break down from time to time.

“They’ll never fix the problem
.. .unless they weather-protect
them with a glass canopy,” said
one architect who designs public
buildings.

BART spokesman Mike Healy
acknowledged that weather had
been “one of the biggest prob-
lems” affecting these notoriously
out-of-service escalators, but said
he hopes the new ones would

prove “more resilient.”

BART had the option a couple
of years ago of spending $2 miillion
to cover their outdoor escalators,
but at the time, officials said they
didn’t have the money.

Instead, BART has opted to

.spend $3.1 million a year trying to

keep the system running with a
staff of 28 full-time escalator and
elevator repairers.

From the looks of things, it’s
been a losing battle. '

Now, officials are betting on a
systemwide makeover of the esca-
lators — just part of a 10-year, $1
billion BART face-lift being paid
for, in part, by a 45 percent fare
hike. .

In San Francisco alone, BART
is spending $10.5 million to replace
19 of the system’s most heavily

" used escalators with the new mod-

els — ones that Healy dubs the
“Sherman Tanks” of escalators.

“These are tough babies,” said |
Healy.

For $500,000 apiece, let’s hopé
S0.
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Voters will decide
size of BART station

Election will also
fill council seats

in 13 cities in

San Mateo County

By Eve Mitchell

SPECIAL TO THE EXAMINER

San Mateo County voters will
go to the polls in November to vote
on a range of ballot measures and
to select candidates for city coun-
cils, special districts and school dis-
tricts.

Among the decisions faced by
Millbrae voters is Measure G, an
initiative on
whether to limit
a proposed
BART station’s
maximum area
to 3,000 square
feet, its height
to 30 feet and its
garage capacity
to 250 cars. Those numbers are far
smaller than the 2,200-space, four-
level garage and 165,000-square-
foot station BART wants to build
to serve as the terminus for its
airport expansion.

BART officials and measure op-

ponents say that, if the measure -

passes, it could only place local
zoning limits on a proposed 800-
space city garage that is intended
to handle the overflow from the
main BART garage. Measure G
backers disagree.

In San Carlos, voters will con-

sider Measure 1, a referendum on a
controversial development plan
approved in July by the City Coun-
cil for the abandoned Laurel movie
theater that has been dark for 15
years. The plan calls for a three-
story, 42-unit apartment complex
that would also include retail
shops.

Voters in Belmont will consider
Measure E, which would advise the
City Council to consider using pri-
vate and public funds to buy San’
Juan Canyon, a steep, rugged par-’
cel of 171 acres near Highway 92,
so it could be permanently pre-
served as parks and open space.
The privately owned land is cur-
rently zoned for residential use and
private stables.

Portola Valley residents will
vote on Measure B, which autho-
rizes an additional utility tax to
fund open space projects in the
rustic community over a four-year
period starting in July 1998,

In Colma, Measure H would ex-
tend a special property tax to help
pay for fire protection and emer-
gency response services until 2014,
The current tax expires next Octo-
ber.

Measures B and H both need
two-thirds approval from voters.

City council elections are slated
for Belmont, Brisbane, Burlin-
game, Foster City, Half Moon Bay,
Millbrae, Portola Valley, Redwood
City, San Bruno, San Carlos, San
Mateo, South San Francisco and
Woodside.

Several school board and special
district elections will also be held.
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BART extension groundbreaking

date looks less firm

]

By Ronna Abramson
STAFF WRITER

Now that it's time to break
ground for the long-awaited
BART extension to San Fran-
cisco International Airport, an-
other hitch has developed. —
when to do it.

It seems not everyone Bay
Area Rapid Transit wants to at-
tend can make the Nov. 3 event,
handpicked - by Mayor Willie
Brown'’s office without consulta-
tion with the transit agency.

“l am just real concerned

scheduling this on a Monday
precludes people from coming
here from Washington,” BART
board President Margaret Pryor
said Thursday.

In a letter mailed to Brown
Wednesday, Pryor requested a
later date, -after Congress has
ended this year’s session.

“I would not want to deprive
our House members and Sena-
tors of this deserving tribute,”
Pryor wrote.

BART and its list of attendees
were ready for the original Sept.
15 date, but Brown decided the

timing was wrong. That date
happened to coincide with a
passenger-maddening strike
against BART by three of its
unions, which began Sept. 7.

So without telling BART,
Brown announced to reporters
there would be a postponement.

Members of the U.S. House
of Representatives don’t seem
to have a problem with that date
— Nancy Pelosi, D-San Fran-
cisco, and Tom Lantos, D-San

" Mateo — are both expected to

join the hundreds of other
“close friends” of BART, the

airport and Brown.

But neither of the state’s sen-
ators can make it.

Dianne Feinstein has a “con-
flict,” while Barbara Boxer
must be in Washington because
it's the last week of the session
and year, staffers said.

erald
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BART approves pacts
with San Bruno, Millbrae

FROM STAFF REPORTS

OAKLAND — BART’s
planned extension to San Fran-
cisco International Airport took
another step forward Thursday
when BART signed off on
agreements with two San Mateo
County cities — but not without
objections from two directors.

The board unanimously ap-
proved an agreement with San
Bruno that commits Bay Area
Rapid Transit to building a
BART police facility at the San
Bruno station and requires city
approval for construction work
before 7 a.m. and after 7 p.m.
Monday through Friday, among
other things.

Directors Tom Radulovich of
San Francisco and Roy Nakade-

. gawa of Berkeley voted against a

similar agreement with Mill-
brae. :

Both cited concerns about
the 2,085-space, four-story
parking garage proposed for the
Millbrae station and displace-
ment of 202 affordable apart-
ments on Garden Lane in
Millbrae. The proposal also in-
cludes 915 parking spots in
three surface lots. :

“This is not ... enlightened
transportation planning,” Radu-
lovich said, predicting the Mil-
lbrae garage would provide free
“satellite” parking for airport
passengers taking short trips.
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Millbrae vote may hold
fate of BART extension

Zoning measure
could rule out
parking lot planned
for commuter cars
By Eve Mitchell

SPECIAL TO THE EXAMINER

MILLBRAE — Voters will con-
sider a November ballot measure
that supporters hope will force
"BART to scale down the size of a
proposed end-of-the-line terminal
for its airport extension.

Measure G calls for changing

city zoning laws to limit any public.

transit facility to no bigger than
. 3,000 square
feet, with a 30-
- foot height
limit and a
250-space
parking ga-
rage. The ini-
tiative was
placed on the
ballot through a citizens’ signature-
gathering drive.

Proponents believe a big BART
station and parking garage will
generate more traffic and gridlock
problems in Millbrae.

Opponents of Measure G, on
the Nov. 4 ballot, say the initiative
will not change BART"s plans for
its Millbrae station. Instead, they
say, it will block the city from
building an 800-space garage that
would be financed in part with
BART mitigation money. The city
garage, which is still on the draw-
ing board at this time, would be
used to accommodate overflow
BART traffic.

‘Not one iota-

The sides disagree about what
would happen to the proposed
BART station if Measure G pas-
ses.

“It will not change our plans one
iota,” insisted BART spokesman
Mike Healy, referring to his agen-
cy's plans to build a 2,200-space,

four-level parking garage and a
165,000-square-foot terminal on a
15-acre parcel on the north side of
Millbrae Avenue.

Healy said BART is a regional
transportation agency exempt
from local ordinances for the proj-
ect.

Tom Williams, one of the mea-
sure’s backers, said Healy’s view is
wrong. For example, Williams cited
BART’s compliance with San
Francisco’s domestic partners law,
which requires companies doing
business with The City to provide
the same employee benefits to gay
and unmarried couples as are pro-
vided to married couples.

“(BART) needs to abide by local
laws,” Williams said.

Council backs BART

The Millbrae City Council
backs BART’s plans for the pro-
posed station, which is part of the
transit system’s planned extension
to San Francisco International
Airport. _

“(Measure G) is not going to
stop BART,” said Mayor Dan
Quigg, a Measure G opponent. “We
just don’t want (local) zoning re-
stricted.”

Williams said Measure G sup-
porters don’t oppose a Millbrae
BART station; they just want it
smaller.

According to Williams, having
3,000 parking spaces set aside for
BART commuters would increase
traffic in Millbrae.

“(Commuters) from Menlo
Park, Belmont, San Mateo and
Burlingame, they're going to get in
their cars and drive to the end-of-
the-line BART station in Millbrae
and get on BART and take it into
San Francisco just like they now do
at Daly City,” said Williams, ad-
ding that commuters have the op-
tion of taking Caltrain instead.

“T'wo hundred and fifty
(parking) spaces serves the de-
mands of (Millbrae’s) 20,000 popu-
lation.”

Quigg argues that if the city is

prevented from building the 800-
space garage, BART commuters
will park on residential streets.

“Just because you couldn’t buile
doesn’t mean they aren’t going to
come,” said Quigg.
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City broke election codes,
G proponent claims

BY MARK SIMBORG
Staff Editor

A Millbrae resident and lead-
ing proponent of Measure G
said the city has used unsound
practices in the drafting of bal-
‘lot arguments related to the
‘measure.

Tom Williams, co-chair of the
Millbrae Right to Vote
Committee and co-drafter of
Measure G, which proposes to
limit the size of BART-related
buildings in Millbrae, sent a let-
-ter to Deputy City Clerk Mary
Lavelle last month claiming the
city’s ballot “Rebuttal to
Argument in favor of Measure
G" violates local election codes
because it was authored by dif-
ferent people than the original
argument.

The original argument is also
in violation, another letter stat-
ed, because Mayor Dan Quigg
and Councilwoman Doris Morse
used their official titles in their
signature designations.

“It's plain and simple and
right there in the elections
code,” maintained Williams.

City officials said it’s a matter
of interpretation.

Codes 9282 and 9285 (a), Wthh
Williams' identified as the ones
supporting his arguments, do
not say the city must have the

same authors for an original-

and a rebuttal argument, and
neither places restrictions on
ballot signature designations.

But according to 9282, “any

member or members of the leg-
islative body” must be autho-
rized by that body to sign the
arguments as individuals.

“In this case, there was no
authorization,” said Peter
Bagatelos, Williams’ attorney.
Quigg said he and Morse were
entitled to act as individuals
because the argument did not
go before the council for the
council’s support.

“I'm sure we could argue this"

back and forth but I think we

can act as individuals and use

the titles that we have earned,”
Quigg said.

Code 9285 states: “the persons
filing the argument in favor of

- the city measure may prepare

and submit a rebuttal argu-
ment;” but it doesn’t specifical-
ly prohibit the use of different
authors for related arguments.

County elections officials and
Millbrae legal counsel Steve
Meyers supported the c1ty 3
arguments.

Measure G, which could kill a
city-planned garage intended to
mitigate traffic on the El
Camino |/ Millbrae Ave. intersec-
tion, has been a source of con-

‘tention since an initiative for

the measure began early this
year.

Measure backers claim the 800-
car garage proposed for the
west-side of the Caltrain tracks
would invite more traffic and is
unsafe for emergency vehicles.
Supporters claim the garage is a

necessary mitigation measure:
it would prevent a traffic bottle-
neck in the intersection and,
combined with nearby street
extensions, lessen the traffic
impact of BART's large parking
facility on the other side of the
tracks. .

The Measure will be voted on
in the Nov. 4 election.
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Lobbyist group opposes station move

By Mark Adams
STAFF WRITER

SAN BRUNO — The proposed reloca-
tion of the downtown San Brune Caltrain
statlon to a spot near Interstate 380 |s
being challenged by a transportation lob-
bying group.

Leaving the station downtown perma-
nenlly would provide major economic
benefits if 1t could be linked to a planned
light-rail systerm at San Francisco Inter-
national Afrport. said Dan McNamara,
president of the Train Riders Assoclation
of California.

Thousauds of airport employees would
have quick and easy access to San Bruno
restauranis and retail establishments, he
said, and the link could also attract new
businesses, revitalizing the downtown
area.

“he statton will be at least temporartly

_ cated to the site near 1-380 in about a

year to make room f{or construction of
the BART extension to SFO.

The San Bruno City Council went on

record last month in support of the tem-
porary move and will take another look
at the issue Oct. 27 at the urg'lng of Coun-
cilman Chris Pallas, who satd Tuesday he
prefers TRAC's idea over a permanent
new site for the statton.

“It's a better possibility.” he said. “Let
the station stay where it is."

SFO, which says it can't pay for the
$70 million cost of linking the rail systein
to the 1-380 site because it's not on air-
porl property, could foot the bill for a
downtown connection under an
agreement with the City and County Asso-
ciation of Governments, McNamara said.

SFO Airport Manager John Martin
said last month that a long-studied Cal-
train link to the airport rail systemn at a
new [-380 station made the most sense of
the alternatives explored, although SFO
could not justify paying for it.

Martin was not immediately available
Tuesday to discuss funding for a down-
town San Bruno link.

McNamara sald a conneclion would
substanially increase sales tax revenuc,

“It would simply be a boon for your
city's economy.” McNamara said in a re-
cent letter to San Bruno Councilman Ken
Ibarra.

Ibarra said Tuesday thal he thinks
McNamara Is wrong. There are no indica-
tions that a downtown link to the alrpor!
rall system would increase business, he
said. and no indication that SFO would
be willing to create such a coninection in
the first place.

Ibarra said there are residences and a
school in the area that would have (o be
cousidered if the light rail system were tc
loop downtown. :

“That sile (downtown) can only sup-
port what it has now," he said.

Councilman Pallas said the 1-380 sl
is flawed and that the majority of peopl:
he has talked to want the station lef
where it is.

A light rail link could bring thousand:
of people downlown and would benefi
the city in the long termi, he satd.

"] want people to look back 50 year:
from now and say ‘they did the righ
thing.' " he said.
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Wilson
veto puts
card club
on track

By Tyler Cunningham
STAFF WRITER

COLMA — Gav. Pcle Wilson vetoed leglslation
this weekend aimed at shulting down the contro-
versial bucky Chanees club — a 820 million, 60-
table card room currently under construction
here.

The bLill, Introduced by Assemblyman Lou
Papan, D-Millbrae. originally alnied (o halt the
Lucky Chances project in mid-construction. It
was later anended (o mercly require the state (o
cousider denylpg a license (o Lucky Chances
based on its proximity (0 local cemeteries.

with the governor's veto, however, the state is
not eequired to specifically consider the cemetery
issuc when granting gabling licenses. The velo
allows Lucky Chances owners (o continue con-
struction confident that they will actuaily be al-
loweel (0 open (he casino onee it's fintshed.

Papan challesged the club. siying thal Nevada
gambling clements were dnvading the tiny lown.
He said the boisterous crowds associated wilh
gambling would disturh the contemplative atmos-
phere of the neighboring eemeleries.

Hix opponents. however, called the bill an at-
tempt by i would-be card room operator to hall
the construction under way of a conipelitor’s ca-
sino. One of the bill's main supporters was
Colma ndowner Tom Atwood. who lost his bid
10 butld his own card room when the Colma City
Council awarded the projeet 1o Lucky Chanees.

In bis press release, Wilson said Papan’s bl
wits  unnecessary in lght  of  another major

gambling bill signed into law  this
weekend. Wilson said that law. authored
by state Senate President Pro Ten Bill
Lockyer. D-Hayward. will allow the state
to address the issue of location when de-
ciding on gamnbling licenses,

Lockyer's law is a comprehensive cf-
fort to license, regulate. and oversce Cali-
fornia's $9 billion card room gambling
industry. The law. which goes into effect
in January. creates a new Division of
Gambling Control within the Department
of Justice to license and investigale card
clubs. which are allowed 1 local com-
munities after a vote of the people.

A three-member. part-time Gambling
Control Board. appointed by the gov-
ernor and confirmed by the Senate. will
review contested decisions by the divi-
ston. By Jan. 1. 1999, a five-meniber,
full-time Gambling Control Conuntssion.
also appointed by the governor and con-
firmed by the Senate. will replace the
board.

The regulation will be financed by a

per-table assessment on card rooms thai
varies with Ute size of the establishment
and 1s designed to raise $5.7 million a
year.

Lucky Chances operators. however.
have saild they may rush construction of
their card room. hoping to open a small.
five- or 10-table club before the first of
the year, when Lockyer's bill beconie
law,

By doing so, they said. thev hope (o

.avoid the possibility that provisions in

Lockyer's law might be used to denv
Lucky Chances’ gambling license.

Meanwhile, opponents continue (o
fight Lucky Chances elsewhere. Atwoud
has appealed one of his three lawsnis
aimed at stopping the club. And a group
called the Colina Historical and Preser-
valion Sociely, which consists of local
cemetery owners, including Atwood. has
requested that the state department of
Alcohol amd Beverage Control to deny
Lucky Chances' liquor license based on
its proximity (¢ local churches.
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D.C. Transit-Funding Fight
‘Sure to Affect Bay Area

By Benjamin Pimentel.
Chronlicle Staff Writer

A legislative battle brewing in

Washington could determine -

whether enough money flows into
the Bay Area to pay for big plans to
improve the region’s highway, rail
and bus systems.

The House and the Senate are

nearly $75 billion apart on how
much money to allocate for trans-

portation over the next six years.

For the Bay Area, which gets
about one-fifth of the money allo-
cated to California, that could
mean a $150 million difference
each year in how much the region
would get to maintain roads, run
buses and fix bridges.

“You can retrofit the Golden
Jate Bridge ‘with that,” said Steve
'Heminger, the Metropolitan Trans-
portation Commission’s manager
of legislative and public affairs.
“You could probably build a cou-
ple of BART stations with that.
You can fill a lot of potholes. And
that is roughly the operating bud-
get of AC Transit.”

The landmark federal law that
has helped pay for such projects as
BART's planned extension to San
Francisco International - Airport
and bike racks along Highway 101
in Marin County expired . last

month — and congressional lead-

ers can't agree on what should re-
place it.

The Intermodal Surface Trans-
portation Efficiency Act of 1991,
better known as ISTEA (pro-
nounced “ice tea”), set aside
$155 billion to improve mass tran-
sit systems, maintain the national
highway system, curb air pollution
and make roads safer.

Financed mainly from the fed-
eral gasoline tax — currently 18.3

nts per gallon — the program

2lped support about $2 billion

worth of Bay Area transportation
projects over the past six years, ac-
cording to the MTC.

Some of the region’s major
transportation goals, most notably
the $1.2 billion BART-to-SFO ex-
tension, are being financed
through ISTEA — and will need-
continued federal support
through a similar program.

Balanced Budget Fight

Late last month, the House de-
cided to postpone a decision on a
replacement by passing a bill ex-
tending the law for six months un-
til March 1998. But the Senate is’
pushing to come up with its own
bill now. The impasse may be de-
cided this month.

The dispute centers on money:
With Congress aiming for a balanc-
ed budget, states and metropolitan
areas may end up fighting over a
smaller piece of the federal trans-
portation pie. This has some Bay
Area transit officials worried, al-

diate danger of running out of
money because of the delay.

“This is about how when we go-

the pump, we pay 36 cents in tax,
and this is how half of that money
is spent,” Heminger said. “This is
about how much California is go-
ing to get in return for the taxes
we pay and how we are going to
spend that money.”

One issue is whether ISTEA
will continue to funnel money into
specific-purpose programs or
whether all the money will simply
be given to states as block grants.

For example, funds for a

$15 million project to rehabilitate

BART trains have come from a pot

meant to improve air quality by

encouraging more people to use
public transit.

Program’s Size an Issve

Another ISTEA program,
meant to improve roads and traf-
fic flow, paid for $120,000 worth of
TV cameras near major approach-

es to the Bay Bridge to help San-

Francisco traffic officials monitor
congestion. These types of projects
could be in jeopardy if the pro-
grams were canceled.

To the relief of Bay Area politi-:

cians and transit planners, the
more radical proposals for a new
law — particularly those that

would drastically cut transit fund- -

ing intended to improve air quali-
ty — have been dropped.

That’s a relief to Representa-
tive Ellen Tauscher, D-Walnut
Qreek, a member of the Congres-
sional committee dealing with the
issue. “ISTEA has been an over-
whelming success and is greatly
supported by local and state gov-
ernment because it provides them
with a lot of flexibility,” she said.

However, the House and the
Sgnate remain at odds over how
big the program should be. ‘

. The current Senate proposal
would allocate about $145 billion
over six years, while the House
version would set aside $218.4 bil-
lion. To the consternation of many
Congressional leaders, the House
proposal would breach the balanc-

ed-budget deal by about $13 bil-
lion. '

Gasoline Tux Use Debated

Part of the debate centers on
hosy federal gas tax revenues —
which go to the Federal Highway
Trust Fund used for ISTEA pro-
Jects — are supposed to be used.
Traditionally, a portion of this
amount has been used to help re-
duce the deficit.

Some congressional leaders:
want the whole amount dedicated

MORE....
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ISTEA IN THE BAY AREA

The 6-year-old federal ISTEA program, which expired last month, helped
pay for more than 430 projects in the Bay Area totaling about $500 million
over the past six years. The region expects even more money under the

still-undefined new program.

u HIGHWAY 237 UPGRADE

The Santa Clara County Traffic Au-
thority received $16 miillion to elim-
inate traffic signals and build inter-
changes on Silicon Valley’s major
east-west artery. '

a THE NEW PORT OF OAKLAND
INTERMODAL TERMINAL

Oakland received $9.4 million for
this new facility meant to accom-
modate three railroads that serve
the port. :

a BAY AREA SERVICE FREEWAY.
PATROL

The MTC and the California High-
way Patrol received $3.3 million for
this special traffic assistance group
with a fleet of 50 specially
equipped tow trucks. The patrol
roams Bay Area freeways looking

its fleet of 440 railcars.

for travelers in trouble or for road
debris that must be cleared.

m PETALUMA BICYCLE TRAFFIC
IMPROVEMENTS

Petaluma received $200,000 to in-
stall traffic signal equipment that
made it easier for bicycle riders to
commute through the city.

® BART RAILCAR
REHABILITATION

BART received $15 million to re-
place parts, reupholster and rebuild

= BART TO S.F. AIRPORT

BART is expecting $750 million

from the federal-government to pay
for the expansion project, all from

the new ISTEA. BART has received
$83 million in federal funds from  ©
the 1991 ISTEA.

to transportation.

“We tax Americans every time
they go to the gas pump, and they
believe that it’s being used for pay-
ing for new construction and
maintenance of roads — and we're
not spending that money,” Tausch-
er said. “We have to be fair to the

- American people and use the high- -
way trust fund for transportation .

instead of masking the deficit.”

Heminger said a smaller ISTEA
budget could also rekindle disput-
es among the states over how
much federal transportation fund-
ing they should get.

For example, under ISTEA,

more densely populated northeast-
ern states, such as New York and
New Jersey, received about $1.40
for every dollar each contributed
to the federal transportation fund,
while southern states like Georgia
and Alabama received only about
70 cents each.

California received $1.06 for ev-
ery dollar it contributed.

The new House proposal is aim-
ing for a more even allocation, but
transit advocates worry that this
could lead to a smaller share for
the bigger states, including Cali-
fornia.

“Our concern remains that if
there isn't an adequate level of
funding in the bills that there may
be efforts to delete programs to
compensate some of the states,” -
Heminger said.

Looldng to the Future

Some transit advocates also
criticized the MTC's support of

~ such big projects as the BART-to-

SFQO extension, which they say
could suck up many of the federal
dollars that could be used for oth-
er projects. :

“It’s a very bad situation for the
Bay Area because the MTC has de-
cided to put all of its eggs in that
project,” said Jon Twichell, a tran-
sit planner critical of the project.

Tauscher said she hopes the
House version will prevail.

“We're very pleased that we
have been able to retain the com-
ponents of the original ISTEA,”
she said. “But we have this loom-
ing problem: We're not making the
appropriate level of investments
in infrastructure.”
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Wilson’s right-of-way veto
disappoints BART officials

FROM WIRE REPORTS

BART officials bent on getting their
extension to SFO going were irked
Thursday over Gov. Pete Wilson's veto
of a bill granting them special rights to
take over a key piece of Colma land.

“We have an agreement with six of
the seven cemeteries,” BART
spokesman Ron Rodriguez said. “The
seventh is holding out.”

The skinny piece of Southern Pacific
right of way measures just 1,000 feet
by 60 feet, the spokesman said.

He said offers to construct tracks
underground and other concessions
have not moved the landowner of the
Cypress Lawn Memorial Park to sell.

Assembly Bill 176, written by Kevin
Shelley, D-San Francisco, raised hope
that the transit district could step over

curbs on eminent domain rights in ce-
meteries, but Wednesday the governor
said it would be unfair to Cypress
Lawn to change existing law in order to
solve a local dispute.

On Thursday, the San Mateo County
Transportation District directors ap-
proved the agreements with the other
six cemeteries for the northern leg of
the 8.7-mile extension project. BART
directors are scheduled to take up the
matter today, Rodriguez said, adding
that they may discuss the ongoing Cy-
press problem. The cemetery owners
have also filed a civil suit challenging
BART's environmental documents.

BART spokesman Mike Healy said
it's not clear what will happen in the
wake of this week's setback, but he ac-
knowledged the agency has to acquire
the property somehow.
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Casino foes
hope to block
liquor license

Foes say if they can't block
the December opening of a
$20 niillion cardroom in Col-
ma, they hope to at Jeast stop
gamblers from boozing near
surrounding cemeteries.

Critics of Lucky Chances ca-
sino.want the state Depart-
ment of Alcoholic Beverage
Control to deny a liquor li-
cense to the casino based on a
law that allows liquor bans
near churches and hospitals.

It's the
latest bid
by card-
room foes
who have
failed to
kill Lucky
Chances in
two elec-
tions. Card-
room op-
ponents
: also lost a
crusade to recall the pro-casi-
no city council last month.

They've even pushed legisla-
tion to the governor's desk
that would allow the state
garmbling comission to deny
licensing to a casino bordering
“cities of repose.” The bill was
tailor-made for Colma, where
there are 17 cemeteries, with
1,200 living inhabitants and
more than a million “subterra-
nean” residents.’
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Congress OKs $29.9 million
fOl‘ BART line to S.E. airport

* WASHINGTON — The Bay Area
Rapid Transit District will receive
$29.9 million in 1998 for the San Fran-
cisco Airport extension under a trans-
portation bill passed by both houses
of Congress on Thursday.

The funds are part of a $42.2 bil-
lion Transportation Appropriations
bill approved by the House by a vote
of 401-21, and cleared unanimously
in the Senate.

The money is part of the $750 mil-
lion the Department of Transporta-
tion promised to BART in July to help
fund the four-year $1.17 billion pro-
Ject

% The BART extension is expected
to “carry 68,000 people to the airport
dally BART which has not received
federal assistance for operations, cur-
réntly carries 265,000 passengers per
day.

<+ “This money puts thls project on
the right track and avoids further de-
lay,” said Rep. Nancy Pelosi, D-San
Francisco, who sits on the House Ap-
propriations Committee. “Extending
BART to the airport will improve the
quallty of life for the Bay Area as we
move into the 21st century.”

< The bill, which also included $21.4
milllon for the San Jose Tasman West
Light Rail, is expected to be signed by
President Clinton later this month.

AROUND
THE BAY

is quitting to take a position created
for him in San Francisco.

Bonner was named San Francisco
Mayor Willie Brown's “chief economic
development policy adviser in charge
of special projects.”

His duties will include overseeing
major projects such as the 49ers sta-
dium and mall, the new Giants ball-
park and the Mission Bay project, a
315-acre development to be built
South of Market.

The San Francisco Redevelopment
Agency unanimously approved a
three-year contract that will pay Bon-
ner a base annual salary of $160,000,
$29,000 more than the mayor.

Bonner, who came to Oakland 18
months ago to serve as the city’s Com-
munity and Economic Development
Agency director, will assume his San
Francisco duties later this month.

-— Wire reports




BanFrancisco Fxaminer

Friday, October 10, 1997

Transit bill
gives BART
30 million

Measure will help
fund SFO link

By Elliot Zaret -

STATES NEWS SERVICE

WASHINGTON — The Bay
Area Rapid Transit District will
receive $29.9 million in 1998 for the
San Francisco International Air-
port extension under a transporta-
tion bill passed by both houses of
Congress. :

The funds .are part of a
$42.2 billion Transportation Ap-
propriations bill approved Thurs-
day by the House by a vote of
401-21, and cleared unanimously in
the Senate. '

The money is part of the
$750 million the Department of
Transportation promised to
BART in July to help fund the
4-year, $1.17 billion project.

The BART extension is expec-
ted to carry 68,000 people to the
airport daily. BART, which has not
received federal assistance for op-
erations, currently carries 265,000

. passengers per day.

“This money puts this project
on the right track and avoids fur-
ther delay,” said Rep. Nancy Pelo-
si, D-San Francisco, who sits on
the House Appropriations Com-
mittee. “Extending BART to the
airport will improve the quality of
life for the Bay Area as we move
into the 21st century.” ,

.The bill, which also included
$21.4 million for the San Jose Tas-
man West Light Rail, is expected
to be signed by President Clinton
later this month.
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Pickets
campaign
against
BART plan

By Diane Sussman
STAFF WRITER

MILLBRAE — Fifteen people,
including three City Council
candidates and a 3-year-old,
demonstrated outside BART of-
fices here Wednesday to protest
the scope of a BART project
planned for the city. ‘

Waving signs that read
“Quality of Life” and “Going
Nowhere with BART,” the pro-
testers complained BART’s Mil-
Ibrae terminal and extension to
the San Francisco Airport will
increase congestion, traffic and
pollution in the city.

The protesters were out
drumming up support for Mea-
sure G, an initiative to scale
back BART that will appear on
the November ballot. At the
center of the controversy is a
large parking structure that op-
ponents say is too big for the
town. The initiative was drafted
by the Millbrae Right to Vote
Committee.

City officials have countered
that, if passed, the initiative
could be unenforceable because
BART is not subject to local
.zoning laws.

Protesters held the demon-
stration Wednesday because
BART scheduled a meeting to
inform contractors about sub-
mitting bids for building the ter-
minal and parking structure.
Protesters maintain that BART
does not have money to pay for
the work yet, but BART officials
deny that.



Panel OKs
$30.4 million
for BART link
to S.E airport

WASHINGTON — A conference
committee Tuesday approved $30.4
million in appropriations from the
1998 fiscal year budget for the
BART extension to the San Fran-
cisco International Airport.

The Congressional Appropria-
tions Commiittee is responsible for
reconciling the House and Senate
transportation appropriations bills.
The House had appropriated $54
million for the BART project, while
the Senate had set aside $13 mil-
lion. The final appropriation ap-
proved by the committee roughly
splits the difference between the
two proposals.

The new line will extend about
7.4 miles south from Colma to Mill-
brae with an additional 1.3 miles
of track running east-west serving
the-airport making it an 8.7 mile
project.

“Pre-construction activities, in-
cluding utility relocation and site
preparation, began in August. Con-
strisction is expected to start on the
main line in early 1998 and on the
Millbrae Station by the end of the
year.
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B REGION

$30 Million Earmarked
For BART-Airport Work

BART officials yesterday ex-
pressed pleasure that congressio-
nal leaders appropriated $30.4 mil-
lion in next year’s budget for the
BART extension to the San Fran-
cisco airport. '

The appropriation, announced
in Washington yesterday by a con-
ference committee charged with
reconciling Senate and House
transportation measures, repre-
sents just over 4 percent of a total
federal commitment of- $750 mil-
lion to the project.

Other funds for the nearly $1.2
billion project will come from the
San Francisco airport, the Metro-
politan Transportation Commis-
sion, the California Transportation
Commission and the San Mateo
County Transportation District.

“I think we can move forward
with full confidence,” said BART
board President Margaret Pryor.
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Wilson Acts on Bills, From Body
Piercing to BART

He faces October 13
deadline on legislation

By Greg Lucas
Chronicle Sacramento Bureau

Sacramento

Governor Pete Wilson vetoed a
bill yesterday aimed at helping
BART link with San Francisco In-
ternational Airport.

The measure was among doz-
ens acted on by the GOP governor
yesterday. He faces an October 13
deadline to act on all bills sent to
him by the Legislature before it
adjourned in September.

It was a bad day for teenagers. '

In January, minors will be re-
quired to get their parents’ con-
sent before getting pierced and
will no longer be able to drive
large motorboats.

The BART extension bill, by As-
semblyman Kevin Shelley, D-San
Francisco, was BART's attempt to
to resolve a dispute between it and
Cypress’Lawn Cemetery in Colma.

“While I am in support of ex-
tending BART to the San Francis-
co Airport, this bill would infringe
on the rights of the owners of Cy-
press Lawn to negotiate a fair and
equitable agreement,” Wilson
wrote in a veto statement.

The bill would have allowed

BART to use eminent domain to
acquire a necessary right-of-way
through the cemetery if a negotiat-
ed agreement could not be
achieved between the two parties.

. Cypress Lawn has set a high
price on the land — a price BART
has balked at paying. The owner of
Cypress Lawn also was the backer
of a bill still awaiting action by Wil-

son to shutter a card club in Colma.

The body-piercing law, by As-
semblyman George Runner, R-
Lancaster, imposes a $250 fine on
anyone who pierces, or offers to
pierce, the body of a minor unless
a parent is present or has provided
written permission.

Neither the minors nor their
parents would be punished. Ear
piercing is not covered by the bill.

“Given the possible health and
safety risks associated with body
piercing, parents should be in-
volved in this decision,” Wilsonr
said in a statement.

The end to piloting motorboats
came in a bill by Senator Herschel'
Rosenthal, D-Los Angeles, which
prohibits persons under age 16
from operating motorboats longer
than 30 feet with engines of more
than 15 horsepower.
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‘Panel OKs BART funds
| for extension in 1998

FROM STAFF REPORTS

~In a mix of good and bad
" news for the BART extension
to the San Francisco Interna-
tional Airport, a key congres-
sional committee on Tuesday
approved next year's funding
. for the project, while Gov.
Pete Wilson rejected a bill
that would have cleared a
major local obstacle.

A conference comrmittee
charged with reconciling U.S.
House of Representatives and
U.S. Senate transportation
- appropriation bills agreed to
give $30.4 million in contin-
" uing federal funds to the $1.2
. billion next year.

The House's had given Bay
Area Rapid Transit $54 mil-
~ lion. But the Senate, fueled
" by other states’ fears that

. BART would hog other trans-
- portation . funds,  budgeted
only $13 million.

BART officials said. the
_ final award reaffirms Con-
gress’ commitment to the

8.7-mile extension, expected

to break ground by the end of
the year.
However, still blocking

BART'’s path is Cypress Lawn
Cemetery in Colma. The cem-
etery, which owns a 1,000-
foot strip of land needed for
the project, has filed a law-
suit challenging BART's envi-
ronmental impact report for
the project.

BART officials had been
counting on legislation de-
signed to get around state law
banning public agencies from
exercising public domain to
use a cemetery’s land. Vetoed
by Wilson, the bill would
have made an exception for
BART on Cypress Lawn, al-
lowing the transit agency to
obtain the land at fair market
value.

That leaves BART in court
and at the bargaining table in
its effort to secure the right-
of-way. ‘
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Transit to museum site

Regarding Margaret Brodkin’s
claim (letter, Oct. 3) that residents
will patronize a new de Young Muse-
um in sufficient numbers if it remains
in Golden Gate Park: I doubt it.

Brodkin fails to consider that
BART, direct Muni lines and other
forms of Bay Area public transporta-
tion are inaccessible to the park. The
fact is that 300,000 San Francisco res-
idents do not own cars. Millions of
tourists arrive annually without cars.
A museum at the Embarcadero would
become readily accessible to all who
have to depend on public transporta-
tion to get there.

I am a senior without a car. I have
never ventured to the de Young in
Golden Gate Park on Muni because
of the difficulty in getting there. But
from my home in Noe Valley I could
reach the de Young on the Embar-
cadero in 20 minutes. The ride would
be speedy and direct on Muni.

A new de Young at the Embar-
cadero would make the museum

. widely accessible to all non-car pa-
trons as well as car owners who
might choose not to drive. Conve-
nient, swift public transportation to
the museum is essential for locals
and tourists alike if the new de Young
is to survive both financially and ar-

JERRY WALKER
San Francisco
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How will BART
retduce our poliu-
tion? |

‘Editor:

Millbrae City Administrator
Jim Erickson says the City

lemanded”. |

BART® “mimimize - parking:%hd*
traffic problems.” He raises
interesting questions.

“Minimize” means to reduce to
the lowest level possible. Since
BART station parking is an iden-
tified source of regional air pol-
lution, how can the level in
Millbrae be reduced by building
3,000 free stalls for BART’s auto-
mobile commuters? Millbrae
traffic is congested now. How
can more of it spell relief? From
BART’s own studies, we know
the Millbrae station will slow
cars on 101 and bring more traf
fic onto and across El Camino
Real.

Since 1994 the Bay Area Air
Quality Management District
has held that BART is creating,
not reducing, air pollution by
encouraging a drive-up com-
mute with the lure of free park-.
ing. Thousands of cold started
cars at stations from Colma to
Pittsburg produce emissions at
the highest rate. That negative
effect, required to be reported
under state environmental law,
was not divulged or addressed
-at local hearings on BART’s SFO-
Millbrae extension. Nor was the
friendly word of warning BART
directors ' received from the
regional air-quality agency in
December, 1994. There is thus
reason to question the adequacy
of BART's environmental-impact
report.

- If BART can ignore state law

and a reputable regional agency,
will it honor little Millbrae’s
demands? Maybe there's even
less hope for residents who seek
relief at the ballot box, through
a measure that would rein in
BART's grandiose station plans.
At least the Mass Transit Limits
initiative nails the problem for
what it is - which is more than
Millbrae officials or BART have
had the courage to admit.
James W. Kelly
San Bruno



San Bruno
picks BART
watchdogs

BY SIIERI BAI(ER RICI(MAN
Staff Reporter

When BART extends tracks
through San Bruno to SFO
and beyond, residents will
have an extra source of infor-
mation on the project.

The City Council recently.

appointed seven residents to
the BART Neighborhood
Committee to act as liaisons,
providing input and dissemi-
nating information to the
public during BART construc-
tion.

Each nelghborhood dlrectly
affected by construction, and
the San Bruno Park
Elementary School District,
has a representative:

«Belle Air neighborhood —
Scott Buschman.

*First Addition neighbor-
hood —Rose Urbach.

«Fifth Addition neighbor-
hood — Teresa McIntosh.

*Lomita Park residential

area — Theresa Cook.

*San Mateo Avenue down-
town business district —
Barry ~Gevertz, owner of
Lullaby Lane.

*San Bruno Avenue busi-
ness district — Al Stockton,
San Bruno Lumber.

s Montgomery Avenue
industrial and residential
area — Laural Caine, business
owner and resident.

eSan  Bruno Park
Elementary School District —
Angela Radosevich-Addiego,
Belle Air School principal.
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Dave Madden; a BART repre-
sentative, was.also added as
an ex-ofﬂcm committee
member. This sparked one
council member to question
the move.

“[Madden] works for BART,”
said Councilman Chris Pallas.
“That’s like putting the fox in
the hen-house.”

Pallas said because Madden
is employed by BART he
would make decisions and
give information that will
benefit his employer.

Madden said he would not

- have voting power and would

only act as a liaison between

" the city and BART,

Mayor Ed Simon, who sits on
the city’s BART Committee, said
the neighborhood committee
needed a person from BART to
ensure information on the pro-
ject was accurate.

Pallas stressed he only wants to
make sure San Bruno “isn't

‘hurt” during construction..

Originally the city only wanted
to appoint seven representa-
tives, one each from affected
neighborhoods. Theresa Daem,
superintendent of San Bruno
Park School District, requested
the city add a district represen-
tative. ‘
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. EDITORIAL

Traffic concerns take center stage

Tom Williams is one of the major proponents
of Measure G, an initiative to stop the construc-
tion of parking facilities in the city to house
3,000 cars. Williams believes that many cars will
be damaging to the city and.a major source of
air pollution.

Therein lies the key issue in this BART referen-
dum. The comprehensive Environmental Impact
Report that was done on the BART station in
Millbrae, said that it was imperative to build a
3,000-car facility to mitigate the traffic prob-
lems in the city.

Williams argues that it would be better if com-
muters who want to use BART hop Caltrain in
the south and then make their transfer in

- Millbrae. By doing that they would keep their
cars from entering the city, save gas and air pol-
lution by driving less and prevent traffic from
impacting the city.

This argument is logical. But is it the way trav-
el takes place in the real world? Would com-
muters who live south and want to use BART
into the city, leave their cars at home, or at
Caltrain stations to park, hop the train'and then
transfer to BART in Millbrae?

Or would commuters do what we have seen

them do so often in the past? Would they drive

. their cars into Millbrae, park on the streets of

the city and then take BART into either the air-
port or San Francisco?

If they did that, it would present a major prob-
lem for the city. It would impact the city streets,
just as the EIR study showed.

On the other hand, if the cars came to the city
and parked in the garage, that would take the
cars off the streets of Millbrae and put them
into a facility. That sounds like a lot less impact
to us. It would also provide an opportunity to
bring some needed revenues to the city with the
possibility of a hotel, a cinema and retail stores.
The tax base of city pays for city services, some-
thing Millbrae residents can. apprecia'te.
whether it means more police on the streets, or
better fire equipment to fight emergencies.

Measure G may have the best of intentions, but
we believe the passage of this initiative will -
leave Millbrae without a plan to mitigate
oncoming traffic in the city. The parking
garages gives commuters a destination and a
way of keeping the cars off the streets of
Millbrae making it easier for traffic to move
without impacting the entire community.
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Gasino, BART sign agreement

Accord gags
casino owner,
allows for parking

BY SHERI BAKER RICKMAN
Staff Reporter
After months of negonauons a
- deal was finally struck to allow
San Bruno-based Artichoke Joe’s
cardroom to continue using por-
tions of a parking lot while
_ BART extends tracks 8.7 miles
down the Peninsula. ‘

BART has agreed to phase con-

struction of tracks to SFO
through San Bruno to allow
patrons of Artichoke Joe’s and
downtown some parking space
during the two-year construc-

tion period.
In turn, Dennis Sammut,
Artichoke Joe's owner, has

agreed to cease lobbying, making
public statements against BART’s
extension project, or- providing
financial support to any effort
that might hinder the progress
of the $1.2 billion project.
Sammut has been an out-spo-

ken opponent to BART’s project

and gave “start-up” money to
‘the Coalition for a One-Stop
- Terminal [COST] — one of three
groups that recently lost a court
battle to'halt BART’s expansion.
The cardroom owner also hired
a Washington lobbying firm — at
personal cost of $265,000 for six
months — to prevent federal gov-
- ernment -approval of BART's cqn-
struction plan.
The parking lot land is owned by

the San Francisco Public Utilities

_workers.

Commission [PUC], which leases
the property to Artichoke Joe’s.
Earlier talks between BART,
which needs the land temporari-
ly for its extension project, and
Artichoke Joe’s broke down last
year after BART refused to com-
pensate the cardroom for taking
the lot. .
Gary M. Dowd, PUC bureau of

commercial land management

manager, said his organization
stepped in to prevent another
breakdown in talks. '
Concerns about parking arose
when merchants were informed
the -present BART construction
plan will designate a portion of
downtown San Bruno, including .
the cardroom’s lot, a construc-

. tion zone and offlimits.

Some merchants said because

* parking in downtown is already

limited, depriving the area of
Artichoke Joe's lot would have
had a substantial negative affect
on businesses in the area.

:Sammut is the largest single tax
payer in the city and employs 450
Before striking the
agreement he said losing his
parking lot for two years could

‘force him to relocate the busi- -

ness, which has been m San

‘Bruno for 80 years.

BART’s plan will take tracks
from Colma underground to
South San Francisco, Tanforan

' Shopping Center in San Bruno,

continuing to SFO, to Millbrae
and Burlingame.

The project recently received
its full-funding agreement of
$750 million from the federal
government. '



Wilson
stymies
BART’s
SFO plan

By Eve Mitchell

SPECIAL TO THE EXAMINER

COLMA — Gov. Wilson vetoed

legislation Tuesday that would
_have allowed BART to use emi-
nent domain to acquire a critical
piece of land from a cemetery for
its airport extension.

AB 176, authored by Kevin
Shelley, D-San Francisco, would
have made an exception to state
law to give BART the option of
using eminent domain to acquire a
1,000-foot-long strip of land owned
by Cypress Lawn Memorial Park.

“While I am in support of ex-
tending BART to the San Francis-
co Airport, this bill would infringe
on the rights of the owners of Cy-

press Lawn to negotiate a fair and’

equitable agreement,” Wilson
wrote in a veto message.

Statewide implications

Wilson' also said the bill had
statewide implications because ex-
isting law bans public entities from
putting streets, rights-of-way and
other thoroughfares through ceme-
teries unless consent is first ob-
tained. .

“This law is important in order
to ensure that these sacred places
are not disturbed,” he said.

BART spokesman Ron Rodri-
guez said transit directors are
“frustrated and greatly disturbed”
by the governor’s action.

“As far as I know it's the last
piece” of land BART needs to com-
plete its right-of-way for the air-

" port extension, said Rodriguez.

“Everyone has given it the green
light. It's one of (Wilson’s) top pri-
orities, and he comes up and does
this.”
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Public outcry next?

Rodriguez said he believes
BART will prevail in the end be-
cause there will be a public outcry
against the cemetery. He said the
land is needed for the extension,
which would extend south from the
Colma station and to the country’s .
fifth-busiest airport.

BART pushed for AB 176 be-
cause Cypress Lawn wanted too
much money for the disputed land,
according to transit officials.

Bill Barnes, spokesman for Cy-
press Lawn, said the legislation
amounted to a pressuring tactic.
He said it was not needed in the
first place because the cemetery

“ has always been willing to sell the

land to BART.

“We’re delighted with the (ve-
to),” said Barnes. “We're looking
forward to making the (airport ex-
tension) work but also at the same
time protecting the sanctity of the
cemetery.” »

Tentative agreements
Rodriguez said BART has
reached tentative agreements with

"gix other Colma cemeteries involv-

ing measures that it will undertake
to lessen construction impacts.
The agreements will be considered
Thursday by BART directors.

Rodriguez said BART’s under-
ground route through Colma would
follow an old Southern Pacific
right-of-way used from 1864 to
1978 and would not disturb grave
sites at any of the seven cemeteries.

According to Barnes, BART has
demanded that the mitigation
agreements be signed before it ne-
gotiates with the cemeteries to buy
land for the right-of-way.
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BART details Colma tracks

Residents respond
~ well to plan

BY VIVA CHAN
Staff Reporter

Some Colma residents and
merchants at a town session last
week glimpsed the first leg of
BART’s $1.2 million extension
through Colma: a swath under
six cemeteries on Old- Mission
Road. '

During the information- meet-
ing given by BART, no one vocal-
ly opposed the plan for a 60-feet
‘underground subway, as it was
detailed by BART Agreement
Manager Alan Lee.

Resident Don Stieweill was sold
on the proposition.

“There aren’t many structures
along the railroad right-of-way
so the work shouldn’t cause
much problem,” said Stieweill,

-who commutes to.San Francisco
by BART. “This town is changing
with all the new retails... This is
the best thing that happened to
this town.”

However, councilmembers
have questions about how the
two-year construction slated to
begin next spring, would dis-
rupt traffic and impact busi-
nesses, especially on the south-
ern end of town where E]
Camino high school, the munic-
ipal court building and 50 busi-
nesses are clustered.

The cemetery that may be
directly affected 1is Olivet
Memorial Park, which would be
closed for utilities work.

Serramonte Boulevard and

Mission Road, one of the busiest
intersections in town, will be
converted to a two-way. single
lane during construction hours.

BART will begin relocating
sewer lines this week and drain
work at the Colma Creek is
expected-to begin possibly next

~ May, according to BART repre-

sentative Bill Yamamoto.

Most of the work involves a
process called “cut and cover,”
in which dirt is removed along
the railroad right-of-way, and
noise-minimizing walls are

"installed. Then the track enclo-

sure is filled with concrete and
the entire structure covered
with soil, Lee explained.

To control dust, the earth
would be watered four times a
day during construction, he
added.

Resident Dave Hatfield asked
what would happen if ancient
artifacts are discovered.

City planner Mac Carpenter
said the environmental impact
report details what to do in such
a situation and BART is required
to do a pre-construction survey to
document historic monuments.

The only barb in the two-hour
presentation occured when resi-
dent Bob Simcox asked for an
‘update about a lawsuit filed by
Cypress Lawn ce‘metery against
BART and San Mateo County
Transit District.

Cemetery representatives said
measures must be taken to
insure protection for the future
property of cemetery lands.
‘Cypress Lawn President and

CEO Ken Varner was not avail-
able at press time.

Cypress argues in its suit that
vibrations from the trains travel-
ing on the two-way tracks may
damage structures over a period

of time.

“All the cemeteries have agreed
to let us do the work, [but]
Cypress is a more sensitive
case,” Yamamoto said. “I'd
rather not comment right-now.
It’s still under litigation.”

For those who missed the meet-
ing, Carpenter said he has the
Colma BART plans in his office
at town hall.
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BART funding:

A false promise

*

ITH much fanfare,
state and local
politicians hailed
the long- awaited
execution of a fed-
-eral full-funding agreement for the
BART extension to San Francisco
International Airport — with
BART directors exclaiming that
nothing now stands in the way.

Alas, complexity infuses transit
projects. BART has hard choices to
make. These could adversely affect
current riders. '

Contrary to the public pro-
nouncements, the federal govern-
ment has not guaranteed the pro-
ject, nor is it obliged to hand over
$750 million.

Congress authorized the U.S.
Department of Transportation to
enter into full-funding agreements,
but that authority is subject to lim-
itations.

First, Congress itself must au-
thorize an amount for each trans-
portation project subject to a full-
funding agreement. In addition,
Congress must appropriate money
each year. ‘

In BART’s case, Congress has
authorized only $301 million to
~ date, of which $84 million has al-
" ready been appropriated and
spent.

Examiner contributor James W.
Haas, a San Francisco lawyer,
writes frequently on transportation
and urban affairs.

Congress also allows the De-
partment of Transportation to ref-
erence additional but unautho-
rized amounts in full-funding
agreements.

To transform such funds into
federal obligations, however, Con-
gress must authorize such project
funds. In BART's case, the remain-
ing $449 million of the $750 million
total are funds as yet without au-
thorization. Before BART could re-
ceive these funds, Congress must
reenact the Surface Transporta-
tion Act and include the necessary
funds.

Congress is not scheduled to do
so until next year. Then it will be
confronted with requests for fund-
ing for transit projects in competi-
tion with BART. Altogether, the to-
tals are greatly in excess of avail-
able funds.

The Republican Party controls
Congress. Some Republican sena-
tors on the Senate appropriations
committee have repeatedly ques-
tioned the BART airport exten-
sion.

At this point, while the House
Appropriations Committee has ap-

proved $54.8 million for the pro-

ject, the Senate committee has ap-
proved only $13.1 million.
Furthermore, the Senate com-
mittee report says that “it is un-
willing at this time to commit addi-
tional funds to the BART project
without ... greater certainty that
there is not a more efficient and

less costly alternative . . . and that
the high cost per new trip cannot

. be reduced.”

BART thus is faced with the
need to convert the full-funding
agreement into cash every year
with a hostile Senate and with no
guarantee that the funds will be
provided as needed, or for that
matter, at all.

Yet, with a “What? Me worry?”
attitude, BART plans to proceed
full bore with building the airport
extension, borrowing the $750
million in the municipal bond
market.

State Senator Quentin Kopp ob-
tained legislation that allows
BART to pledge its existing and fu-
ture revenues to secure debt issued
for the extension.

BART has also earmarked these
revenues for its 10-year upgrade

_program for the existing system.
Analysts in the municipal bond
market will evaluate carefully
BART’s credit worthiness and de-
velop an interest rate to cover the
risks inherent in the debt.

They will take notice that only a
portion of the federal commitment
is firm, that all is subject to annual
appropriations from Congress and
that BART has already obligated
its general revenues. The result
could be BART junk bonds.

BART’s current riders need to
recognize the risky intentions of
the BART management and de-
mand that the BART extension be
built on a pay-as-you-go basis. Oth-
erwise they may be confronted
with a partially built, inoperable
extension and serious deteriora-
tion in the existing service.
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Caltrain-SFO link

wouldn’t carry many

By Mark Adams
STAFF WRITER

*Connecting a planned San
Francisco International Airport
light rail system with the Cal-
train commuter line at a new
train station in North San
Bruno makes more sense than a
connection directly west of the
airport, Airport Director John
Martin said Tuesday:

But Martin reported the air-
port would not be willing to put
much money into the project be-
cause it would attract only a few
hundred riders a day and would
not meaningfully reduce auto
trips to the airport.

Martin's report was pre-
sented to the San Francisco Air-
ports Commission on Tuesday
and will now be sent to the Pen-
insula Corridor Joint Powers
Board, which owns Caltrain, for
its review.

The idea of connecting the
airport’s light rail system,

planned to be operative by
1999, to Caltrain has been con-
sidered for years, but no one
knows where the $60 million to
70 million required to build it
will come from.

To an extent, the link would
compete with BART, which al-
ready plans its own rail service
to the airport.

Martin recommended re-
jecting an alternative that would
have seen the Airport Rail
Transit (ART) system connect
with Caltrain in front of SFO
west of Highway 101.

That route would nearly du-
plicate the BART extension,
scheduled to be finished by
2001, according to the report
from airport planner John
Costas.
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Construction on that exten-
sion appears ready to go fol-
lowing a recent decision by the
Federal Transit Administration
to allocate as much as $750
million for the project.

The airport found that the
light rail link would attract far
fewer riders than estimated by
the Caltrain board. -

Caltrain officials had esti-
mated 10,000 riders a day
would use the link.

But airport staff concluded
that a new connection would
only increase Caltrain-airport
patronage by about 440 to 560
trips.

And it wouldn't reduce auto-
mobile traffic to the airport at
all, since those riders would
otherwise have taken BART or a
bus.

There’s not enough benefit to
the airport to justify paying for
the link out of SFO's coffers,
Martin said.

But the airport might be
willing to pay a portion.

The North San Bruno alter-
native would improve access to
northern employment sites at
the airport, including the United
Airlines Maintenance Opera-
tions Center, according to the
report.

The convenience for em-

ployees might warrant some
SFO contribution.

The connection to North San

Bruno is estimated to cost $70
million to build and $2.2 mil-
lion to operate annually, while
the link west of the airport
would cost $60 million for con-
struction and $1.9 million per
year in operating costs.

Other funding sources for the
project would have to be identi-
fied by the Caltrain board, the
San Mateo City/County Associa-
tion of Governments or other
transit providers.

County Supervisor Mike
Nevin, who sits on the joint
powers board and is vice-
chairman of Caltrain and the
SamTrans bus system, recog-
nizes funding is the project’s
main obstacle.

“Obviously, that would be the
real crux of the thing, where the
money comes from,” he said.

Even if supporters can’t find
money for the project now,
funding could become available
if the state approves a plan for a
high-speed train from Los An-
geles to San Francisco, a train
that would likely use the Cal-
train corridor.



BY REBECCA ROSEN LuMm
Independent Newspapers

A judge has ruled that Bank of
‘America must make public all
records of transactions that
occurred before San Francisco
filed its lawsuit against the
financial giant charging misuse
of bond monies.

At issue is $1 billion in bond
funds that the bank is accused of
misappropriating from more
than 250 California cities and
special districts.

At a Sept. 5 hearing in San
Francisco, Superior Court Judge
James Robertson told bank offi-

cials.they. can keep.records dat-.

ing from May 1 private if they
can prove they have “preéent
commercial value.”

Deputy District Attorney Marc

. Slavin said that would be a tall

order. '

“These are not trade secrets,”
Slavin said.

Numerous Peninsula go'vem-
ment agencies, including the
cities of Belmont, Foster City, Los
Altos, San Carlos and San Mateo,

have joined the suit.

Plaintiffs now include the Bay

Area Rapid Transit System (BART),
the counties of San Mateo, San
Francisco, and Santa Clara.
" Lawyers for the bank, the
nation’s third largest, will ask
Robertson to dismiss the suit at
a hearing Sept. 19.

Slavin said that is unlikely.

But bank officials say the prob-
lems occurred due to systemic
errors and have been largely cor-
rected.

Slavin countered that there was
little doubt the bank acted with

~deliberation - in transferring

" California.
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Judge makes Bank of America
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-«Jnoeney.. from. trust. accounts. to

reserve accounts.

The suit claims bank officials
withheld interest and bond pay-
ments and balked at admitting
its errors when they learnéd of
them — which internal memos
bearout. .. o

“Essentially, they created slush
funds so they could use- the
money as income,” Slavin said.
“They spent it on overhead for
corporate and branch offices, on
numerous expenditures.”

The money was also used to
cover shortages in some
accounts and to cover account-
ing errors in others, documents
indicate.

The bond accounts appeared to -

balance only through “account-
ing sleight-of-hand,” Slavin said.
The plaintiffs also claim ‘the
bank double-billed for its ser-
vices as trustee.
Originally filed by a formerl

‘bank vice president as a qui tem,

or “whistleblower” suit, it was

joined first by the c1ty of San .

Francisco.- .

As much as $1 bllllon was
reportedly channeled through
the bank’s Corporate Trust Unit.
The suit also alleges that some of
the funds were embezzled by a:
trust unit employee.

The bank sold its trust unit to
the Seattle-based First Trust in
1995. It now operates indepen-
dently as First Trust of

Foster City has paid more than
$30 million in assessment bonds

alone, “but we have no way of .

knowing how much the bank:

paid out,” said City Attosney

Kenneth Dickerson, who is also

representing San  Carlos and
Belmont in the suit.

The bank handled $3 billion in
municipal bonds during a 10-
year period ending in 1995 —
when former Vice President
Patrick Stull filed his whistle-
blower suit.

Stull's attorney wrote to’
numerous jurisdictions, includ-
ing the city and county of San
Francxsco, warning them they

may be the vxct1ms~,of systemauc

Slavm..., sald bank : ofﬁcxals
refused t provxde a full'account-
ing of the tonies: when -asked.

Bank officials ‘are.now design-
ing safeguards to ensure the

same thing could never happen
again, said Peter Magnani,
spokesman for Bank of America.

P e T A ST
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BART can’t appease
cemetery owner

Concessions don’t

promise peace and
quiet, owner says

BY VIVA CHAN -

Staff Reporter

_ The resonating thud of a pile
driver will not disrupt a rev-
erend’s eulogy during a funeral
if one of BART’s latest “conces-
sions” with a Colma cemetery
~ materializes.

After two years of negotiating
with cemetery owners, BART
recently agreed to implement
measures to reduce noise during
construction of 1.3 miles of track
to extend rail services south of
Colma. '

The .concessions haven’'t
assuaged one of the largest
cemeteries.in Colma.

Bill Barnes, a San Francisco rep-
resentative -of Cypress Lawn

Cemetery Association, which
filed a lawsuit last month in San
Mateo County Superior Court
against BART over its environ-
mental impact report, said the
transit district hasn’t ‘been
responsive to his client’s request
for mediation. *

“BART has been difficult to

work with,” Barnes said. “We

prefer to mediate, settle this and
let BART get on with its project.”
In the lawsuit Cypress Lawn
argued that BART hasn’t ful-

filled its obligations under the
California Environmental
Quality Act by failing to fully
study the noise arid vibrations
impact from BART construction
and operation in the area.
Cypress Lawn and other ceme-
teries want to protect their
property of 300,000 gravesites
from future structural damage
that can be caused by vibrations
when BART trains travel through
the short distance in town.

“The cemeteries just want to
protect the sanctity of this his-
torical town,” Barnes said,
adding that Colma qualifies for
registry in the National Historic
Trust. o :

The cemeteries in town feature
some of the earliest examples of
American West art and a memo-
rial park boasts the largest col-
lection of stained glass in the
country.’

BART spokesperson Mike Healy
wouldn’t say which direction

management will go in response
to the suit.

“Cypress Lawn hasn't been as
cooperative as the other ceme-
teries,” Healy said.

BART officials contend the suit
is an attempt to push the transit
district into accepting construc-
tion restrictions.

BART is waiting for the passage
of a bill that would allow BART
to use eminent domain to
acquire - dedicated cemetery
property for transit purposes.

“Cypress Lawn is asking for spe-

cial treatment, well above and
beyond what any other cemetery
.. 1s requesting,” according to
San Francisco attorney Sharon
Solomon of Pillsbury Madison &
Sutro representing BART.
“Cypress Lawn isn't asking for
any special treatment,” Ken
Varner, president and CEO of
Cypress Lawn said ina state-
ment. “We simply want BART
to abide by California's. envi-
ronmental laws that were
established to ensure that
cemeteries’ sacred grounds are
not desecrated "
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EDITORIALS

A productive session

HE state Legislature and Gov.
Pete Wilson, despite some
stumbles here and there and
the petty squabbles that de-
layed the budget for six weeks,
deserve better than passing marks for
their lawmaking performance this year.

Many Californians will soon see a tax
cut, school districts will continue to cut
the size of classes, and student fees at all
levels of the public higher education
system will be cut. The estimated $931
million in tax relief passed on the legisla-
ture’s last day Friday, some parts of
which merely conform to federal tax
changes enacted in August, are always
welcome. These tax cuts by no means
offset the $7 billion tax hikes slapped on
us in 1991, but the latest reductions may
move Tax Freedom Day back 24 hours to
May 3. )

A plan to provide health coverage for
the children of working poor families
passed and, for that measure alone, Sac-
ramento desrves an A. It gets an incom-
plete, however, on welfare reform
because the law was approved under the
gun of federal sanctions and, when its
true effects are seen, may need to be re-
visited.

State employees won a promise for
their two-year delayed pay raise, but ne-
gotiations over that may get testy as legis-
lators — at least those in the Bay Area —
begin to feel the heat over BART manage-
ment’s cave-in to the unions. That's an-
other incomplete.

Sacramento never let a boxful of health
care and HMO-related bills out of the
waiting room. Wilson promised to veto
them all — pending a report from his
hand-picked medical commission — and
~ the Legislature surrendered to him and
to threats from business that they were
all “job killers.”

The Bay Area delegation, with help
from some in Southern California, gets
extra credit for working the deal to fund
seismic retrofit of most Bay bridges and
building a new eastern span of the Bay
Bridge itself. Also, score one for the
SMOG 1II opponents, who won a better
deal on the minimum payment to fix a
polluting car, a boon for the working

class. It may have been driven by talk
radio, but those thousands of people who

- twice clogged the capital steps over the

issue were obviously not tape recordings.
Counties and cities won back a few of
their own dollars to help keep their cash-
strapped courts in business. Meanwhile,
renters lost a few more of their dollars
when Sacramento refused to reinstate the
renters’ tax credit.

Wilson won his cart-before-the-horse
battle to require all public school stu- -
dents in grades 2-11 to take a statewide
achievement test next spring. The test
will be some cobbled-up version of what-
ever is sitting on a publisher’s shelf be-
cause the statewide standards on which
the test is supposed to be based will not
be issued in time to create a true Cali-
fornia exam. The spring test, at an esti-
mated cost of $20 million, will be a waste
of money.

A bill to authorize $8.2 billion in state
bonds for school construction was thank-
fully delayed until the January session.
While it’s obvious that California needs
more schools — one a day by some esti-
mates — this bill came with too many
strings attached and needs a larger
public hearing.

The Legislature this session consid-
ered more than 3,000 bills. Some, such
as a bill to make San Joaquin soil the of-
ficial state dirt, were immediately consid-
ered into the compost heap. Others were
the usual boilerplate resolutions that no
one objects to and no one reads. Some
were so purely special-interest legislation
— such as the law to allow libel suits
against those who said nasty things about
vegetables (meaning the agribusiness
types could sue every 9-year-old in the
state) — that even their sponsors ex-
pected no more than a hearing and a
little media coverage. :

Next year, of course, is an election
year, so do not expect the kind of pro-
ductivity that occurred this year. And the
economy may not be skimming the high
altitudes in 1998 as it is now. The Legis-
lature and the governor get a pat on the
back for this session and that's good
enough for now.



MARK SIMBORG
Staff Editor

When Mayor Dan Quigg started
Dan Quigg Handyman Service 13
years ago, he -established a
“hands-on” connection with the
community that would prave
very useful in his transition from

city treasurer in 1980 to mayor.

“That's what I like about my
job.” Quigg said last week in an
interview with the Independent.
“I get to work on people’s houses
and get direct input on what
should be done in the communi-
After burning out on his insur-
ance job, Quigg started his busi-

ness but then realized he needed .

something to “keep his mind
active.” So he became Millbrae's

second city treasurer, filling the
shoes of 26-year incumbent .

Edgar Rogers.

But it wasn't long before Quigg
sought the “frontline” of
Millbrae politics and now, after
serving four years as mayor, he
seeks to continue his service in
what may prove to be the most
rucial development period for

* the city since its incorporation.

“I want to work closely with the
citizens to make sure BART
_.comes in in the least destructive
manor,” he said, adding thatitis
important to take advantage of
the development opportunities
BART presents. i

“l think we can maintain
Millbrae’s character as a residen-
tial community and develop a
hotel near the BART station. If
you don’t look at development,
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your town dies,” he said.

In his nearly two decades with
the city, Quigg has served on
number of community organiza-
tions including: the Millbrae
Chamber of Commerce, - the

‘American Association of Retired

Persons, the St. Dunstan’s School
Board, the Boy Scouts, the
Millbrae Lions Executive Board,
the Bicentennial Committee, and
the Italian Catholic Federation.

Increasing the police and fire
department staffs, and raising
city employee salaries, Quigg
said, are the accomplishments
he is most proud of in his four
years on the council.

Building the Millbrae Avenue
overpass quickly and with mini-
mal inconvenience to motorists
is another feat Quigg said was,
the result good planning by the
city council and staff.

-~ “It was really an amazing pro-

ject,” Quigg said. “You think of
an overpass being built and you
think of ugliness. We turned an
ugly project into a something
beautiful.” oo



BY MARK SIMBORG
Staff Editor
Someone had to do something.
That’s Councilman Denis
Richardson’s philosophy on why
he ran for office four years ago.
“I had an interest in the deteri-
oration of our downtown and
our public safety, “ said

. . . . . !
Richardson in an interview with

the Independent last week. “At

~ that time. the fire department
had two firefighters per engine.
Now, we have three firefighters
and a paramedic per engine.”
-Richardson also saw the need
to revive city employee salaries.

“The former council had let the
salaries of our employees drop to
‘the lowest part of the spectrum

in the county,” he said. =

In addition to helpmg I
city - $aff and’* saldiies,
Richardson noted that he earned
the city $12 million in noise
insulation funds in his first six
months in office.

“I basically talked my colleagues
out of appealing a court ruling in
favor of SFO. In return for that,
the airport gave us millions for

noise insulation,” he said.

Now seeking re-election Nov. 4,
the businessman and former 11-
year deputy sheriff for ‘San

_Francisco is focused on using the
inevitable: ‘arrival-“of BART to
develop downtowr.

“Since we couldn’t stop (BART),
I took the approach, ‘lets work
with them,’” said Richardson, a

20-year  Millbrae resident.
“Milibrae can gain a tremendous
amount in revenue.” _

" Richardson has had a first-hand
look at downtown activity since

rrect
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moving his business, Cruise
Logistics, from San Francisco to
234 Broadway six years ago — at
which time he joined the Millbrae
Chamber of Commerce. He is still
a member of the Chamber.

An outspoken opponent of the
Millbrae Mass Transit Initiative
to reduce the size of BART build-
ings, Richardson has pressed the
west side of 101 parking garage
and Comprehensive Agreement
with BART as tools to keep
Millbrae’s traffic and quality of
life at their current levels.

Public safety, he said, is anoth-
er thing he would like to keep at
its current level.

Despite his work for public safe-
ty, downtown improvement and
the city’s pay checks, Richardson’

- admits there are still thmgs that

heed work.

“We've been accused of not
hearing the public’s concerns,”
he said. “We have to improve the
line of communication with the
community, either through
channel 8 (MCTV) or newsletters.
That will be foremost on my
mind over the next four years.”



BY SHERI BAKER RICKMAN
Staff Reporter

City Council incumbent and 31-
year resident. James Lee
Datzman, 58, has a vision for
South San Francisco and he
wants to carry it out by remain-
ing a participant in the city.

“You are either invelved or you
are a spectator and I didn't like
the role of spectator. I like to be
involved,” said the former South
City pol‘ice chief.

Datzman, whose seat is up for
re-election Nov. 4, sees a lot of
changes in the city’s future and
wants to help make those transi-
tions as smooth as possible
while remaining on the City
Council. e o

The six priorities on Datzman's
vision list include:

» Monitoring BART’s expansion
project to SFO through South
City.

«Maximizing the city’s poten-
tial for economic benefits from
the SFO expansion. :

*Retaining current businesses
while attracting new office-
based businesses.

« Provide resident services.

«Improve relationships with
regional governments.

« Work in conjunction with the =

school district and chamber of
commerce to benefit the entire
community. o '

Datzman said many good
things are already happening in
South City-and he hopes to see
ferry services, hotels,
improvements downtown and

more
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better public transit in the city.
“I am excited about the long

range plan for the community
and you're going to see a lot of
changes around Oyster Point,”

said Datzman. “I want people to
feel good about the community
they live in.”

In addition to his work on the
council, Datzman is also active

in the community and helps .

engaged couples prepare for

“bumps in the road” of mar--

riage.

“I teach marriage preparation
classes at "All Souls Catholic
Church,” said -Datzman, who
has been married himself for 31
years. :

Mary Ann Peace, director of
member services for Kaiser of
South San Francisco, who has

. worked with Datzman throdgh .

his affiliations with Kaiser and

‘the Chamber of Commerce,

described Datzman favorably.
“[Datzman] is a . totally posi-
tive, caring’and concerned man

~who will always make time for_

whomever tries to get his atten-
tion,” said Peace. “I continue to
be impressed with his concern
for human beings and I mean
that with all sincerity.”

Datzman was born in San
Francisco and grew up in the
Visitation Valley neighborhood.
He married his wife Sandra and
they have two sons, Jeffrey and
Eric. :

Datzman credits his qualities

to “think quick on his feet” to
his 33 years with the Police
Department.

Former police chief and pre-
sent San Bruno City Manager
Frank Hedley said he has
known Datzman for 23 years
and said police work has given
them both valuable experi-
ence.

Although the men have had
opinion  differences,. Hedley
said Datzman has always been
able to separate business from
personal issues.

Hedley said he most admired
Datzman’s ability to study an
issue, make a decision and stick
by it, then move forward to
“bigger and better things. ‘

“You always know where he’s
coming from,” said Hedley.
After working his way up from
dispatcher to chief, Datzman

.purposely took himself out of

the loop. He later found he

-wanted to be more involved with

shaping the city.
Datzman was appointed to.the
Council after Mayor Jack Drago

. resigned earlier this year.
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BART to SFO bad
for air quality

Editor:
From time to time you have edi-
torialized in support of the
BART-airport extension. On July
16 you said a major benefit
would be removal of 10.000 cars
from highways. You urged crit-
ics to call off their opposition
‘and “accept that BART propo-
nents have won.” Now, as you
know we've learned that the
Bay Area Air Quality
Management District has, for at
least' 2 1/2 yearsw.considered
“traffi¢ to and ‘from’ BART" §ta-
tions to be a regional: problem
and source of air pollution. The
agency has urged BART to dis-
courage such driving and to
start by eliminating the “free”
from station parking. BART has
ignored the warning, has added
to its car commute in a big way,
‘arid plans much more of the
same from South San Francisco
to Millbrae.

The Sun and the experts at air
quality can't both be right.
Would you agree to a sit down
discussion of issues involved?
We could do it over lunch or cof-
fee? I'm certainly open to being
shown wrong.

Among the issues: BART won't
charge for parking to hold fare
hikes down; the “10,000 cars
taken off highways” really
wouldn’t be, in most cases,
because cars remain the handi-
est .and often the only conve-
nient way to reach suburban
BART; as air quality diminishes,
we've got to find a way to leave
cars -at home; Labor’s Marcy
Schultz, SAMCEDA’s Denise De
Ville, and Millbrae Mayor Daniel
Quigg have declined to answer
letters raising explicit questions
about BART’s local impact;
while other airports have or
want transit directly to flight
gates, hundreds of yards will
separate BART and ART, even
from ticket counters.

Why is that acceptable?

Jim Kelly
San Bruno
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Many gripes about |
growing airport

Editor:

A San Francisco daily’s recent
splash on the city’s growing air-

. port found nothing to criticize,
though SFO lately is nothing if
not controversial. Here are some
points the report missed:

¢ There will be no transit
directly to-flight gates;-a'sefvice--
better airports are.providing. or
planning, since most “travelers
fly preticketed, with only carry-
on luggage. . '

¢ Where and how does SFO
hope to connect with high-speed
trains? They’re a near-term alter-
native to short haul flights. That
would open space. for longer
ones, which. pay SFO higher fees.

* BART train length means
many riders reaching SFO face
cérrying luggage for about 200
yards and a lot more to reach
most domestic airline via air-
port rail. Stations will be about
200 yards shy of ticket counters.

 Airport manger John Martin-
says industry studies show
mainly airport workers and
some business travelers use
mass transit. Non-users include
the less mobile, (seniors and
people with small children).
Since most of SFO's 30,000 (not
17,000, as reported) workers
commute from the south,
BART's ridership doesn’t look
promising. v

* Only private cars, buses, and
shuttles, will have curbside ter-
minal access. Taxis must drop

"off and pick up-in the garage’s
lower level, no boon to anyone
in a hurry. o

James W. Kelly

San Bruno
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BART Gets Senate OK to Take Cemetery Land

Chronicle Sacramento Bureau

Sacramento

The state Senate yesterday
passed a bill that would allow
BART to acquire 1,250 feet of land
in a Colma cemetery for its route
from Daly City to San Francisco In-
ternational Airport.

The vote was 24 to 7 to return
the measure by Assemblyman
Kevin Shelley, D-San Francisco, to
the Assembly for consideration of
amendments.

Senator Quentin Kopp, inde-

pendent-San Francisco, said the
measure is aimed at Cypress Lawn
Cemetery, which BART contends
is trying “to extract exorbitant
compensation ... for their small
but critical piece” of the planned
route.

The bill would give BART the
power of eminent domain to take
possession of the land.

Cypress Lawn, according to the
Senate bill analysis, contends that
the BART project “could destroy”
the cemetery, one of the oldest in
California.



Setting the
record straight

- Editor:
In response to a letter from Mr.
Howard Atkins in the Aug. 27
edition on the Sun, I want to set
the record straight regarding
numerous unfounded allega-
tions regarding the conduct- of
city business.

* Atkins. .complams abait.., £06.
much being spent on banners.

» The banners are to publicize
the upcoming 50th anniversary
of the city, and provide perma-
nent colorful displays to be
attached to light poles promot:
ing our downtown. ;

* Funding for the banners 1s.
provided from City
Redevelopment Agency monies, |

which by law may only be spent .

to promote the commercial vital-
ity of the city. They cannot be
spent for such things as furni-

ture for the Senior Center as sug- -

gested by Mr Atkins. -
Incidentally, the furniture is in

place at the Senior Center .
because of the- good efforts of "
several community organiza- ;i

tions.

* The cost quoted by Mr Atkms
is the total cost of banners over a
three-year period, including
installation, matenals mamte—
nance and repair.’

Ability of Public Safety Vehicles -

to Enter the proposed BART :
parking garage: Mr. Atkins
alleges public safety vehicles
cannot clear the ceiling heights.
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* The city has not approved the
BART garage. The city does not
have approval authority over the
BART project. BART is a separate

_government agency, which can

operate without the approval of

; local authorities.

* All police vehicles can readily

operate within -the proposed .

BART parking - garage. Parking
garages, in general, are not
designed to permit larger vehi-
cles, such as fire trucks, to oper-
ate within them. Accordingly, an

_extensive sprinkler system is

required, and is part of the BART
garage plans. _

* The fire and police chiefs are
satisfied with the design of the
proposed  BART garage, and
believe that it includes all rea-
sonable safety measures. -

Incentive Payment for Early
Completion .of Downtown
Parking Improvements: Mr.
Atkins alleges a payment was

oF stsrzeg:
-tract documents

* The contract documents cle_ar-
ly authorize payment of $1,000
per day, up to 10 days, for early
completion of the parking con-
struction. Mr. Atkins has been
* provided these documents, which
are a matter of public record.

* The incentive payment provi-

.sion was made to encourage
' completion prior to the 1996 Art

& Wine Festival. This was accom-

‘ade to the contractor,_lwhlch .

AT I R

plished successfully, without ay
disruption to the festival.
~ Ordinances which respect the
i rights of citizens: Mr. Atkins com-
plains that the city's residential
street tree ordinance requires a
permit to trim street trees.

* The ordinance was proposed
by a group of citizens who are
unpaid volunteers serving the
community on the Community-
Preservation Commission. Their
reason for recommending the
trimming permit requirements -
which incidentally is a free per-
mit - was to stop the indiscrimi-
nate butchering of many trees
occurring at that time, and to
create an aesthetically pleasing
appearance in our- residential
streets.

If anyone has any questions
about any of these matters, they
are welcome to contact me at
City Hall (259-2334).

Jim Erickson

City Admlmstrator, Milibrae
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San Bruno ponders fate of
caltrain station

BY SHERI BAKER RICKMAN
Staff Reporter’

The issue of where San Bruné
wants fo put its permanent
Caltrain station will be the topic
of a special meeting at 7 p.m.,

Sept. 22.
BART needs to move San
Bruno's - Caltrain  station,

presently located near down-
town on Huntington Avenue, to

a location under the Interstate-

380 overpass during construc
tion of its extension to SFO and
beyond. '

Input is sought on whether to
make the temporary, -380 sta-
tion a permanent one.

Councilman Ken Ibarra said

BART wants a decision from the

c1ty soon. Keeping the station

under 1-380 could save the tran-
sit district up to $2.5 million and
several months in construction
time.

Constructlon is slated to start
in October.

If San Bruno decides to keep
the station under the overpass.,
work could be finished by
January, 1999 — a year sooner
than a plan to build a temporary
station under 1-380, then rebuild
the orlgmal station. o

BART officials say in addmon to
costing less, a permanent station
under I-380 will: be in proximity
to Tanforan Shopping Center;
have 50 additional parking
spaces; connect to Sam Trans
routes; and could provide easy
access to the SFO lightrail sys
tem. o

But constructing only a perma-
nent station would leave San
Bruno without a Caltrain stop
for approximately six months.

Residents have already stepped
forward to protest placing a per-
‘manent station under the over-
pass. :

Commerce. - President Don
Shoecraft spoke durmg a recent
council meeting -against a per-

‘manent. relocation.. -

Shoecraft pointed out that 80

percent of downtown merchants.

who answered a survey given by

‘the Chamber were against per-

manently moving the station.
Resident  Mark . Tobin also

spoke, notlng that his neighbor-
~hood is. already an industrial

‘area and pl_acmg a Caltrain stop
nearby will increase pollution in
the area. _

“Enough - is enough,” said
Tobin. “I'll never be able to sell
my. home because no one in
their right mind would buy it.”

Resident and expert on trans-
portation issues Alice Barnes
said she could ﬁnd no plans for a
permanent station in BART's
final Environmental Impact
Report. ‘

“BART has always planned to
make the temporary station per-
manent,” she said.

“No one came forward [during
the meeting] to say moving the
station was a good thing,” said
Ibarra. v

Resident - Jim  Kelly also
addressed the council urging it

Former San Bruno Chamber of

to reconsider agreeing to BART's
plan to place a parking structure
at Tanforan Mall- because of air
pollution concerns.

“The. Bay Area Air Quality
Management District [BAAQMD)]
has informed me that BART's
policy of providing free parking
for thousands of cars is a matter
of serious concern to the agency
for several reasons, including its

-negative effect on air quality,”

said Kelly. v

Specifically, large garagés
increase the number .of “cold
starts,” which “produce emis-
sions at a high rate.”

Kelly said BAAQMD is encourag-
ing BART to charge for parking
to discourage commuters -from .
driving,

Councilman  Chris Pallaé
agreed that BART should put a
price on parking and added that
public transportation should
not depend on people driving to
a station and parking at a garage
as BART encourages. ‘
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Newcomers Club
luncheon

The Millbrae Newcomers Club
will hold its luncheon Thursday,
‘Sept. 4, at the Elephant Bar,1600
Old Bayshore, Burlingame.
Social Hour begins at 11:30 a.m.
with a luncheon at 12:30 p.m.

Representatives - of BART,

SamTrans, and community and
government relations will pre-
sent an informative slide presen-
tation regarding the BART-San
"Francisco Airport Extension.
Guests are welcome to attend.
For reservations, call 588-8707 or
583-1697.
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Parking lots
contribute to air |
pollution

Editor:

The Bay ‘Area Air Quality
Management District has had
BART directors on notice since
1994 that BART's large, free park-
ing lots are contributing to
regional air pollution. Cold
engine starts are blamed for the
worst of automotive pollution. A
December 1994 advisory urged
BART to discourage driving to sta-
tions by charging parking fees.
Instead, BART has opened a 2,400
car lot near Pittsburg and plans
three more south of Colma total-
ing 5,500 cars, including a con-
centration of 3,000 in Millbrae.

BART’s environmental impact
report shows the airport-
Millbrae extension would lead to
U.S. 101 congestion beyond rem-
edy south of SEO. San Bruno city
planning staff projects near grid-
lock around El Camino Real and
Sneath Lane. The only mitiga-
" tion offered is widening of the
-intersection for more cars to
pour through.

Ignoring those predictable out-
comes, San Bruno City Council
vote, 4-1, to conclude an agree-
ment to smooth BART’s path, the
‘first Peninsula city to do so. Two
members did not explain their
willingness to accept air pollu-
tion and traffic woes. Another
called BART “just the right thing

to do,” regardless of air-quality
and traffic concerns.

I've asked Millbrae "Mayor
Daniel Quigg and city council-
man Dennis Richardson why
they support BART's damaging
effects on air quality and free-
way/local traffic, as well as

forced removal of families from

housing their city cannot
replace at affordable rents. So

far, they’ve not responded. -

Politics and politicians - aren't
they wonderful!

James W. Kelly

$an Bruno
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

BART ahove will
of the people

Editor: .
The Citizens of Millbrae will
finally have a ballot measure in

November to approve or reject
'BART’s proposed gigantic¢ termi-
nal and parking lot. S

“No problem,” says BART. It
isn’t subjected to local laws and
city ordinances.

Who cares what the people
want! BART has proven repeated-

ly that it adheres to an axiom
made famous by former
President Richard Nixon: “The
;end:justifies the means.” §
S - John Fatsarell » ¢
A e T - Millbrae - ;
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BART’s Bone-rattling Noise Grave
Concern for Cemetery

ART s planned extension to

San Francisco International
Airport might not create enough
noise to wake the dead. but it
has one cemetery’s owners
worried that their century-old
park will no longer be a place of
tranquility.

Colma’s Cypress Lawn

_Cemetery Association sued
BART and the San Mateo

“County- Transit District on Aug.
25, accusing them of violating
the California Environmental
Quality Act by failing to
address ways to reduce or
eliminate noise, vibrations, dust,
landscaping scars and =~
architectural damage, among
other things, on the property it
owns along BART’s eight-mile
route.

“Cypress Lawn is a living -
memorial which provides a
tranquil and serene environment
where individuals from all

walks of life and from all
regions of Northern California
may pay homage to their
departed loved ones,” the
cemetery’s attorney, Brobeck,
Phleger & Harrison partner
Rollin Chippey II, wrote in
"Cypress Lawn Cemetery
Association v. San Francisco
Bay Area Rapid Transit District,

" 401830. “The unmitigated
significant environmental
impacts created by the [airport
extension] project will interrupt
burial and cremation services,
inhibit the steady flow of
visitors to Cypress Lawn,
disturb those persons who
routinely visit family members
interred and impair the integrity
of existing grave sites and
structures.”

The San Mateo County
Superior Court complaint calls
Cypress Lawn “one of the great
art and architectural treasures of

‘Cypress Lawn is a living memorial which
provides a tranquil and serene
environment where individuals from all

walks of life .

. may pay homage to their
departed loved ones.’

— Brobeck partner Rollin Chippey Il

Northern California” and boasts
that it’s the final resting place of
more than 300,000 people,
including “important sportsmen,
musicians, writers, -
businesspeople, architects and
other notable persons in the
history of California and the
American West.”

The suit specifically asks that

BART s and SamTrans’

environmental impact report
and their project approval be
nullified.

“Cypress Lawn is not asking

for any special treatment here,”
¢emetery president and chief

“executive officer Ken Varner

said in a prepared statement.
“We filed suit . . . because we
were unable to achieve
resolution to-our disagreements
after months of negotiating with
BART and because BART went
ahead with putting the project
out to bid.”

Reached Friday, BART
spokesman Mike Healy said the
transit agency has fully
complied with CEQA and that
the property in dispute has been
a railroad right of way for most

" of the past century.

“The property in question
does not house any graves,” he
said. “It is quite a distance from

any graves, in fact. It’s just for
landscaping. . . . Railroads ran
Fhrough that very same site
while Cypress was there for
about 100 years. They are
basically wanting to use it now
as [bargaining] leverage.”

— Mike McKee
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He's Helping
Drive BART's
Train to SFO

Engineer aims to get it
done fast, inexpensively

By Benjamin Pimentel
Chroaicle Peninsule Burcau

While politicians take credit
for BART's grand plan to go to San
Francisco International Airport,
many say an engineer named Tak-
is Salpeas — known to few outside
BART and loca] political circles —
is the project's real driving force.

Part commander and part
cheerleader, the 47-year-old Greek
immigrant has spent the past five
years working out details for
SART's eight-mile- march to SFO

.nd Millbrae, one of the biggest
transit projects in Bay Area histo-
ry.

In many ways, Salpeas is just
the person to lead BART's bulldoz-
ers when construction beging next
month: 2 dedicated railroad-build-
er full of brashness and bravado
who hasn’t lost his optimism in the
face of dozens of obstacles.

“BART is one of the best sys-
tems in the world, There will be no
margin of error,” Salpeas said.
“Everything will be efficient. We
have to go for it.”

The airport project is the big-
gest in Salpeas’ career — and the
most controversial. It has been the
target of lawsuits, opposition from
local groups and the airlines and
political battles in Congress.

At a time when few believe the
line will open by the early 21st cen-
tury, Salpeas says he’s sure he ¢an
complete the job on schedule in 50
months.

And even though critics pre-
dict that the extension will cost

jore than its projected §1.2 billion
grice tag, the feisty engineer
claims he can do the job efficiently
enough to save up to $240 million.

Salpeas' gung-ho attitude has
rubbed some people the wrong
way.

Monday, September 1,1997

Although local leaders are ex-
cited about the economic benefits
of the BART extension, many com-
plain that BART planned the ex-
tension without adequately con-
suiting them — and that Salpeas

has tried to steamroll them. But
{ew are willing to publicly criticize
a man they will have to negotiate
with in the coming years.

“You're either on his side or
{you're) the enemy,” one govern-
ment official said. “We have this
love-hate relationship with the
man."

Others, like San Bruno Mayor
Ed Simon, say they appreciate Sal-
peas’ directness.

“He’s a stralght shooter,” he
said. “Some people think he's abra-
sive because he doesn't try to sug-
ar-coat things."

Salpeas acknowledges that he
has been blunt in dealing with cit-
fes.

“Whatever I tell them is the
truth, the honest, professional
truth,” he said. “I never promise
anything I can't deliver.”

Born and raised in Athens, Sal-
peas is the son and grandson of
raiiroad engineers. His family sent
him to study civil engineering at
the University of Pennsylvania in
the early "70s, hoping he would re-
turn to become director of
Greece's national railroad system.

Salpeas décided to build his ca-
reer In the United States instead.
After a stint with Philadelphia's
rail transit agency, Salpeas moved
to the Bay Area in 1991 to bujld
BART's Colma station.

He was later tapped to head
BART's SFO extension team.

Until recently, when BART fi-
nally got a federal funding com-
mitment, it was unclear if the pro-
ject would ever get started.

The weekend before the Feder-
al Transit Administration signed
the agreement, Salpeas said he was
nervously scribbling plans for rad-

ically cheaper alternatjves.

Because the line ,will pass
through several cities, Salpeas has
had to calm fears about how con-
struction will affect communities.
Along the way, he's had to contend
with cities’ demands, such as ex-
tending a sidewalk or building
tracks underground — demands
that usually get turned down,

“Everybody wants something
out of this project — and yet I'have
fixed resources,” he said.

- BART board member Dan
Richard, who negotiated with cit-
fes for the agency, said there were
times when he wished Salpeas
would take a softer approach.

“There's a reason why there
dre few engineers in public of-
fice,” he said. “They sometimes
use the direct approach, which is
what you need to build things —
but isn’t always the most politic
way. Every once in a while, we
have to guide the missile in a dif-
ferent direction.”

Simon recalled how Salpeas
would fidget with his tie whenever
discussions seemed to be reaching
a stalemate.

“It's like he wants to take his tie
off and put on another shirt to
start working,” Simon said. “He
just wants to build the darn traipn.”

And Salpeas wants to build it
fast and cheap. ,

To do this, BART is changing
the way it issues contracts. In the
past, BART dealt with dozens of
contractors whose job was to build
whatever BART had designed.
BART's recently completed East
Bay extensions, roughly the length
of the ajrport project, involved 51
contractors.

By contrast, the SFO extension
will involve four contractors in
charge of both designing and
building the line.
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Cemetery challenges BART extension to SFO

By Usa Milegan

STAFF WRITER

Colma's largest cemetery
is challenging BART's exten-
sion to San Francisco Inter-
national Airport, claiming
the trains will bother visitors
to grave sites.

In a lawsuit filed Monday
in San Mateo County Supe-
rior Court, ess Lawn
Cemetery Association  ar-

ed that BART and Sam-

rans have not’ fully
evaluated the effects of the
added noise and vibratons

project until a better envi-
ronmental review (s com-
pleted.

California has long had a
history of protecting cemete-
ries from encroachment and
Colma's 300,000 grave sites
deserve speclal considersa-
ton, the sult argues. As a
unique community incorpo-
rated to house San Fran-
cisco’s. dead. the cemetery.
associationi said, Colma has
historical value.

- “Cypress Lawn. is more
than a.cemetery,” the suit

on burfal and cremation.i said,: t i8 a2 memorial park.

services.

The cemetery - demanded
a permanent {njunction
halting the 8$1.2 billion

teestd w8 dMpertant repository of

art and architecture and a
legacy of Callfornta history.”

But BART spokesman

Mike Healy said the ceme-
tery's lawsuit is ridiculous
and will likely eventually be
thrown out of court. - -

The railroad right-of-way
has been there for 100 years
-and does not cross over any
graves, he said. Moreover.
-none of the other cemeteries
in the city are complaining
about the project.

« “This is not going to dis-

- turb the sanctity of Colma,"
he said. :
<-«Rita -Haskin, spokes-
:woman for SamTrans,
. which-is.also named as a de-
fendant-in the sult, said her
agency is aware of the ceme-
tery's concerns and has
been negotiating with

owners for over a year. She
said she hasn't seen the suit
yet and cannot comment on
it but she said SamTrans of-
ficials plan to continue talks.

A similar challenge to the
project's environmental re-
view was thrown out by a
San ‘Francisco fjudge July
11, That lawsuit, filed by the
Coalition for a One:Stop
Terminal; Peninsula " Rall
2000 and Train Riders As-
sociation of California, ar-
gued that BART had not
adequately analyzed poten-
tal destruction to the hab-
ftat of federally protected
wetlands home to the red-
legged frog and the San
Francisco garter snake,
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BART rolis
forward in
stretch to
S.F. airport

By Ronna Abramson
STAFF WRITER

A BART committee quickly
moved Tuesday to settle a long-
time dispute with the owner of a
San Bruno card room, removing
yet another obstacle in its path
to San Francisco International
Airport. i

But the tracks to SFO still
are not clear because the largest
cemetery in Colma on Monday
sued BART, claiming the transit
agency has not fully evaluated
how the added noise and vibra-
tions from the proposed line ex-
tension would affect burial and
cremation services.

The agreement with Arti-
choke Joe’s owner Dennis
Sammut, approved by the BART
Engineering and Operations
Committee. means, the longtime
San Bruno businessman no
longer will try to derail the
$1.2 billion project.

Under the agreement, to be
forwarded to the full board for
final approval. BART promises
to keep open 160 of the card
room's 238 parking spots
during construction of the 8.2-
mile extension to SFO.

BART also agreed to phase
construction on the line in San
Bruno, which will go directly
under the parking lot leased by
Artichoke Joe's from the San
Francisco Public Utilities Com-
mission.

Sammut has agreed not to
make any public statement or
pursue lobbying or legal reme-
dies that might hinder the

project, and to discontinue
funding other people or groups
that might work against the
project, according to BART.
Sammut already has approved
the agreeement, according to
BART. He could not be reached
for comment.

In the past, Sammut, whose
family has been in business in
San Bruno since 1916, has said
he couldn't continue to operate
without the parking lot. He paid
a Washington, D.C.-based law
firm $420,000 last year to work
against the extension, landing
his Artichoke Enterprises on a
“Big Spenders” list of major cli-
ents and their hired guns, pub-
lished by Washington-based
Legal Times.

Sammut also has donated
money to the Coalition for a
One-Stop Terminal, or COST, a
Peninsula group that opposes
extending BART to Millbiac
The group's eartier lawsuit
against the project was thrown
out of court last month.

In the lawsuit filed Monday in
San Mateo County Superior
Court, Cypress Lawn Cemetery
Association demanded a perma-

- nent injunction to halt the ex-

tension wuntil a better
environmental review is com-
pleted.

But BART spokesman Mike
Healy said the cemetery's law-
suit is ridiculous and predicted
it, too, would eventually be
thrown out of court.

Staff writer Lisa Millegan
contribuled lo Lhis reporl.

Also San Mateo County Times



A real travesty

Editor: - -

We the undersigned, were pre-
sent at a special meeting of the
Millbrae City Council on
Thursday, Aug. 14. However, this
meeting, to amend and sign an
agreement with BART on con-
struction of the transit agency’s
massive parking structure, was
conducted with a mere 24 hours
notice (that notice being a scant
posturing on the -door of City
Hall)

__The usual television coverage

.o.f councﬂ meemgs dulmot hap-d
pen. No newspapers covered. the:
event and no copies of the agree-

ment were made available for
public comment.
BART set the agenda in this

meeting and seemed in a great ;
rush to have the amended agree- °

ment signed and sealed before
the garage initiative could be
duly voted upon by the people.
The amended agreement was
created and completed at’15

equally non-public meetmgs‘

between BART staff and the sub-
committee. On this night, coun-
cil seemed ready to accept the
agreement even though many
details -were, and still are,
incomplete. ' '

Six of seven public speakers
objected to the rushed proceed-
ings, the lack of an agenda seek-
ing public comment and impre-
cise traffic and parking mitiga-
tion plans for Millbrae and its
Sari Bruno and Burlingame
neighbors.

It is our belief that BART is con-

tinually creating problems with -

its insistence on pushing fur-
ther ‘south of the airport than
was ever authorized by voters in

" Irving Amstrup,

MILLBARE-SAN BRUNO SUN

Wednesday, August 27,1997

San Mateo County. It is the citi-
zens of this region that will have
to live with the mess that BART
is making. This approach by
BART and the Millbrae City
Council suggests. they don't
want public comment on such
issues because the sentiments
against a huge terminal and
parking garage in the communi-
ty might be overwhelming.
~ It is  disturbing when
- Councilman Denis Richardson
and Mayor Dan Quigg treat their
constituents with disrespect but
that was the case in this meet-
ing. It was very clear that, if you
disagreed with the procedures
incorporate -to push this agree-
ment to conclusion, you were
unwelcome at this “public”
meeting. Those of us who spoke
out in opposition were called
“children” by these politicians
and police were- instructéd to
forcibly remove anyone who
showed emotlonal dxsap-:s
proval" ‘of'the proceédinigs. :
The meetmg. when Millbrae
citizens may never have know
about, was obviously rubber
stamped prior to the council ses-
sion - a real travesty.

‘Howard

'Atkins, Betty Borjas, Fran
Chilcoat, John Falsarella,
Maxine Falsarella, Thomas

Hagerty. Geni Hagerty, Audrae”
King, Nancy Margrey, Dorothy
Rusch, David Saari, Tom
Williams, John Yuen
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Changing the
council’s direction

- Editor:

I have been a resident  of
Millbrae for 34 years, and I have
grown to love itl I am not a
politician or an attorney. [ am a
local business person, and a con-
cerned citizen. -

I am concerned that amid all
the wheeling and dealing, our
City Council has lost touch with
the average citizen. Believing
that civic service should be civil,
I am concerned about the treat-
ment that some citizens receive
when dealing with city officials.
I am also concerned about some

-‘of the -action  that our City
Council has taken. For example:

$59,977 for banners when the -
Senior Citizen Center  was
refused funding for chairs;

. City Council persons going to
work for BART immediately
after negotiating with them;

approval of a parking garage
with entry clearances too low
for-our emergency vehicles;

'$10,000 bonus, not called for
by the contract, paid to a con-
tractor for early completion of a
parking lot; and '

ordinances which are disre-
spectful of citizens rights, such
as one which requires you to get
a permit from the city to trim
your own trees.

Are you as concerned as I about
the direction the city is taking?
-If you would like to be a part of
a team effort to bring Millbrae
into the 21st Century on time
and under budget, and to
restore - respect for citizens’
rights to city government,
please support my candidacy for
City -Council on Nov. 4. Please
call me at 697-3375 if you have
concerns, questions or ideas.

Howard Atkins
Milibrae
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Millbrae
signs BART
agreement

BY MARK SIMBORG
Staff Editor

Despite anticipated opposi-
tion from Millbrae Right to
Vote Committee members,
the City Council approved on
Aug. 14 the Comprehensive
Agreement with BART.

The agreement, which had
been held over several times on
council agendas, provides a
series of mitigations and secu-
rity measures to guide BART’s
construction of its Millbrae sta-
tion. Construction is expected
to begin by the end of the year,
BART officials said.

Committee members — com-
prised of residents in favor of
an initiative on the Nov. 4 bal-
lot that may restrict the size
of BART buildings — said the
council’s approval of the
agreement was premature.

“They should have respected .

the citizens of their communi-

ty and waited for the Nov. 4

:elcc.tinn.f”,ﬁ said initiative co-
sponsor Tom Williams, adding
that some city staff members,
including Fire Chief Brian
Kelly, said there are “issues”
that have yet to be resolved.

Kelly said he was in favor of
the zigreement, although

there are some fire rescue
technicalities that still need
to be worked out.

Ralph Petty, director of com-
munity development, main-
tained the agreement and the
initiative are separate entities.

“Regardless of what happens

.with the initiative, all other

parts of the agreement are still
in effect,” he said. “Initiative
people say we're making a snap
judgement on the agreement
but we've been looking at this
thing since last October.”

The council postponed a deci-
sion on the. agreement last
month and at a special meet-
ing Aug4 appointed a sub-com-
mittee to review the accord.

A funding commitment and
timeline = for - various city-

requested traffic mitigation

projects are locked down in
the agreement, which also
implements security mea-
sures in areas ranging from

‘city infrastructure to commu-

nity security.
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San Bruno seeks BART watchdogs

Citizen group will over-
see BART construction

BY SHERI BAKER RICKMAN
Staff Reporter -

The 8. 7-m11e BART- to-SFO extension pro-
ject will be watched by many Peninsula
residents but San Bruno is making the
practice official. " *

The city is organizing a seven-member
citizen watchdog group to oversee BART’s .
construction through San Bruno, provide

input to the council, and relay informa- -

" tion to its neighbors.

The BART Neighborhood Commlttee'

members must be residents or business
owners in affected areas, including: the
" Belle. Air, First Addition and Fifth
Addition neighborhoods, Lomita Park

area; downtown San Bruno, San Bruno .

Avenue _business district, .and the

Montgomery Avenue mdustrlal and resi- _

dentlal area.
Councﬂwoman Irene O’Connell said

seven: people will be chosen for the com- -

mittee to: reﬂect each neighborhood that

will be dlrectly affected by BART’s con- .

structlon

!
City officials are urging anyone mterest- ‘

ed in joining the committee to contact
City Hall by 5 p.m., Aug. 29.

“We are looking for people who live

close to the right-of-way to give input on
traffic issues, facilitate meetings and be a
catalyst for information exchange and
problem solving,” said City Manager
Frank Hedley.

Councilman Chris Pallas, a vocal oppo-
nent of BART, said he supported forming
the committee to make sure “San Bruno
isn’t h‘urt” during the construction
process. -

BART plans to build four new stations —
in South San Francisco, at SFO, in San
Bruno, and Millbrae — as part of its trek

down the Peninsula.
The transit district plans to build the sta-
tions simultaneously to avoid any city

along BART’s path becoming a temporary,

end-of-the-line stop.

San Bruno’s station will be constructed
at Tanforan Shopping Center and tracks
will travel underground near the existing
Caltrain right-ofway. The city’s existing
Caltrain station will have to be relocated;
possibly permanently, under Interstate
380 during BART’s construction.

Mark Tobin, resident of the
Montgomery Avenue area, has already
shown interest in joining the committee.
He voiced concerns during a
recent council meeting about
BART’s construction increasing
pollution near his home,
~“Trucks cause a massive
amount of pollution and its
already an industrial area,” said
Tobin, describing his neighbor-
hood. “With trucks, then trains,
and BART it’s beyond me that
there are no. checks and bal-
ances.”

Tobin said he was concerned
about health problems that may
be caused by pollution, especial-
ly if BART permanently relocates
San Bruno's Caltram station
under I-380.

Rose Urbach, a long-time critic
of BART and resident of the First
Addition neighborhood, has
also shown interest in joining
the committee. '

Belle Air resident and council
meeting-regular Alice Barnes
was interested in joining the
committee but then withdrew
her name after realizing the city
was seeking people without
“technical” backgrounds on

. transportation issues.

Barnes has worked for years on

transportation issues and said
she would continue to give her
input on BART from the lectern
in council chambers.

Residents Terry Cook and
Laural Caine have also shown
interest in joining the commit-
tee.
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EDITORIALS

It’s no

longer

a bridge too far

- OT too long ago, it seemed
that the effort to fix the Bay
Bridge was as stuck in stall
and crawl as the traffic that
daily creeps up to it.

Who pays and how much were the in-
tractable issues and, as usual, it was
South vs. North. Meanwhile, 280,000 ve-
hicles a day traveled over a bridge that
just barely survived the 1989 Loma

“Prieta quake and desperately needed in-
‘oculation against the next one.
- Sometimes, though, political leaders
.do rise to the occasion, and the recent
ceremony that now opens the check-
-books for work to begin on the Bay
Bridge, four-other Bay bridges and two
down south equally commemorates how
the public interest can and should be
served.

mission. By April, the MTC must decide
between the two competing designs. for
the new section of the Bay Bridge — both
variations on a theme by suspension. The
plan now is to complete the new section
and retrofit the western section by 2004.
Don't hold your breath — these kind of
projects never seem to be completed on
time.

This is where political forces should
again come into good play. Kopp, et al.,
must continue to monitor their baby and
not let the bridge work degenerate into
an endless round of cost overruns and
delays. They should make sure Caltrans
stays wholly on top of this project, super-
vising not only the contractors them-
selves but their books. Too often,
contractors make extra money on a
project through change orders to the

. State Sen. original contract.
*Quentin Kopp of By April, the MTC must decide Change orders
San Francisco . are usually legal,
sometimes seems between the two competing and as often un-
t% ushfll?iit quix- desigms for the new section of the necessary. Change
-otic S . Y orders should be
schemes, but he Bay Bridge — both var@m on eyed warily and
deserves large a theme by suspension. only approved

credit for forging

after several ex-

a compromise

over bridge funding. Out of a total cost of
2.6 billion for the Bay Area bridge work,
‘commuters will actually only pay $827
‘million via a $1 toll surcharge. That's a
.just plain good deal for us.

Obviously, Kopp did not work alone.
Other actors, from Gov. Pete Wilson
_through Sen. Bill Lockyer of Hayward to
legislators from Southern California —
including Kevin Murray and Scott Baugh
— threw their weight behind the bridge
deal to get it done. But done it got. At a
time when the public, often for very good
reason, has little faith in its elected
leaders, here’s evidence to the contrary.

* Now the burden of decision devolves to
‘the Metropolitan Transportation Com-

pert sets of eyes
have examined them. ’

Politics will again enter the fray when
the MTC decides whether to add a bike
lane to the Bay Bridge and whether to
build a new Transbay Transit Terminal
in San Francisco. Much of the East Bay is
opposed to the cost of a new building,
compared with the cost of simply retrofit-
ting the old one. We favor retrofit over
new in this case; we do not want to see
the bridge work hung with pork barrels
of golden ornaments (as in, for instance,
a glant stone foot on Market Street).

Political will took the bridge money to
the bank. That's half the job. These same
political leaders must now make sure the
money is spent wisely and that the job
gets done on time.
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Bill to Halt Colma Card Room Fails

Mayor of ‘necropolis’ hopes club will fund more services

By Robert B, Gunnison
Chronicle Sacramento Bureau

Sacramento

A Senate committee yesterday

~defeated — at least temporarily —
" a bill that would have prevented a

building under construction in -

Colma from operating as the 60-ta-
ble Lucky Chances Card Club.

The vote was 6 to 6 on the mea-
sure by Assemblyman Lou Papan,
D-Daly City. It needed seven votes
for passage. He won permission to
have it debated again, perhaps as
early as today. ‘

The only member of the com-
mittee not voting was Senator
Ralph Dills, D-Gardena, who
backed the measure on June 24,
when it passed the Governmental
Organization Committee that he
chairs. Dills did not attend the
hearing yesterday.

“Colma is a city of repose for
most of the Bay Area,” Papan told
the committee. A card reom, he
said “doesn’t lend itself to the his-
torical aspects of the city.”

Papan noted that voters in sev-
eral Peninsula cities — Daly City,
South San Francisco, Pacifica and
Brisbane — have rejected card
rooms in their municipalities. “The
greater number of people I repre-
sent do not approve of a casino in
my district,” Papan said.

Opposing the bill was the may-
or of Colma, Helen Fisicaro, who
said revenue from the card room
would finance a full-time fire de-
partment, a new police and fire
station, and a shuttle bus in the
city. The community is home to
about 1,100 living residents and 1.5
million dead, buried in the city's

cemeteries.

Noting Papan’s observation
about voters in nearby cities, Fisi-
caro said the same cities opposed
Papan’s bill.

The main supporter of the bill'
is Tom Atwood, a prominent busi-
nessman who once tried to operate
a card room in Colma, but now op-
poses the idea. Recards show he’
has spent $27,000 on lobbyists in
support of the bill. 4

Papan’s measure would prohib-
it the construction or operation of
a gaming club within a city de-
signed as a “necropolis, a cemetery
city.” There is only one such city in
Californja — Colma.

A building now under con-

“struction at the corner of Hillside

and Serramonte boulevards would
house Lucky Chances, its 60 tables
and restaurant. On three sides are
cemeteries. Its main entrance fac-
es Olivet Cemetery — of which At-
wood was once president.

Lucky Chances will be operat-
ed by Rene Medina and Richard
Kuramoto, selected by the Colma
Town Council.

Michael Franchetti, a lobbyist
representing Lucky Chances, said
he would file a lawsuit against the
state seeking to recover the
$20 million invested in the build-
ing if Papan wins enactment of his
measure.

He said the bill violates the
Fifth Amendment of the U.S. Con-
stitution by illegally taking private
property.

He called Atwood a “disgrun-
tled loser,” but he wasn’t entirely
unhappy about the fight. “He’s
made a lot of money for my law
firm,” Franchetti said,



San Wateo County Times

Monday, August 25,1997

MY WORD

Graves, gambling
not a good mix -

By Lou Papan
T the turn of the cen-
tury, San Francisco
ran out of room to
bury tts dead.In re-

sponse, the San Fran-

cisco Board. of Supervisors
made it illegal to operate a cem-
etery in San Francisco and es-
tablished the Town of Colma as
a cemetery town for thefr dead.

Since then, Colma has played
a valuable role {n San Mateo
County and the Bay Ares.

With 17 cemeteries and more
deceased than living persons,
Colma has an obligation to en-
sure that the eternal resting
places of millions of our loved
ones are respected and main-
tained.

However. the serenity of
Colma and the sanctity of its ce-
meteries are threatened by le-
galized gambling.

Nevada garobling interests
have spent 320 million to build
a 600-employee, 24-hour-a-day
casino in the middle of the his-
toric cemeteries.

The Lucky Chances Casino
not only desecrates the memeory
of the souls burfed there, but
epitomizes how powerful gam-
bling intcrests are out of control
in Californis.

There are now 240 card
rooms in California. They gross
more than $700 mtilion each
year. They are unregulated,
making them ripe for abuse.
Powerful gambling interests are
spending millions to place card
room {initiatives on ballots
across the state and are pulling
out all the stops to woo local
voters.

f

The fate of 1.5

mallion deceased
should not be .
locided by
600 voters.

AR

N a town with fewer than
600 voters, the card room
propasal won by seven
But that vote did not include
the families of the 1.5 millton
burted in Colma. more than 700
of whorn have contacted my of-
flce asking me to stop the ca-
stno project. - '
Many people believe cemete-

would never choose to bury
their loved ones near a casino. :
Yet these people cannot vote in |
Colma and had no input in what
1s being bullt next to their loved
ones' graves. :
HAT vote also did not in- -
I clude the people of the
neighboring towns of

South San Francisco, Pacifica

and Brisbane who have voted
down casinos in their own
towns. All of these towns will
feel the pressures of a casing in
Colma.

They will see a huge influx in
trafiic as people try ?ﬂgﬂ to
Colma. These cities will have to.
deal with the potential of in-. |
creased crime related to gam. |
bling. None of these towns will .
receive the tax money the cadiné
could bring Colma. o

Gamb must be a state.
1ssue. The fate of 1.5 million de:
ceaged should not be decided by
800 voters. ‘

-

Six hundred people should
not have ultimate say on a ca-
sino that will have a mafjor im-
pact on thousands of people,
who oppose gambling in their
own neighborhoods. .

Wealthy special interests -
should not be allowed to target
two small elections in order to
get casinos constructed.

Neither gambling nor ceme-
tery protection can be treated
strictly as a local issue,

There is a dire need for the
state to approach these issues
frormn a reglonal and statewlde
perspective. .

Lou Papan is a Democratic
Assemblyman representing the
19th District in San Mateo -

: 7
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Controversial Colma casino
violates feng shui basics

Negative energy
from the city’s
cemeteries is the
latest obstacle for
planned card club

By Eve Mitchell

BPECIAL YO THE EXAMINER

COLMA — The latest wild card
in the long battle to build a contro-
versial casino in this town of ceme-
teries has appeared in the form of
feng shui, the ancient Chinese fore-
minner to what real estate agents
«efer to as “location, location, loca-
ion,”

David Cho, a classical feng shui

‘itioner who has consulted on

_r cagino projects, says the idea

f building the Lucky Chances card

Jub next to graveyards goes

igainst the philosophy's guiding
irinciples.

“Casinos are based on optimism
nd hope,” said Cho, a director

vith the Monterey Park-based

\merican Feng Shui Instituts, “So
/hen you wind up putting it in an
nvironment that is totally de-
ressing, you really wind up de-
troying all the elements you're try-
1g to incorporate into your casi-
0.

Dismissed by some skeptics,
g shui first appeared around
000 B.C. in Asia. Akin to being
e world’s oldest zoning code, ita
rinciples govern the siting of
omes and business, saying that
ey should be placed in harmony
ith the earth’s natural forces and

ergios. The precise placement of
riture, objects and natural ele-
ents such as water is also im-
rtant,

The practice has become in-
creasingly popular in recent years
in structures as diverse as homes,
commercial buildings and gam-
bling establishments, including the
Casino San Pablo, which opened in
the East Bay in 1995. Feng shui
was also used in the design of the
52.-story Trump Intemational Ho-
tel & Tower in New York, complet-
ed last year. .

“Feng shui is the ancient Chi-
nese science of aligning living space
to natural energy fields for the pur-
pose of improving health, weslth
and relations,” explained Cho, who
has also acted as a consultant on a
casino now under construction in
Sydney, Australia, and the planned
reopening of a card club in Garde-
na in Los Angeles County.

Rene Medina, one of the three
Lucky Chances principals, has
hired a feng shui consultant to
work on the interior of the 8pan-
ish-style building that is now under
conatruction and expected to open
in December. The two-story card
club is being built at the intersee-
tion of Serramonte and Hillside
boulevards on a parcel of vacant
cemetery land that was once used
to grow flowers.

“They've hired an interior deco-
rator, and that person is consulting
with a feng shut person,” said Don
Fields, a spokesman for Medina.
“This 18 not a serious problem in a
sense that there are various thinge

you can do to address these con-
cerns.”

Whether it's good or bad feng

6hui to build the 43-table card club
ing city famous for its 17 cemeter-
les — where more than 1.5 million
people have been laid to rest — is
the latest chapter in the project’s
turbulent history.

The debate over the card club
has divided the 1,100 residents of
Colma, which in addition to grave-
yards is home to several car lots
and shopping centers. Supporters
gay the card club will bring in mil-
lions of dollars of revenue yearly
while opponents contend it will in-
terfere with the tranquillity that
cemeteries need for

“Casinos are
based on
optimism and
hope. So when
you wind up
putting 1t In an
environment

that is totally

depressing, you
really wind up
destroying all
the elements
you're trying to
incorporate into
your casino.”

-~ David Cho, feng shul
practiioner
vices.

Since 1993, local residents have
backed the project in two elections.
Proprietors of the controversial
club are currently fighting off legis-
lation proposed by state Aasembly-
man Lou Papan, D-Millbrae, that
would force the club out of business
shortly after its proposed opening.
That legislation would ban any
card club in a city of repose, which
is another way of describing a cem-

funeral ser- .

etery town, Colma is the only plz
in California that meets that des:
nation,

‘A hearing on Papan’s legis!
tion, which has passed the Asse:
bly and is the subject of inten
lobbying from both sides, is set f
Monday before the state Sena
Appropriations Committee.

Four city council members wi

_support the project have also bex
_targeted for recall next month.

Sausalito-based feng shui pra
titioner Irene Averell said therea
things that can be done to make
card club workable next to cem
teries, -

“In a cemetery, there is a lot .
yin energy. It's an energy that
dark, that's low, that’s subdue
interactive, calm and receptive,
flective and in a way negative,” sai
Averell, who practices a more mot
ernized Western version of the fer
shui than Cho's classical type.

She said mirrors and shapes an
colors could be strategically place
inside and outside the card club t
turn back any of the negative enet
gy that could be coming from th
cemetory.

Averell said it's possible that th
card club site's prior use as a flowe
garden could be a plus, provide
that construction workers didn’
bulldoze the apot in a “very violen
act on the land.”

But to Cho what’a more impor
tant is that the site is “literally i
the midst of graveyards” an
should not have been selected i
the first place. “It would be ver
difficult to overcome.” he said.

N. Kroftcr
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San Bruno closes in on BART agreement

BY SHERI BAKER RICKMAN
Staff Reporter .

San Bruno will become the first
city on the Peninsula to sign a
comprehensive agreement with
BART regarding the transit dis-
trict's expansion project to SFO
and beyond, if they agree on one
major demand.

“We don’t want to be the end-
of-the-line station, not even a
temporary end of the line sta-
tion,” said San Bruno City
Attorney Jonathan Lowell, who
added that the agreement will
be signed once BART agrees to
the language on this point.

San Bruno officials are worried

BART will run out of fund-
L., or open the San Bruno
Station before the project is com-
plete, making their station the
last stop of the extension.

However, BART officials said
they plan to construct and open
the stations simultaneously.

BART plans to build four new
stations — in South San
Francisco, San Bruno, at SFO,
and in Millbrae — as part of its
8.7 mile extension project.

Agreements with all affected
cities are presently in the works
and are designed to provide a
framework for addressing issues
that arise during construction.

The fact that all BART stations

are built with parking structures .

providing hundreds of free
spaces to commuters is why San
Bruno officials resist becoming
the end of the line.

Mayor Ed Simon said there will
be “tremendous traffic impacts”
caused by commuters using city
streets to park and ride on BART.

He then noted traffic increases
around the Colma BART station,
which is presently the end of the
line. . '

The agreement with San Bruno
is a major move forward in the
progress of this project, BART
officials maintained.

“This is a significant step for
BART,” said BART spokesman
Dave Madden, adding it is the
first such agreement to be
signed by a city in the path of
BART's expansion.

“All we have to do now is cross
some Ts and dot some Is but it's

a done deal,” he said.

. The City Council voted, 4 to 1,
in favor of accepting the agree-
ment if BART agrees to a written
stipulation that the city will not
be the end of the line.

Councilman Chris Pallas, a
long-time opponent to BART,
voted against the agreement, in
part because it does not force
the transit district to move the
San Bruno Police Department to
Tanforan Shopping Center as
drafted in the original station
designs. '

“BART should pay for the police
department because BART sta-
tions bring crime,” said Pallas.

One San Bruno resident
described the agreement as “a
crock” because she felt the lan-
guage of the agreement favored
BART over the city.

“BART was a big bully on this
case,” said Alice Barnes, who
drew on her years of work expe-
rience - with transportation
issues to analyze the agreement.
“If I were the contract officer on
this agreement I would not sign
it!”

Although Councilman Ken
Ibarra voted in favor of the agree-
ment, he first criticized it. by
calling its language “soft” and
speculated that BART may use
that aspect of the agreement
against the city in the future.

Planning  and Building
Department  Director George
Foscardo said language in the
agreement could not be com-
pletely binding because negotia-
tions may be necessary over the
course of the project.

BART plans to place a station at
Tanforan -Park Shopping Center
by realigning ©~ Huntington
Avenue along a “cut and cover”
subway line immediately adja-
cent to the mall.

The San Bruno Caltrain Station
will either be permanently or
temporarily relocated under
Interstate-380. )

Lowell said even though some
protests have been voiced about
the agreement, he believed it
provided enough flexibility for
the city and BART to work
together as the project pro-
gressed. “
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BART adds to traffic woes

THE BAY Area Air Quality
Management District has had
BART directors on notice since
1994 that BART's large, free
parking lots are contributing to
regional air pollution. Cold en-
gine starts in high concentration
are blamed. .

A 1994 advisory urged BART
to discourage driving to stations
by charging parking fees.

Instead, BART has opened a
2,400-car, free lot near Pittsburg
and plans three more south of
Colma totaling 5,500 cars, in-
cluding 3,000 in Millbrae.

A district official tells me
BART is “self-defeating,” adding
to air and traffic problems it's
supposed to relieve.

BART's environmental impact
report shows the airport-Millbrae
extension would lead to U.S. 101
congestion beyond remedy south
of SFO. San Bruno city planning
staff projects next to gridlock
around El Camino Real and
Sneath Lane from traffic in and
out of a BART Tanforan station.

The only mitigation offered is
to widen the intersection - for
more cars to pour through.

Ignoring those outcomes —
and mounting evidence that cars-
cum-transit makes matters worse
— San Bruno City Council voted
4-1 to conclude an agreement to
smooth BART's path, thg first

Peninsula city to do so.

Two members did not explain
why they would accept air pol-
lution and traffic woes. Off the re-
cord, another said he'd vote for
BART no matter what.

A fourth called BART “just the
right thing to do,” regardless of
air-quality and traffic concerns.

I've asked Millbrae Mayor
Daniel Quigg and City Coun-
cilman Dennis Richardson why
they support BART's damaging
effects on air quality and free-
way/local traffic, as well as forced
removal of families from housing
their city cannot replace at af-
fordable rents. So far, they've not
responded.

Politics and politicians, aren’t
they wonderful?

James W. Kelly

San Bruno



PENINSULA INDEPENDENT
Tuesday, August 19,1997

EDIT[]RIAI.

Merge Caltram and BART

We were heartened to read the comments of
state Sen. Quentin Kopp in this newspaper
last week, saying that funds for BART into SFO will

not kill the future of Caltrain. While Kopp is not.

sanguine about the chances of extendmg Caltrain
downtown because of the $1 billion price tag, he
does point out; factually, that the two transporta-
tion projects are unrelated. :

‘In the case of BART, it was one of only a handful

of projects designated by Congress to be a “new.

rail start,” project and could be funded undeér that

designation. The Caltrain downtown extension is -

ellglble for. limited . federal fixed guideway and
modernization project funding.

As Kopp points out the Caltrain downtown exten-
sion was not terminated because of BART into SFO.
It qualifies for funding under the-federal “fixed
guideway” definition. No, the reason for the ter-
mination of the extension is that with. the
Millbrae BART station coming on line, folks can
hop from Caltrain to BART and get downtown with
a simple transfer.

It should also be obvious that w1th the develop-
ment of China Basin, Mission Bay and South of
Market, what once appeared to be the end of the line
at no where, is now the beginning of the line to

everywhere; businesses, restaurants, industry and .

housmg. At a cost of $1 billion for its 1.5 mile length
it is hardly the kind of project which would capture
the sympathy or frugality of political leaders.

San Francisco. Mayor Willie Brown made that

‘clear at a. Chamber of Commerce luncheon -in

South San Francisco, days after he was elected to
office. Those in attendance heard him say there
was no way the extension would be approved, that

_even the Sultan of Btunei could not afford it: For

Burlingame city councilwoman Marti Knight to

“believe San Francisco supervisors could over-ride

Brown’s sentiments is the height of naivete.

Whydon’t we wrap up this dream of extending
Caltrain downtown once and for all, recognizing
that the future of transportation on the Peninsula
lies in the marriage of two rail systems, Caltrain
and BART. Those who support BART have no prob-
lem accepting Caltrain as a necessary vehicle for
north and south-transportation beyond Millbrae.

We agree much can be done to improve Caltrain, -
such as electrification, upg'radmg stations, switching
to more efficient éngines, increasing the number of
runs and expanding parking at train stations. But it’s
time to stop beating a dead horse because the more
we do that, the more we mislead the public.

Caltrain’s extension is dead, long live the merger
of Caltrain and BART.
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F0 Reaches for fhe Shu

Traffic from Asia and Europe is booming at San Francisco
International Airport, and a stunning, huge, four-story terminal
is rising to handle the crowds of the future

By Edward Epstein
and Benjamin Pimentel
CHRONICLE STAFF WRITERS

fter a year of seem-
ingly random dig-
ging and welding at
San Francisco Inter-
natlonal Alrport SFO’s 21st
century face is finally taking
shape.

~The -massive construction project —
which has made the airport look as if gi-
ant kids had scattered their Legos across a
vast playground — has progressed to the
point where visitors can make some sense
out of the $2.4 billion faceift, centered
around a huge new international terminal
made of aluminum, glass and steel.

By the time the project is completed
early in the next century, SFO will be
transformed in ways that will affect every
passenger, airline worker and visitor.

At its heart will be the looming overseas
terminal — the size of 18 football fields —
which will house 24 to 26 new gates, each
capable of handling wide-bodied jets full
of foreign tourists and business people
who are playing an increasingly vital role
in the expanding Bay Area economy.

The airport will also have its own light-
rail system, projected to be linked to the
long-debated BART extension, which is
designed to bring passen-
gers to within 75 yards of the
new terminal. :

The aim of all this con-
struction and disruption is
to turn SFO — -already a

wstling minicity with a
daytime population of
175,000 — into an even big-
ger, busier and more prof-
itable transit center.

“This is really a city unto it-
self,” SFO Director John
Martin said, as he gazed out
at the 2,400-acre airport from
its main control tower.,

“There’s nothing close [to
this project] in- the United
States when it comes to size.”

‘The project, the biggest airport expan-
sion underway in the country, has also
been undertaken with an eye to the com-
petition. When it’s finished, SFO — al-
ready the eighth-busiest airport in the
world — will become an even bigger and
more important Pacific Rim port, rivaling
Los Angeles International Airport.

“On the West Coast, we're really get-
ting the jump,” Martin said.

About 40 million passengers are ex-
pected to arrive at and depart from SFO
this year. By 2006, that number is expect-
ed to shoot up by about 11 million. Much
of that increase is expected to come from
flights to and from Asia.

That prospective increase in the already
booming Asia market ex-
plains why the airport decid-
ed to build-a new intemna-
tional terminal and make it
its centerpiece for decades
to come.

The expansion, the prod-
uct of years of planning, was
spurred by a simple fact:
Business is so good at SFO
that the current airport is
bursting at the seams.

“Having done business in
Asia and having had to ad-
just my schedule to go there
because I couldnt get a
flight, I understand that
there is a desperate need to
expand the airport, especial-

_ly in order to serve travelers to the Pacific

Rim,” said Dan Richard, a BART director
who has been a driving force behind the
BART extension plan.

By 2006, SFO
expectsto
handle
about
50 million

travelers
ayear.

“It will benefit the Bay Area in terms of
commerce, travel and cultural design,” he
added. _

SFO is already one of the Bay Area’s
most profitable establishments.

“Guess what that little candy cart
makes a year?” asked airport director Mar-
tin, pointing to a small See’s Candies cart
in the lobby of the terminal shared by
United and American airlines.

The answer: a staggering $1.4 million,
20 percent of which goes to SFO’s coffers.

A Pasqua Coffee cart near the United
gates grosses $1.3 rnillion annually, and
five shoe shine operations rake in a total
of about $140,000 a year, Martin said.

Foreign travelers spend by far the most
at the airport, and that’s why Martin wants
to expand duty-free shipping space in the
new terminal.

Data collected by tourism organiza-
tions show that visitors from Japan spend
an average of about $180 at SFO, Martin
said. For Koreans, the figure is $67. Armed
with such figures, airport planners decid-
ed to give foreign tourists more opportu-
nity to spend their money there.

When completed, the new terminal
will contain 140,000 square feet of retail
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and restaurant space — boosting SFO’s al-
‘ready bursting concessions revenue.
Lisbet Engberg, manager of the SFO
expansion’s community affairs bureau, es-
timated that the airport nets $20.9 million

from duty-free shops at the existing

" international terminal. In the new
one, she expects that figure to soar
to $45 million by 2005.

In all, SFO contributes about $20
million a year to San Francisco’s
general fund, the biggest contribu-
tion by any U.S. airport to its host
city. A distant second is New York'’s
Kennedy International Airport,
which pitches in $8.5 million to the
Big Apple s coffers. A new .and big-
ger SFO is expected to contribute
about $30 million by 2001, Martin
said. .

If Martin at times sounds more
llke a shopping center developer
than an aviation planner that’s be-
cause the role of airports is changing
as more people travel by air. “Air--
ports are no longer just public utili-
ties,” said Engberg. “They’re busi-
nesses, and successful ones at that.”

The airport is such a
money-spinning oper--
ation that. the entire
$2.4 billion project is
being covered by
lease-revenue bonds,
financed entirely out
of rentals and fees col-
lected by SFO. ,

‘The airport com-
munity itself is also ex-
pected to grow. About
17,000 people already
work at SFO, and the
facility spends about
$21 million a year on
water and power.

The expansion has created jobs
for 3,500 construction workers, and
by the time it’s done, according to
Martin, the airport’s regular work-
force is expected to reach 31,000.

For visitors to SFO, the most dra-
matic phase of the expansion is just
beginning, as crews start laying steel
across the airport’s main road to
form the base for the upper floors of
the terminal.

Later this year, 180-foot- long,
270-ton sections of the trusses for
the center portion of the wing-like
roof will be carried on barges from
Mare Island, where they are being

workforce
is expected
to grow
from 17,000
to 31,000.

The airport’s

welded together. The sections will
be placed on wheels and brought to
the airport at night. They will then
be dragged across taxiways to the
construction site, where engineers
hope to install them without any

major traffic disruptions.

. The new terminal will be at-
tached to two new boarding areas.
In all, the international terminal will
have 2 million square feet of space,
which equals the size of all of SFO’s
current terminals.

One thing that has made SFO'
situation especially challenging is
that the 2,400-acre airport is physi-
cally one of the smallest major air-
ports in the country and that further
land acquisitions, or reclamation of
land from the bay, are all but im-
possible. ’

The solution was to build up-
ward, abandoning the traditional
two-story airport terminal. It will be
the “first vertical airport in the
world,” said Martin. ‘

The 705footlong structure will
cross the roadway used by motorists as
they drive up to the airport’s main loop
or head to the main short-term parking
garage. The terminal’s design — light,
airy and with a steeltrussed, gently

rolling roof — is de-
signed to be welcoming
and yet offer a feeling of
solidity and strength.

* “The terminal is a
symbol of the airport as
the gateway to Asia,
and it is also the air-
port’s new front door,”

said ‘architect C. Keith "}

Boswell of Skidmore,
Owings & Merrill, one
of three firms in design
partnership for the
building.
“We hope it will be
a recognizable image for the airport,
one that people will remember,” he
added.

The new terminal’s design has al-
ready won praise from local urban
planners.

Jim Chappell, president of the
San Francisco Planning and Urban
Research Association, a civic plan-
ning organization, was particularly
impre‘ssed with the structure’s spa-
ciousness.

San Francizce EYronicte

“The design is fabulous,” he said.
“The soaring roof is symbollc of air-
line flight, of birds’ wings, of open-
ness, of movement and travel and a
sense of entry into our city.”

The front of the terminal will be
a curtain of glass and aluminum. No
one will doubt where they are — the
words “San Francisco Intematlonal
Ajrport” will be etched in t s
in\back:lit nine-foot-high letters.&

Departing passengers, . whether
arriving by BART, shuttles, taxis or
private cars, will enter the terminal
on the third level, 44 feet above the
existing roadway. New ramps will
separate traffic from the existing do-
mestic terminals and carry vehicles
to the elevated levels.

Unlike the current SFO termi-
nals, where each airline maintains
separate ticketing counters, the new
one will have airlines sharing six big
ticketing islands.

A vast concession area — many
times larger than the 8,000 square
feet in the current international ter-
minal — will be on the same level,
and will offer views of landings and

-takeoffs.

Arrivals will be on the second lev-
el, where a high-tech baggage claim
system will be installed. Boswell
promised that the system is based on
tried-and-true technology and will
avoid the snafus that dogged the ill-
fated baggage system at Denver’s
new airport.

€ new baggage claim system
‘ air a devoted to clearing

) p@hd sspbrt checks
Ehiiéd 16.hat dlei‘the enor-
‘mbuscfowds that descend upon the
current terminal _between 11 am.
and 1 p.m., when ' most ﬂlghts from
the ASIa—Pa_ClﬁC region arrive at SFO.
THat daily torrent of arrivals is re-
peated in a ritual in the early after-
noon, when flights arrive from Eu-
rope.

“At the existing terminal, our goal
is to get people who arrive on inter-
national flights out of the terminal
in 30 to 40 minutes,” said Dan d’In-
nocenti, an SFO duty manager.
“That works most of the time. But
delays can occur when we get five
747s landing at one time. But that’s
often something out of our control.”

MORE.....
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The new rental car facility, which wil! be connected to the terminals by a
new Airport Rapld Transit system, is to be built on the site of the current
long-term parking lot.

Shdmare, Owings & Wilhs & Amesiates

The new international terminal — the size of 18 football fields — will house 24 to 26 new gates, each capable of handling wide-bodied jets.

SAN FRANCISCO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT MASTER PLAN

The aitport project is an ambitious $2.4 billion program designed to make

@

curbs at SFO — the world’s third-
largest auto rental market — will be

But given the vast scope of the
work, there is a great deal of skepti-
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SFO one of the most convenient of the world's major airports.
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At the new terminal, the goal will
be to move people through even
faster.

“Our biggest challenge was de-
signing a building that is easy to
come into, easy to find the key
pointsin and then move through ef-
ficiently,” Boswell said.

In order to use the new terminal’s
Airport Rapid Transit (ART) system,
travelers will have to take escalators
or elevators to the fourth level. ART
will carry passengers, for free, to all
terminals, and beyond to the new’
car-rental facility, the adjoining
long-term parking lot and even on.
to the United Airlines maintenance,
facility at the airport’s northern tip.

Two new parking garages will pro-
vide spaces for 5,300 cars, and the car
rental buses that now jam terminal

Vi

SAN FRANCISCO
INTERNATIONAL
AIRPORT

Chruncle Crophuc

gone. Instead, travelers will ride the
ART system to a multistory facility
housing the rental companies’ fleets.
The- airport expansion has pro-
ceeded with little controversy, ex-
cept for two aspects.
The nine-station, 3.8-mile-long
- ART system was expected to be un-
der construction by now, but SFO

was forced to reopen bids on a $137
million contract to install the system
after the original winning bidder —
Mitsubishi: Heavy Industries Inc. —
was found not to be in compliance
with the city’s affirmative action reg-
ulations. ,

That ruling came after the losing

bidder, ADtranz, sued. Its bid was $19
. million higher. New bids were opened
last week, and this time ADtranz’s bid
was lower than Mitsubishi’s.
_The city is now reviewing the bids
and a final decision on awarding the
project could be made by October. It
is hoped that the system will be up and
running by the fall of 2001.

The fight over the BART exten-
sion to SFO has gone on much
longer and involved much higher
stakes. It pitted advocates of extend-
ing the Bay Area’s rapid transit sys-
tem against those who said it would
be far cheaper to expand Caltrain’s
operations to provide service to the
airport.

Supporters of the BART plan pre-
vailed, although it wasn’t until this
summer that President Clinton fi-
nally committed federal funds to pay
for the extension. The first contracts
on the SFO end of the BART line
are being let now, Martin said, and
work should begin by autumn.

~cism concerning whether the pro-

jected opening date of the year 2000
can be met.

SFO officials, however, definitely
plan to have the new terminal in op-
eration by then — and many civic
leaders are already excited about what
they expect will become one of the
Bay Area’s exceptional landmarks.

“It’s going to be one of'the great
buildings of our time,” Chappell
said.



A BART extension to San
_Francisco International Airport
has been a Bay Area dream for
decades. That dream is nearer
than ever to becoming reality, al-
though BART is still wrestling
with financing, security and
scheduling problems on the way
to the airport.-

The $1.2 billion project, sched-
uled to break ground in Septem-
ber, is expected to be completed
in the year 2000. It would extend
the system from Colma to the
airport and on to Millbrae, where
BART would also connect with
Caltrain.

BARTs goal is to carry 20,000
passengers to the airport .daily. If
it does, the new connection
would help ease traffic conges-
tion on Highway 101- and would
boost SFO’s position as the U.S.
airport with the highest percent-
age of travelers using public
transportation. ,

When the line opens, travelers

om as far away as Pittsburg in
Contra Costa County will be able
to board a BART train and ride to
a new station right next to the in-
ternational terminal.

At least half the BART riders
would be able to walk to their
airport gates within four to five
minutes, according to BART.
The rest would be able to take
the planned Airport Rail Trans-
port, which will connect the
BART station with the interna-
tional and domestic terminals
and a new car rental facility.

BART plans to allocate space
on its trains for baggage, and
travelers would be able to check
in their luggage right outside the
station, according to Dave Mad-
den, spokesman for the extension
project. _

Recent terrorist threats against
U.S. airports have raised some
questions of security in regayd to
linking SFO to a mass transit sys-
tem. These security concerns
prompted SFO and BART offi-
cials to work with federal authori-
ties, including the FBI, to add se-
curity features to the proposed

‘rport station.

Plans include an integrated
SFO and BART closed-circuit
television surveillance system and
tighter screening of airport-
bound passengers and luggage.
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After a Long Struggle,
SFO's BART Station Finally on Track
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A new BART station at SFO will allow trains to bring riders to within

75 yards of the airport.

SFO will also build a protective
barrier between the station and
the international terminal to pro-
tect aircraft in case of explosions.
BART has yet to work out its
schedule to and from SFO,

whose busiest times vary from
that of BART’s heaviest com-
muter-use hours.

The airport’s peak hours for in-
ternational flights are between 11
am. and 1 p.m. for the Asia Pacif-
ic flights and between 1 p.m. to 4
p.m. for European flights. BART
is busiest during the morning and
evening commute hours.

Initially, the new line will un
about four trains an hour during
BART’s regular peak commute
hours, although it is designed to
run as many as 27 every hour,
said Madden.

The schedules couid change,
Madden said, according to de-
mand, and depending on negoti-
ations with SFO and San Mateo
County transit officials.

An agreement between SFO,
BART and the airlines also re-
quires that the airport station be
used exclusively for air travelers
and SFO employees. That means
BART won't be allowed to run
trains from SFO and on to Mill-
brae, as originally planned. In-
stead, the rail line will in effect
run two separate lines, one for
SFO-bound passengers and an-
other for Millbrae-bound riders
on a route bypassing the airport
from San Bruno to Millbrae.

The airlines — which grudg-
ingly agreed to contribute $113
million to the project — had
strongly opposed the extension
and sought to preserve an exist-
ing federal regulation requiring
airport revenues to be spent only
on airport projects.

The BART project’s financial
woes were eased recently, when
— after almost a year of anxious

waiting — it finally got a $750
million federal full-funding com-
mitment. The agreement guaran-
tees White-House backing until
the project is completed and re-
moved the major hurdle to the
beginning of construction.

But the agreement doesn't
solve all of BART’s financing
problems.

The amount of money BART
gets each year will depend on
how well it can sell the project to
the members of Congress in
charge of allocating federal do}-
lars.

It won’t be easy.

Some Peninsula and transit
leaders oppose the project, saying
it is too expensive and impracti
cal — a sentiment echoed by
some congressional leaders sit,
ting on key appropriations com
mittees.

This year's congressional rig-
marole is already causing
headaches for BART.

Recently, the Senate subcom-
mittee on transportation recom-
mended only $13.1 million for

the project in next year’s budget
— far below the $54.8 million
BART requested.

However, the congressional
appropriations committee, where
BART enjoys more support, has
endorsed the rail agency’s entire
request.

BART may get what 1t asked
for when the final amount 1s de-
cided by both houses of Congress
later this year, but then there’s
next year and the year after that.
For BART, it is bound to be a
long, painful haul to SFO.

— Benjamin Pimentel
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Adtranz
low hidder
at SFO

Beats Mitsubishi

for people mover

By Emily Gurnon
and Rachel Gordon

OF THE EXAMINER STAFF

In the latest twist of the battle
of the mega-corporations, ABB
Daimler-Benz Transportation,
better known as Adtranz, beat out
Mitsubishi Heavy Industries
America as the low bidder for the
" . airport “people mover” contract.

Under city law, the lowest quali-
fied bidder gets the contract.

Adtranz submitted a bid of

$116.6 million to build and main-
tain the project at San Francisco
International Airport — $11.9 mil-
lion less than Mitsubishi’s bid of
$128.5 million,

“Obviously, in this situation,
competitive bidding worked very
well for the airport,” Airport Direc-
tor John Martin said Tuesday, not-
ing that the bid falls below what
the airport budgeted for the proj-
ect.

The two companies have fought

for the lucrative project since the

" initial bidding process in Decem-
ber.

At that time, the Airports Com-
mission awarded the contract to
Mitsubishi, which submitted the
low bid.

Adtranz promptly sued, arguing
that Mitsubishi’s subcontractors
on the project did not meet The
City’s minority- and female-owned
business requirements.

The Human Rights Commis- '
sion made the same determination
— setting the stage for a contest

.between two city agencies.

A Superior Court judge ruled
that the Human Rights Commis-
sion had the authority to overrule
the Airports Commission — and
left Adtranz as the lone bidder.

In an attempt to forestall future
litigation, the Airports Commis-
sion decided to start from scratch
and ask for new bids. _

Bids from both companies —
the only ones submitted — were
substantially lower in the second
round.

. Adtranz will build the project
for about $39 million less than its
original bid, Martin said.

- “We won’t make as much mon-
ey on it this way, but it's very
important for us to do it,” said

-Terry Sanders, western regional

manager for Adtranz, which also
built BART's electncal propulsion
system.

" The people mover project will’
consist of light-rail cars designed to
transport passengers throughout
the airport. It will link up with the
planned BART airport extension.

“We’re very pleased with the
way the bids came out today,” said
Sanders. But, given the conten-
tious history of the bid process,
“I’'m not certain that it’s the end of
it,” he said.

A spokesman for Mitsubishi
was not available for comment
Tuesday.

Martin said that before the deal
goes through, a determination
must be made that Adtranz is in-
deed qualified, meaning it meets
the bid requirements and has the
capital to perform the work.
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Train hope
sustained

Caltrain board
says downtown plan

should be studzed

N unexpected vote by the Cal-
A_train board is keeping alive tran-

sit advocates’ hopes that the
peninsula railroad will someday have
a station in downtown San Francisco.
The Aug. 7 vote by the three-county
panel—officially known as the Penin-
sula Corridor Joint Powers Board —
didn’t approve a downtown extension
plan, but it did OK continued study of

such a plan as one of several possible

improvements to the rail line. -
“The board asked staff to bring
back a work plan prioritizing capital
projects ... that will help us enhance
the system and increase ridership. One
of those programs may be the down-
town extension — that has not been
decided yet,” said Caltrain spokesper-
son Rita Haskin. She said the other
possible improvements include re-
placing existing diesel trains with

faster electric ones, running more ex- -

press trains, and adding more parkmg
at peninsula stations.

. The JPB has spent several years
studying the possibility of extending
the tracks past the current station at
Fourth and Townsend Streets to a new

downtown terminus. The JPB says

the most practical station site would be
at First and Mission Streets, where
the Transbay Terminal now stands.
Under the plan, the old bus terminal
would be torn down to make way for
a new underground rail station. .
Studies suggest the convenience
of a downtown station could double

the number of passengers riding Cal-
train. Most commuters who arrive at -
the Fourth and Townsend station have .

to transfer to Muni to compléte the tnp
to their offices.

San Francisco Bay Guardain
Wednesday, August 13,1997

Most Bay Area transit and envi-
ronmental organizations have come
out in favor of the Caltrain extension
plan. “This is the most important
transportation project in the Bay
Area,” says John Holtzclaw, chair of

the Sierra Club’s transportation com-

mittee. .
Caltrain staffers have finished a
draft environmental impact report for
the project and is awaiting the board-
’s orders on whether to complete the
report. Without a final EIR, the proj-
ect could not go forward.
_If Mayor Willie Brown has his
way, the EIR and the project would go
away. Brown wants Caltrain to leave
the EIR unfinished; thereby stopping
the project before it starts (see “The
Bus Stops Here,” 8/6/97). Last month

Brown vetoed a Board of Supervi-

sors resolution that asked Caltrain- to
complete the EIR.

Brown aides say the downtown
extension project is too expensive to
be built, so there is no need to finish
the study. They have also claimed

that new ‘construction in the South of

. Market area will make the existing

Fourth and Townsend stop a.more

importarit destination than it has been.

in the past, and that the soon-to-be-fin-
ished Muni Metro extension to Fourth
and Townsend will improve the cur-
rent train station’s access to Market

" Street.

Transit organizations and envi-
ronmentalists say’ Brown is follow-
ing the dictates of Transbay Terminal—
area real estate owners who want to
get rid of the terminal and its bus .
ramps to clear the way for develop-

- ment. Advocacy groups such as the

Regional Alliance for Transit want
the Transbay site kept as a trans-
portation hub. RAFT favors a com-

meeting,

bined rail and bus station, with trains
on the lower level, buses above, and
an underground walkway connecting
to BART. Having buses and trains
meet in one building, the group says,
would simplify travel between the
East Bay and the Peninsula.

The downtown station on Cal-
train’s drawing board would also have
room for.a proposed bullet train con-
necting the Bay Area to the Central
Valley and southern California. Last
December, a-state commission set up
to study high-speed trains endorsed
the construction of such a system and
recommended building a station in
downtown San Francisco.

But if the JPB vote wasn't a defeat
for the transit activists, it wasn’t a de-
cisive victory, either.

Norm Rolfe, a spokesperson for
San Francisco Tomorrow, an advo-
cate of the downtown extension, wor-
ries that the JPB’s resolution was too
vague. “What I'm afraid of is because
it did not say directly, ‘Complete the
EIR,’ [Caltrain will] use that as an
excuse for not doing it.”

The JPB meets again Sept. 4. Cal-
train spokesperson Haskin says the
board could act on the EIR at that

Anthon)' Fest
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BART, Caltrain extension funding are unrelated

BY semv”‘uusmrm KOPP
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S.F Board did
Peninsula commuters
dlssel'vme

Editor:

As a San Mateo County taxpayer

and .- frequent public transit

_rider, 1 was extremely disap-

pointed by the action of the San

Francisco Board of Supervisors

when it voted not to complete an

Environmental Impact Report
on the downtown Caltrain exten-

sion, because we desperately

need this extension. The EIR is.
almost done and should be com-'
pleted.

For as long as | can remember,
there. has been talk of taking
Caltrain downtown to assist com-
muters to and from San Francisco
in traveling up and down the
Peninsula. BART’s presence on
Market Street in San Frnacico
adds another reason Caltrain
should go all the way downtown,
namely, to enable riders to travel
from the Peninsula to the East
Bay and points in San Francisco
served by BART, without an exces-
sive number of transfers. As any
commuter knows, too many
transfers kill the commute! Even
if the proposed BART-Caltrain
connection at Millbrae is built,
there is still a need for a more
direct route between downtown
San Francisco and the Peninsula.
Such a route is provided by
Caltrain.

Can’'t a population center of"
our size, with its severe traffic
congestion, support direct, con-"
nected public. transit along the
primary corridors?

I strongly urge the representa-
tives of San Mateo and Santa
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Supes implore Caltrain to continue study

BY REBECCA ROSEN LUM
Independent Newspapers

_The Peninsula's transportation
needs are greater than any one
solution can remedy, Supervisor
Ech Gordon said at Tuesday’s
oard meeting.

That's why, although the exten-
ion of Caltrain into downtown
an Francisco was nixed defini-
ively by San Francisco’s Mayor
jvillie Brown and the Board of
Fpervisors last month, Gordon

troduced a resolution urging
ransportation officials not to
hrow Environmental Impact
2eview with the veto.

The EIR includes a survey of
t‘umerous other transit unprove-
ents B :
“Even if, in the current San '
rancisco political climate, there
not a possibility (of building a
owntown station), there are
ill many -items in the study
hat could benefit us,” Gordon:
said. “We've already spent $5:
million, and completing the
study would cost

is available in federal funds. I
‘don’t want to see us have to start
again from scratch.”

Apparently, the Peninsula
Corridor Joint Powers Board,
which oversees Caltrain, agrees
at least in concept.

Thursday, the nine-member

board voted to have staff pro- :

vide a wish list of capitol pro-
jects — including the down-
town terminal — that could

increase ridership and speed up "

service for commuters to San
Francisco. i

. another:
$500,000 — 90 percent of which'

* At the same meeting, the board
adopted a two-year capitol bud-
get of $88 million — its largest to
date.

Next month, the JBP, which
includes representatives of San
Mateo, Santa Clara and San

Francisco counties, will vote on-

whether to proceed with the EIR

or work off its list, said Caltrain

‘spokeswoman Rita Haskins.
Brown dashed transit advo-

cates’ hopes for a central station

in San Francisco’s financial dis-
trict : that would link BART,
Caltrain and the San Francisco
Municipal Railway.

Brown dismissed the down-
town hub as far too costly at $1
. billion and of limited benefit to
San Francisco residents.

The JBP’s interest in completmg
the’EIR appeared to wane in the
aftermath of the San Francisco
supervisors' rejection.

But, “The downtown extension

may very well be on the list,”
Haskins ‘said. “We haven’t aban-

‘doned - that option at all. We -

want to increase ridership, but
‘we want to get the biggest bang
for the buck.”

Projects likely to crop up on the

list:

¢ Electrification of Caltrain
*Upgrading of its train stations
* Switching to a more efficient
type of locomotive engine
«Expansion of parking lots at

"Caltrain stations

*Increasing the number of

runs, including express runs.

But Burlingame Councilwoman
Marti Knight, who attended the
: supervisors’ meeting, seemed to

harbor higher hopes.

The San Francisco supervisors
expressed support for the
Caltrain downtown extension
individually, she said, “before
they got to a vote, and Mayor
Brown.

“There may be a change in their
attitude,” she predicted. _

“I think what Marti meant is

that even San Francisco recog-

nizes we have to continue to
look at other improvements,”
Gordon said.
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Huening, Spinelli debate BART again

By Diane Sussman
STAFF WRITER

FOSTER CITY — They called it “the
last debate on the subject,” but it seems
likely the two local pols will argue again.

As they have many times before,
County Supervisor Tom Huening and
Burlingame Councilman Mike Spinelli
traded perspectives on BART's planned
expansion into the Peninsula at Thurs-
day's meeting of the San Mateo Rotary
Club at the Foster City Holiday Inn in
Foster City.

The BART plans call for 8.7 miles of
new track from Colma to San Francisco
International Airport. The plan also calls
‘or a large station at Millbrae, where

BART would connect with Caltrain, and a
planned - airport light rail line. The
$1.1 billion project, which received
$750 million in Federal Transit Authority
funds July 1, is expected to be completed
by 2001.

At the meeting, Huening showed sche-
matic drawings of the new BART lines
and sketches of future stations in South
San Francisco, San Bruno and Millbrae.

Although Huening called the extension
a done deal, Spinelli argued that BART
will be a huge white elephant that will
add to traffic congestion on the Peninsula
at a very high price.

“The key to mass transportation is .

that it be cheap, convenient and fast,” he
said. “BART isn’t any of these.”

Spinelli also expressed concern that
Burlingame would suffer disproportion-
ately, as gridlocked BART commuters on
Highway 101 head for Burlingame side
streets as a short cut.

Huening maintained that BART would
alleviate traffic congestion, not contribute
to it. With the housing market as tight as
it is and the job market as robust as it is,
Peninsula traffic can only be expected to
increase, Heuning said. BART is expected
to reduce that congestion by 27,240 trips
per day, he said.

By the time BART finishes its billion-
dollar project, Spinelli said, each of those
27,240 people ends up costing taxpayers
$64,000 to transport. “For that kind of
money, we could buy everyone a Mer-
cedes,” he said.
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Bay pro;ects clted in push for transit funds

EXAMINER STAFF REPORT

The BART-t0-SFO extension
and seismic retrofitting of the
Golden Gate Bridge ard two critical

projects exemplifying the need to

increase funding of the nation’s
transportation infrastructure, Rep.
Bud Shuster said Tuesday. .
Shuster, R-Pa., who chairs the
House Committee on Transporta-
tion and Infrastructure, swung

through the Bay Area to look in on .

the BART-to-SFO extension proj-
ect and participate in a Golden
Gate Bridge groundbreaking cere-

mony.

Shuster’s powerful committee *
sets federal spending levels and the
policy agenda for the nation’s high-
ways and transit systems.

His Bay Area visit, he said, is -
intended to “shine a spotlight on
some of the critical transportation .
needs in the country” at a time -
when the Intermodal Surface
Transportation ‘Efficiency Act of

1991 (“Ice Tea”) is about to expire.

Shuster is also making a pitch to

-free up millions in gasoline tax .

funds now “locked up in the High-

way Trust Fund,” which could be

" used for infrastructure improve- .

ments.

Congress is considering 1997-98
funding for the $1.2 billion BART-
to-SFO project.

Shuster looked over the site of
the project with Mayor Brown,
who called it “the most important
local public works project today
(and) one of the most important in
Bay Area history.” BART direc-
tors hope to have trains operating
on the extension by the late fall of
2001. -
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SC councilman has questions for BART

BY SHERI BAKER RICKMAN
Staff Reporter

Ground has not yet been bro-
ken for the 8.7-mile BART to
SFO-extension project but one
South San Francisco council-
man- is wondering what is in
store for his city.

“BART isn’t telling us much,”
said Councilman John Penna,
out-spoken critic of BART. “All
we have heard from them is ‘we
got our money.’ I have a lot of
questions and BART is not
being informative.”

Penna wonders how BART

plans to deal with cost adjust-
ments from inflation, how long

construction will take and how .

actions by other cities in BART's
path may affect construction of
the entire project. -

BART’s present plans for South
City will place a station
between Mission Road and El

Camino Real, south of Hickey -

Boulevard.

A new drive will be construct-
ed south of the sta-
tion connecting El
Camino Real and
Mission Road and
Hickey = Boulevard
will be extended to
Mission Road north
of the station.

. BART tracks. will
travel " underground
in South City and
unlike other exten-
sion projects that
were phased, BART
intends to build this
extension as one pro-
ject with construc-

tion sites along the

entire path to San

Bruno, the airport,

Millbrae, and ending

in Burlingame.

Several weeks -ago

the Clinton
Administration

approved BART's $750 million
Full Funding Grant Agreement
for the $1.2 billion project.
However, the Senate only
approved $13 million for the
transit district this year and

- BART must compete with other

transit projects all over the
country for allotments of its
-promised money every year.

BART officials say because the
government has never reneged
on a full funding agreement,
the extension project will be
funded and - construction
should take only three years,
but Penna questions this logic.

“Will BART get its money in a

reasonable amount of time to
do the entire system in three
years?” asked Penna, who noted
that the transit district origi-
nally asked for more than- $50
million but was only granted
$13. . _
- Penna also worries that BART
has gotten so large that it is
only absorbing funds and not
putting the money to produc-
tive uses.

“I think we should follow the
money and see where and how
it is being spent,” said Penna.
“If there is a broken .artery
somewhere, blood will be spurt-
ing out.”

BART intends to build four

‘new stations as part of the
extension project but has yet to
break ground
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JACK KNEECE

ZOOM: Some of the same folks
fighting to keep BART from ex-
panding its electrified Peninsula
line south of SFO now embrace
the idea of a high-speed, electric
train that would link LA and SF.
One problem: Such a train would
travel so fast through Our County,
it might be more damaging to the
local ambience than BART. The
good news: All grade crossings
would go. Info provided by high-
speed rail buffs say the trains
would “slow” from more than 200
mph to between 100 and 150 mph
in “densely developed urban
areas.” BART’s looking better.



8an Bruno
braces
for BART

BY SHERI BAKER RICKMAN
Staff Reporter

‘While BART officials are
busy preparing to construct
the 8.7-mile extension to SFO
and beyond, San Bruno is
working to reduce negative
impacts to its citizens,

At its last meeting, the City
Council suggested creatdng a
10member citizen commit-
.tee to oversee and review
BART s progress through San
Bruno.

“I want people impacted by
the construction to be on
the committee,” said Mayor
Ed Simon, who added.the
committee can then give
“feedback™ about construc-
tion to the Coundil. :

BART plans to build one of
its four new stations at
Tanforan Shopping Center.
wfuchmll mvolve relocating
H v et «lu ‘.Cnd the
Gty tion;- and.
cons;ruc‘don .of tracks
underground near exxstmg-
Caltrain tracks. »

The dtywinbeseekin,gpeo
ple from the First and Fifth
Additdon . neighborhoods,
the Belle Aire nelghborhood
and dawntown, since they
will be in the line of fire
when BART begins con-
stmcung tracks to. the air-

port.
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Details of rthe committee
member: selection process
should be outlied during
the Aug. 8 Council meeting.

Simon sald the commitree
will be expected to stay
abreast of several issues
involving BART.

Concerns about the future
of San Brunio’s Caltrain sta-
tion is what spurred the
Coundl to act, Simon said.,

“There is nothing in BART'S,
plan that says what will hap-
pen to the Caltrain station.”
said Simon. “We weren't
worried about this before
but now that BART got its
money and it's going
through, {the city] needs to
meet with the [Caltrain]
Joint Powers Board.”

Presently BART's only plan is to

move San Bruno's Caltrain sta-
tion from its present location on
Huntington Avenue to a spot
under Interstate 380.
« Questions the city wants
answered include: Will the
Caltrain station be returned to
its present location? Should
‘that new station be included in
'the revitalization efforts for
downrown? And will the relocat-
ed station be able to operate dur-
ing construction?

Councilman Chris Pallas

agreed with Simon. _

“] wanted to keep BART in
Colma but now that it is coming
! want to make sure San Bruno
isn't hurt,” said Pallas.

He pointed out that BART's esti-
mated cost for the extension pro-
ject was calculated years ago and
may now be inaccurate due to
inflation.

“If BART runs out of money I
don’t want the end of the line
to be San Bruno,*” said Pallas. “1
want construction to start in
San Bruno only after the money
is there and [ want it in writ-
ing."

Unlike other BART expansion
projects, the extension to SFO
will be constructed as one pro-
ject, requiring construction sites
along the entire 8.7-mile stretch

to the' airport, including
Millbrae, and end tracks in
Burlingame.

One of the first tasks for BART
contractors will be the reloca-
tion of udlities along the con-
struction path.
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Millbrae’s
city offices
set to move

By Diane Suzgman
STAFF WRITER

MILLBRAE - Before
you can fight City Hall,
you have to be able to find
City Hall. Come Aug. 18,
you won't find brae
City Hall in the same place
it used to be.

That's the day city of-
fices move from perma-
nent digs at 621 Magnolla
Ave. to temporary ones in
the former Homestead
Savings building at 979
Broadway. The city is ex-
pected to remain in the
Broadway location until
March 1, 1998,

The government |is

oving out while the Mag-
nolia Avenue building un-
dergoes a 81 million

© makeover that includes

adding a new 1.500-
square-foot wing for the fi-
nance departuent and in-
stalling new carpets,
computer outlets and
signs. It is the first sub-
stantial renovation for the
one-story brick butlding,
which was built 1n 1958.

City services will be
somewhat disrupted
during the move,

On Aug. 15, services

wlll be. cu.mlled 80
staff can pack. The
finance department
will be closed. The
public {3 being
asked to pay bilis
early. or drop off
payments in the
drop box at the
north end of the

B Fr:\\;”

Y Temporary City Hall |.

building. - Although the
bulldmf inspector will be
available from 8:30 a.m.
to noon, the city will not
jssue any business li-
cenges or encroachment
permits that day.

All city government of-
fices will be closed on

Aug 18.
“We might be able to
answer e phone by

Monday afternoon, but we
don't want to risk disap-
pointing people,” said
Deputy City Clerk Mary
Lavelle.

The city expects a re-
turn to business as usual
Aug. 19. Police, fire and Ii-
brary services will not be
afected.

The city is leasln% the
Broadway space f{ro
SamTrans. which owns
the building. City offices
will have a separate en-

Stafy
trance and awning on the
north side of the bullding
at Meadow Glen. Parking
ifs avallable on Meadow
Glen. on Broadway and In
the lot adjacent to the
bullding,.

The City Hall makeover
is one part of a $1.492,-
187 renovation project
that also includes ex-
panding and upgrading
the fire station at 511
Magnolia Ave. During con-
struction, the fire depart-
ment will be working out
of tratlers behind the fire
station. Service will not be
disrupted.

The City Councll and
Planning Commission will
continue to meet in the
council chambers on Mag-
nolta Avenue. The next
city council meeting is
Sept. 7. For more inform-
ation, call 259-2334.
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Jack
KNEECE

Makes no scents

ROMA: The BART no-
tice of bd. meeting
A Thurs. states: “Please
€A refrain from wearing

i scented products (per-
fume cologne after-shave) to this
meeting as there may be people in
attendance susceptible to environ-
mental illnesses.” But never mind
the whiff from BART scandals in
the past few yrs . . . Tags on VW
Cabriolet spotted on El Camino in
San Mateo: DNGALNG. . . World's
oldest woman, Jeanne Calment,
dies at 122 in Paris. Story says
doctors were unsure of the cause.
Here's a hint: 122,
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Big move for Garden Lane

~ Hundreds
-await BART
wrecking ball

" BY MARK SIMBORG
Staff Editor

If all goes as planned by thls

time next year Erlinda Rosete’s -

Garden Lane apartment will be
a series of parking spots in
BART’s 2,200-car garage.
- Her eviction notice should
come within the next few weeks.

“The thing was we wanted to
get our own house in Novato,”
said Erlinda, a ' 28-year-old
housewife who has lived in
Garden Lane with her husband
and four children for three
years. “We were waiting to see if
BART was going to help us out
but I guess we're going to have
to start looking for a house with
or without their help.”

The Rosetes live in one of three

apartment buildings slated to

be destroyed early next year as
the first step of BART’s Millbrae
station construction. Nearly 700
residents will be evicted, and
many feel as the Rosetes do: in
the dark.

“Where are you going to put
700 low-income people?” asked
Fred Deanda, 44. “In this city,
this is one of the only low-
income places to live. There’s
nowhere to go.”

Notices of BART's intention to

acquire the_ Garden Lane proper-
ty will be sent out this month
and eviction notices will quickly
follow, according to BART offi-
cials.. Tenants will have 90 days
from the time of receiving
notice to move out.

BART relocation specialists
referred all questions to. Public
Affairs Director Mike Healy. -

While BART hopes to have the
apartments empty by December,
nobody will be evicted that does-
n’t have a plate to move to,
Healy said.

“The first thing we try to do is
find a location near the original
location,” he said. “ At this
point, we don’t have any specific
sites in mind.”

Under BART’s Relocation
Assistance 'and Relocation

' Payment programs, which are

available at the on-site reloca-
tion office on Aviador Lane, all
legal tenants have access to a
“relocation advisor” and are eli-
gible to receive full moving
reimbursements.

The relocation advisors will be
assigned once the eviction
notices are out, Healy said.

Healy anticipates only 10 to 20
percent of Garden Lane tenants
will actually need relocatlon
assistance.

“We’ve been in touch with a lot
of them and most of them have-
been working to make their own
arrangements,” he said.
some residents, however, are

still reeling in .the confusion
that came with a series of letters
earlier in the year.

“They would send us a letter
every so often saying that they
are going to do it and then they
would say they’re not,” Rosete
said. “Now we've been waiting
to see if it’s going to happen at
all.” '

Deanda ‘is. confused as well.
“Nobody has come in and said,
“This is for sure,” he said.

Healy blamed the confusion on
Congress’ fickle attitude toward
BART’s full-funding agreement.
The agreement was finally
approved last month, securing
$750 million for the BART exten-
sion project.

Neither- Deanda nor Rosete
knew of the relocation office, .
which is open 12 hours a week
for the purpose of answering
people’s questions. -

Healy seemed shocked at this,
saying he thought “flyers had
been posted.”

Sandra Ferguson, who works at
the office, said not many people
have come in but more have
been coming since the full-fund-
ing agreement.

“I'd say most of the questions
are about time"” she said.

For Rosete, time is of the
essence, '

-“BART didn’t take into consid-
eration that I'm putting four
kids into school in a month,”
Erlinda said. “Finding a place to
live is not like a quick and easy
thing to do.”



TRANSPORTATION -
mperiled Caltrain
station may leave
locals in gridlock

Y MARK SIMSORG

1aff Ediror

For years John VanKirk drove
som Atherton to Daly City to
ake BART to his insurance
laims job in downtown San
rancisco.

Now he gets to work in five
linutes and consistently finds a
parking spot within blocks of his
office: all that, of course, since
moving himself and his job to
Sacramento.

“I guess the impetus to moving
to an area like this is the lack of
congestion.” he said.

The San Prancisco Board of
Supervisors" recent turn on
Caltrain's proposed downtown
station may have created more
VanKirks: Southern Peninsula-to-
downtown commuters fed up
with the Peninsula's clogged
highways and lack of a conve
nient way to avoid them.

“If we ever have a hope of reliev-
ing the gridlock we need a con-
venient transit system from the

Southern Peninsula to down-
town San Francisco.” said
Malcolm Dudley, Atherton

mayor and chairperson of the

San " Mateo County
Transportation Authority..

Rather than spend $1 billion on

a downrown station, Mayor

" About 25 percent
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Bouth County commuters have
grind ahead

Willie Brown recently rallied the
Board’s support to spend $550
million to electrify Caltrain, add
more cars and possibly connect
the system with the Muni water-
front line,

of the
employed people in.San Mate
County work in downtown Sa
Francisco, Dudley said. A signif
cant portion of these peopl
drive because there's no eas
way o get to downtown,

“Because of where it stops it’
hard to get to downtown,
VanKirk said of Caltrains® onk
San Francisco station at Fourt}
and Townsend. “There are a few
transfers involved and it require
walking through some not s
safe neighborhoods.”

Claudia Aasen-Blaine occasiona
ly uses Caltrain for her commut
from Redwood Shores to the.
financial district.

*I have to take a bus once I'm in
the city and it's usually stand-
ing-room-only,” she said. “If
there were more of an express
route to downtown I would use
(Caltrain) every day.”

Blaine said a muni connection
would ~absolutely” make the
Caltrain commute easier.

But Peninsula Jeaders aren’t
too keen on the muni option..

“The {muni} connection might
be better than nothing at all but
you still have to go through
some transfers,” San Mateo
Councilwoman Sue Lempert
said. “Every time you're required
to make a transfer, you lose rid-
ers.”

Projections of the maximum
number of new riders a down-
town rail station would draw
have varied from 6,000 to
20.000. Caltrain carries approx-
imately 13.000 passengers per
weekday.

Lempert and Dudley insist the
key to increasing ridership and
achieving “everyone's” ultitnate
goal of getting more cars off the
roads is to build the downtown
station.
_Caltrain advocates have been
clinging:to the possibility that
the Penifsula Corridor joint
Powers Board will decide to at
least finish the environmental
study for the station, which is 50
‘Percent complete. :

“To bail out at this point
would be ' madness,” Dudley
said. “We have already spent 92
percent of our funding for the
downtown study. We shonld at
least have the option to-'build
-the station.”



MILLBRAE-SAN BRUNO SUN
Wednesday,July 30,1997

BART initiative on hallot

Council keeps
promise of
democracy

Staff Edtror

An initative that could put a
BART-related Millbrae parking
garage in its grave will be up for
vote in November.

A threemember Millbrae City
Council last week voted to put
the initiative on the Nov. 4 ballot
and decided to discuss the
Comprehensive Agreement with
BART at a special meeting to be
held after Mayor Dan Quigg
returns from a family reunion in
Canada.

The Council’s decision fulfills a
promise made earlier this
month to approve the ballot ini-
tiative once signatures for its

qualifying  petition  were
received and verified by the
- County Registrar of Voters.

If passed. the initiative will
amend the city's municipal code
to require any new mass trans-
portation facility to be smaller
than 3,000 square feet, less than
30 feet high and have no more
than 250 parking spaces.It could
jeopardize a city-planned garage
on the west side of the existing
Caltrain tracks intended to mit-
gate traffic over the Millbrae
Avenue Overpass.

Initiative ‘supporters argue the
garage would be an unnecessary

blight to Millbrae, adding even
more traffic to that resulting
from BART's planned 2,200<ar
garage on the east side of the

Inidative proponents. includ-
ing the City Council, maintain
the 800<car “west-side” garage
and accompanying street exten-
sions would ease traffic conges-
tion at the Bl Camino/ Millbrae
Avenue intersection.

Vice-Mayor Mark Church said
the Council may declare an offi-
clal position on the initiative at
the special meeting, It would
then prepare a ballot argument.

“I think once the people
become educated on the inftia-
tive the majority will be against
fr,” Church said.

But initiative backers, known as
the Millbrae Right to Vote
Committee, don't feel they need
to use the powers of persuasion
between now and election day.

“I don’t think we need to rally
support,” initiative co-sponsor
Joseph Caimotto said. “We're
just going to wait.”

One committee member
warned the Council at its meet-
ing last week of entering into
the Comprehensive  BART
Agreement before the fate of
such things as the initiative and
BART funding have been decid-
ed.
“Let me remind you that future
‘funding for BART may not be
available unless BART lowers its

request,” Tom Haggerty said,

referring to the Senate

Appropriations Committee’s
- recent request that BART slash
the cost of the project.

BART's commitment to help
fund the westside garage is a
condition in the Agreement,
which council members have
labeled a “protective™ measure
for Millbrae's quality of life,
The agreement provides a
series of mitigations and secu-
rities for the city in areas rang
ing from city infrastructure to
traffic.

City Manager Jim Erickson
said he sees no reason to wait
on the agreement.

“In fact,” he said,"now that
BART has its full funding
agreement our negotiating
power may acrually be less
thap it was a few weeks ago.”

The -Senate's action is not
unusual nor is it a serious

threat to BART funding, main-
tained Steve Morin, seniot leg-
islative assistant to Nancy
Pelosj (D-San Francisco).
“That's npot unusual for
California projects to do better
in the House than in the
Senate,” Morin said. “BART has
already received a substantial
amount of money for the pro-
ject and they can always bor
row against the $750 million.”
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Millb_r_ae

preps

for traffic

crun¢h
~ AIRPORT

BY SHER! BAKER RICKMAN
Staff Reporter

Motorists traveling along U.S.
Highway 101 in Millbrae may
notice something missing —
several Bucalyptus trees.

As part of the ongoing SFO
expansion project, trees are
being uprooted and brush is
being cleared to prepare the
highway for an expected
increase in airport-bound traf
fic.

SFO spokesman Ron Wilson
said portions of Highway 101
are being widened and an
interchange will be built to
make a direct connection from
the highway to the airport.

“This is part of the master
plan for the airport expan-
sion,” said Wilson. “Removing
the trees was approved with
the plan.”

Areas near San Bruno Avenue
and the Interstate 380 inter-
change will also be cleared and
piledriving operations should
begin soon.

Landscaping to repi.ace sec-
tions of the removed vegeta-

tion is planned.

The cost of this portion of
the project is estimared at
$77.9 million and Millbrae
residents may notice a signifi-
cant increase in street traffic
while the new inboundfout-
bound airport ramps are
built.

Millbrae  Public  Works
Department consujtant
Richard Cullen wrote in his
report that during construc-
tion of the interchange this
October, portions of US. 101
will be closed and traffic
diverted to Millbrae Avenue, El
Camino Real and Sap Brumo
Avenue.

“These closures are necessary
to erect and remove falsework
for new interchange bridges
and will be limited to the
hours of midnight to 6 a.m.
when traffic is lightest on U.S.
101,” wrote Cullen.

With waffic diversions, an
increase in noise is expected
and the city plans to give resi-
dents advance notice of clo-
sures and will implement craf-
ficcontrol measures,

The city has also made provi-

sions to avoid lane closures
and detours during Labor Day
weekend, but may allow clo
sures during other holiday
periods such as Christmas,
New Years and Thanksgiving,
if they are deemed “essential.”
Wilson said once the inter-
change is finished, interna-
tional travelers will not have to
drive by the domestic terminal
to reach the international ter-
minal,
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h the Caitrain envi-

ronmental study

Editor:

The action of the San Francisco
Board of Supervisors in voting
against completing an
Environmental Impact Study for
the downtown Caltrain eXxten-
sion is-a f;en(‘bl_e:ﬁw Jto those
who live ne@ Hight®y 101 and
use it on a regular basis. This
includes a majority of residents
in both San Mateo and Santa
Clara counties.

BART provides good public
transportation for people in the
East Bay, San Francisco and a few
cities in northern San Mateo
County. For the rest of us in San
Mateo County the TRAIN is the
public transportation alterna-
tive we have to help reduce traf-
fic congestion on 101,

Caltrain will attract more rid-
ers only if there are more trains,
faster service and a downtown
depot. The present Muni bus
transfer system from the exist-
-ing station to downtown often
takes longer than the train ride
and is a real turnoff for many
potential train users who end up
driving.

The final decision is now in the
hands of the Joint Powers Board.
When San Mateo, Santa Clara
and San Francisco counties
formed this board to take over
Caltrain, the train was central to
mass-transit planning, largely
because San Mateo County vor-
ers had authorized a sales tax
increase to pay for Caltrain and
transit improvements.

. But a recent newspaper article
suggests this bargaining posi-
tion may have been eroded. Let’s

hope San Mateo's and Santa

Clara’s representatives on the
Joint Powers Board reestablish
their bargaining position and
leadership and vote to complete
the EIR on a downtown station.
In doing so. they will be acting
in the best interests of their con-
stituents.
Sue Lemport
San Mateo
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BART Station Proposal
Slated for Fall Ballot

Millbrae — Residents seeking to
limit the size of the planned BART
station in Millbrae got enough sig-
natures to put their proposal on
the November ballot.

The initiative, formally ap-
proved by the Millbrae City Coun-
cil on Tuesday, would amend the
city’s zoning ordinance to restrict
the size of any new mass transpor-
tation building to no more than
3,000 square feet and 30 feet high.
Parking lots could have no more
than 250 spaces.

The proposed BART station
would be about ‘54 feet tall and
have a 2,100-vehicle parking struc-
ture with an additional 900-space
lot.

The Millbrae Right to Vote
Committee collected more than
1,600 signatures, exceeding the 1,-
100 they needed to put the propos-
al on the ballot.

Proponents maintain that the
measure is not meant to keep
BART out of Millbrae, but to make
sure the project does not cause too
much congestion in the city.

~ City officials said the measure
would have little effect on BART’s
plans because it is a state agency
and exempt from local laws.

Ralph Petty, Millbrae’s commu-
nity development director, said
the proposal may even hamper the
city’s plans to build a parking
structure meant to ease the ex-
pected congestion from the new
BART station.
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House OKs BART funds

On Wednesday, the House cleared -
$54.8 million for BART to purchase land
and clear-obstacles for its planned
2001 extension to San Francisco Air-
port. The project would link SFO with
downtown.

The full Senate is expected to ap-
prove $13.2 million for the land pur-
chases next week, leaving the fina
amount up to transportation funding
negotiators from both chambers. BART
plans to purchase land owned by the
San Francisco Water District between
Colma and the airport.

The money would go toward repay-
ing a full-funding grant agreement sign-
ed by the Department of Transporta-
tion July 1.
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BART Expanding As Regional Power

For years, the debate over mass
transit on the Peninsula has in-
cluded two hard-line camps whose
views boil down to a choice of el-
ther BART or Caltrain, and never
the trains shall meet,

Atthe same time, San Mateo
County officials have argued for
an extension of Caltrain to down-
town San Francisco so the Penin-
sula commuter line will be an inte-
grated part of the transit solutions
stretching to San Jose.

Now, according to a variety of
political insiders, BART is winning
— already the dominant regional
transit gystem, it is reaching far-
ther down the Peninsula every
year.

And the hope Is fading for Cal-
train as an integral part of a Penin-
sula/San Francisco mass-transit
system.

THE FIRST BLOW: The first telling
blow to Caltrain was the decision
by the federal government to pro-
vide substantial financing for the
BART extension to San Francisco
International Airport.

That migbt have been good
news for Caltrain if the rafl line
had been part of the plans for the
BART/SFO extension.

Instead, the financing is for es- -
sentially a BART-only system.,
Meanwhile, it is likely that future
money for Caltrain improvements

will be difficult to come by.

Federa! officlals could argue,
rightfully, that they're already
spending millions on mass transit
ot the Peninsdla and that there is
no need to spend more op whatlsa
rival, nonintegrated system using
technology that traces jis roots to
the 19th century.

PENINSULA
INSIDER

Mark Simon

Then, shortly after financing
for the SFO extension was an-
nounced, San Francisco Mayor
Willie Brown and the city supervi-
sors abandoned the downtown Cal
train extension.

Caltrain supporters have ¢on-
tended for years that ridership
will increase dramatically if the
downtown extension is buflt and

that the extension is vital to the fu-

ture of the commmuter rail line.
Now, in the wake of the San

Francisco pullout, some are argu-

ing that it will be all right — con-
struction at the southern end of
the city, including the new Giants
stadium and a new office complex,
is shifting the ¢ity's downtown
closer to the existing Caltrain sta-
tion at Fourth and Townsend
streets,

All of which fs fine, but it still

leaves Caltrain out of any integrat-
ed mass-transit planning.

THE REAL SHAME: That's the real

shame, as one longtime participant
putit.

When the three west bay coun-
ties formed a joint operating board
to take over Caltrain, the train was

central to mass-transit planning —

in large part because San Mateo
County voters had authorized a
sajes tax {ncrease to pay for Cal-
train and transit improvements.

San Mateo County had the
money, and, therefore, it had a sol-
id bargaining position,

Somehow, that bargaining posi-

tion has been eroded.

There still is talk about includ-
ing Caltrain in some sort of mass-
transit system.

In fact, look for San Francisco
to propose a study of linking an
electrified Caltrain to the city's
Muni Metro system.

But, as an insider said, that's
settling for second best.

Instead of having it all —anin-
tegrated mass-transit system from
San Francisco to San Jose that
links BART and Caltrain and San
Jose'slight-rail systemn — what is
evolving is a hodgepodge of small-
er transit fines that are struggling
along on separate tracks.

Mark Simon writes from The Chroni-
cle’s Peninsula Bureau; he can be
reached at (415} 961-2499, by fox ma-
chine ot (415) 961-8023, or by e-mail
at msimon@sfgate.com.
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Downtown parkinu talks continue

“SAN BRUND

BY SHER! BAKER RIGKHAN
Staff Reporter

The fate of a San Bruno plot
of land presently used for
Astichoke Joe's <Cardroom
parking is still under discus-
sion, but negotiations appear
to be progressing.

Ongoing negotiations be-
tween BART, which needs the
land for its extension project to
SFO. the San Francisco Public
Utilities Commission, which
owns the land, and Artichoke
Joe's, which leases the land for
a parking lot, started Jast year.

Talks began after San Bruno
officials urged BAKT to find a
way to minimize disruption to
downtown businesses — specif-
ically Artichoke Joe's — expect-
ed to be a result of BART's
extension construction.

Downtown San Bruno mer-
chants have worried about
where their customers will
park for two years while BART
tracks to SFO are constructed
through the area.

Dennis Sammut. Artichoke
Joe's owner, declined to com-
me{nt on the issue, saying the

ter was “still in negotia-

The PUC Bureau of
Commercial Land Management
Manager, Gary M. Dowd, also
declined to comment on
specifics of the negotiations but
said the talks were "moving for-
ward,” but said a decision “may
or may not” be made on July 22.

Dowd said the negotiations are
“moving slowly” and agreement
terms and financial issues are
being discussed.

BART officials are prohibited
by transit district policies from
commenting on the negotia-
tions.

Since tracks will be under
ground when they go through
San Bruno, a plan for. “phased”
construction, which would
allow continued parking in the
area, may also de giscussed.

Concerns about parking arose
when mercl;dnts degermined
‘the-peéens BART- ‘construction
plan will designate a portion of
downtown $an Bruno, including
the cardroom’s lot, a construc
tion zone and offlimits for
about two years.

Some merchants say this could
have a substantial negative
affect on all businesses in' the
area.

Sammut is the largest smgle

tis” but he was_“anxious” se- 13X payer in the city and

get everything resolved.

employs 450 workers. He has

previously said losing his park-
ing lot for two years could force
him to relocate the business,
Earlier talks between BART and
Sammut regarding the parking
lot broke down after BART
refused o compensate
Artichoke “Joe's during track

.construction

Dowd said the PUC got
involved to prevent another
,brealudwmn talks, reduce neg-
auve‘im‘pacts to dwmtown San
Bruno and because it owns the '
land,

BART's $1.2 billion extension
plan will take  tracks from
Colma underground to South
San  Francisco.  Tanforan
Shopping Center in San Bruno.
continuing to San Francisco
Airport then to Millbrae and
ending in Burlingame.

The project recently received
its full-funding agreement of
$750 million from the federal
government. Construction of
the 8.7-mile extension is expect-
ed to begin soon.
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Senate panel chides BART extension

8y Dan Seaver

STAFF WRITER

Citing high costs and local opposi-
don, a key U.S. Senate committee on
Tuesday expressed concerns about fed-
eral funding for a portion of the $1.2-
billion BART extension to San Fran-
cisco International Airport.

In a report on transportation
spending released Tuesday, BART is
criticized by the Senate Appropriations
Committee for being too expensive.
The committee committed just
$13 million in this year's budget, and
said in the report that further money
would come only with “greater cer-
tainty that there is not a more efficient
and less costly alternative.”

The report also lashes out at the
Clinton Administration for committing
$750 million in federal funds to the
project “without having requested suf-
ficient funds in the budget process.”

The report is a hitch in a recent
string of good news for BART, which
has struggled for years to gain support
in Washington, D.C.

But locally, officials backing the 8.5-
mile extension downplayed the report.

“We have signed an agreement with
(federal transit officials) and they owe
us the balance of the cost,” said San
Mateo County Supervisor Mike Nevin,
a SamTrans board member. “Nothing

has changed with this report.”

On July 1, the federal Department of
Transportation agreed to allocate
$750 million to the project. And the
House approved a $58 million appro-
priation for this year.

But the Senate Transportation ap-
propriations subcommittee, led by
chairman Sen. Richard Shelby, spent
nine months blocking full approval.

And after the House approved the
project, Shelby's committee was ex-
pected to approve matching funds. But
only $13 million was approved, a
move that could ultimately test the fed-
eral government's commitment to de-
liver its share of the cost.

Tuesday's report cites concerns over
costs, cheaper alternatives and the im-
prudence of the Department of Trans-
portation issuing a funding guarantee
without determining where future dol-
lars would come from.

Opponents of the project, who have
waged a multi-year battle against the
BART extension, arguing that it will un-
dermine existing Caltrain service,
praised Tuesday's report.

According to a statement released by
the Coalition for a One-Stop Terminal,
the report bolsters efforts to promote a
less expensive mix of BART and rail
travel instead of just BART into the air-
port.
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S.F. says
no new
station

Led by mayor, board
reverses vote to bring
Caltrain to downtown

BY MARILEE ENGE
Mercury News Staff Writer

A divided San Francisco Board of Supervisors
withdrew support Monday for moving the Caltrain
station downtown, dealing a major blow to a pro-
ject long sought by transit advocates who hoped to
create a regional transportation hub in the city's
financial district.

Voting 54 to sustain a veto by Mayor Willie
Brown, the board dropped its support for complet-
ing a $600,000 study of a new station. The three-
county'agency that runs the commuter rail line has
spent $4.8 million so far studying the environmental
impact of a downtown station. .

Without San Francisco's formal endorsement, th
Joint Powers Board, consisting of officials from
San Francisco, San Mateo and Santa Clara coun-
ties, has said it will abandon the study and pursue
other Caltrain improvements.

Brown said extending the train tracks from
Fourth and Townsend streets intg the heart of the
city at a site near Market and Main streets would
cost too much, and he said he saw no point in
spending any more money to study a downtown
train station.

“It's a total waste of money,” Brown said several
hours before the board’s vote. “The (Caltrain) study
ought to be burned. It's over.”

His first priority for transportation in San Fran-
cisco, he said, is building a light rail line along
Third Street to the Hunters Point and Bayview
neighborhoods in the city’s southeast corner.

However, a leading transit advocate in San Fran-
cisco said the Third Street light rail and the Caltrain
improvements would not compete for funding.

“The mayor artificially juxtaposed the two to-
gether,” attorney Jim Haas said. “I think it's a lack
of vision and energy.”

A coalition of mass transit supporters, environ-
mentalists, Peninsula and San Francisco officials,
as well as San Francisco’s newspaper editorial
writers, had fiercely supported a downtown station.
They argued that it would create a transit center
where the two major rail lines in the Bay Area —
Caltrain and the Bay Area Rapid Transit — as well

Brown said extending the
train tracks from Fourth and
Townsend streets into the
heart of the city near Market
and Main streets would cost
too much, and he said he
saw no point in spending any
more money to study it.

as regional bus services would converge, linking .
commuters to eight counties.

“We would like what the major cities of the
Northeast have: an integrated transportation sys-
tem,” said Sam Schuchat, executive director of the
California League of Conservation Voters. “This
project is of major statewide importance. The city
of San Francisco is standing in the way.”

Supervisor Sue Bierman, who also serves on the
joint powers board, held out hope that the mayor
would change his mind.

“It’'s shortsighted not to bring it downtown,” she
said.

But Caltrain officials said the vote is not fatal to
the commuter line, which once considered a down-
town station critical to staying alive. Ridership is up
nearly 5,000 a day from five years ago, and more
Peninsula commuters are using the train to travel
to Silicon Valley.

“Years back we used to think the downtown
extensjon did it all,” said Larry Stueck, Caltrain’s
planning manager. {Now, planners believe faster

trains that spend less time in the station, and more
express trains, will dramatically increase the num-
ber of daily commuters.

“We could nearly double ridership by making
various improvements, even without the downtown
extension,” he said. “There’s been kind of a myth
out there that without the downtown extension the
system dies.”

Other recent developments mean train connec-
tions to BART and the San Francisco Municipal
Railway system will improve in the next few years,
Stueck added. A Muni platform is under construc-
tion at Fourth and Townsend, designed to quickly
shuttle conunuters from the train station to the
financial district.

And plans for the BART extension to Millbrae
call for cross-platform connections to Caltrain.

“In five years you'll have a major regional transit
ccnnection at Millbrae,” Stueck said.
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High-Speed Rail — Crucial to SFO Extension

By Walter Strakosch

HE BART, CALTRAIN and San

Francisco International Airport ex-

tension plans should be about what
makes sense financially and operational-
ly — most of all to the traveling public.
BART is going toward the airport, but
where it ends is important and can play a
critical part in the airport’s future.

The 1992 plan was to bring BART to a
joint terminal west of the airport with
Caltrain, but that was changed because
of a wetlands issue. The next plan was to
go underground at the airport loop; that
was too expensive. Then a plan called for
BART to go over the new international
terminal. That, too, got shot down.

The latest plan is to place BART be-
hind the new international terminal to-
ward Highway 101 and away from the
airport. It is called “modified Option X,”
but it is the poorest of the three plans for
transit passengers. The location lacks
convenience to most airline counters; un-
less the station is near the new people-
mover, it will be a luggage-laden walk to
the airline.

Is there a better, less expensive op-
tion? A study cited in The Chronicle on
February 2 states that since 1989, when
the new international terminal plan was
completed, global travel has outpaced
projections and that there will be an in-
crease in passengers at SFO from 39.3

million in 1996 to more than 51 million in
2006. As the new international terminal
fills in the airport circle, it does not ap-
pear there is any more room for expan-
sion. How will additional traffic be han-
dled?

By 2006, we should have a high-speed
rail line (a new development) between
San Francisco and Los Angeles using the
Caltrain right-of-way. If common sense
prevails, the line will have an airport
stop. High-speed rail could eliminate
more than 100 flights a day between Los
Angeles and San Francisco and most con-
necting flights between San Francisco
and and San Joaquin Valley cities, but
the train-plane connection must be con-
venient and easy. Unfortunately, the pro-
posal requiring a transfer from high-
speed rail/Caltrain at Millbrae to BART
and then again from BART at the “option
x” station to the people-mover isn’t con-
venient or easy.

This is also where Caltrain and the
commuter might benefit. The proposed
high-speed rail system would use the Cal-
train track between Redwood City and
San Francisco. The use of the track by
very-fast trains will require an extensive
upgrade of Caltrain (new rail, grade sepa-
ration, electrification) that would benefit
not only the long-distance traveler but
the San Francisco/San Jose commuters
with their travel time reduced to 3040

minutes. San Francisco-to-airport travel
time could be cut to 10-15 minutes versus
30-35 minutes via BART.

It may not jell, however, if onerous
transfers are forced on passengers. So if
airport capacity increase is needed and a
seamless connection of Caltrain/high
speed rail is important (and I believe it is),
doesn’t it make sense to review the latest
plan and reconsider a satellite terminal
west of Highway 101 where BART, Cal-
train, high speed rail, the people-mover
and SamTrans might all come together?

The satellite could have passenger
and baggage check-in facilities for all the
major airlines that passengers arriving
by train or bus could use, then move on to
their airline via the people-mover. It
would be a practical way of increasing
capacity at the airport as well as helping
extend its useful life. The wetlands issue
might be mitigated by a second look.

n fairness to the traveling public and

the taxpayer (we're talking big bucks
here), wouldn’t it be reasonable for peo-
ple with an understanding of the busi-
ness to take a further look at current
plans? Perhaps this could be done by a
peer group from outside the Bay Area,
one that does not have a vested interest
in the outcome.

Walter Strakosch is retired from the federa’
Transit administration and lives in Mill Valley.
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Senate panel OKs less than BART wants

By Ronna Abramson
STAFF WRITER

A key U.S. Senate subcom-
mittee on Tuesday approved
just $13.1 million for the
BART extension to San Fran-
cisco International Airport
next year, about a quarter of
the amount requested by the
transit agency.

The blow came from the
Senate Transportation appro-
priations subcommittee,
whose chairman, Sen. Richard
Shelby, R-Alabama, unsuc-
cessfully tried to block more

sweeping federal approval of
the extension. Clinton gave
that approval July 1.

The $13.1 million in
funding clearly is less than the
Bay Area Rapid Transit Dis-
trict wants, but California law-
makers said it is better than
the alternative — nothing.

California Sen. Barbara
Boxer said that when the ad-
ministration agreed to commit
$750 million in federal funds
to the $L.2 billion project, she
and other lawmakers feared
that the subcommittee would

_ retaliate by cutting the exten-

sion out of next year's budget.

“But today, we are in a
much better position,” said
Boxer, a Democrat. “Now we
have a commitment from the
administration and appropria-
tions from both houses of the
Congress to keep the BART-
to-the-airport project
moving.”

The U.S. House of Repre-

sentatives already has ap--

proved BART's full request for
$54.8 million in the next fiscal
year, which begins Oct. 1.
BART and California law-
makers are hoping House

members will fight for BART
when they meet with the
Senate in September to iron
out their differences in a con-
ference committee.

Steve Morin, an aide to U.S.
Rep. Nancy Pelosi, D-San
Francisco, said House mem-
bers have committed to get-
ting “the highest possible
number” for the BART exten-
sion, and said a lower Senate
appropriation is typical.

BART spokesman Mike
Healy said that even with $13
million, BART can move for-
ward.
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8Y MARK SIMBORG
Staff Editor
Backers of an initiative to
restrict the size of BART build-
ings -in Millbrae submitted a
petition with nearly 2,000 sig
natures to the Millbrae City
Council last week, possibly
securing a council-promised
spot on the November 4 ballot.
The Council assured petition-

ers last week that if the signa-
tures are legitimate and
received in a timely manner
the initiative will be approved
for the November ballot at the
Council’s July 22 meeting.

City Administrator Jim
Erickson said the county clerk
ensured the signatures will be
verified by July 22.

The initiative would amend
the city’s municipal code to
require any new mass trans-

portation facility to be smaller
than 3.000-square feet, less
than 30 feet high and have no
more than 250 parking spaces.

While city and state officials
agree the initiative would like-
ly have no effect on BART's
Millbrae station, it would jeop-
ardize a city-planned garage
on the West Side of the exist-
ing Caltrain tracKs intended to
mitigate traffic on the

MILLBRAE-SAN BRUNO SUN
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Millbrae Avenue

T initiative to council

Overpass, marked by this Friday to the

Petitioners argue the garage attention of the city clerk, 621

‘would only create more traffic.

Magnolia Ave.,

Millbrae,

CA

The submission comes nearly a 94030, Please print your name.

month after petitioners
announced they had the 1,200
signatures, or 10 percent of
Millbrae’s registered voters.
required to put the initiative on
the November ballot.

Initiative, co-sponsor Tomn
williams said the group, now
calling themselves the “Millbrae
Right to Vote Committee,” wait-
ed because they wanted to
obtain enough signatures —
1,700 — to qualify the initiative
for a special election.

“There are many ways the City
Council could have delayed vot-
ing (on the initiative) long
enough to miss the deadline for
putting something on the
November ballot,” Williams said.

Worried the Council wouldn't
verify the signatures by the early
August ballot voting deadline,
Williamis last week requested
the Council place the initiative
on the ballot before secing the
signatures.

Note: The city is going carefully
check each signature. To remove
your name from the petition,
send a signed letter stating you
want your name removed, post-



BART-SFO project
s essentlal

Editor:
I have recently moved back to
the Bay Area after being away a

long time. | find the BART-SFO.

project frequently mentioned in
the media. Can it be that this
ptoject started at least two

decades ago ,h:-ls stil}“ pﬂ’g;broken .

ground? F-am appalléd at the
apathy of various governmental
agencies, who have responded to
the voter's mandate, both locally
and nationally. We want and
need BART here.

Where I work will be deter
mined by the availability of
mass transit. [t seems to me the
more transit alternatives we

MILLBRAE-SAN BRUNO SUN
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have, the better we all are,
Najvely. 1 used to believe that
majority rules, but it seems
that a small group of people,
special interest groups may
retard or even block such an
important transportation
advance. How is that possible?
Most of the voters the county
have indicated their willing-
ness to extend BART further
ifto the ¢sunty. If it has raken
the BART-SFO project 20 years
to get this far, doesn't it scare
you to think about other alter-
natives being considered and

how long it may be before .

they're accessible?

Since my return-I-am continu-
ously surprised and intimidated
by how bad the rtraffic is.

" Gridlock is common, as the free-

ways designed decades ago were
not meant to handle so many
cars. Congestion is at its worst by
the airport. and it will become
impossible to navigate. And
there is no relief in sight. SFO'is
the fifth busiest airport in the
nation and seventh in the world.
Why doesn’t it have rapid tran-
sit? Truly, the lack of transit
alternativesis ame gmbyrraps-
ment andigertainly does ot
reflect much forethought for
the people who live here and tol-
erate the situation. Can it be
that you are content to waste
your precious time waiting in
long lines of traffic?
We do need help and we need
help now. That help is BART,
' Julle Yurner
San Mateo
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A big step for BART

t was Presndent Clinton to the rescue. after ,

Senator Richard Shelby, R-Alabama, sat on funds
for BART's extension into SFO. With the deadline
arriving for a decision on whether to build the
BART station at the International Terminal. air-
port authorities could not have waited any longer

The president stepped to the plate and pledged
White House funding when Federal Transit
Administrator Gordon Linton signed an agree
ment for $750 million over eight years. The agree
ment by the Clinton administration may remove

the last major obstacle to BAKT's 8.24mile exten-:

sion from Colma, and work could begin in just a
few weeks. . 4
The project required all the efforts of state
Senator Quentin Kopp and supervisors Tom

Huening. Ruben Barrales and Mike Nevin to make

it happen. There was no indication prior to the
White House announcement that Clinton would
step forward with the funds after Shelby, the
chairman of the Senate Transportation
Committee would not let the BART project go for-
ward,

Senators Barbara Boxer and Diane Feinsteln both

"lobbied hard for the money, and say that this is .

still not the end of the line. Apparently, there will
be an appropriations fight in Congress over BART
funding: with Republicans using every means at
their contpl to head off the money. Boxer believes

"the presxdent s promise to fund BART will have the

clout necessary to carry the day. .

time, there are many benefits to the area
whith will grow out of BART expanding into the
afrport. Marcy Schultz, executive director of the

-Building and Trades Council in the county. says
this will be the biggest construction boom in 20 to

25 years. She sees a major increase in public works

services. biotechnology .and construction jobs

armounting to $5 billion in development during
the next six to eight years.

The major benefit is a rail line to the airport,
which will take 10.000 autos off the highways
when it is completed in the year 2000. Traffic has
been the primary issue on the Peninsula and the
compleéton of BART is something that area resi-
dents want very much.

" ‘Republicans should niot fight the agreement. It
should be the end of the line for a dispute that has

raged for years and has pitted neighbor against
neighbor. It is time to bury the hatchert, w accept
the fact that BART proponents have won. It is time
that everyone worked together so the project can

‘be successful and benefit everyone.

If there are problems with BART, let's work
together to resolve them and to make certain that
the system works for everyone.

LeUs not continue the war, let’s bring in an era of
goodwill and peace on BART.
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B REGION

$13.1 Million Offered
For BART-SFO Extension

A US. Senate subcommittee
recommended only $13.1 million
for BART’s planned extension to
San Francisco International Air-
port yesterday — less than a quar-
ter of what the agency had re-
quested for next year’s budget.

A House subcommittee had
recommended $54.8 million, the
same amount requested by BART.
A conference committee with
members from both houses will
have to work out a final amount.

The project recently got a
$750 million federal financing
commitment from the Clinton ad-
ministration. But BART has to lob-
by Congress for funds every year.

Senator Barbara Boxer, D-Cal-
if., said the fact that the Senate
subcommittee appropriated any
money at all to keep the project
moving was a good sign.



San Wateo Connfy Tives

Saturday, Ju]y 12,1997

BART-to-airport
suit dismissed~

By Dan Soaver
STAFF WRITER

A San Francisco Superior Court judge further
cleared BART's way to San Francisco Interna-
tional Atrport and Millbraé when' he 'dismissed a
lawsuit challenging the $1.2 billion extenston
Friday morning.

That leaves the 8.2-mile extension with the
closest thing to a green light since it was first pro-
posed decades ago.

“I would estimate that all substantial lmpedi-
ments created by opponents and the othter few
demagogic politiclans have abated, and the only
other effort is ensuring cash flow,” said state Sen.
Quentin Kopp. 1-San Mateo/San Francisco, a long-
" tUme supporler of the extension.

“It is all systems go at this point,” county Su-
pervisor Tom Huening sald. Huening also is pres-
Ident of the SamTrans board.

BARTs partner in the exten-
slon.

On Friday. Superior Court
Raymond Williamson quickly
dismissed the lawsuit filed al-
most a year ago by the Coalition
for a One-Stop Termtnal or
COST, Peninsula Rafl 2000 and
Train Riders Association of Cal-
ffornia, three pro-train organiza-
tions whose members worry
that a BART extension will un-
dermine Caltrain and rail
service.

The lawsuit argued that
BART and SamTrans had not

fully considered potential de-
atruction to the habitat of feder-
ally protected wetlands home to
the red-legged frog and the San
Francisco garter snake.

But Willamson quickly dis-
missed the suit, finding the en-
viroumental review for the
project was sound.

COST attorney Bill Yeates
sald his clients would have 60
days to appeal the decision. And
COST board member Jon Twi-
chell sajd he expected his fellow
board members to consider an
appeal at an upcoming board
meeting,

The court ruling is the
second major boost to the
BART project this month.

On July 1, after months of
delay, the Clinton administra-
tion committed to pay the fed-
eral government’s 8750 million
share of the project.

Still, opponeats continue to
try to block the project. On
Friday, another g'oup sub-
mitted almost 2, slgnatures
i:;l a hallot x:lxueaaure that would

e back" e
planned for the szlg'?‘gcgfti:gn
station in Millbrae.
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JFK University mulls land near

Concord BART

By ANDY JOKELSON
TIMES STAFF WRITER

CONCORD — A 4.5-acre site
near Concord’s BART station has
emerged as a possible home for
John E Kennedy University.

The property, at Galindo and
Oak streets, includes about 1.5
acres owned by the Concord Re-
development Agency and three
acres owned by the Pacific Gas &
Electric Co. The site is between
Bank of America office buildings
and Concord’s police station.

The redevelopment agency’s
land is vacant; the PG&E property
has several residential and com-
mercial buildings.

“Concord’s a possibility. I don’t
have much to say about that right
now,” said JFK President Charles
Glasser, who visited the site sev-
eral weeks ago.

The Orinda Union School Dis-
trict’s Pine Grove campus, where
JFK leases space for three of its
schools, also remains a possibility,
he said, as does land near the
Pleasant Hill BART station.

“We're interested in all of them,”
Glasser said.

The Concord City Council,
which governs the redevelopment
agency, is scheduled to discuss the
Galindo-QOak property in closed
session Tuesday. The agenda says
price and terms of payment are un-
der negotiation between the agency
and the school.

Asked if there is an offer on the
table from JFK, Community De-
velopment Director Bill Reeds
replied: “I think it would be pre-
mature for me to comment on
that.”

As far as he knows, the rede-
velopment and PG&E properties
are both for sale, Reeds said. The
redevelopment agency typically re-

sponds to offers for its property but
has‘not set a price for the land at
Galindo and Oak, he said.

“We've talked to several people
ab.out that particular site,” Reeds
said. He declined to elaborate.

JFK’s schools of liberal arts,
holistic studies and psychology
are at the Orinda district’s Pine
Grove campus on Altarinda Road.
Its law and management schools

are in leased space in Walnut
Creek.

The Orinda district is weighing
yvhether to reclaim Pine Grove for
its own students. Pine Grove was
an intermediate school, but the dis-
trict has not used it since the 1970s.,

T_he district and JFK would have
to give three years’ notice if either
chose to end the Pine Grove lease.

The university has long sought
a permanent home of its own
where it could consolidate all of its
schools. It began exploring prop-
erty near the Pleasant Hill BART
s.tation after neighborhood oppo-
sition forced developers to put on
hold a mega-theater and retail
complex plan.



TRANSPORTATION
Train
versus train

Brown gives money
from Caltrain to
Third Street project

NJury 1 Mayor Willie Brown
pledged his support—-and city

money that had been ear-
marked for the proposed downtown
Caltrain extension—to another pop-
ular transit project, the proposed ex-
tension of Muni’s streetcar system
down Third Street to Bayshore.

The shift of funds from the Cal-
train extension to the Third Street
light rail may make good political
sense for the mayor, but it makes lit-
tle fiscal sense for the city: city offi-
cials admit that the Third Street proj-
ect doesn’t need the Caltrain money
—at least not right away.

Much of the $300 million to $850
million needed to build the Third
Street light-rail extension will come
from the San Francisco Transporta-
tion Authority, which was set up in
1989 to administer the half-cent sales
tax approved by voters for trans-
portation projects. One of the agen-
cy’s priority projects is the rail ex-
tension on Third Street. .

Carmen Clark, executive director
of the Transportation Authority, says
$290 million has been set aside to
bring the light rail through the
Bayview District. “There is no di-
rect competition for funds for the ini-
tial operating segment from Third
Street and King to Bayshore,” she
told the Bay Guardian.

- The Board of Supervisors on July
7 approved funding to complete the
environmental review for the pro-
posed Caltrain extension, which
would build Caltrain a station much
closer to downtown than its current
terminal a mile off Market Street,
but Brown vetoed the measure July.9.

On July 1 Brown had pledged the
city’s share of the cost of relocating
the Transbay Terminal to a single
site with Caltrain, about $60 million,
to the Third Street rail extension.

SAN FRANCISCO BAY GUARDIAN
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P.J. Johnston, a spokesperson for
Mayor Brown, denied that the mayor
was trying to place these two pro-
jects in competition. “For that kind of
financial investment, Mayor Brown
feels that the priority ought to be
Third Street light rail,” Johnston said.

Transportation Authority and city

officials are considering four ver-
sions of the Third Street Muni proj-
ect, ranging in price from $300 ril-
lion to $850 million. The more ex-
pensive projects involve tunneling
from Third and King Streets to Chi-

natown. According to Susan Olive,.

Muni’s project manager for the ex-
tension, Muni has recommended one
of the less expensive options, but it
plans to conduct environmental re-
views to be eligible for federal fi-
nancing for the more expensive plans,
should it choose them.

Peter Straus, the Muni official in
charge of planning for the extension,
said at a'July 1 Redevelopment
Agency meeting that the possibility of
receiving federal money for the Third
Street project was slim. But the com-
petition for that money isn’t Caltrain
—it’s BART. Since President Clin-
ton recently pledged $750 million
for the BART extension to Milbrae,

transportation experts say federal
transportation funds, for which all’

U.S. cities compete, may not be al-
lotted again to San Francisco for
some time.

Bruce Balshore, director of the
Coalition for a One Stop Terminal,
told the Bay Guardian that San Fran-
cisco would not see federal funding
for additional transportation projects
until 2004.

“Money for the Transbay Termi-
nal is lacking, but the cash for that
would come from the federal gov-
ernment,” Balshore said.

Many people are opposed to the
BART extension, which is estimated
to cost as much as $1.2 billion.

Henry Holmes, director of Sus-
tainable Alternatives for the Global
Economy, a project of San Francis-
co’s Earth Island Institute, has been

involved in community planning for
the light-rail project on Third Street
and welcomes Brown'’s support. But
he said he was frustrated by the com- -
‘petition for transportation funding.
“Because BART is so expensive, it
puts other projects in competition,”
Holmes told the Bay Guardian. “It is
unfortynate that transit is forced to
compete for money, as compared to
roads that do not compete with each
other.”

Jim Rendon
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I see Marin’s future, and it looks like Woodside

Plan for growth, and control it

JACK COMMINS

of an overall strategy of diversified trans-

portation alternatives (“Let’s reinvent
wheels . . .,” Wendi Kallins, Opinion, June 29) is
a sound concept. It’s the implementation of this
idea that causes problems.

From the initial consultant’s studies forward,
every rail proposal I've seen starts out promising
to change transportation (nay, the social fabric of
our city/county/state) as we know it (e.g., Long
Beach rail, San Jose light rail, Sacramento light
rail, San Jose to Sacramento rail).

The reality: Taxpayers pay the tab because
commuter subscription never meets the rosy
promises of politicians and special-interest groups.

The only system that works properly is BART.
The reason is simple enough — it takes people

T HE ISSUE OF rail transportation as part

from their homes to where they work. '

If you look at the overall numbers, where do
people live and work? For Marin residents, work
is anywhere but Marin — we’re a bedroom com-
munity. The jobs are in the East Bay, Silicon Val-
ley and San Francisco. And aside from a handful

The only system that works
properly is BART. The reason
is simple — it takes people
from their homes to where
they work.

of well-paying Marin jobs, the majority of Marin
employees work in the retail and service industries
— not the high-wage, high-growth industries of
the South and East bays. .

" Granted, these are sweeping generalities. The
software industry is doing well here, and small-
business owners proliferate.

But ask yourself this, parents of Marin: Where
are all your children living? Not here — many
can't afford it, but it’s difficult to reach the Bay
Area’s technology centers.

To raise a family and buy a house and have a

reasonable commute, your kids live somewhere
else. Petaluma, Concord, Livermore, Stockton,
Colorado Springs, Portland.

Would they live here if they could, say, jump on
BART and be in Fremont or San Jose in 45 min-
utes? In a heartbeat. Marin doesn’t have to be-
come an industrial park to support your children’s
family. It just needs access to them.

The rail plans we’ve séen propose transporting
commuters from outlying areas to Marin, and

. . . the majority of Marin
employees work in the retail
and service industries — not
the high-wage, high-growth

industries of the South and

East bays.

eventually to San Francisco. Small problem: Ma-
rin ends up subsidizing the commute of non-Mar-
inites. The reality of transportation is that com-
munities are self-serving. No one will pay
increased taxes as a humanitarian gesture.

Where does that leave us? BART to Berkeley,
and BART to San Francisco. Home to work.

I can understand your position. You're older, re-
tired or getting ready to. Who wants the added ex-
pense, the construction, the noise, the possibility
of (gasp!) undesirables walking your streets?

I've got news — it’s already here. Look around.
g,e?ember Marin 20 years ago? It’s not coming

ack.

Embrace the future. Plan for sustainable
growth, and you can control it. Deny it, and it will
bite your hand in unexpected ways. I've seen the
future of Marin. It's that of Woodside, slowly be-
coming engulfed in auto smog from passing com-
muters. Is that what we want for Marin?

We know BART works, is reliable, goes (al-
most) around the Bay. What’s the downside? Oh,
yeah — your children might end up living down
the street.

Jack Commins lives in San Rafael.
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BART critic missed the train

In commenting on the BART extension to
San Francisco International Airport, Pam
Rianda plays fast and loose with the facts
(Guest Opinion, May 23-29). BART and :
SamTrans are partners in the BART-SFO
Extension and share the financial risks.
SamTrans’ advance of up to $7.5 million to
BART to maintain minimum staffing will be
fully credited against its $99 million
investment in the project. In the unlikely -
event that the project does not proceed, this
cost will be split evenly between BART and
SamTrans. Thus, BART will repay half of
whatever amount SamTrans has advanced. -

The Federal Transit Administration has
signed the Full Funding Grant Agreement.
In aletter sent to Congress, FTA - -
Administrator Gordon Linton said he was

confident that BART has the financial -
capacity to build, operate and maintain the

SAN FRANCISCO BUSINESS TIMES
July 11-17, 1997

Ms. Rianda refers to a station opposite the
airport west of Highway 101, but neglects to
say that BART and SamTrans exploned such
a plan. It was not pursued after the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service rejected that
location due to impacts on endatigered
species. If Ms. Rianda chooses to ignore
these environmental restrictions, she should

. consider the financial implications: Will the

federal government invest the same amount

- for a project having one less station? Will the

airport contribute since it no longer has its

- own station? A reduction in funding from

either source leaves SamTrans (and, by

- extension, local taxpayers) to make up the
- difference.

Since 1985, San Mateo County taxpayers
have voted overwhelmmgly in favor of
. expanded BART service on threeé occasions.
BART and SamTrans are working dlhgently

project. By maintaining the project office and to fulfill that promise. Ms. Rianda servesa
a skeleton staff, we will be able to move more: small group of special mtenests ‘seeking to
qmckly into construction now that our grant thwart the majority will.

is awarded. This plan was more efficient and
cheaper than shutting down the extension -
office, only to reopen and restaff ita few
months later. :

Contrary to Ms. R.xanda’s clalm, the -
California Transportation Commission
remains firm in its commitment of $108

million in state funds to the SFO extension. -

Only the timing and amount of the annual
allocations has changed due to the delay in
federal funding. The CTC’s $17 million
allocation this year is more than sufﬁclent
for the project. -

- Margaret Pryor, presxdent '
. BART Board of Directors . -
- Oakland -
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LETTERS

BART BXIGIISIOII a

Illlght on Millbrae

Editor:

Regarding BART's SFO-Millbrae
extension Thomas M. Blalock,
the East Bay BART director,
makes much of numbers - tran-
sit riders, vehicles, vehicle trips.
Not surprisingly, they trip him
up. '

He insists each car diverted to
BART be subtracted twice from
Bayshore’s traffic stream, once
on arrival at a BART garage, and
again on departure. Since when
did cars entering U.S. 101 lower
the total on the highway?

Even by Blalock’s strange
count, 5,000 cars diverted to
BART extension parking would
cut 101 traffic a negligible 3.8
percent. In fact, not all cars
would be from Bayshore - 1-280,
El Camino, and local streets also
would feed BART, adding to con-
gestion in South San Francisco,

San Bruno and Millbrae.
Remember, BART car commuters
are offroad only for the dis-
tance, BART takes them.

At SFO, Blalock thinks big, pic-
turing “airport-bound passen-
gers” in 17,800 BART seats per
day. Airport projections are less
rosy. Executive Director John
Martin says BART riders would

: éi.be.largely airport. workers, ziot .
airline passengers. Of SFO’s hugeﬁ

work force, more than half are
beyond BART’s help, hailing
from points south. For many of
the rest, their work will favor a
car commute for years to come,
until SFO extends its light rail to
job sites like the United Airlines
shops.

Mr. Blalock does not address
the congestion BART Millbrae
would create on 101, or the
more than 3,000 vehicles BART
would pour into Millbrae and
environs every day. That's more
than 12 line'ar miles of internal
combustion belching noxious
fumes. Small-town Millbrae and

.its neighbors don't deserve

such an assault on people’s
health; or the worries of more
traffic on El Camino“and side
streets.

There is no excuse, for expand-
ing any form of transit that can-
not function without monstrous

corrals for thousands of cars. Its
value is self-canceling. Whatever
debatable effect it may have on
freeway traffic is more than off-
set by its odious 1mpact on com-
munities forced to endure the
fallout. We have transit alterna-

. tives that point a better way. It's

time we look at them.
James W. Kelly

SRz - - .San.Bruno
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County prepares for BART boom

DEVELOPMEN
Funding has
officials looking

to future

BY MARK SIMBORG
Staff Editor

San Mateo County is poised for
development now that the
Clinton administration has

approved $750 million in fund-
ing for the BART-SFO extension
N the last and largest chunk of
money needed for the project.
“We always had ‘confidence
that this was going to happen,”
said Molly McArthur, manager
of government and community
relations for the BART West Bay
extension. “We are excited, elat-
ed and ready to move forward.”
Federal Transit Administrator
Gordon Linton signed the belat-
ed eight-year, full-funding grant
agreement last week, paving the
way for another 8.7 miles of
BART tracks from Colma to SFO.
Site preparation work for the
project's five stations should
start this summer, McArthur
said. :
While a few Bay Area groups
hold their breath in anticipation
of a funding stopper, county and
city officials are rejoicing and
anxious to get the economic ball

rolling.
“We're thrilled to death,” said
Marcy  Schultz, Executive

Director of the Building and
Construction Trades Council of
San Mateo County. “This is our
biggest construction boom in 20
to 25 years. We're talking about
a huge expansion not just in
construction jobs but in perma-
nent jobs, public works services,
biotechnology . etc..”

The extension is cexpected to
create 500 to 700 construction

jobs, Shultz said. in addition to
other permanent jobs in the
areas of public works and main-
tenance.

The BART project, she added, is
key to sustaining the county's
quality of life during a time of
economic growth.

“The big picture is that San
Mateo County has finally been
discovered,” she said, adding
that with BART there will be an
estimated $5 billion in develop-
ment over the next six to eight
years. “This will do a lot for the
residents, tax base and county as
a whole, but we also have to take
responsibility with what it's
going to do to the traffic and air
quality.”

Studies predict the extension
will take 10,000 cars off the daily
airport commute.

For the airport and cities that
will be served by the extension -
Colma, South San Francisco, San
Bruno and Millbrae - the
promise of federal funding
secures planning efforts initiat-
ed with faith in the funding
commitment.

“We were about to get started
on our own,” airport spokesman
Ron Wilson said, explaining the
airport had set June 30 as the
funding deadline but hadn't
heard anything by then.

Millbrae recently authorized
spending more than $300,000 on
a site plan for the city’s BART sta-
tion.

“I'm .happy the commitment
has finally been made,” Millbrae
Mayor Dan Quigg said. “From
our standpoint, we've been in
limbo for the last few months.”

An initiative to restrict the size
of BART buildings in Millbrae
had city officials worried that, if
passed, it would show enough
dissidence within the communi-

ty to influence the feds to use
the BART money elsewhere.

Congressional representatives
were looking for a reason not to
fund BART, Councilman Denis
Richardson said.

However, the initiative could
still jeopardize a city-planned,
800-car garage intended to miti-
gate traffic over the Millbrae
Avenue overpass.

Although they claim no con-
nection to the initiative, mem-
bers of Coalition for a One Stop
Terminal (COST) call the
Millbrae garage “redundant”
and are still hopeful that federal
funding will flop.

“The Congress still hasn't
appropriated the money yet,”
said Mike Spinelli, member of
the COST board of directors and
Burlingame councilman. “It all
depends on that.”

It is very unlikely the feds will
not appropriate the money, said
Steve Morin, a senior legislative
assistant to Rep. Nancy Pelosi, D-
San Francisco.

“By signing the agreement, the
federal government is guaran-
teeing the viability of this pro-
ject for eight years,” Morin said.

Backing out of this agreement
would undermine similar agree-
ments made throughout the
UsS., he added.

Another point of controversy in
Millbrae is the displacement of
700 low-income residents in the
Garden Lane apartments near
Millbrae Avenue. Destroying the
complex will be BART’s “prima-
ry” move in Millbrae, according
to BART Public Affairs Director
Mike Healy.

Garden Lane residents are wor-
ried.

“We haven't heard anything
from BART,” resident Robert
Ortega said. “What benefit will

we get by moving out? My plans
depend on what we get from
BART."

Healy said he doesn't know of
any site-specific relocation plan
but the relocation process should
begin in August and will follow
federal relocation guidelines.

The space will be used to set-up
an equipment base for building
the Millbrae station.
Construction of the station is
expected to start in January.
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BART to Millbrae: an alternative study

B8Y DENIS RICHARDSON

BART to Millbrae is the biggest
issue to ever visit our city. The
views on this are varied, pitting
neighbor against neighbor. I
don’t believe that all of the facts
and opinions regarding BART are
portrayed accurately.

If I had a choice whether BART
had its terminus station in
Millbrae or some other city I
would choose the latter. But the ,
fact is that through the powers
of “eminent domain” laws,
Millbrae residents can't make
that choice. BART has the
authority to place a station in
any section of a city.

Also, I believe the majority of
~ur citizens agree that regional

iss transit is the only logical

_aswer to traffic congestion and
air pollution.

In 1993 BART's preferred alter-
native for its terminus station
was north of Center Street in
Millbrae. This alternative was
chosen by BART because Sam™
Francisco Airport’s position was
that no affordable station could
be built on airport property.
BART was going to connect with
CalTrain and the airport light
rail system at Center Street.
BARTs conclusion was that in
order to obtain maximum rider-
ship the CalTrain connection

was necessary.
The Center Street station pro-
posal would have wiped out at
least 80 single family homes,
split our city in half, and had no
economic benefit to Millbrae.
This alternative was completely
unacceptable to Millbrae resi-
dents ‘ and elected officials.
Unfortunately, Millbrae would
have spent hun-
dreds of thousands
of dollars to fight
the Center Street
proposal. The opin-
ion of transporta-
tion and legal
experts across the
board was that
Millbrae  would
have lost that bat-

tle because of the congestion and ionofour staff and
eminent domain . transportation
l;as. air pollution.  consultants  was
In 1994 SFO re- - that traffic and
evaluated - their expansion other concerns surrounding the

designs of the new international
terminal. Conclusions were that
an affordable BART station could
be built with re-design of the air-
port project. However, BART still
needed the CalTrain connection
in Millbrae of the commuters
from South San Mateo and Santa
Clara counties.

BART then offered “Alternative
Six A." That plan called for a.

1 believe the
‘majority of our
citizens agree
that regional
mass transit is
the only logical
answer to traffic

BART station at the airport, with
the terminus station at Millbrae
Avenue connecting  with
CalTrain. With the Center Street
alternative still on the table, the
City Council and staff took a

very close look at “Alterative Six '

A"
Armed with the knowledge of
the powers of “eminent domain”
and the cry from
regional cities in
support of the

the airport and
points south, the
city looked closely
at the positives
and negatives of a
Millbrae Avenue
station. The opin-

proposed Millbrae Avenue sta-
tion could be successfully miti-
gated. It was further concluded
by our community development
department that through devel-
opment of the proposed station
area we will generate hundreds
of thousands of dollars in com-
mercial revenues for Millbrae.
Our Millbrae Planning
Department advanced a concep-

BART expansion to-

tual plan to develop the station
area from one of near blight to
an attractive business and recre-
ational sector.

Exhaustive studies concerning
additional traffic caused by the
BART station was most impor-
tant to any plan. Traffic experts
hired by the city concluded that
the levels of traffic were quite
manageable with some modifi-
cations to the original plans.

Primary to Millbrae was that
BART pay all expenses to miti-
gate traffic and other concerns
surrounding the construction
and operation of the BART sta-
tion.

The studies concluded that new
traffic generated by BART was
best managed by building a west
side garage on El Camino Real.
This garage will handle the addi-
tional traffic from the south and -
west on El Camino Real.

- Opponents of this project have

stated that this garage will be
eight stories high. The fact is
that this proposed garage will
likely consist of only two levels,
the first of which will be 12 feet
below El Camino Real. This puts
the top level of the garage at
street level on El Camino Real.
The garage will be a Millbrae pro-
ject paid for by mitigation funds

MORF. . ..
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‘eral public
‘Council returned the “compre-

from BART and SamTrans.

The studies further concluded
that most traffic northbound
from Highway 280 will exist for
the Tanforan or Colma stations
rather than negotiate Milibrae
surface streets.

Many have accused Millbrae
officials of letting BART “roll
over our City Council and staff.”
The relationship between the
Millbrae and BART is at best

““arms length.”
--BART submitted a 23-page

“comprehensive agreement” to

-the city covering protections for

Millbrae for both construction
and operation of BART. After sev-
meetings, the

hensive agreement” to BART con-
sisting of more than 50 pages of
guarantees to insure Millbrae, its
citizens and business owners to
mitigate the impacts of BART.
The Council and staff has

demaded that BART accede to all
additional measures in the

agreement before construction
of the project begins. If it does
not, BART knows Millbrae is pre-
pared to play “hard ball” to force
it to comply.

After “Alternative Six A" was
adopted, a few non-Millbrae resi-
dents and wealthy businesses
with their own agendas sur-
faced. CalTrain advocates who
believe that BART will steal their
riders and a San Bruno card
rooi owner, who stands to lose
a parking lot with “Alternative
Six A.” The card room owner has
already spent hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars hiring expensive
lobbying and law firms both
locally and in Washington D.C.
to derail the project and protect
his gambling interest.

Their latest attack is to place an
initiative on the ballot, limiting
Millbrae’s ability to mitigate the
impacts of BART. This initiative
is not the brainchild of Millbrae
residents, but of outside influ-

MILLBRAE-SAN BRUNO SUN
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ences who don’t care how BART
impacts our residents. If passed
this initiative would severely
hamper Millbrae’s ability to mit-
igate traffic, but would have no
legal impact on what BART or
any other transit agency builds.
BART is immune from local zon-
ing laws. ‘

The belief is that this proposed
initiative was hatched to influ-
ence the Congress and the
Senate to temporarily withhold
full funding for the BART to SFO
project.

If this group was successful
with its endeavor to temporarily
halt BART, what would the

future bring? BART will re-visit

Millbrae with “Alternative Five,”
the Center Street Station. Why
will that happen? BART has no
intention of abandoning. nor
will our surrounding communi-
ties allow it to abandon its plan
to expand to SFO and points
south. Also, the airport expan-
sion project will be well under
way or complete, unable to
accommodate a BART station in
its terminal. The only alternative
will be to link BART, CalTrain
and the airport light railsystem
at Center Street. This alternative
will devastate Millbrae residents,
fracturing our city. I would fight
this alternative until the end.
However, I am convinced we
would lose.

Many of us moved to Millbrae
because it is beautiful bedroom
community in proximity to
three prosperous major cities.
Most of our citizens wish to keep
the quaint charm our city has.
However, because of our strate-
gic location to SFO, “Level F” traf-
fic congestion on both major
highways, some changes to
Millbrae must occur. It is our
responsibility that these
changes have minimum nega-
tive impact on our wonderful
city. The positive impacts far out-
weigh the negative with this cur-

rent plan, insuring we retain our
high quality of living.

We can not allow outside influ-
ences to dictate the future of
Millbrae. If we were forced to
fight against a Center Street
Station, would they be at our
side? I think not!

Study all the facts and ramifi-
cations of the BART station and
the proposed initiative before
Jjumping on any bandwagon.

Denis Richardson

Milibrae City Councll Member
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BART, SFO shovels are poised

By Ronna Abramson
STAFF WRITER

SAN FRANCISCO — With federal ap-
proval in hand, BART anticipates
breaking ground within a month on its
long-awaited extension to San Francisco
International Airport.

At a news conference Wednesday af-
ternoon at San Francisco Mayor Willie
Brown's office, Bay Area Rapid Transit
and airport officials said nearly all the
plans are made for a ground-breaking on
the $1.2 billion project.

Major construction will begin first at
the airport, whose $2.4 billion expansion

plan helped the BART extension win a
$750 million funding commitment from
the Federal Transit Administration on
Tuesday.

The airport already has accounted for
the rail line extension into its expansion,
slated to be finished in 2000. BART's
schedule calls for trains to begin rolling
on the 8.2-mile line from Colma to Mil-
Ibrae in mid-2001.

“Anything that's worthwhile is absolu-
tely worth waiting for,” said BART Presi-
dent Margaret Pryor, noting the Bay Area
has been talking about an extension to
SFO for decades. “The people of the Bay
Area are a patient lot.”

News of the Clinton administration’s
funding approval, needed by BART to
begin major construction, came as the
airport was starting to devise an alterna-
tive plan on how to proceed without
BART on construction work closely
linked to thc cxtension.

“Any further delay would have shoved
the bidding process (at the airport) fur-
ther down and ultimately would have
cost more money,” airport spokesman
Ron Wilson said.

The airport, which is contributing
$200 million to the extension for work
on airport property, postponed a $75
million contract for a joint BART and

light rail station while waiting for BART's
federal funding guarantee, Wilson said.
The contract would have needed re-
tooling if the extension's future con-
tinued to remain uncertain, he added.

Even with the federal commltmeht
however, BART will have to fight for
funding from Congress every year.

And this year, Brown noted, there’s
still a fear of retaliation in the U.S.
Senate. That’s where U.S. Sen. Richard
Shelby, R-Alabama, had been delaying
BART's funding agreement, citing con-
cerns raised by other senators about
BART taking money from other projects
around the country. Later this mon‘th"
the Senate’s subcommittee on transpor-
tation appropriations, which Shelt
chairs, will consider BART’s request g
$55 million in federal funds for the
1997-98 fiscal year, which begins Oct. l B

The corresponding House panel ap-
proved that request last week, and br-
dered the Federal Transit
Administration to award the $750-mifl:
lion commitment by this past Tuesday." "

Also Tri-Valley Herald
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Perspectives on Bay Area Transportation

BART Won’t ‘Roll Over’ Millbrae

By Denis E. Richardson

issue to ever visit this city. The

views on the issue are varied to
the point of pitting neighbor against
neighbor. I don’t believe that all of the
facts and opinions regarding BART have
been accurately portrayed.

If I had a choice whether BART had
its terminus station in Millbrae or some
other city I would choose some other city.
But the fact is that through the powers of

B ART TO MILLBRAE is the biggest

“eminent domain” laws, Millbrae resi- -

dents can't make that choice. BART has

the authority to place a station in any
section of a city.

Also, I believe that the majority of our

. residents agree

B A R T that regional

o, mass transit is

the only logical

. answer to traffic

air pollution.

In 1993, BART's preferred alternative
for their terminus station was north of
Center Street in Millbrae. This alterna-
tive was chosen by BART because San
Francisco airport’s position was that no
affordable station could be built on air-
port property. BART was going to con-
nect with CalTrain and the airport light
rail system at Center Street. BART’s con-
clusion was that in order to obtain maxi-
mum ridership the CalTrain connection
was necessary.

The Center Street station proposal
would have wiped out at least 80 single-
family homes, split the city in half, and
produced no economic benefit to Mill-
brae. This alternative was unacceptable
to Millbrae residents and elected offi-
cials. Unfortunately, Millbrae would
have lost the battle, after spending hun-
dreds of thousands of dollars to fight the
plan, because of eminent domain, accord-
ing to legal experts.

In 1994, the airport re-evaluated its

expansion of the new international ter-
minal. It concluded that an affordable
BART station could be built with rede-
sign of the project. However, it still need-
ed the CalTrain connection in Millbrae
for commuters from South San Mateo
and Santa Clara counties.

BART then offered Alternative Six A.

congestion and’
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airport, with the terminus station at Mill-
brae Avenue connecting with CalTrain.
With the Center Street alternative still
on the table, the City Council and its staff
took a very close look at Alternative Six
A. They concluded that traffic and other
concerns surrounding the proposed Mill-
brae Avenue station could be successful-
ly mitigated.

Most important to Millbrae was that
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~ BART pay all expenses to mitigate traffic

and other concerns surrounding the con-

struction and operation of the station.

After Alternative Six A was adopted,
a few people outside Millbrae and
wealthy businesses with their own agen-
das surfaced: Caltrain advocates who be-
lieved that BART would steal their riders
and a San Bruno card room owner, who
stands to loose a parking lot under Alter-
native Six A. The card room owner has

already spent hundreds of thousands of
dollars hiring expensive lobbying and
law firms, locally and in Washington, to
derail the project and protect his gam-
bling interest.

The latest attack is to place an initia-
tive on the ballot, limiting Millbrae’s abil-
ity to mitigate the impacts of BART.

The belief is that the proposed initia-
tive was hatched to influence Congress to
temporarily withhold full funding for
the BART-SFO project. But that money
was approved this week.

If this group had been successful,
what would the future have been? BART
would have re-visited Millbrae with Al-
ternative Five, the Center Street station.
Why? Because BART has no intention of
abandoning, nor would our surrounding
communities allow them to abandon the
plan to expand to San Francisco airport
and points south.

Many have accused Millbrae officials
of letting BART “rollover our city council
and staff.” But the relationship between
the city and BART is at best “arms
length.” BART submitted a 23-page “com-
prehensive agreement” to the city cover-
ing protections for Millbrae for construc-
tion and operation. After several public
meetings, the Millbrae City Council re-
turned the the agreement to BART —
adding 25 pages of guarantees to ensure
Millbrae, its’ citizens and business owners
that the impacts of BART would be miti-

~gated. If BART does not accede to the

measures, as it well knows, Millbrae is
prepared to play “hard ball.”

Many of us moved to Millbrae be-
cause it is a beautiful bedroom
community close to three prosperous ma-
jor cities. Most of our citizens wish to

_keep Millbrae’s quaint charm. However,

because of our strategic location to the
airport and traffic congestion on major
highways some changes to Millbrae must
occur. It is our. responsibility that these
changes have minimum impact. We
should all study the facts and ramifica-
tions of the BART station and the pro-
posed initiative before jumping on any
bandwagon.

Denis E. Richardson is a member of the Millbrae
City Council.
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BART ready to build
extension to airport

By Rorna Abramson
STAFF WRITER

SAN FRANCISCO — With
federal approval in hand, BART
anticipates breaking ground
within a ruonth on its long-
awaited extension to San Fran-
cisco International Airport.

At a press conference
Wednesday afternoon at San
Francisco Mayor Willie Brown's
office, Bay Area Rapid Transit
and airport officials said nearly
all the plans arf:d :lready ar-
I d for a groundbreaking on
ua:%e 1.2 billion projéct.

Mafor construction will

first at the airport, whose own
82.4 billion expansion plan
helped the BART extension win
a §750 million funding comumit-
ment from the Federal Transit
Administration on Tuesday.
- The airport already has ac-
counted for the rail line exten-
slon Into its expansion, slated to
be finished in 2000. BART's
schedule calls for trains to
begin rolling on the 8.2-mile line
2001.

p that's worthwhile
is absolutely worth waiting for.”
sald BART President Margaret
Pryor, noting the Bay Area has
been about an extension
to SFO for decades. “The
people of the Bay Area are a pa-
tient lot.”

San Mateo County Super-
visor Tom Huening noted that
his patience has stretched 11
years back to 1988, when he led
the fight for a ballot. measure
asking If voters supported
BART-to-SFO. :

“As dearly as we love Caolma,
it is not a destination locatton,”
Huening joked of the city best
known for its cemeteries. “it's
an ultimate destination.”

News of the Clinton adminis-
tration’s funding approval,
needed by BART to begln mafor
construction, came a8 the air-
port was just starting to devise
an alternative plan on how to
proceed without BART on ocon-
structton work closely linked to
the extension.

“Any further delay would
have shoved the bid pro-
cess (at the ) er
down and ulttmately would have

cost more money,” sald airport
spokeaman Ron Wilson.

The airport, which is contrib-

.uting 8200 million to the exten-

sfon for work on airport
, put on hold a 875 rofl-

n contract for a joint BART
and light ratl station while
waiting for BART's federal
funding guarantee, Wilson said.
The contract would have needed
retooling if the extension's fu-
ture continued to remain uncer-

from Colma to Millbrae in mid- _ tain, he added.

Even with the federal com-
mitment, however, BART still
will have to fight for funding
from Congress every year.

And this year, Brown noted,
there's still a fear of retaliation
in the Senate. That's where Sen.
Richard Shelby, R-Ala.. bad
been delaying BART's
agreement. citing concerns
raised by other senators about
BART money from other
projects around the countrv
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Federal funding for
BART finally committed

HE ANNOUNCEMENT Tuesday
that the White House has com-
mitted itself to providing 8750
millfon toward BART's exten-

sion to San Francisco Interna-

tional Afrport and Millbrae/Burlingarme
was welcome news.

The project had been held up for
months as squabbling continued between
Wash n. D.C., poltticlans and San
N{ateo ounty factions opposed to the
plan. '

The work, which will cost an estimated
81.2 billion, 1s expected to take at least
three years to complete. When it's done, -

-the BART line south from Colma will ful-
fill a dream long held by regional tranait
plariners. '

Direct ratl access into SFO has been

one of their goals for more than a
generation. Now, that reality is on the ho-
rizon.

The project will also include an inter-
modal station located on Millbrae
Avenue. That facility will be a-transfer
point for commuters using SamTrans,

‘Caltrain, BART and motor vehicles.

. BART's federal fun assurances
went down to the wire. If the money had
been stalled much longer, there were se-

‘rious doubts about the future of the plan.

- 8SFO is undergoing a massive expan-
sion and officials there had to know for
stru'e that a BART rall line would be part
offt. -

A new day 1s dawning here on the Pen-
insula. Let construction commence.
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Work set to begin on airport line

BART expects to
break ground within
next six weeks

By Erin McCormick

OF THE EXAMINER STAFF
After winning the Clinton ad-
ministration’s promise of $750 mil-
lion in construction funds, BART
plans to break ground on its long-
delayed extension from Colma to
San Francisco International Air-
port within the next six weeks.

“Up until yesterday, it was bad

karma to think about ground-
breaking ceremonies,” said BART
board member Dan Richard, who
was among a dozen local elected

officials at a press conference
Wednesday who lauded federal

support for the project. “We're

there now.”

- But others said there is much to
be done before BART can start
work on the $1.2 billion project.

An agreement Tuesday by the
Federal Transit Administration
called for the money to be doled out
by Congress over eight years. But
BART plans to issue bonds to raise
funds more quickly. That way it
can finish construction by 2001 —
a year later than originally
planned, according to Richard.

BART must award contracts to
four construction firms before
workers can begin to lay the proj-
ect’s 8.5 miles of track and build its
four stations, said BART General

Manager Thomas Margro.

The federal deal may meet in-
terference from Senate Republi-
cans, who stalled the plan for six
months but were overridden Tues-
day when Transportation Secre-
tary Rodney Slater signed a grant
agreement for the entire amount
BART requested. :

Project supporters said Repub-
licans could refuse to make annual
appropriations, $54 million of
which is expected this year.

“I'm sure for every penny we
get, there will be some problems,”
Margro said. “But this is a very
strong commitment from the fed-.
eral government. Federal officials
don’t take (funding agreements)
lightly.”



Residents feud
~over facilities
initiative

BY MARK SIMBORG
Staff Editor

Backers of an initiative to put
building restrictions on Millbrae
Bart facilities showed up in force

at the June 24 City Council

meeting, imploring the Council
to put the initiative on the
November ballot and stall plans
to spend '$300,000 on a site plan
for BART’s Millbrae station.

The Council approved the plan
expenditures to Roma Design
Group but later met .an
onslaught of criticism and pro-
initiative testimony.

“I think it’s shameful the way
you've turned your back to the
citizens the way you have with
this issue,” initiative co-sponsor
Tom Williams said, claiming the
Council is not listening to the
community’s. concerns about
BART facilities.

At the meeting, proponents of
the Millbrae Mass Transportation
Facility Control Initiative of 1997
submitted a petition that quali-
fies the initiative ' for the
November ballot. The Council
will verify the signatures, which
could take up to 30 days, then

vote to either adopt the initiative -

or put it on the ballot.

The initiative could affect BART
facilities that are covered in the
site plan, which will establish
the land use and zoning restric-
tions for parcels in and around
BART’s Millbrae airport exten-
sion station.

“Basically, we're going to assess
the land and ask, ‘What makes

MILLBRAE-SAN BRUNO SUN
Wednesday, July 2,1997

Millbrae picks BART planner

sense to be " .developed?'”
Community Development
Director Ralph Petty said.

City staff and the three coun-
cilmembers in attendance
agreed that putting a hold in the
plan could result in serious con-
sequences. :

“The longer we wait, the more
we put ourselves-in jeopardy,”

Councilman Denis Richardson -

said. _

Petty later  substantiated
Richardson's claims. “It’s a matter
of forethought,” he said. “We're
trying to be out.in front of the
process and make this as good as.
we can for the community.”’

" Petty said it is important for the

'site plan to be developed and

approved before BART finalizes

any plans that may infringe on

the implementation of
Millbrae’s plan.

‘Controversy has surrounded the
purported traffic and economic
impacts of BART. facilities in
Millbrae. Initiative backers argue
BART garages invite lines of traf
fic and will -be used as much by
SFO employees and frugal com-
muters as they will BART users.

One initiatjve backer begged

the  Council to not “make
Millbrae a parking lot for BART.”

Williams Said the restrictions
are key to preserving Millbrae’s
quality of life. “In terms of prop-
erty value, what makes property
value high in Millbrae is the
quality of life,” he said.

Initiative backers thréatened_ a:

special election, which would
cost the city $50,000, if the
Council did not put the measure

on the November ballot. But
Richarsdon said the Council has
said nothing to indicate that it
won't put the initiative on the
ballot, and he doesn't under-
stand why proponents are think-
ing this way. .

Injtiative naysayers also made
their presence known at the
meeting, reversing proponents’
claims that Millbrae's traffic,
economy and quality of life will
deteriorate if BART facilities are
built to their planned size.

“We ‘are concerned that the
result .of the initiative will only
limit economic 'development
-opportunities for Millbrae,” said
one resident, who is a member
of the city’s Chamber of
Commerce. “We have also been
advised that an initiative that
confines a redevelopment
agency is illegal.” ‘
Another resident raised ques-

" tions about the initiative’s legal-

ity, citing three California cases
in which a measure was not
allowed to be voted on because it
interfered with a redevelopment

~agency’'s project. In this case,

Millbrae is the redevelopment
agency.

After more than an hour of heat-
ed exchange between initiative
proponents and naysayers, one
resident addressed both parties.

“I've heard a lot of (bull) from
both sides tonight,” he said
“There are some here who have
their own benefits to gain from
BART being set-up. The redevel
opment area is the most vita
thing to Millbrae and it should
be separated from the parking
and traffic issues.”
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City Hall to move in with SamTrans

City officials get
good deal on
plush space

BY MARK SIMBORG
Staff Editor -

Come August, Mxllbrae City
Hall will be under the hammer
and city staff will be working
out of a building that is head-
quarters for a major city issue.

The City Council last week
approved an agreement with
SamTrans to temporarily lease

part - of the BART/SamTrans

Airport Extension building at
979 Broadway for a makeshift
city hall. The city will use
approximately 6,500 square feet
of the building for six months
while its home base is expanded
and remodeled.
“This is a good plan,” Mayor Dan
Quigg said. “There’s adequate
_space, number one, and, number
two, it has a separate entrance
that we could label “City Hall*".

The city is currently -wor_king

with BART and SamTrans to.

build a garage that would miti-
‘gate traffic to the BART station
on the east side of the CalTrain
tracks.

Quigg said a partition will be
built to separate the city area
from the SamTrans area.

Millbrae’s space includes six

offices, a computer room, a
“bullpen” area with cubicles, a
lunchroom, restrooms, a patio
and all services and utilities.

Council meetings will still be
‘held at City Hall Council
Chambers, Quigg said.

With the total cost of the lease
estimated at $26,000 per month,
or $2 per square foot per month,
the SamTrans deal was the best
the city could find, accordmg to

city officials. ‘
“It’s a very prudent way to go,”
Community Development

Director Ralph Petty said, adding
that the city's original plan to
set up shop in a trailer fleet in
City Hall's upper parking lot
would have cost $2.67 per sqaure
foot per month.

Petty said the few other avail-

able facilities in Millbrae did not
meet the city's s1ze and layout
needs.

City officials first offered to
lease the SamTrans space five
months ago but it was being
saved for BART extension consul-
tants. They scrappped the trailer
plan three weeks ago upon hear-
ing the consultants will not use
the space until federal funding
for the extension project has

- been secured.

City staff are required to be

‘completely moved out of City

SUSAN ARRISON/SUN
Millbrae City Hall will make this building its home for six months.

Hall by August 15 -~ a move they
plan to make in one day. -

“That’s going to be one long
day. Petty said.

While city officials are gone,-
City Hall will undergoe a $1 mil-
lion expansion, including 1,600
square feet of new space next to
the building’s current lobby
and a $340,000 fire station addi-
tion.

The expansion is expected to
provide more room to city work-
ers, improve delivery of public
services through the creation of
a “one-stop” service counter
lobby, resurrect antiquated heat-
ing and cooling systems, and

.comply with federal laws that

require public buildings to be
accessible to the disabled.



Proud of Millbrae’s
accomplishments

Editor:

As city treasurer, councilman,
mayor and volunteer to the City

of Millbrae over the past 20

years, I don’t recall seeing Tom °

Williams as a participant in any
discussions or debates about the
policies and program of the city.
I' don’t remember seeing Mr.
Williams lending a hand at the
Recreation Center, or applying to
serve on the Planning
Commission or the Mayor’s
. Coordinating Council. Now he
‘has popped out of the woodwork
with a broom calling for the citi-
zenry to clean house in Millbrae.
1 would be pleased at any time
to take him and other interested
citizens on a tour of the city and
provide a review of the fiscal,
operational, strategic and plan-
ning policies. We are proud of
the city and the municipal orga-
nization and we know that most
" citizens are happy with the ser-
vices ‘and leadership we provide
to the community. In the face of
major- regional projects and
huge growth on theé Peninsula,
through difficult economic
times, we have kept Millbrae on
a steady and prudent course.
The Millbrae City Council and
staff have been working long
hours over the past four years to
-ensure that any BART proposal
that includes a Millbrae station
will fit into the community with
the least possible disruption.

MILLBRAE-SAN BRUNO SUN
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The Council’s Millbrae Avenue
Station Area Concept Plan pro-

“vided a conceptual basis for the

comment of the city on the
BART Environmental Document,
and was responsible for the radi-
cal amendment in the city's
interest of the proposed Millbrae

‘Avenue station plan-and for the

commitment of over $10 million
in funding from BART for impor-
tant traffic mitigations. The city
has raised the funding for the
improvement of the antiquated
Millbrae Avenue/US 101
Interchange " through tough
negotiations with BART and San
Francisco International Airport. -
Design work for that important
project is underway.

We have independently studied
the issue of BART commute traffic
filtering down through the com-
munity-from. Route. 280 .and the
numbers; simply don’t support
Mr. Williams vision of communi-
ty ruin. Traffic level of service on
Hillcrest, Trousdale, Murchison
and Millbrae Avenue .probably
will not exceed Level A, or free
flow traffic conditions with no
delays in the foreseeable future..
It is the adopted policy of the
city in the Concept Plan to reduce -
by 800 the- parking  spaces
planned by BART on the east side

of the tracks at the BART Station -

the station to ride BART and
CalTrain. The parking could all
be built below the grade of the El
Camino Real, and a fine oppoitu-
nity exists for that west side park-
ing to be shared in the evenings
and weekends with multi-screen
cinema uses, and other revenue-
generating uses, keeping the
parking facilities safe, vital and
user-friendly in the off-commute

and weekend hours. The pro-

posed extension of California
Drive north:along the rail corri-
dor under the Millbrae: Avenue
Overpass will divert station traf
fic. from the El Camino Real,
keeping traffic moving on-that

_important arterial.

We are proud of our accom-
plishments in this fine city and
welcome Mr. Williams and all
other concerned citizens to par-
ticipate and provide positive, -
constructive input to take

‘Millbrae into the 21st Century

with thé rest of the region.
Daniel F. Quigg
“Mayor
City of Millbrae

and replace them with 800 struc- . '

tured parking spaces on the west

" side of the tracks for the conve-

nience of the people who will use



MILLBRAE-SAN BRUNO SUN
Wednesday, July 2,1997

SB resitdent raises questions ahout BART funding

BY SHERI BAKER RICKMAN
Staff Reporter

While funding for the 8.7-mile
Bay Area Rapid Transit extension
to San Francisco Airport is
stalled in Congress, one San
Bruno resident is raising ques-
tions about the project.

Alice Barnes, who has meticu-
lously followed the expansion
project, recently addressed the
City Council to clarify the
amount of BART's full-funding
agreement and to question if the
temporary move of San Bruno's
CalTrain Station was, in fact, a
permanent action.

Recent news reports have stated
that BART is seeking $850 mil-
lion in funding from the federal
- government.

“This would be $100 million
more than the $750 million
[BART] has been fighting to
obtain for more than a year”
said Barnes.

If the $850 million figure is
true, it would raise the total
cost of the project taking BART
trains to the Airport and
beyond from $1.17 billion to
2.02 billion.

But BART spokesman Mike
Healy denied there has been an
increase in the amount of
BART's request.

“I don't knqw where that figure
fof $850 million] came from,”
said Healy.

Rita Haskin, public informa-
tion officer for SamTrans and
CalTrain, confirmed BART's
assertions that it is only request-
ing $750 million from the feder-
al government.

But Mike Nevin, SamTrans
board of directors member and
county supervisor, claimed the
réquest was bumped up by $100
million.

“SamTrans funds for BART are
capped at $99 million and BART

is asking the federal government
for about 80 percent more than
what we are giving them,” said
Nevin.

BART  officials, however,
stressed the transit agency has
not increased its funding
requests to any federal, state, or
local agencies that have signed
on to support the project.

But even though the question
of federal funding appears to be
clear, the issue of the relocation
of the San Bruno CalTrain
Station is still murky.

As part of the extension pro-
ject, San Bruno's CalTrain sta-

tion will be temporarily moved
to a location under Interstate - -
380, then relocated back to its

original site.

“You know I do my homework
on these issues but I cannot, for
the life of me, find any design or
plan for a relocated permanent
CalTrain station at the current

location,” said Barnes.

Although BART officials did not
confirm Barnes' suspicions
regarding the  temporary
CalTrain station, they admitted
plans for building a new perma-
nent station at the present site
have not been prepared.

In original plans, the tempo-
rary CalTrain station, to be built
by BART, would not have met
Americans with Disabilities Act
[ADA]  guidelines, leaving
CalTrain liable.

“We are asking that BART make
that station ADA compliant,”
said Haskin, who added the

‘request was designed to get “the

best for our passengers.”

BART recently lost a lawsuit
because nine of its 20 stations
are not up to ADA standards.

The transit agency must now
modify its fare equipment, emer-
gency gates and repair non-oper-
ating elevators.
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BART-SFO
Plan Gets
Big Boost

White House pledges
$750 million to project

By Benjamin Pimentel
and Torri Minton
Chronicle Staf)y Writers

BART's much-delayed plan to

run trains to the San Francisco In-
. ternational Airport finally got the
official White House blessing yes-
terday — clearing the way for con-
struction to begin.

Federal Transit Administrator
Gordon Linton signed a fullfund-
ing grant agreement for $750 mil-
lion over eight years, removing the
major obstacle to the controversial
$1.2 billion project. :

Work on the 8.2-mile extension
from Colma could begin in a few

weeks and be completed by late

2000, BART officials said.
“It's .utopia,” said San Mateo
_County Supervisor Mike Nevin.
“It’s really exciting, the United
States of America committing to
this major project, and it's gonna
get done now. We should get to
work.”

State Senator Quentin Kopp,
who has been pushing for the ex-
tension since 1982, agreed. _

“] am jubilant,” said Kopp, in-
dependent-San Francisco. “I antic-

ipate eagerly the consummation of

a project which will ensure a
world-class public transit system
directly into and from the airport,
which is itself the fourth or fifth
busiest airport in the world.”

The Clinton administration had
pledged to sign the funding agree-
ment, but approval was put off for
several agonizing months as BART

wrestled with opposition from air-
lines, Bay Area groups and mem-
bers of Congress. Construction was
supposed to begin earlier this year.

Now, with federal backing,

BART can finalize subcontracts
with vendors and construction
agreements with cities that were
put on hold. '

Not all the money is in the
bank, however. What does not
come from the federal govern-
ment must come- from the San
Francisco International . Airport,
Bay Area counties and the state.

" And BART still faces opposi- -

tion from House and Senate mem-
-bers who are worried about how
the extension could affect major
transportation projects in other
states.

However, the agreement
signed yesterday means the White
House has pledged to fight for the
project all the way during yearly
congressional appropriation bat-
tles — a promise that carries con-
siderable clout.

“We are going to have an ap-
propriations fight,” said Senator
Barbara Boxer, D-Calif., announc-
ing the agreement yesterday. “But
I think we can meet everybody’s
concerns.”

Boxer said some Republican
senators fear that giving money to
BART will mean fewer dollars for
transit projects in such states as
Utah and Missouri.

However, Transportation Sec-
retary Rodney Slater assured a key
Republican senator yesterday that

enough money will be available
for other projects. '

“We believe there will be room
for additional projects,” Slater
said in a letter to Senator Richard
Shelby, R-Ala., chairman of the.
Senate subcommittee on transpor-
tation.

The dispute with other states is
part of the continuing discussion
on federal transportation funding.
Congress is debating whether to
extend a federal law that provided
billions of dollars, mainly from gas
taxes, to maintain the national
highway system, expand mass
transit and reduce pollution.

California  representatives
maintain that states with a major
role in trade and finance —such as
California — should get a bigger
share of the pie.

“The whole future of the coun-
try revolves around trade and if
you cannot move people and goods
in an efficient way, America is go-
ing to lose out,” Boxer said.

This position has caused some
resentment among congressional
representatives from other states.

“California is so big that people
from other states see California as
getting the dollars and they want
some,” U.S, Senator Dianne Fein-
stein, who helped lobby for the
BART project, said in an interview
last week.

Last month, the House Trans-
portation Appropriations Subcom-
mittee approved $54.8 million for
the BART extension, but that
amount must still be cleared by
the House and Senate.
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BART extension to SFO gets final approval

By ROBERT OAKES
TIMES STAFF WRITER

OAKLAND — BART got a formal
go-ahead Tuesday from the federal
government to start construction on
a long-awaited extension to San
Francisco International Airport.

Jubilant BART officials said they
will hold a groundbreaking cere-
mony soon for the project, which has

been planned and discussed for more

than 20 years.
The line will by 2001 put a station
~inside a'fiew international terminal
at the airport, the fifth-busiest air
complex in the nation.

“This is the government’s com-
mitment to stand behind the project,”
said BART Director Dan Richard of
Orinda, who led efforts to win sup-
port in Washington, D.C.

BART still faces at least one law-
suit from project opponents, who call
it a waste of money. Nonetheless, the
agreement means BART can hire
contractors to build the new tracks
and stations.

The Clinton administration agreed
to contribute $750 million to the pro-
ject, which will cost $1.17 billion.
BART lobbied for more than a year
to get the so-called “full-funding
agreement.”

East Bay residents will be able to
reach the airport in about 45 min-
utes by BART train. The airport ex-
pects 40 million annual passengers
in 1997, a record.

BART also will build stations in
South San Francisco, San Bruno and

Millbrae along the new line.

Opponents include the Coalition
for a One-Stop Terminal. The group
wants BART to connect with Cal-
Train — a commuter rail system —
rather than go straight into the air-
port.

Bruce Balshone, group executive
director, said he hadn’t seen the full-
funding agreement Tuesday evening
and couldn’t comment.

BART has tried for months to get

_ support from Congress for funding.

California Sens. Dianne Feinstein
and Barbara Boxer lobbied for the
project, along with Rep. Nancy
Pelosi, D-San Francisco, and Gov.
Pete Wilson.

The House Appropriations sub-
committee on transportation last

week directed the Federal Transit
Administration to issue the full-fund-
ing agreement.

The agreement had stalled in the
Senate, but the administration de-
cided to issue formal approval to
BART anyway. The Senate could still
raise objections.

The government agreed to fund
$375 million during the first five
years of the project and provide the
remaining money over the next three
years. BART had requested money
over fewer years.

“I have an obligation to proceed
with this agreement,” Transportation
Secretary Rodney Slater said in a let-
ter Tuesday to Sen. Richard Shelby,
R-Ala., chairman of the Senate Sub-
committee on Transportation.

Source: BART

LEE McCORMACK/TIMES



Feds to spend $750 million on BART extension

By Ronna Abramson
STAFF WRITER

.~ More ‘than two decades of planning,
cajoling and fighting culminated
Juesday as the Clinton administration
'told BART to extend its tracks to San
Francisco International Airport.

; The word came as the administra-
tlon agreed to commit $750 million in
féderal money, which will allow the Bay
Area Rapid Transit District to at last
‘move forward on the $1.2 blllion 8.7
-mile project.
~ Congress, however, still will have to
allocate the funds on a yearly basis.
‘BART offictals, who can use Tuesday's
-agreement to back possible construc-
tion bonds, say that should not be a
problem.

“This is a great, great day for
BART," said BART President Margaret
Pryor. “The project is real; it's golng to
happen.”

Four new stations

The tracks will extend from Colma,
with trains stopping at stations in
South San Francisco, San Bruno, the
new international terminal now under
construction at SFO, and ending at a
Millbra¢ station south of the airport
that connects to the Peninsula’s Cal-
train rail service.

The line is slated to open for service
in 2001. ,

A key commiftee vote last week in
the House of Representatives ordered
the Department of Transportation to
sign the funding agreement by

Tuesday, a deadline the afrport said
had to be met to coordinate BART con-
struction with the $2.4 billion airport
expansion already under way.

“The administration had to go today
because otherwise the whole project
was in. jeopardy,” said Sen. Barbara
Boxer, D-Calif., who announced the
agreement.

“Time just ran out.”

ﬁ(tt-@all ﬂi&fﬁlﬁ Also Oakland Tribune
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The airport is ready to award con-
tracts on track work for a people-
moving rail line that will circle the air-

“port and the BART station, saild BART

General Manager Tom Margro.

Waiting for federal money

The airport, the fifth-busiest in the
nation and seventh-busiest in the
world, agreed to contribute $200 mil-
lion to the extension, but required the
federal commitment before spending
its own money.

The balance of the.project-will be
funded by the San Mateo County
Transit District, the Metropolitan
Transportation Commisslon and state
money.

Comnmittee delays funds

The project had been stalled in the
Senate Appropriations Committee on
Transportation. Chairman Richard
Shelby, R-Alabama, had asked the Fed-
eral Transit Administration to delay
approval, citing concerns raised by
other lawmakers about the extension
-taking money away from other projects
around the country.

“The process had turned into a
pork-barrel legislative gorging by mem-
bers of the United States' Senate,” ob-
served a jubilant state Sen. Quentin
Kopp, I-San Mateo/San Francisco, who
has been lobbing for BART-to-SFO for
more than a decade.

Shelby could not be reached for
comment Tuesday.. His committee is
scheduled to decide later this month
on BART's request for $55 million in
funding for the extension in the 1997-
98 fiscal year, which begins Oct. 1.

Steve Morln, a senior staffer for Rep.
Nancy Pelosi, D-San Francisco, sdid
lawmakers are not likely to tamper
with the federal agreement.

Staff Writer Dan Seaver contributed
to this report.
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U.S. finally agrees to commit funds

BART extension

to S.F. airport OK’d

BY MARILEE ENGE
Mercury News Staff Writer

The Clinton Administration on
Tuesday agreed to spend’ $750
million to build the BART exten-
sion to San Francisco Interna-
tional Airport, assuring that the
project will break ground soon.

- Transportation Secretary Rod-
ney Slater signed an agreement
that commits money from the
federal govwernment over eight
years. It means that the airport
project can borrow cash and sign
contracts to begin the long-de-
layed work. )

Bay Area politicians and transit
officials have worked to get the
airport extension out of the ter-
minal for more than two decades,
but it repeatedly stalled. The Bay
Area Rapid Transit district direc-
tors gave their final approval for
the new line in April.

The project includes 8.7 miles
of rail and four stations, with
stops in South San Francisco,
San Bruno, inside the airport, and
Millbrae, where a platform will
link with CalTrain. The BART
line now ends in Colma.

The federal money will cover
nearly three-quarters of the $1.2
billion price tag for the exten-
sion, which has languished for
months in congressional commit-
tee. The rest of the funds will
come from the airport, state,
bridge tolls and the San Mateo
County Transit Authority. :

“Happy days are here again —
I'm jubilant,” said state Sen.
Quentin Kopp, I-South San Fran-
cisco, who has been one of the
most outspoken champions of
BART to the airport.

~ “It ensures a world-class public
transit system directly to and
from San Francisco International
Airport, which is one of the
world's busiest airports,” Kopp
said.

Airport officials had given up
‘hope that the funding would
come through and Tuesday be-
gan to launch an airport expan-
sion that did not include a BART
terminal, said Ron Wilson, an air-
port spokesman.

“We were making plans today

to proceed without BART,” he
said. :
. A ground-breaking had been
" canceled once, he said, but it will
be rescheduled to take place
within 30 days.

“It is what we have been wait-
ing for a long time,” Wilson said.

The federal funds still must be
appropriated each year, but Con-
gress -rarely withdraws money
premised through such full-fund-
ing grant agreements, said Steve
Morin, a senior legislative assis-
tant to Rep. Nancy Pelosi, D-San
Francisco. The federal budget
agreement means that transit dol-
lars will be tighter in the future,
so this year was critical for the
BART extension, he said.

“BART made it right under the
wire,” Morin said.

‘The extension has faced varied
opposition over the years from
critics who feared hidden costs
to taxpayers and those who com-
plained that the Millbrae station
would knock out 200 homes and
create a 3,000-space parking lot.
Most recently, it faced opposition
from the airlines, which objected
to higher airport fees to help fi-
nance the project. A compromise
was reached in which, among
other things, BART agreed to
give airline employees a 25-per-
cent fare discount.

Upon completion, the project’s
promoters promise, a commuter
will be able to get into a BART
car in West Pittsburg or other

East Bay terminals and ride unin-

terrupted to San Francisco Inter-
national.

The new line will extend 7.4
milés south from Colma to Mill-
brae, with an additional 1.3 miles
of track in a configuration run--
ning east-west to the airport.

Ridership on the extension is

projected to be 66,800 trips a day
by the year 2010, including some
17,800 daily trips by air travelers
and airport workers.

'Stud.ies_ project the extension
will eliminate 10,000 automobile
trips a day to and from the -air-
port.

BART officials didn’t say when
they expect the extension to be
completed, but previously they
have estimated that it will take

about four years for construc-
tion.

Mercury News wire services contrib-
uted to this report.
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Clinton OKs BART-SFO funding

$750 million grant
still faces hurdles in
Congress, but transit
officials say work on
extension can begin

By Eric Brazil

OF THE EXAMINER STAFF

~ BART officials reacted with ju-
bilation Wednesday to the news
that the Clinton administration
has formally committed $750 mil-
lion in federal funding to the sys-
tem’s planned extension from Col-
ma to San Francisco International
Airport.

“This is a proud day, a great day
for BART,” said board President
Margaret Pryor.

The signing of the eight-year
funding agreement removes the
major federal hurdle that has de-
layed the start of the project for
months. It enables BART to break
-ground with the hope of opening
parts of the 8.5-mile extension late
in the year 2000.

Mayor Brown and BART offi-
cials were expected to announce a
groundbreaking date and detailed
schedule for the project at a press
conference Monday afternoon.

“Obviously, this is good news,”
said Brown’s spokesman P.J.
Johnston. “In government, noth-
_ing is ever a reality until the tracks

are laid and the stations are open,

but this is a big, important step
along the way.”

General Managér Thomas Mar-

gro said the groundbreaking “will
be an event of historical signifi-
cance for the people of the Bay
Area.”

Word that Transportation Sec-
retary Rodney Slater has signed a
grant agreement for the entire
amount BART requested came as

the system’s management and di- -

rectors were starting to sweat, for
fear that a delay would throw the

extension out of phase with SFO’s

‘current expansion project.
Slater’s action keeps the

$1.2 billion extension project on
target to meet the airport’s con-
struction schedule.

But BART’s funding request
may face further problems in Con-
gress, where it is competing with
projects being pushed by Republi-
can House and Senate members.
Chunks of the money must be ap-

‘propriated by Congress each year.

“There are still going to be a lot
of battles to come before we get the
full funding we want,” said Sen.

Barbara Boxer, D-Calif., an impor-

tant supporter of the project.

Objections of congressional Re-
publicans must be overcome before
dollars actually begin to flow to the
project, she said, “I think it really
does help us, (but) it’s just another
step along the way.” :

Nevertheless, the feeling of re-
lief at BART was palpable.

“We had a very tight deadline to
meet,” said BART spokesman
Mike Healy, who said that delays
nearly killed the project. “The win-
dow for airport construction would
have closed today (Tuesday). The
whole project was on the line.”

The finding guarantee was nec-
essary, BART officials say, because
the BART extension and SFO ex-
pansion are interrelated, and the
dollar savings if their construction
proceeds simultaneously, are sig-
nificant, Margro said.

The federal funding will cover

nearly three quarters of the exten-:

sion’s $1.2 billion cost. The rest
must be raised locally.

The ‘extension would funnel
BART to the front door of the new
International Terminal, now being
built at SFO. U

Before news of the full-funding
agreement broke, SFO was plan-
ning to press ahead without
BART.

tor John Martin, “the full funding
grant agreement allows us to con-
tinue on schedule and ensure that
we will have BART at the front
door of the International Terminal:
as planned ... We are opening bids
on our first contract related to
BART this month.”

Project backers thought they
would receive the grant approval
six months ago, but Sen. Richard
Shelby, R-Ala., who is chairman of
a key appropriations subcommit-
tee, raised objections to the proj-
ect’s costs. '

Shelby and other Republicans
still must be persuaded to spend
the money for BART to the airport
in this year’s federal budget — and
in future years. _

Simply agreeing on a funding
plan for the extension involved a
knockdown, drag-out battle with
the airline industry. The BART
board grudgingly approved the
plan last April.

Under the agreement with' the
airlines that enabled the funding
‘request to go forward in Washing-
ton, the board said it would afford
a 25 percent discount to airline
- employees and pay $2.5 million in
annual rent to the airport.

San Francisco voters approved
a plan to run BART to SFO in
1995, a decision that was supposed
to have ended a long fight over
whether to build a station in the
airport or near it. :

The extension would add tracks
from Colma, where the system
ends, to South San Francisco, San
Bruno, the airport and Millbrae.
The project is expected to take four
years to complete and create
10,000 construction jobs.

When the project is complete, a

ART commuter will be able to
ride uninterrupted from as far
away as Bay Point to SFQ.

Erin McCormick of The Exam-
iner staff contributed to this re-

Now, said SFO executive direc- port. :



News Briefs

Feds Back BART-SFO Link
The Clinton Administration has
agreed to provide $750 million in
federal funding for the BART
extension to the San Francisco
International Airport (SFO).

By signing the “full-funding grant
agreement,” Federal Transit Admin-
istrator Gordon Linton gave airport
officials a green light to proceed
with constructing facilities associat-
ed with BARTs airport station. The
airport had sought a decision by
July | so that work could proceed
jointly on the BART facilities and
the new international terminal.

“The members of the region's
congressional delegation worked
day and night to get this agreement

1ed in time. The people of the

Area owe them a big ‘thank-
you,” said MTC Executive Direc-
tor Lawrence D. Dahms.

The action caps a |0-year
effort by MTC and BART to win
federal support for this critical
project, which calls for 7.4 miles of
new track going south from Colma
to Millbrae, with an additional 1.3
miles of track in a “wye” configura-
tion running east-west into the air-
port; it will connect to the Caltrain
rail system at Millbrae. The
$1.2 billion, four-station project is
a key component of a $3.7 billion
package of rail extensions for the
nine-county San Francisco Bay
Area approved by MTC in 1988 as
part of Resolution 1876.

“We've already delivered two
BART extensions in the East Bay,
and the Tasman fight-rail extension
in Santa Clara County is under

struction,” said Dahms. “The
wART extension to SFO is one of
the last major links in a truly

regional rail network.”
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Exhibit Showcases Proposed
Bay Bridge Designs
Members of the public can get a
firsthand look at history in the
making at a new exhibit at the
Oakland Museum of California.
Sponsored by MTC, “A Bridge for
the 2Ist Century” showcases
designs proposed for the new east-
ern span of the San Francisco-Oak-
land Bay Bridge.

Three-dimensional models and
renderings created by Caltrans and
by architectural and engineering
firms illustrate the variety of sug-
gested bridge designs. A videotaped
virtual-reality simulation takes
viewers on a drive-through of the
various design options. Visitors also
can learn about bridge types, soil
composition and seismic safety.

Some up-and-coming architects
make their mark as well. Twelve
fourth graders from Sequoia Ele-
mentary School in Pleasant Hill are
displaying their visions of the
bridge; unlike the pros’ designs,
these models prominently feature
Legos, stickers and toy cars.

Displayed on the first level of the
museum adjacent to the bookstore, the
exhibit is free of charge and will run
through August. Located at 1000 Oak
Street in Oakland, the museum is open
Wednesdays through Saturdays from
10 a.m. to 5 p.m. and Sundays from
noon to 7 p.m. For more information,
call 510.238.2200.

Chicken wire,

;| building blocks
for 10-year-old

ED2/MBT

The BART station at $
on the upper level).



San Fraucisce Clreuicte

Friday, June 27,1997

BART Plan Gets Started in San Bruno

Road work gives
drivers a taste

the §1.2 billion for the four new stations ing with the effects of BART con.

and the line to the alrport has become & gtruction in the next year or so. In

political football in Washington, with the South Sa
Federal Transit Administration in favor BA%IT wll'; 5: gvr?:ﬁ:'g?: ggﬁ&g

of things to come

By John Wildermuth
Chronicle Feninsula Bureau

tive feet.

“We'd like to get on with this
right away, but we have to wait
until BART has the mapey to fund
. the improvements,” Bradshaw

Ithough construction of BART's air- 8aid.

port extension may be a long time  The biggest plece of work will
coming, San Bruno residents are getting involve the realignment of Hun-
an early laok at the traffic disruption the tington Drive behind Tanforan.

long-planned project will bring.

Preliminary work has begun on a §L.7
million project to add a lane to the north-
bound San Bruno Avenue/Sneath Lane
off-ram
parts of Sneath, which will.be the main

route to the planned San Bruno BART sta-
tion. '

“We're going to double the (off-ramp’s)
right turn capacity for the BART traffic,”
said Jerry Bradshaw, the city engineer.
“We’'ll also add a left turn arrow so that
BART tratfic can get on the freeway easi-
er‘"

The BART station, which will be buiit
next to Tanforan shopping center, wasn't
the original force behind San Bruno’s con-
struction plan. A 1686 traffic study ident}-
fied the need for improvements to the I-
280 off-ramp, which 8ls0 serves the city's
rapidly growing Bayhill commercial aree,
Bradshaw said. '

But it was the prospect of BART, and
the rail commuters it could bring into San
Bruno, that helped the project qualify for
the federal funda it needed to get bulit,

Although construction of the off-ramp
and Sneath Lane improvements will take
about seven months to complete, that's far
from the only road work BART's airport
extension will bring to San Bruno. The city
is seeking bids on a project to improve
traffic flow at San Bruno Avenue and Eij
Camino Real and is1ooking ahead to major
construction work near the planned sta-
tion.

The problem is that because BART s
paying the llon’s share of those construc-

from Interstate 280 and widen’

According to BART officlals, the
new station will be bullt on the
present site of Huntington Drive,
which will be rerouted to right-of-
way along the existing (railroad
tracks, The project, which will cost
BART about §1 miljon, will in-
clude placing signals on Sneath
Lane to make it easier to enter the
ttation’s parking ares.

The work that could cause the
most disruption for drivers, bow-
ever, will take place around the in-
tersection of Sneath Lane and El

" Camino Real, Bradshaw said.
“There's going to be a signifi-

cant impact at that intersection,
since that's where drivers coming
off the freeways Highway 101 and
1-880) will be turning to get to the
BART station,” hie said.

In addition to work on the in-
tersection itself, the city plans to
bujld a new entrance into the Tan-
foran shopping center, which
would atlow drivers traveling in e}-
ther direction on Ei Camino Real
to turn ioto the mall. Any con-

struction there, however, will tie

up the busiest street in San Bruno.

There's no estimate as to when
construction will begin near the
shopping center. Bids for a $9.7
million contract to realign Hun-
tington Drive and relocate utility
lines and water mains around all
the planned BART stations were
opened in January, but the con-
tract won't be signed until the fed.

tion costs, nothing can be done until the eral funding is approved.

transit authority has the money it needs to

San Bruno {sn't the only Penin-

build the afrport extenston. Approval of sula community that will be deal-

and Congress dragging its collec- ey Avenue extension, which in-
volves construction of a new road

to link E! Camino Rea] to Hillside
Drive.

In Millbrae, which will be the
end of the line for the airport ex-
tension, the city is working with
BART, Caltrans and the airport on
a multimillion-dollar project to re-
design the Highway 101-Millbrae
Avenue interchange to handle the
increased traffic. BART also has
guaranteed $5.1 million to ease the
impact the planned station will
have on traffic at Millbrae Avenue
gnd El Camino Real.

Despite the financial help
BART hes promised, Peninsula cit-
fes are worried that local traffic
problems will be greater than the
transit district will admit. San Bru-
no, for example, believes it could
get stuck with extra cars well be-
yond the area shown in BART's en-
vironmental impact statement.

Those concerns will be dealt
with as they come along, said Dave
Madden, a BART spokesman.

“We'll work with cities every

step of the way to deal with prob-
lems” he said. ’ '
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Shert-Sightted Mansvver

Editor — I'm glad Wt our city
government hag a Htthe more fore-
sight than that shown by San Francis-
co Mayor Willle Brown.

Whan ] read that he wants to stop

shook my head. Doasn't the mayor
understand that there are many of s
from Ban Mateo to Giroy who would
llh;muknmemm&nmw
co for shopping and dining or to a3
tend spor'ts events or theater? Right
now, it's far t00 incoavenlent,

If I operatad a business fn down-
town San Franciaco, I would be hop-
ping mad over the mayor's decislon.

This shortgighted mansuver (s &
shining exampie of bad econamic
planning. The mayor wants to shoot
the entire Bay Ares transportation
budget on ane tiny section of track
(the BART to SFO connection) at the
incredihle sum of $28,400 pér foot.

But then, anyone who's lived in
California for any leagth of time
knows that this s just businees as usu.
al for BRrown.

As we've all seen, setting effective

policy on ecanormic matters at the
sate loval wes hardly one of hiz
strong paints. Why should we expect
his lack of buxiness acumen
to be any Jass apparent on the city
lovel?

wghﬁw.lmdmnyom--
ers keep epending our mon-
‘ey at shops, restaurants and events an
the Peninsula.

BRUCE JENKINS
Sunnyvale
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Get on With BART Project

Editor — As a recent new ocau-
pant of the Millbese area, [ sub-
with the news as it may affect my
tamily and I in this area.

My husband and I moved here be-
cause of the pending BART project
— we plan to remain in the area and
use this new facility. What I cannot
understand is your newspaper’'s con-
dnued and, almast to the paint of dis-
criminatory, reporting on the BART-
SFO extension projoct.

- I'was heartened by your recent
small editoris] supporting the ap-
provel of the project now that 50
many agreements have been ap-
proved both by the local governmen-
tal bodies, the stats of Calitarnia and
the overwhetming support at ths fed-
eral levels.

It i3 unfortunate Congrees has not
acted quite so quickly, and it appears
the project will be delayed nine -
months to a year.

The people directly involved in
the pending project (namely the per-
sans dizplaced and property owners
who must sell thetr property to
BART) are mant adversaly effected
by grave concerns and loes of money
a8 delays for no real reasaus, except
politics as usual, keep the project

tarting

of the efforts of & few atiarneys and
self-serving citizens and local polid-
clans to stop this needed project and
mare forcefully support the

on behalf of the majority of San Mat-
€o County inhahitants who are very
much in favor of the BART extenxion
to SFO.

BART has recognized the feults in
the project through the envirenmen-
tal , and anyone who bas regd

understood what the documenis
say will recognize this fact.

The project, as currently envislon-
ed, s what the most people and ap-
proving agencies agreed was needed
— including the politicians who now
seem to think they never ever looked
at the projact befare. In tact, I bet
they did not.

The negative impacts the project
creates have been addressed. In so
fat as there are solutions, they have
been undectaken by BART. So get on
with ft.

VEDA MCLENDON
Millbrae
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

BART Extension Hurting Other Project

Editor — We've been saying it for
mare than two years now, and now
the first domina i {alling. RART's
grossly overpriced proposal to ex-
m&wmwmmm

draining every trans-
portaticn dallar we have tn the Bay

BART has been saying that fund-
ing for tts projects has no effect cn
masenchs.mmmm.

& ssparate pot of moDey to pay
for improvements. Now we haar that
Mayor Willie Brown is trying to scut-
tle the CalTrain downtown extension
because monetary rescurcos are
“acarce.™

Public funding for local transit
projects fs suddenly scarce because
BART, Brown, Quentin Kopp, ete. all
want to pour every nickel the
:ﬂ?’uVEMumpannunhnp“>

The message iz clear. If you'rea
transit agency other than EART,
watch out; the first econamic daminoe
is 1alling and other projects are lined
up walting thedr turn.

PHILLIP CARRERRY
San Francisco
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Sans money, BART-SFO extension sits

By Dan Seaver
STAFF WRITER

With less than a week before
San Francisco International Air-
port hils a deadline for in-
cluding a BART station in the
new terminal, the $1.2-billion
BART extension has gone no-
where.

A key senator continues to
block the federal financial com-
mitment needed to bring the
8.1-mile project to the airport,
with little motivation to support
BART's request for $750 mil-
lion, insiders say.

Now the extension is behind
schedule, and SFO could face
construction backlogs, major
design changes, increased costs
and an eventual decision about
possibly abandoning a station
altogether if BART doesn't get
the money and support it needs
in Washington.

“We will have an ongoing dia-
logue with BART, but we are
firm that July 1 is our deadline
for including BART at the air-
port,” said SFO spokeswoman
Lisbet Engberg.

Airport officials aren't the
only ones kept waiting.

A decade after voters ap-
proved the extension to SFO
and more than a year after Pres-
ident Clinton gave his blessing,
bulldozers are idle, planners
are biding their time and resi-
dents of the Millbrae Gardens
neighborhood — slated to be
demolished — are left waiting
for the project to break ground.

“We have got to wait,” said
Arthur Peters, one of the resi-
dents who would be displaced.
Some residents were supposed
to be evicted as early as this
past February, but a lack of
money has pushed back the
deadline for evictions — and for
the checks BART has promised
to help people relocate.
“Waiting is the only thing we
can do.”

But until Sen. Richard
Shelby, R.-Ala., agrees to bring
the funding request to his col-
leagues on the Senate Appropri-
ations Subcommittee on

Transportation for a vote,
nothing is likely to happen.

“For a while we have been
hearing it is imminent, immi-
nent, imminent — but it never
is,” said Ralph Petty, Millbrae's
community development di-
rector.

The delay means some Mil-
lbrae landlords have neglected
buildings slated for demolition,
Petty said.

-The delay has also given op-
ponents in Millbrae time to
gather signatures for a zoning
measure they hope will scale
back the joint CalTrain-BART
station planned there.

" And the funding glitches even
led BART to ask SamTrans
— BART’s sponsor in San
Mateo County — for an advance
to keep the planning office oper-
ating until more federal money
arrived.

" The project has financial sup-
port from several sources.

Congress previously ap-
proved $83 million, which a
House subcommittee agreed to
augment by $54.8 million on
Monday. There is also
$200 million from SFO,

$10 million from the Metropol-'

itan Transportation Commis-
sion, $108 million from the
state and. $99 million from
SamTrans.

But no irreversible Action
— construction on any of the
four stations, real estate negoti-
ations or building contracts, for
example — can happen until
Congress guarantees the
funding.

In spite of support in the
House and repeated lobbying by
California legislators, Shelby,
through spokeswoman Laura
Cox, has said the project — at
$150 million per mile — is too
expensive to be rushed.

© With Shelby’s fellow Republi-
cans on the subcommittee
holding out their hats for mass
transit projects in Salt Lake
City, St. Louis and Charlotte,
N.C., area Republicans say
Shelby has little reason to de-

liver the $750 million — and a
political victory — to the mostly
Democratic politiclans in the
Bay Area. ’

Sen. Barbara Boxer, D-Calif.,
recently tried to make the exten-
sion appear more Republican-
friendly, parading supportive
business leaders to Washington.
‘But some privately speculate
ithat Shelby- does not want to
‘boost Boxer in her run for re-
election next year.

Clinton approved the project
over a year ago, and BART offi-
cials began regular, almost
monthly predictions of ground-
breaking.

But faced with continued de-
lays in Congress, they have now
backed away from saying when
they will begin work.

“Perhaps we were a little too
optimistic in the past,” said
BART spokesman Mike Healy.
“But we are still very opti-
mistic.”

Still, if Congress continues to
allocate money to the project at
about $50 million a year, it will
take 13 years for the agency to
amass the money it still needs
— well behind its initial three-
year construction timetable.

San Mateo County. Super-
visor Tom Huening, who also
sits on the SamTrans board,
said Congress can continue
small annual appropriations as
long it formally backs the
project.

“If you have a stream of in-
come and a commitment, you
can bond the project, complete
the project in time and pay it off
later,” Huening said, conceding
that a bond would increase fi-
nancing costs.

Earlier this week, the House
cited SFO's timeline in urging a
July 1 commitment to the
project, a deadline Shelby is
free to ignore.

Still, Huening said BART
needs only to be patient.

“We have got (money) com-
mitted. This extension is going
to happen, but it is just a matter
of the mechanics,” Huening
said.

Waiting for BART

The Bay Area Rapid Transit District
is fighting to.get a commitment
from the federal'governmentto .
fund the majority of the $1.2 billion,.
8.1-mile extension to San Francisco
Internationai Airport.
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Committee
OKs funds
for BART

FROM STAFF REPORTS

A key House subcommittee:
Tuesday approved $54.8 mil-
lion for the BART extension to:
San Francisco International Aii‘-
port and Millbrae, far less thah
the $750 million BART oﬁlclals.
are asking Congress to commit. °

The House of Representativesl
Transportation Appropriatioris.
Subcommittee approved the.
spending and called for the De-:
partment of Transportation to.
finalize the federal government's.
commitment to the $1.2 billion:
project. The rest of the project:
funds will come from state and
local agencies.

BART spokesman Mike Healy
“called the vote, “the best news-
we have had in a long time.” ~ :

But BART still is far short of
what it needs, and the latest ap--
propriation needs approval by
the full House and Senate.

More than a year after Presi--
dent Clinton announced his;
support for the 8.4-mile project:
Senate Republican leaders cén-
tinue to delay approval of thé;
full cost of the BART extensld_ri.;
a delay which could postponé
the formal commitment called
for by House leaders.

Laura Cox, a spokeswoman
for Sen. Richard She¢lby, R-Ala.,
who is holding up the project-in
the Senate, would not say
Monday if or when her boss
would support full funding of
the extension.

The Senate will take up the
BART appropriation in July and
a conference committee -is
scheduled to resolve any dis-
crepancies between the two bﬂls
in late summer.
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Key panel OKs full'funding
for BART-S.F. airport line

Mercury News Wire Services

A key congressional committee
Tuesday approved the full $54.8
million BART is seeking to build
an extension to San Francisco
International Airport.

BART spokesman Mike Healy
said the House Appropriations
Subcommittee on Transportation
also instructed the Federal Trans-
portation Administration to re-
lease another #7580 million ear
marked for the BART project by
July 1.

The subcommittee, chaired by
Rep. Frank R. Wolf, R-Ve, ap
proved the appropriation and the
instructions to the FTA in the
markup of the fiscal yesr 1888

federal budget, Healy said.
“San Francisco International
It is the Bfth-busiest airport
in the United States and the sev-
enth-busiest in the world,” said
BART Director Dan Richard, who
lobbied Congress on behalf of

Federal funding for the BART-
allport_ extension was supported
by a bipartisan coalition of elect-
ed officials.
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$54.8 Million
OKd for BART .
SFO Expansion

A congressional subcommittee
has approved $54.8 million for
BART’s planned extension to San
Francisco International Airport in
1998.

The House Transportation Ap-
propriations Subcommittee also
urged the Department of Trans-
portation to sign an agreement by
July 1 for the full $750 million in
federal funds needed for the pro- -
ject, a key victory for BART that
ended more than a year of ques-
tions by the subcommittee.

The plan to extend the system
from Colma to SFO and Millbrae
was scheduled to begin construc-
tion early this year. But it has
stalled while waiting for a much-
needed federal grant agreement.

Representative Nancy Pelosi,
D-San Francisco, a member of the
House Appropriations Committee
and supporter of the project, said
the appropriation is a step forward
for the controversial extension.



Oakland

House subcommittee
OKs BART funding

~ The BART extension to San Fran-
cisco International Airport received
its-full $54.8 million fiscal year 1998
funding Tuesday from the House Ap-
propriations subcommittee on trans-
portation.

It also received orders directing
the Federal Transportation Admin-
istration to issue BART the long-
awaited $750 million full funding
grand agreement by July 1.

“After two years of answering the
committee’s questions and address-
ing its members’ concerns, BART has
completely and unequivocally satis-
fied the committee,” said board Pres-
ident Margaret Pryor. “This is the
proverbial ‘clean bill of health’ we
have been awaiting.”

The committee, chaired by Rep.
Frank Wolf, R-VA, approved the ap-
propriations and the instructions to
the.FTA in committee revisions of
the proposed budget for the federal
fiscal year beginning Oct. 1.
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BART extension

I support extending BART
from Colma to San Francisco
International Airport as well
as South San Prancisco, San
Bruno and Millbrae, '

Peninsula residents agree
that our streets and highways
are getting more congested
each year. We need many tran-
sit alternatives. and the BART
extension is the best immedi-
ate solution we have.

I have recently started a new
job that will require extensive
communting on the Peninsula
as well as frequent airline trav-
el. 1 would be happy to use
public transportation when
possible, but can only do so if
there is a BART connection to
CalTrain and SamTrans.

Please count me among the
suppotters of bringing rapid
transit to the airport.

Josn Kinneberg
Redwood Shores
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MILLBRAL

Council-bound
measure stirs
new charges

"G
BY MARK SIMPORG
Staff Bdicor

A controversial petition aimed at derail-
ing BARTs plans for a major Millbrae sta-
tion now has enough sighatures to secure
a place on the November ballot.

More than 1,500 Millbrae residents have
signed the Miljbrae Mass Transportation
Facility Control Initlative of 1997. It seeks
to amend the city's municipal code to
tequite any new mass transportation
facility to be smaller than 3,000tquare-
feet, less than 30 feet high and have no
more than 250 parking spaces.

Now the signatures need to be verified.
which could take up to 30 days; then the
City Council can either adopt the {nit{a-
tive, putting {t on ¢the Nov. 4 ballot — or
return it to the proponents with ques-
tions.

BART's plan for Millbrae ~ a 165,000
tquarefoot station with 3,000 parking
spaces - far exceed the initiative's specifi-
cations, as does a city-planned garage on
the west side of the existing CalTrain
tracks intended to alleviate traffic.

Since the initiative began last month, a
flurty of questions have arisen concern-
ing the intent of the initiative, who is
behind it, and what effect — if any — it
would have on the stations.

Intent

In a prepared statement to the Mtllbme
and San Bruno Sun last week, Councilman
Denis Richardson said the initiative is

meant w interfece with millions of dol-
lars of federal funding for the light rail
expansion to San Francisco International
Airpott.

Richardson linked the measure to
Astichoke Jog's casino ownet, San Bruno
businessman Dennis Sammut,

“After {BART's Milibrae station plan] was
adopted, a few non-Millbrae residents
and wealthy businesses with their own
agendas surfaced: CalTrain advocates ..
and a3 San Bruno cardroom owner, who
stands to lose a parking lot with the [sta-
tion]. The cardroom owner has already
spent hundreds of thousands of dollars,
hiring expensive lobdying and law firms
both locally and in Washington, D.C., to
derail the project and protect his gam-
bling interest.”

Richardson later reaffirmed his written
charges in a telephone interview.

“The initiative was funded by COST
{Coalition For a One Stop Terminal) — and
COST is funded by Sammut.® he said.
“You don't have to be a genius t recog-
nize there’s a connection there.”

COST s a Burlingame-based, 1,000-plus
member organizadon comprised of Bay
Area residents, councilmembers from
San Mateo citics and various representa-
tives from mass transit organizations, Its
original goal was to reduce BAKRT's plans
for multiple stations in San Mateo
County to one terminal near the airport.
Realizing they weren't going to achieve
that, the group shifted its aim to stop fed-
eral BART funding completely.

Richatrdson said there are congressional
tepresentatives “looking for teasons not
to fund BART so the money can be used
elsewhere.” If Congress senset chat the

majority of Millbrae residents
are opposed to the project,
Richardson said, it would influ-
ence their thinking.

Some mefnbers of COST hawe
supported the Millbrae initia-
tive, but there is no fiscal rela-
tonship between them and it.
according to COST Board of
Directors member Chris Pallas,
who is also a San Bruno council:
man.

“COST isn't giving any money
or anything.” he said.

Richardson was incredulous.

“) don’t buy that at all." he said.
“COST has been the people that
have been behind this from the
beginning.”

Sammut's public relations offi-
cer,’and propomnents of the ini-
dative, denied any connections.

“He has nothing to do with ic;
COST has nothing to do with it.”
initiative  proponent Tom
Williams said. adding the initia-
tive is not anti-BAKT anyway.

“People who are in favor of
BART are also in favor of ovr jni-
tiative,” Williams said. "It does-
n'tsay. ‘don’t do it at all’; it says.
‘if you're going to do it. do it
right.”

Sac-trach mind wow: we statice
Conaoversy over what effects
the initiative would have on
BART facilities, and Millbrae
traffic, has boiled down to one
proposed building — the 800car.
city-planned “west cide” garage,

MORE.....
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INITIATIVE:

intended to mitigate traffic on
the Millbrae Avenue overpass.
While state codes and “emi-
nent domain® laws specifically
identify state transit agencies
such s BART and SamTrans as
exempe from ocal zoming codes.
BART and city ofTicials say, the
west-side garage may well be
jeopardized by the initiative.
Preliminary plans for the
garage call for all the cars to be
patked underground, with

development for other uses on

ground level.

Councilmembers, including
Richardson and Mayor Dan
Quigg. and Community

Devefopment Director Ralph
Petty. say traffic will clog
Millbrae Avenue if the garage
isn’t builr. Initiative backers see
the entire garage project as an
iavitation for traffic disaster —
commuters from outside the
city would flood in and out of
town every day, many them
using the parking lot as a cheap-
er alternative to airport parking.

Petty said the aty would use
measures similar to those BART
uses at its garages to ensure air-
port conunuters aren't gaining
or saving anything by parking in
the westside garage.

As for true BART commuters,
Petty said. the city is drafting a
plan involving the extension of
Galifornia Drive to alleviate traf-
fic within the city.

Williams mazintained that air-
port parking overflow will end
up in the garage. and the shear
size of the garage invites lines of
traffic.

Econsmic Soen?
Initiative backers have discred-
ited the city’s claims that the
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station would be an economic
boon to Mjllbrae.

“1 feel the garage will serve
nothing more than the airport.”
Williams said. “The city says it
will be an economic boon but
that hasn"t been substantiated.”

Pecty said the owners of proper-
ty around the westside garage
have already agreed to allow
their land 10 be developed and
there's a "huge interest in deve)-
opment around the station.”

*Cinema operators are drooling
over this sight.” he said.

Salis! commary writing gripe

Attorneys representing
Williams and Joseph Caimotto.
co-founders of the initiative,
recently sent a letter to the city,
protesting the way the ballot
summary for the initiative’s
ordinance is phrased.

Specifically. the letter states,
the summary is not in accor
dance with state elections code
because it is not, as the code
states. "2 true and impardal
statement of the purpose®-of the
ordinance.

Peter Bagatelos, an attorney for
Williams and Caimaotto. said the
summary says the ordinance
cannot be applied to mass rans-
portation facilities but fails to
mention that it would have an
effect on the city's west side
garage.

However, the summary states
that changes to the city's zoning
regulations apply to local agen-
cies, City Attorney Steve Meyers
maintained the summary was
written faisly and in accordance
with the state code.

Wt wire
With the Feds keeping the

BART extension aficat with
installments on BART's request-
ed $750 million for the project
and Millbrae city planners
embarking on an
Environmental impact Report
dnft for the Millbrae station, it
appears the BART project may
roll uni! election day — when
the initiadive may once again be
put to the public barometer.

“We're obviously not going to
accept it.” Richardson said. “But

I think once the people get the
truch ahnut the inbiative, they
won't vote for it.”
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Air Travel Is Booming at SFO

Healthy economy
brings record
surge in traffic

By David Dietz
Chronicle Swfy Writer

Any traveler who has struggled
with recent crowds at San Francis.
¢o International Airport doesn't
need to be told.

But airport officlals yesterday
made it official: SFO Is handling an
unprecedented surge in traffic,
thanks to a buoyant economy.

Travel is so heavy — up be
tween 18 and 25 percent over this
time last year — that in 1997, SFO
will easily surpass 40 million pas-
sengers for the first time,

It is already the fifth busiest
afrport in the natlon.

“1 have seen progressive in-
creases in traffic, but not this kind
of spike.” sald airport spokesman
Ron Wilson, who has worked at

SFO for nearly four decades, “It's
just phenomenal.”

Wilson said international trav-
el is rising fastest at SFO, up at
least 10 percent. Domestic traffic
so far this year hes risen between 4
and 6 percent.

Normal overall growth is about
5 percent.

San Jose International Airport
also 1s busier, although the growth
rate does not match SFO’s. Oak-
land International Alrport has lost
business slightly, although it says
freight traftic is surging.

Wilson said the passenger
crunch has put such a burden on
the airport's parking garage that
officials have decided to impose a
limited rate increase. The garage is
intended for shortterm use, but
many extended travelers have
been willing to pay high rates for
parking convenience. Wilson said
that the 7,000-vehicle garage has
filled nearly to capacity in recent

days.
Effective todav garage rates.

for parking between 32 and 48
hours will go from $28 to $35 and
from $50 to $57 for two days,

Valet rates will similarly rise.

“We have to do something to
discourage people from parking
for extended periods in the ga-
rage,” he said. “We have to leave
spaces for people who are spend.
ing an hour or two or who are
dropping off or picking up passen-
gers."

He said he knew of travelers on
expense accounts who accumulat-
ed garage bills of up to $500 just to
gain access to terminals.

Wilson said the airport’s $2.4
billion improvement project, in-

cluding construction of a new in--

ternational terminal, has worsen-
ed the crunch. The new terminal is
expected to be finished in the
spring of 2000.

Cathy Gaskell, spokeswoman at
San Jose alrport, said traffic has
increased about 10 percent so far
this year. The facility handled just
over 10 milllon passengers last
vear and is planning & major ex.

pansion.
Oakland airport spokeswoman

TRAFFIC SURGE AT SFO
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Cindy Johnson said traffic so far in
1997 is off about 8 percent. She at-
tributed the drop to the loss of
some short-haul flights to SFO.

Oakland handled 9.7 million
passengers in 1996, :

Despite the loss of passenger
business, freight traffic at Oakland

is up about 13 percent, Johnson
said.
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Colma voices
concerns about

housing

By Heather Angney
STAFF WRITER
COLMA — A plan to

build affordable housing in
an unincorporated area
across the street from
Colma's main residential
neighborhood has Colma
feeling squeezed.

The 20-unit development
will fit into a plan approved
in 1994 for the area sur-
rounding the Colma BART
Station, but Colma has felt
all along that the plan is too
dense. The housing develop-
ment will be the first step in
a mix of residential and
commercial buildings
around the station, and
Colma fears it will bring too
many people and too many
cars. :

Colma Terrace, as the
units will be called, will be
developed by the. Mid-Penin-
sula Housing Coalition and

owned and managed by the

San Mateo County Housing
Authority. The units will be
open to middle- and low-in-
come families, -Senior
Project Manager Matt
Schwartz said. For example,

a family of four would be eli- .

ble if its income was
51,520. Retail space will be
available on the ground
floor.

On June 11, the county
Planning Commission ap-
proved the concept for the
project. The housing au-
thority will probably buy the

project

land within the next month,
Schwartz said, and people-
should be able to move in by
January 1999. The develop--
ment will replace current-
commercial and industrial
uses.

Because the development
is in unincorporated prop-
erty, Colma has no authority
over the development, but:
the city does have concerns.
The development will be:
built on the northwest:
corner of B Street and EI
Camino Real, right across;
the street from Colma's::
main residential neighbor-
hood.

“There are few examples
of good projects (of this den-;.
sity),” said John Bassman, a:
planner with Malcolm Car-;.
penter Associates, which:.
does planning for Colma. “A::
lot of dlsasters are tom
down later on.”

Neighbors already report
that BART riders park. in:-
their neighborhood, city offi- -

“clals say. With an average of -

1.5 parking spots per unit in"
the new development, offi-
cials worry more cars will
cross city limits to park.

Nearby schools are
crowded and recreation op-
tions for children are
limited, Bassman added.

Bassman said Colma
doesn't object to affordable
housing, but to the plan to
squeeze so many families
into a small area.
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. SIC TRANSIT: How long will

Congress wait before deciding on

- that $750 million allocation for a
BART-SFO extension? We're just a
week away from the start of the
new fiscal year, and still no word.
SamTrans can't be expected to
continue to provide BART with a
monthly subsidy to keep the SFO
project alive indefinitely . . . A re-
tirement dinner for Burlingame
Recreation Dept. sports boss Mike
Ciardella will be held Aug. 1 at the
town’s rec center. Tickets $30.
Call 696-3770 for info.
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Peninsula Reil Project Runs Over Budget

By Marshall Wilson
Chronicle Peninsula Bureau

A project to uncork three of
the Peninsula’s worst traffic bot-
tlenecks will cost nearly 45 percent
more than estimated — leaving of-
ficials scrambling to find the mon-
ey.

About $22.4 million to $25.4 mil-
lion more is needed to finish sepa-
rating train tracks from roadway
at Ralston Avenue and Harbor
Boulevard in Belmont and Holly
Street in San Carlos.

The cost has risen from $57 mil-
lion to $81.5 million. The additional
expense could delay other Penin-
sula transportation improvements
so money can be funneled to Bel-
mont and San Carlos.

The San Carlos and Belmont
rail bridges are to relieve conges-
tion caused when commuter trains
or lumbering freights cross at
street level. It can take traffic 10
minutes or more to crawl a few
blocks along Holly or Raiston dur-
ing commute hours.

“The project can’t be done
without the money,” said San Car-
los City Manager Mike Garvey.

Despite the rising cost, it ap-
pears unlikely the projects under
way for more than a year will
grind to a halt.

“We’re not going to let it drop

midway through,” said Malcolm
Dudley, chairman of the San Mat-
eo County Transportation Authori-
ty, which is paying about $32 mil-
lion of the original price tag from a
half-cent county sales tax. “Clear-
ly, something has to be worked
out.”

The extra cost is due to several
unforeseen problems, officials
said.

The cities didn't save as much
by building the rail crossings in
tandem as they hoped; the original
estimates are about five years old
and out of date; and the Peninsu-
la’s red-hot construction market
means fewer contractors willing to
bid low.

But the biggest problem is that
the cities “grossly underestimated
what it cost to build this thing,”
said Belmont City Manager Wil-
liam Zaner. “The shortfall is a star-
tling number.” .

Belmont is about $15.4 million
over the original $34.1 million bud-
get for Ralston and Harbor. San
Carlos is about §7 million to $10
million over the $22 million budget
for Holly.

By August trains are scheduled
to use temporary tracks built next
to the old ones. Crews will lower
the streets and build bridges and
new stations in each city.

Zaner said this second phase

can't be started without funding
secured.

To pay for it, the cities hope to
use nearly $12 million that was ear-
marked for a rail bridge in Red-
wood City. Officials there decided
against putting a bridge at Whip-
ple Avenue because of the cost and
disruption.

The Bay Area’s Metropolitan
Transportation Commission will
need to approve the switch and
then recommend it to the state
Transportation . Commission,
which has ultimate authority.

State officials are not obligated
to the cities and could transfer the
money to other projects.

MTC spokesman Steve Hemin-
ger said MTC commissioners prob-
ably will favor finishing the San
Carlos and Belmont projects.

It’s common for municipalities
to vastly underestimate the com-
plexity and cost of transportation
projects, which often involve busy
streets and relocating utilities,
Heminger said.

San Carlos and Belmont will al-
so turn to the county's Transporta-
tion Authority for funds.

The cost overruns are the cit-
ies’ responsibility, said Edgar
Ugarte, program manager for the
authority. If the authority allo-
cates more money it would have to
replace other planned projects,

MARINE WORLD
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possibly rail crossings in San Mat-.
eo and Burlingame, he said.

“It's a trade-off the board needs
to consider,” he said.

For their part, Zaner and Gar-
vey said their cities shouldn’t be on
the hook because the crossings are
important to the region. Belmont
is now contributing $1.4 million
and San Carlos $2.2 million.

“These are pretty small com-
munities,” Zaner said. “You'd wipe

. usout.”

“It costs what it costs and you
can't help that,” said San Carlos
Councilman Don Eaton.
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Faster on BART -

OPPONENTS OF the BART-
SFO extension havg been saying
that CalTrain service to down-
town San- Francisco will be
quicker.

The facts are that-a: BART trip
from Millbrae or SFO to- Mont-
gomery Street will take 29 min-
utes, while a CalTrain trip takes
at least 41 minutes because it {n-

. cludes 15 minutes of more travel
time on a Mun! bus from the Cal-
Train terminus at Fourth' and
Townsend streets.

As to a CalTrain upgrade. the
writer should refer to the cost es-
timates and ridership figures pre-
pared for the Pentnsula Corridor
Joint Powers Board, which runs
CalTratn. R

A recently releaded @raft EIR
put the cost of CalTrait’s down-
town extensfon at a mintmum of
$656 million in 1995 doilars.

Marketing studiés aliow -that
even with the extensiou, grade
scparations, electrification “and
more frequent service, CalTrain
would carry less than 46,000
trips per day, some 22,000 fewer
than a BART-SFO extanafon.

It {s unfortunate - that some
have chosen to pit BART and Cal-
Train against each other. .

In reality. they are camplemen-
tary tranasit systems serving dis-
tinctly different markets. Both
are necessary to golve the Penin-
sula's transit needs.

James T. Fang
Vice Presidert, BART Basrd of Obrectors
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Scarce resources?

IN ANNOUNCING his stand
against a CalTrain downtown ex-
tension, Mayor Willie Brown of.
San Francisco- was' quoted as
saying, "In a world of scarce re-*
sources, it Is critical that we
make careful choices about how
to invest those resources.”

If what Brown aays- it true,
then why does he so fervently
suppert a BART to-Milibrae/Bur-
lingame’ plan that costs at least
$260 million more .than other
proposals and that serves fewer
people than lower cost alterna.g
tives? : )
Scarce resources? Apparently.®
they are only scarce {f your
transit system has a namer other
than BART. - . .

John Falsarclla
Miibeagry)
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NOTICE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION

Project Name: Relocation of power lines near the San Francisco Intemational Airport
Advice Letter Number: 1682-E

Proposed Project: Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has been requested by
the Bay Area Rapid Transit District (BART) to relocate six towers on three of PG&E's
San Mateo-to-Martin power lines near the U.S. 101 Interchange at the San Francisco
International Airport. The relocation and raising of the three power lines will allow the
construction of BART tracks into and out of a new BART station at the Airport. A
temporary power line will be constructed parallel with the three power lines and used to
maintain electric service to the northern San Francisco Peninsula during the relocation.
Construction is expected to begin during August 1997, and the relocated power line is
scheduled to be in operation by the end of December 1997.

Electric and Magnetic Fields (EMF): The Califomia Public Utilities Commission
(CPUC) requires PG&E to employ “no cost” and “low cost” measures to reduce public
exposure to EMF. In accordance with PG&E's “EMF Design Guidelines for New Electrical
Facilities: Transmission, Substation, and Distribution,’ filed with the CPUC in compliance
with CPUC Decision 93-11-013, PG&E will take the following measure for this project:

* Install taller structures than otherwise required in order to reduce EMF strength at
ground level.

Exemption from CPUC Authority: Pursuant to CPUC General Order 131-D,
Section IlI, B.1, projects meeting specific conditions are exempt from the CPUC’s
requirement to file an application requesting authority to construct. PG&E believes this
project qualifies for the following exemption:

* “power lines or substations to be relocated or constructed which have undergone
environmental review pursuant to {the California Environmental Quality Act] CEQA as
part of a larger project, and for which the final CEQA document (Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) or Negative Declaration) finds no significant unavoidable environmenta}
impacts caused by the proposed line or substation.”

A Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement has been prepared
and approved by BART, SamTrans and the Federal Transit Administration for the
extension of BART to the Airport. No unavoidable significant impacts were identified for
the proposed power line relocation in that document.

Public Review Process: Persons or groups may protest the proposed construction if they
believe that PG&E has incorrectly applied for an exemption or believe there is reasonable
possibility that the proposed project or cumulative effects or unusual circumstances
associated with the power line construction may adversely impact the environment.

Protests must be filed by July 23, 1997, and should include the following:

L. Your name, mailing address and daytime telephone number.

2. Reference to the CPUC Advice Letter Number and Project Name identified.
3. A clear description of the reason for the protest.

The letter should also indicate whether you believe that evidéntiary he(:arings are necessary
to resolve factual disputes.

Protests for this project must be mailed within 30 calendar days to:

California Public Utilities Commission Pacific Gas and Electric Company
Director, Energy-Division AND Law Department

505 Van Ness Avenue, Third Floor P.O. Box 7442

San Francisco, CA 94102 ~ San Francisco, California 94120

PG&E must respond within five business days of receipt and serve copies of its response
on each protestant and the Energy Division. Within 30 days after PG&E has submitted its
response, the Executive Director of the CPUC will send you a copy of an Executive
Resolution granting or denying the request and stating the reasons for the decision.

Assistance in Filing a Protest: For assistance in filing a protest, contact the CPUC
Public Advisor in San Francisco at (415) 703-2074 or in Los Angeles at (213) 897-3544.
Additional Project Information: A copy of the Final Environmental Impact Report/

Statement is available for review at all San Mateo County Librarys. To obtain further

information on the proposed project, please call PG&E's Project Information Line at
{415) 973-5530.
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Waste of Money
Editor —I've had about all I can
take from BART who

supporters
Iaunch a voliey of verbal assaults any-
time anyone dares to speak out about
the wasteful plan to cannect BART's
rall lines with the airport. 'm glad
there are groups and individuals who
have the gumption to stand up
sgalnst o plan that is 50 gromly over-
priced and poorly plantied as o be
Jaughable.

1t is Interesting W nota that Con-
grens bas granted funds to transpor-
tation projects all over the nation. Of
all the requests made to Washington,
and federal transit dollars swarded
under a broad-range funding pro-
gram, how many projects 8o you
think were hald up?

You guessed ft: one. BART to SFO,
Congress hasn't been foaled. There
are serfous concerns on Capitol Hilt
and with good reasan, BART is wast-

June 20,1997

Extension Makes Sense

Editor — ] support extending
BART {rom Colma to San Francisco
International Atrport as well as South
::&rhnmhumsmunnumandnnu

1 have recently started a new job
that will require extenstve commut-

- ing on the Peninmls as well as fre-

quent airline travel, I would be happy
to use public traxgportaton when
possible, but can enly do so if there is
a BART connection to CalTrain and
Sam Trans,

Please count me among the sup-
porters of bringing rapid transit to

the airport.
JOAN KINNEBERG
Redwood Shores
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Effort on BART
gains signatures

By Dianc Sussman
STAFF WRITER

MILLBRAE — Sponsors of an injtia-
tive to shrink BART's planned eight-
story Millbrae station have apparently
gathered enough signatures to place
the measure on the ballot.

The group. led by Tom Williams and
Joseph Caimotto, has collected 1,500
signatures since April 21. That is 400
more signatures than required to put it
before voters,

Called the Millbrac Mass Transpor-
tation Facllity Control Act of 1887, the
initiative gecks to ltmit the height, size
and number of parking spaces at the
Millbrae BART station.

The tnitiative is not, maintains Wil-
Hams, an attempt to stop BART. "In a
place like Times , this would
work. But this is Millbrae. You want a
project that's appropriate for the city.”
he said.

The 81.2 billion project calls for a
54-foot-tall. 150,000-square-foot sta-
tion with 3.000 parking spaces at Mill-
brae Avenue, cast of the railroad
tracks. The initlative seeks to scale
back the station to a 30-foot-high,
3,000-square-foot facility with 250
parking spaces,

The BART proposal is about 200
times as larger as what the city's
zoning ordinance would allow.

But even if voters approve the initia-
tive, it's questionable whether it would
have any effect on the BART construc-
tion, because the transit agency is

exempt from local and zo
regulations, acco: to City Manager
Jim Erickson.

Initiative organizers feel it's worth
trying anyway. “I don't belteve those
big transportation agencies are exempt
from our laws,” Joe Caimotto said.
"My lawyer tells me we will win.”



San Mateo County Tites
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Good for goose

WHAT'S GOOD for the goose
is goed for the gander. During the
49er debate State Sen. Quentin
Kopp used an old lawyer trick.
"When you can no longer attack
the issue, attack the person”.

The good senator has used
this “trick” frequently in his
latest attack on myself and
COST. . . .a desperate attempt.
to save his flatiing fatlure of a
project (BART to Milibra¢/Bur-

e).

Kopp's ingenious concern for
the taxpayers is an insult to the
intelligence .of his constituents
and to the remainder of tax-
payers in San Mateo County.
Kopp 1s agninst the 49¢r stadinm
project because he fears the San
Francisco general fund will have
to carry the shortfall, if any, for
the project.

Why is Kopp not concerned
bout the fiscal integrity of Sam-
Trans as the sole local funding
agency for BART, about the vul-
nerability of San Francisco's gen-
eral fund as the only source of
funding for BART to Burlingame
(all other sources are capped),
about SamTrans obligation for
100 percent of the operation and
maintenance for BART's infra-
structure in San Mateo County
and about saving the taxpayers
8250 million plus by not ex-
tending to Burlingame: thus re-
sponding to Washington, D.C.'s
main concern with the project
and perhaps guaranteeing a full
funding grant agreement?

Kopp, Miilbrac Mayor Dan
Quigg and Alrport Director John
Martin are eritical of a Belmont
City Council member's involve-
ment in this David vs. Goliath
confrontation.

[ believe the residents of Bel-
mont, as taxpayers and Belmont
residents. as consumers in need
of solutions to congestion, are not
well served by this “pork barrel”,
“political trophy” and “feeding at
the public trough” profect.

The battle is now, . . .and the
battle 1s in Millbrae and Bur-
fingame. It will be too late for our
communities when BART. rolls

into our towns.
Pam Riands
Balmont Cay Counch



In support of
BART extension

Editor: .
Peninsula residents will agree
that our streets and highways
are getting moré congested each
year. We need many transit
alteenatives and we need tham
now. The BAKT-SFO extension
may not be perfect but it has
beenn studied thoroughly and
enjoys widespread support. I do
not understand why we can’t
get beyond the talking stage. If
this project slips away uncom-
pleted, we will have lost an
incredible gpportunity and we
will all be the losers forit.
It is obvious that the people
who oppose extending BART to
the Airport are not the same
people who spend hours each
day trying to survive the traffic
congestion which most of us
confront on our local roads.
Everyone if the region will bene-
fit by having additional transit
options to the airport, not just
the people of the Peninsula,
Think of the convenience of not
having to drive the Bayshore in
stop-and-go traffic,

INDEPENDENT NEWSPAPER GROUP

Wednesday, June 18,1997

I hope our guvernment policy-
makers will sce that the bene
fits of improved economy, air
quality, aind decrease of vehicu-
lar traffic are critical to our

‘entire region. No single type of

mass transit can serve everyone,
In BART, we have a reliable, effi-
cient transportation alternative
that provides easy access for its
users. It makes good economic
and environmental sense. and it
is long overdue.

Let us welcome BART and stop
feuding over which mode of
transportation is better; more
public transportation is better
transportation. A BART connec-
tion with CalTrain, SamTrans,
Muni and other transit districts
serves everyone better,

Nancy Q. Rosenthal
San Carlos
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Millbrae Residents Ready
To Put BART on Ballot

By Benjamin Pimentel
Chronlele Peninsula Burean

Millbrae residents critical of

BART’s planned Peninsula exten-.

sion say they have enough signa-
tures for a November ballot inftia-
tive that could shrink BART's end-
of-the line station to the size of a
large house,

The proposed jnitiative would
amend the city’s zoning ordinance
to restrict the size of any new mass
transportation building to no more
than 8,000 square feet and 30 feet
high. Parking lots could have no
more than 250 spaces.

That's considerably smaller
than the station BART envisions,
The transit system hopes to build &
16acre station {n Millbrae — more
than 200 times larger than what
the ordinance would allow. The
proposed station would be about
54 feet tall and have a 2,100-vehicle
parking structure with an addi-

tional 800-space lot.

The Millbrae station, where
passengers could connect with
BART and CalTrain, would be the
southern endpoint for BART’s $1.2
billion San Francisco International
Alrport extensjon,

“The Initiative §s about keeping
the city the way it's been the last 25
to 30 years,” said Joseph Caimotto,
a longtime Millbrae resident and
one of the ballot campaign’s lead-
ers. His group wants to keep the

“¢ity “from being all gridlocked, to
keep it from being afr-polluted and
to keep It as the sunny spot on the
Peninsula.”

Tom Willlams, another leader

of the group, said the initlative is
not meant to keep BART out of
Millbrae; But the measure would
make it more difficult for BART to
build a station there.

The group said it has collected
about 1500 signatures since last
month, exceeding the 1,100 they
need for the City Council to put
the measure on the November bal-
lot. The signatures have not yet
been presented to the city,

The group hopes the City Coun-

- cfl will act by August — in time to

put the measure on the November
ballot,

]t the council doesn't act in
time, Williams gaid they'll try to
gather enough signatures to force
a special election on the issue. That
would require 1,700 signatures, or
15 percent of the registered voters.

City officials satd that the mea-
sure would have litle effect on
BART's plans because it is a state
agency and exempt from local or-
dinances.

Ralph Petty, Millbrae's commu-
nity development director, said
the proposed initiative could pre-
vent the city from building an 800

‘space parking lot meant to ease

traffic near the new station.

“We don't think it has any ef-
fect on the reglonal transit organi-
zations,” he said. “But it may have
an effect on us."
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TRANSPORTATION x

SamTrans relieved by
incremental support

8Y REBECCA ROSEN LUM
Independent Newspapers

Although Congress still has not
approved the funding package thar will
finance BART's airport extension, money
continues to arrive in large enough incre-
ments to keep the project on track,

A payment of $44 million last week
brought “great relief" to the SamTrans
board of directors, said board member
planners and engineets.

The money. in monthly payments of $1.1
million, would have been credited to its
$99 million tab.

“We don't need that anymore.” said
SamTrans board member and county
supervisor Mike Nevin. “We got the $44
million. That really relieved us. We can
begin operations.”

A dispute raised by the project’s critics
was settled when BART agreed to pay back
half the funds in the event that federal
funds never materialized.

“Qur interest is in moving people,” said
SamTrans Genceral Manager Gerald
Haugh. "An ongoing study says
this county needs everything it
can get to alleviate congestion"
in the coming years, “That
means SamTrans busses, BART,
CalTrain, everything.®

Afrport expansion is expected
1o put an additional 70.000 cars
on the road upon its completion
in 2001, Haugh said.

The $44 million payment “real-

Iv relieved us," Nevin said. "We
can begin operations.”

To date, the federal govern-
ment has kicked in nearly $84
million - roughly 10 percent of
the full amount expected.

Voters eager for mass transit
approved BART's light rail
expansion into San Mateo
County in 1987, including five
stops - in South San Francisco,
San Bruno, Millbrae and two at
San Francisco International
Airport. A Colma stop was added
after the measure passed.

The Coalition for a One-Stop
Terminal (COST) has been an
outspoken critic of the transit
agency, and has filed suit to stop
the extension on the grounds its
environmental impact report
was flawed.

Burlingame councilmembers
Mike Spinelli and Marti Knight -
- both COST board members -
threatened at their June 2 City
Council meeting to file an
injunction if BART begins work
on the tail tracks before full
funding comes through.

They later backpedaled from
the suggestion after BART offi-
cials reassured them they had
no intention of breaking ground
on the project prematurely.
Wrangling between lobbyists
both for and against the project
have delayed congressional
approval of the funds. to the
chagrin of airport officials.

The airport broke ground more
than a year ago for a double-
deck structure that will top the
BART tunnel with a light rail sys-
tem extending throughout the
airport,
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Time for citizen

action

Editor:

Mayor Dan Quigg's letter in
the Wednesday, June 4, Sun
should have been titled, “Don't
Stop BART's Progress,” rather
than “Don’t Stop Millbrae's
Progress.” What he was trying to
say, but not being forthright
about, is that Millbrae plans to
extract $5.1 million from BART
to build another 800-space
garage, in addition to the 3,000
parking spaces already demand-
ed by BART to service its end-of-
the-line, massive terminal.

Another garage west of the
CalTrain tracks will only worsen
traffic in residential neighbor-
hood areas as cars filter down
from Route 280 to this terminal
site.

What the Mayor does not
understand is that his version of
“progress” will insure the com-
plete destruction of the quality
of life so valued by Millbrae resi-
dents. and the reason I moved to
the city.

Let me give you an idea of the
extent of the devastation BART
will cause: An average parking
spot is 20-feet long. plenty of
room for a compact but a bit
tight for vans or standard-sized

4-wheel drive vehicles. One mile
of traffic equals 264 cars. The
proposed BART-Millbrae parking
of now 3,800 cars equals almost
15 miles of vehicles, in and out
of Millbrae every weekday.

Most cities of Millbrae's size
have a planning director, a pro-
tector of the local quality of life
through master planning and
zoning. Millbrae has none,
Instead, it has a community
development director, who is an
enthusiastic support of BART
paving over our fair City.
Millbrae’s General Plan has not
been officially updated since
1974; the attitude of Millbrae
government towards its citizens
is in serious need of an over-
haul.

A petition drive has already
gained hundreds of signatures
in the first 10 days. We will be
filing enough signatures to
force an election on this matter
within the next several weeks.
In addidion, the concerned citi-
zens of Millbrae will be support-
ing candidates for Ciry Council.
It's time for the citizenry to
clean house,

Tom Wililams
CoSponsor
Initiative-Millbrae Mass
Transportation Faciiity
Control Act of 1997
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Ingenuous concern

Editor:

What's good for the goose is
good for the gander.

During the 49er debate
Senator Kopp used an old lawyer
trick: When you can no longer
attack the issue, attack the per-
son. The good Senator has used

this “trick” frequently in his lat- -
est attack on myself and COST -

a desperare attempt to save his
flailing failure of a project
(BART to Millbrae/Burlingame).

Senator Kopp's ingenuous
concern for the taxpayers is an
insult to the intelligence of his
constituents and to the remain-
der of taxpayers in San Mateo
County. Senator Kopp is against
the 49er stadium project
because he fears the San
Francisco General Fund will
have to carry the shortfall, if
any, for the project.

Why is Senator Kopp not con-
cerned about the fiscal integrity
of SamTrans as the sole local
funding agency for BART, about
the vulnerability of

San .

Francisco's General Fund as the
only source of funding for BART
to Burlingame (all other
tesources are capped), about
SamTran's obligation for 100
percent of the operation and
maintenance for BART's infra-
structure in San Mateo County
and about saving the taxpayers
$250 million plus by not extend-
ing ' to Burlingame; thus
responding to Washington.
D.C's main concern with the
project and perhaps guarantee-
ing a Full Punding Grant
Agreement?

Senator Kopp, Millbrae Mayor
Dan Quigg and Airport Director
John Martin are critical of a
Belmont City Counci{ member's
involvement in this David vs.
Goliath confrontation.

1 believe the residents of
Belmont, as taxpayers and
Belmont residents as consumers
in need of solutions to conges-
tion are not well served by this
feeding-at-the-public-trough
project.
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Alternatives are

avallable

Editor:

The BART to SFO-extension
project is a complex and diffi-
cult issue. Because it is difficult
for anyone to understand the
full scope of the project and its
ramifications, supporters of
BART to SFO are cherry-picking
and spoon-feeding select facts to
the public to help achieve an
end.

What we're getting is half-told
story. Why doesn’t BART tell us
about lower cosst alternative air-
port-rail connections? Why is
BART bent on seeking funds
from Washington for a grossly
overpriced project when there
are better, less-costly, alterna-
tives that probably would be
met with more favor by a cost-
conscious Congress? Does the
end justify the means in this
instance?

BART appears to think so.

But, I think not ... not if it
means that CalTrain is threat-
ened and SamTrans service is
drastically reduced. We need an
airport-rail connection, but
common sense must rule.
Would you try to buy a Rolls
Royce if your budget dictated
that you could only afford a
Chevrolet? Don't believe every-
thing you hear from those that
claim BART needs a Rolls-Royce
of an airport connection.

Fran Chilcoat
Surlingameo



San Mates Counfy dames

Friday, June 13, 1997

‘Telling the truth

1 umn fafl‘to be amazed by
those who will not: aclmowled,ge
the ttuth,

- BART moves: ahead with its
overpriced, ineflicient and exclu.
sionary plan f6 finslly “connect
the mass trapsit users of the Bay
Area with the arport.”

Never mind that funding the
project has pot been cemented.
Never mind that there are alter-
natives that are much cheaper
and easier for all to use.

It's really incredtble when you
see that a short-sighted BART
wants to spend many hundreds
of millions of dollars more on a
project that serves only its needs
and basically drops a bomb on
transit rivals such as CalTrain
and SamnTrans. '

Certainly. BART favors this
plap. It gets what it wants and
eliminates the competition.

Michael J, Poppin
Miiibrse



Sau Mateo County Times

Friday, June 13,1997

Speaking out about BART to SFO

T'VE HAD about all { can take.
from BART supporters who
launch a vofley of verbat
anytime anyone dares to
out about the wasteful plan
connect BART rail unes .
SFO. ’ e
I'm glad there are groups aﬁﬂ
individuajs who have the gum-
ption to stand up against a plan
that {s so grossly overpriced and
po;:rly planned as to be Iau,gh

It is interesting to nou ‘that
Congress bas granted funds to
transportation profects all over
the nation. :

Of all the requesis made to
Washington, and federal transit
dollars awarded under a broad-
range funding program, how
many projects do you think were
held up?

You guessed it: one. BART to
SFO. Congress hasn't been
fooled. There are serious con-
cerns on Capito] Hill and with
good reason.

BART is wasting massive
amounts of taxpayer funds by
moving forward with a plan that
is about $250 million more ex:
pensive than necessary.
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR
Common sense must rule

THE BART to SFO extension
project is a complex and difficult
issue.

Because it is hard for anyone
to understand the full scope of
the project and its ramifications,
supporters of BART to SFO are
cherry-picking and spoon-feeding
facts to the public to help achieve
an end. .

Why is BART bent on seeking
funds from Washington for a
grossly overpriced project when
there are better, less costly, alter-
natives that probably would. be
met with more favor by a cost-
conscious Congress?

Does the end justify the means
in this instance? BART appears
to think so. But I think not, if it
means that CalTrain is threat-
ened and SamTrans service is
drastically reduced. '
~ We need an airport rail con-
nection, but common sense must
rule. Would you try to buy a Rolls
Royce if your budget dictated that
you could only afford a Chev-
rolet?

Don't believe everything you
hear from those that claim BART
needs a Rolls Royce of an airport
connection.

Fran Chilcoat

Burlingame
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Build the
BART extension

Editor:

In 1985, 1987, and 1992,

voters in San Mateo County
indicated overwhelming
support for bringing rapid
transit to the airport. '
- SFO _is””the fifth largést
airport in the nation and the
eighth busiest in the world.
Why doesn’t it have rapid
_transit?

Truly, the lack of transit
alternatives is an
embarrassment .and certainly
“does not reflect
-. forethought for the people who
live here. Projects the size and
scope of extending BART from
Colma to SFO and Millbrae are
years in ‘planning and
implementing. This project is

ready to go. Once begun, it can

be ready in four years.

~ Everyone in the region will
benefit by having additional
transit options to the airport,
not just the people of the
Peninsula. Think of the
convenience of not having to
drive the Bayshore in a stop-
and-go traffic, especially if you

much.

.good.- -

have come from San Francisco
or even farther. There will be

" less cars on the roads in both

directions.

I hope that our policy
makers, especially in
Washington, D.C., where

funding decisions are made,
will see that the benefits of
improved economy, air quality,
and decrease of vehicular

. traffic are critical to our entire

region. _

No single type of mass transit
can serve everyone. With BART,
we will have an efficient,
reliable transportation
alternative that provides easy
access for most users. It makes
. economic - and
environmental sense, and it is

Jong overdue. Just get on with

it!
. Charles 7. Mitchell
South San Francisco
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

BART-SFO extension
will ease congestlon

Editor:

James W. Kelly has sunk to a
new low in misinformation. He
says BART's contribution to
reducing freeway congestion is
limited to how much parking is
provided at new BART stations
(Letters, April 2). Since there are
5,000 - parking spaces

- distributed among  three
stations, he say there can be
only 5,000 fewer cars on our
freeways. He throws in another

1,000 more vehicles for air-

travelers (without justification),
then . says the sum equals a
negligible 2 percent of the
current 270,000 daily vehicle

. trips - past the airport on
Highway 101.

First off, the daily vehicle
trips given for Highway 101
reflect traffic in both directions
over the course of a day. Since a
BART user would have to drive
to the station and home again,
one parking space should equal
two trips, which means 10,000
fewer cars. i

This is a rhinor mistake
compared to the skewed logic
that judges the effectiveness of
a transit system -by how much
narking it provides. SamTrans
carries 60,000 trips per day and
has about 5,400 parking spaces.
CalTrain carries 21,800 trips per
day and has 6,725 spaces. BART
carries 258,000 trips per day
with about 42,000 parking
spaces systemw1de Clearly, not
everyone ~who rides transit
parks a car in a transit parking
lot.

The BART-SFO Extension will
carry 68,600 trips per day. Let's
say half of those people would
have otherwise driven their car.
That’s 34,000 fewer car trips per
day on our. already crowded
freeways. In addition, airport-
bound passengers account for
17,800 -trips per day on the
‘extension (not 1,000), rhereby
eliminating some 10,100 auto
trips per day to SFO.

Nor will the transfer between
BART and . the airport light-rail
system, ART, be a hardshlp
More than half of all travelers
riding BART:to the airport will
disembark within a five-minute
walk of their airline ticket
counters. They have no need to
board ART. The remainder will
take an escalator or elevator up
one floor to ART, which is no
more demanding than what
travelers (including those with
disabilities) now experience at
SFO. '

Dces nayon believe airport -
patronage can increase from 39
million passengers in 1997 to
more than 51 million in the
year 2006 without an efficient
transit connection as proposed
by BART?. . .
~ Thomas M. Blalock
Director, Sixth District -



San Fancisco Fxaminer

Thursday, June 5,1997

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

BART’s thrust to Millbrae

BART Director Dan Richard’s ar-
gument (letter, May 22) makes quite
clear that getting travelers to and
from San Francisco International Air-
port via BART — the idea San Fran-
cisco and San Mateo County voters
endorsed — now plays second fiddle
to a Millbrae terminus that has noth-
ing to do with airport service and nev-
er was put to a vote.

. BART, outside urban cores, is crip-
. pled without free parking for thou-

sands of riders’ cars. The airport
hasn’t the space — ergo Millbrae faces
being saddled with 3,000-plus vehi-
cles of Peninsula commuters who are
BART's chief target; essential to an
extension that could net survive on
SFO’s relatively few riders (who
would be largely au'port workers, not
travelers).

Richard evades that whole issue.
Huge blocks of cars breed air pollu-
tion, cold starts being a major source.
Arriving and departing en masse,
they also further congest freeways
and local streets. BART’s own stud-
ies project unavoidable slowdowns on
Highway 101 from traffic in and out of
Millbrae.

Time for a BART reality check:
With its vast lots, has 1t become a Bay

Area polluter?
JAMEs W. KELLY

San Bruno

¢

Once again Dan Richard has
proven himself to be a skillful manip-
ulator of the facts. His letter paints
the proposed Millbrae station as the
ideal terminal for both BART and
CalTrain.

No one else wants to have the end-
of-line station with its resulting traffic
congestion. If Richard is correct in es-
timating an overwhelming number of
people getting on BART at Millbrae,
then he fails to acknowledge that
Highway 101 will be overloaded with
thousands of cars traveling to the
Millbrae BART station.

BART is also hoping to steal rid-
ers from other transit systems.
Richard likes to quote bogus ridership
numbers that claim 80 percent of Cal-

Train riders would get off CalTrain,
wait for a BART train, pay more mon-
ey and ride BART through Daly City
to get to downtown. Why would a Cal-
Train rider get off the train and pay
$3 for a trip that would take more
than 20 minutes longer?

It will take 44 minutes on BART
to get from downtown San Francisco
to the airport. CalTrain runs express
trains taking only 19 minutes from
4th and Townsend streets in San
Francisco to Millbrae. BART cannot
run express trains.

With CalTrain upgrades, the con-
sensus of rail enigineering experts is
that CalTrain could easily make the
already fast express run to the airport
even faster from a new downtown San
Francisco transit center at the s1te of
the Transbay Terminal.

Richard also fails to mention that
the extension of BART past the air-
port will cost an additional $250 mil-
lion. Voters of San Mateo County vot-
ed for BART to go near the airport —
not two miles past it.

JM WHEELER
Belmont
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Time to get moving
on BART-SFO

- IT IS TIME for alrlines oper-
ating out of San Francisco Inter-
.natonal Atrport to pay thetr fait
share of the cost of ¢onstruction
of a proposed BART station at
SFO. ,
The airlines will- be among
those who benefit the most from
the exiension of BART from
Colma to SFO and Millbrae.
Having a BART-CalTrain-Sam-
Trans connection in Millbrae at
the intermodal station will make
it easy for the Bay Area to access
the airport. It would additionally
reduce traffic congestion and en-
hance air quality, '
b The a!.rltnesl.- already favored
y ow lan fees at
mcwh@dmﬂtable Sql'%.gshould
stop trying to get soraething for
nothing,

It is time to get moving on the
BART-SFO project. By delaying
the inevitabile, it is costing us tax-
payesrs more money.

Why must the Bay Area sacri-
flce mass transit at the airport so
airlines don't-run the risk of pos-
sibly having to finance transit at
other airports,

Again, who benefits the most?
Thls project has begn put off long
enough. It's time to get BART
completed.. -

Vaughn K. Patterson
Sen Bruno .



San Wateo @mmt.l,l, Times

wednesday, June 4,1

LETTERS

Don't stop

Millbrae’s progress

Editor:

On April 21 several Millbrae
residents (backed by the paid
executive and legal staff from
COST in Burlingame who are
opposing the BART Project in
every way they can) filed a
Notice of Intent to Circulate a
petition entitled the"Millbrae
Mass Transportation Facility
Control Act of 1997.°

The purpose of the pednon is

to get enough signatures from -

Millbrae voters to put this initia-
tive on the ballot for a yote. You
have ptrobably seen ‘people in
the community collecting signa-
tures.

The stated purpose of the ini-
tiative is to amend the Millbrae
Municipal Code to limit any
mass transportation facility in
the city to 3,000 square feet, 250
parking spaces and a maximum
height of 30 feet.

Since the proposed
BART/CalTrain ihtermodal sta-

tion in Millbrae is much larger

than those dimensions. which
wouidn't allow much more than

a bus stop 10 be built, the peti-

tioners think that the proposed.

amendments to the Millbrae
Municipal Code would stop the
BART project from being built.

But the truth of the matter is
BAKRT, SamTrans, CalTrain and
CalTrans are all specifically
excluded from the effect of local
zoning in black letter Callforma
State law.

BART could build the project
in spite of this initiative, which
would only. have a limiting
effect on the city of Millbrae
itself to- build proper mitiga-
tions for the project. The pet-

‘tioners have made statements

published in the Sun on May 14

. indicating they expect the effect

of the initiative to stop the BART
project and that they will fight
the issue.in court if need be.

The Millbrae City Council has
been working hard for years
now to ensure that if the BART
project is built, the effects of the
project on the community
would not be negative.

One of the key features of the
city's plans for the development
of the area around the station is
to build a parking garage on the
west side of the station between

the railroad tracks and El
Camino Real.
California Drive would be

‘extended north past the station

and connected to Victoria
Avenue, allowinig Millbrae and
Burlingame BART riders to stay
on the west side of the tracks
and not have to go across the
hew Millbrae Overpass and park
at the east side -of the BART sta-
tion.

This west side parking plan
will Keep the intersection at
Millbrae Avenue and El Camino
Real working well. The city also
envisions the development of
new office, entertainment and
retajl space around the' west
side of the station, improving
the city’s tax and revenue base.

The initiative, if successful,

. would certainly not stop BART

from building the station N but
it might stop Millbrae from car-
tying out its plan to make the
whole west side of the station
function well for the benefit of
the community, .

This initiative makes no sense

and does not deserve the sup-

port of the community.
Oanlet F. Quigg
Mayor, Milibrao
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Finding fault
is not productive

BELMONT COUNCILWOMAN
Pam Rianda has fought tooth and
nail to get San Francisco Interna-
tional Airport to pay millions to
reduce Peninsula traffic conges-
tion.

She is hardly concerned now
over how the airport’s investment
in BART affects the city and
county of San Francisco. Even if
she was sincere, Rianda has the
numbers all wrong.

Of the $200 million SFO will
pay for BART, $113 million
comes from the airlines through
higher landing fees and $87 mil-
lion from other revenues.

This won't diminish SFO's
payment to San Francisco, which
gets a flat 15 percent of all air-
port revenues except landing fees.
This payment grows each year as
more and more people use the
airport. .

As to BART's SFO service, our
initial operating plan (eight trains
per hour peak/six trains per hour
nonpeak) is based on ridership
projections prepared during the
environmental review process
and can easily be increased.

The SFO extension has the de-
sign capability to operate using
headways of as little as 135 sec-
onds, meaning one train every 2%
minutes.

Rianda's statement about high
transit use at SFO is correct,
which shows that people are
ready and willing to use transit to
reach the airport. ‘

SamTrans bus service between
BART's Colma station averages
975 riders. per day. However,
vans, buses, airporters and lim-
ousines also contribute to airport
congestion.

And 66 percent of air travelers
and 68 percent of airport
workers rely on the automobile.

Lastly, it is curious why she.
finds fault with service to Mil-
Ibrae, the busiest stop on the ex-
tension and location of the vital
BART-CalTrain connection.

Millbrae patronage is pegged
at 33,600 daily trips with most of
these riders living in San Mateo
County. Chances are a fair share
of them will come from Rianda's
hometown. .

Dan Richard
Director, Bay Area Rapid Transit District
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Support BART
to SFO

I SUPPORT the BART exten- .
sion to SFO and Millbrae. It is
disheartening to read about on-
going maneuvers that threaten to
make a political issue out of what
is a critical need on the Penin-
sula: increased mass transit.

I want our elected officials to
know that I am one voter who de- -
sires that her voice be heard.

I became a fan of BART soon
after it began service on the Pen-
insula. I rode it from Daly City to
the Civic Center in San Fran-
cisco.

I learned firsthand how conve-
nient, comfortable and safe it-
was. It took the stress out of my
commute, a commute I simply
would not have ‘made had [
needed to drive downtown.

Now, I regularly take BART to
San Francisco for shopping and
entertainment. These actitivites
would not be possible for me if .
BART did not exist because T -
avoid driving to the city due to
the stress of traffic.

Extending BART to SFO and °
beyond will help alleviate the ter- -
rible traffic congestion we suffer
on highways 101 and 280, reduce
air pollution and gjive increased
accessibility to those of us who -
wish to avail ourselves of public..
transportation whenever pos--
sible. »

I urge our elected representa- .
tives to make the BART extension
a reality now. :
Donna Campi -

Faster City ..
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Do we need an SFO
BART extension?

By Frank Matarrese

ITH hundreds
of thousands of
dollars being
spent on lob-
bying for and
against the proposed BART
extension to San Francisco
International Airport {(SFO),
it is time to once again give
the public the whole story.

This extension is sup-
posed to provide travelers in
and out of SFO with direct
access to BART via an airport
station. This $750 million
plan raises several questions,
which are no doubt the
reason for the hot debate.

Why have a BART airport
station? What is the projected
ridership and how much will
that yield in revenue to the
District? Washington D.C.’s
National Airport has a Metro
Station and might well pro-
vide an operating example.

Are there less expensive al-
ternatives that would provide
the same result? The cost of
a continuously running
shuttle bus, similar to the
Emery-Go-Round which fer-
ries BART patrons from Mac-
Arthur Station to the various
businesses and retail centers
in Emeryville could be sub-
stantially more cost effective
in meeting traveler needs.

Why is BART needed when
there is an existing parallel
system, the CalTrain, which
the proposed extension
would follow? Could BART
spend a fraction of the $750
million to set up this system
between existing stattons,
proposed new San Bruno
Station without building an
airport station or does the
airport station make financial
sense based on projected re-

turn from riders and benefit
to the airport operations?

Will a significant number
of vehicles be eliminated
from 101 because of the
BART extension?

The answers to these ques-
tions can provide the needed
guidance for both public sup-
port and government deci-
sion, making for the
extension.

One of BART's biggest
challenges is to integrate its
operation with the operation
of all the parallel and feeder
transit systems to provide the
Bay Area with a efficient
transit network. SFO is only
one of three airports that are
potentially served by BART.
The lessons learned by re-
solving the SFO extension di-
lemma will not only serve to
address the needs of other
airports (Oakland and San
Jose), but will give a direc-
tion for serving the needs of
transit links such as Amtrak
and the regional bus lines.

RANSIT links to on-

going and future devel-

opments will also A
benefit from a successful res-
olution of the extension ques-
tion. As with the airports,
meeting the transit needs of
local developments such as
the re-used military bases in
Alameda, San Francisco and
Oakland, the Mission Bay

- Complex and current and fu-

ture sports venues is critical
to Bay Area transportation.

Frank Matarrese is a .
member of the Alameda Eco-
nomic Development Commis-
sion, and a past member of
the Alameda County Transit
Authority Advisory Commis-
sion. He lives in Alameda.
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COST-ly waste of money

y now it must be apparent that funding for

BART's expansion to San Francisco International
Airport has stalled in Congress. Sen. Richard Shelby,
R-Alabama - elected as a Democrat, but now a
Republican is holding up funding because he wants
to take a closer look at the budget.

Shelby's lack of enthusiasm has been bolstered by

- members of COST, the San Mateo County organi-
zation that opposes BART's expansion. Also con-
tributing to the delay in federal funding is a lack
of enthusiasm among certain airlines.

The Republicancontrolled Congress is in no
mood to provide $850 million in funding for BART
if there appears to dDe some dissension among
county political groups. COST members have lob-
bied Congress hard to stop the project, with much
of the costs borne by Artichoke joe's of San Bruno.

Artichoke Joe's stands to lose a parking lot to the
BART project, and js spending thousands of dollars
to finance the oppositon: but it is noteworthy
that COST people tried to get petitions signed to
put an initiative on the ballot - and falled.

It should be obvious that failure is a clear sign
COST has little support in the cornmunities. For
the group to continue lobbying Washington is not
only obstructionism, but is costing taxpayers mil-
lion of dollars.

Just last week, SamTrans agreed w advance BART
$7.5 million in monthly increments of $1.1 million

to keep the project on track by financing payroll.
The fact is, no real work can be done until federal

~ funding is approved. so the money is being used to

keep everything in place. but not to proceed with
the project.

If the project proceeds. SamTrans wants the
money to be credited to the $99 million it is pay-
ing to have BART come to the county. If the project

- {8 not approved, SamTrans wants BART to refund

half the money.

Meantime. charges and counter charges have
flown between the proBART spokespeople and
members of COST. Bruce Balshone of COST has
cridcized spending $7.5 million for a project that
has not been approved by the major funding agent
- Congress.

Bur Supervisor Mike Nevin is right when he points
out the criticism of the $7.5 million by COST is out-
rageous, considering that because of their efforts,
$850 million has been held up in Washington.

What is also outrageous is that councilpersons
like Pam Rianda, who reside and serve in Belmont,
have been actively stirring up trouble in faraway
cities like Millbrae.

What would happen if Millbrae coundlpeop}e
went to Belmont w inquire about .the cost over-
runs in the grade separation, or the firing of the
city manager? Would Rianda respond favorably to
such interference?
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BART-SFO

Delay Costly,

Frustrating

Cities, merchants and

- tenants are chafing

By Benjamin Pimentel
Chronicle Peninsula Bureau

Bob Stockton is wondering
when BART’s bulldozers will roll
into downtown San Bruno and
tear up the street in front of his
lumber business.

Until BART completes its new
line to San Francisco International
Airport — the project is more than
three months behind schedule —
Stockton won’t know what will
happen to his San Bruno Lumber
business. Construction could fur-
ther delay his expansion plans —
or it could even shut him down.

“You’re always looking to mod-
ernize,” he said. “But if BART is
going to potentially close you
down, the payback isn’t there.” -

BART began laying ground-
work to take trains from Colma to
SFO and Millbrae about three
years ago and was supposed to
break ground on the $1.2 billion
project last February.

Stations are planned in San
Bruno, South San Francisco, Mill-
brae and SFQO, and about 1,500 feet
of tr]ack will extend into Burlin-
game.

But the project is stalled while
BART struggles to get $750 million

-in federal funding. For businesses,

cities and residents on the planned
line, waiting for BART has become
excruciating and expensive.

“There’s a lot of frustration,”
said San Bruno City Planner
George Foscardo. “People want
the project to get started and be
finished.”

Stockton wants the project to
get going so he can see how
blocked streets and rerouted traf-
fic in downtown San Bruno will af-

fect his business — or even put -

him out of business. The holdup
has forced him to shelve plans to
install new saw machines and
build new storage spaces.

“We've had no capital improve-
ments of any kind and no expan-
sion during this period of uncer-
tainty, which has really been going
on for three years,” he said.

Small cities with small budgets,
particularly San Bruno and Mill-
brae, are spending hundreds of
thousands of dollars just to keep
on top of BART’s changing plans.

Foscardo said San Bruno —
where BART plans a tunnel — paid
an engineering consultant $53,000
this year. The city, which has a $17
million annual hudget, is spending
between $150,000 and $200,000 in
staff time a year on the BART pro-
ject.

Millbrae, which has an annual
budget of $9 million, has spent
about $100,000 a year on staff time
in the past three years, said Ralph
Petty, the city’s community devel-
opment director.

BART has promised to pay the
cities $67,000 to offset expenses
during the life of the project, but
that doesn’t come close to covering
costs, local officials said.

Nowhere is the waiting more
difficult than in Millbrae, where
BART plans an ambitious end-of-
the-line station that will connect
with CalTrain. ’

The station is expected to turn
this city of 22,000 into a major Bay
Area transit center, and Millbrae

has drawn up an ambitious plan
for commercial buildings, hotels
and movie theaters on 36 acres
around the proposed BART sta-
tion.

Meanwhile, about 700 residents
of Millbrae Gardens are living with
uncertainty. The community of 21
run-down apartment buildings
mear SFO is slated to be torn down
for a BART parking garage. Be-
cause of that, residents say land-

“lords are letting buildings deterio-

rate. Most in Millbrae Gardens can-
not afford to move without finan-
cial help from BART.

In the two-bedroom apartment
Rosa Jimenez shares with her fam-
ily of six, the living room and

- kitchen have become an unsightly

mosaic of peeling paint and bro-
ken tiles.

“It's very cold in this apart-
ment,” she said as she stood in a
poorly lit living room with her
daughter and husband. :

Conditions like these prompted
Millbrae to issue 188 citations dur-
ing the past five months against
property owners. The city normal-
ly issues no more than 10 citations
a year.

The city also had to send police:
to make sure that the 200 apart-
ments are up to code. And it spent
about $85,000 on street improve-
ments, garbage dumps and hiring
a code enforcement officer, Petty
said.

“They (BART officials) said we

‘should be patient,” said Tele Loto-

mau, an 11-year resident.

But waiting isn’t easy, residents
say, especially since some land-’
lords have raised rents — appar-
ently in hopes of getting more
money when they sell to BART.

MORE. .
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Allan Sebanc, who owns five
apartment buildings in the neigh-
borhood, denies this, saying his
rates are still well below the aver-
age rent in that area.

The average rent for a two-bed-
room, one-bath apartment in the
Millbrae area is about $1,000, ac-
cording to Realfacts, a Bay Area
real estate data base publisher.
The average rent for the same type

of unit on Sebanc’s property is

$850.

of property acquisition, stressed
that the agency will buy buildings
based only on prevailing rates and

the condition of buildings — so
raising rents may not mean higher-

purchase prices.

That’s not good enough for

Pablo Mota who said his landlord’
just raised his monthly rent from
$700 to $800 and has told him that’
he intends to raise it another $100. -

His apartment has water leaks and

a stove that delivers a mild electric.
shock. To make ends meet, Mota:
* said he and his family have had to-
" cut down on food and clothing ex-’

penses.

“It’'s very, very hard. Some-
times, I work at night to pay the
rent,” he said. “I'm working more
for the move. But I don’t know
what wili happen with BART — if

"it’s a yes or a no.”

The answer depends on con-
gressional leaders, some of whom
have expressed doubts if the pro-
ject is worth it.

Some local groups, led by a few
city officials from Burlingame and

Fred Arnold, BART’s manager-

,,,,,

Colma -
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and extension
to airport

Belmont, are actively opposing the
project. One has filed a lawsuit
against the extension.

Molly McArthur, manager of
community relations for the
BART-SFO extension, said the
agency is trying its best to secure
full federal funding hopefully be-
fore the end of the year.

“Nobody should misunder-
stand that we are anxious to pro-
ceed,” she said. “We just have to
have that funding.” T

And until someone shows
BART the money, the cities in
BART’s path can do nothing but
wait.

“I'm just frustrated with the
way things come to us,” Petty said.
“We think this project is good for
Millbrae and we want to support it.
Yet we are overwhelmed.”
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By Alan Saracevic

OF THE EXAMINER STaFF

Airport In

SFO plans private

aving achieved a measure of suc- .

o i et eomesiieofou> . corporation for
ture, San Francisco Internation- d . d l .

al Airport now hopes to create s WoTldwide consulting

private corporation to compete for inter-
national airport management contracts.

Airport officials say the International Services Divi-
sion’s primary role will be landing overseas consulting con-
tracts that will “generate additional revenues for the airport
and The City.”

“San Francisco International Airport has a strategic ad-
vantage in offering these management services,” said air
port Director John Martin, in a release. “Not only are we a
recognized leader in all areas of airport management, but
our management team's ethnic diversity and language skills
offer a great asset in this endeavor.” :

‘The airport’s plan to create a "private, for-profit corpo-
ration wholly owned by The City and County of San Fran-

cisco” was approved earlier this week in
a4-1 vote before The City’sAirport Com-
mission. It now goes before the Board of
Supervisors and then awaits approval
from the mayor's office.

If both sign off on it, SFO will appoint
¢urrent Deputy Director of Planning
and Environmental Affairs John Costas

to bead the division. In his current post, Costas played a key
role in bringing the airport’s ongoing $2.4 billion reconstruc-
tion to fruition.

Airport documents identify the primary reasons for es-
tablishing a private enterprise as protecting The City from
liability, accessing private sector partners and creating a
mechanism for rapid response in the competitive world of
oconsulting.

In its first consulting effort earlier this year, the airport
had submitted a bid to run the airport in Perth, Australia. A
competitor walked away with the contract. Nonetheless, air-

port, officials say Perth paid a non
refundahle retainer prior to th:
process, mitigating the costs.

“It provided us with great op-
portunity to leamn from the pro-
cess,” said SFO spokeswoman Lis-
bet Engberg. “We thought our bid
was fair and competitive, but fairly
congervative. Some other groups
bid very high, perhaps overesti-
mating the airport's worth.”

Board of Supervisors’ Budget
Analyst Harvey Rose said it re-
mains unclear where profits ac-
crued by the division will end up.

“The federal government has
been very tough on allowing money
into The City's general fund,” said
Rose. In a report prepared by
Rose's office, Mara Rosales of the
city attorney’s office pointed out
the board will have to authorize
airport workers to work for a pn-
vate enterprise.

In their proposal, airport offi-
cials reserved the right to “exercise
the powers necessary to allow the
division to promote and market
the services of airport staff to pub-
lic and private sectors.”

The analysis of the proposal
done by Rose's office also says one
position has been set aside for the
division, but the airport plans to
request five new positions next
year. The airport has also re-
quested 815,000 in new funding for
the division next year.

Roland Quan, vice president of
the Airport Commission, supports
the proposal.

“(Former airport director) Lou
Terpin and John Martin both had
a vision to generate revenues with
unique business ideas,” said Quan.
“We have the second-loweat land-
ing fees in the U.S. If we can do
something like that, why wouldn't
other airports be open to our sug-
gestions?”

When asked if the airport deliv-
ered a plan that outlines its busi-
ness model, Quan deferred to the
failed Perth proposal as proof of

the division's viability.

According to Quan, SFO was
part of a consortium interested in
landing the Perth management
deal. The unnamed partners in the
consortium put up the money for
the bidding proceas, followed by
the retainer from Perth. Quan said
money made from the process will
also help launch the new division.

If the plan succeeds, SFO will
not be alone in the consulting busi-
ness. According to airport officials,

-10 other airports provide such ser-

vices worldwide, including Bos-
ton’s Logan Airport and European
regulatory coramissions Aeroports
de Paris and the British Airports
Authority.

Casting the only dissenting vote
was Airport Commissioner Larry
Mazzolla.

“] oppose most anything they
try to privatize for city govern-
ment,” said Mazzolla. “I represent
working people. 1 worry about
downaizing and people losing their
jobs.” .
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BART official upholds pick of Millbrae for SFO extension link

The San Francisco Airport Com-
mission, the Board of Supervisors and
the BART board recently approved a
lease agreement for the BART termi-
nal at San Francisco International
Airport. The ink was barely dry on
the deal when James W. Haas wrote a
commentary, “Extend BART to SFO
— but not to Millbrae” (Opinion Page,
April 11). '

Haas conjured up a dubious ratio-
nale for eliminating the Millbrae in-
- termodal station, the busiest of the
four stops planned on the SFO exten-
sion and the location of the vital
BART-CalTrain connection. He fabri-
cated nonexistent problems, then pro-
posed an unnecessary “solution.” This
is an obvious ploy by Haas to kill the
project by delaying it beyond critical
funding and construction windows. -

Haas said the airport’s contribu-
tion to the project was set arbitrarily
at $200 million, triggering opposition
from the airlines. The only thing ar-
bitrary about this is that the airport
contribution is “capped” well below
the cost of building the on-airport seg-
" ment of the project. The cost figures
were reviewed and accepted by
BART, the airport, the Federal Tran-
sit Administration’s project manage-
ment oversight contractor and the
airlines’ own consultants. The Feder-
al Aviation Administration deemed

them eligible under existing federal
law for payment using airport rev-
enues.

As for airline protestations about
higher landing fees, they will be pay-
ing on average 37 cents more per
boarding passenger. This hardly
seems burdensome in light of the
profits of the major carriers.

Doing away with the Millbrae sta-
tion will only marginally reduce the
overall cost of the project, while dras-
tically curtailing the expansion of
transit service to San Mateo County.

BART

The BART-CalTrain-SamTrans (bus)
link at Millbrae will be heavily used:
By the year 2010, BART patronage
at the station is projected to reach
33,600 trips per day, almost half of
the 68,600 trips on the entire exten-
sion. CalTrain patronage will in-
crease by 8,900 daily trips.

The Millbrae site meets the design
criteria for creating a convenient
cross-platform transfer between

BART and CalTrain. It can accommo-
date the extra parking needed for a
major end-of-the-line station serving
both BART and CalTrain. It offers su-
perb access to Highway 101. The en-
vironmental impacts are less severe
and more readily mitigated than
those associated with other sites.
Without the Millbrae station,
BART mainline service would end at
Tanforan Park in San Bruno, a com-
munity stop never intended to be an
end-of-the-line station. The airport
station, which does not include park-
ing for BART patrons, would become
a de facto second terminus. Both San
Bruno and the airport strenuously ob-
Jjected to being the end of the line. The
agreements among BART, SFO and
the airlines require that the termi-
nus station be built in Millbrae.
Haas would have us believe that
his view are shared by our elected of-
ficials in Washington, D.C. This is
hardly the case. The BART-SFO ex-
tension was written into the federal
Intermodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act (ISTEA), enacted by
Congress in 1991. Since then, the en-
tire Bay Area congressional delega-
tion has worked tirelessly to obtain
full federal funding for this project.

DAN RICHARD
BART director
Oakland



i~

San Hateo County Times

Wednesday, May 21,1997

Accord for $7.5 million BART advance

" BY REBECCA ROSEN LUM

Independent Newspapers

With no clear signal when
Congress will free money for
the light-rail expansion to $San
Francisco International Airport.
the SamTrans board of directors
voted unanimously last week to
advance BART $7.5 million to
keep the project on track.

SamTrans’ advance to BART
will be paid in increments of
$1.1 million a month, and
would be credited against its
total contribution of $99
million,

Directors added one proviso,
though: If the project derails,
BART will have to pay back half
the moncy.

Voters eager for mass transit
approved BART expansion into
San Matco County in 1987,
including five scops — in South
San Francisco. San Bruno,
Millbrae and two at San
Francisco International Airport.
A stop in Colma was added after
the measure passed.

SamTrans has supported the
extension “"because we're
interested in our people. who
have to travel from county to
county,” said Gerry Haughes.
SamTrans general manager.

Haughes said an as yet
unpublished study indicates
“our county needs everything it
can get” to alleviate commute
congestion in the coming years.

BART officials say SamTrans’
advance represents the only
hope for keeping the 8.1-mile
extegsion on track: Wrangling
between lobbyists both for and

.extending +thraughpur

against the project have delayed
congressional approval of $850
million' in funding, to the
dismay of airport officials.

The standoff has left the
airport " holding the bag. It
broke ground more than a year.
ago for a double-deck structure
that will top the BART tunnel
with a light-rail system

F he.
airport.. -

- “Welce .waiting.for-the verys
final loop in this process.” said
Ron Wilson, director of
community relations for SFO.
“Any further delay at this point
is going to hinder the
construction and the cost.”

"We expected the Federa)
Funding Agreement to come
through at the end of 1996, or

Right on track: Members of the SamTrans boord of directors voted last week to advance Bart $7.5 million for the
expansion praject.

MORE...
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certainly by January of 1997
said Mike Nevin, vice chair of
SamTrans and a county
supervisor.

Rep. Tom Lantos, a Democrat
whose 12th Congressional
District includes San Mateo
County, told residents at a
recent "town hall” meeting he
fully cxpects Congress to
approve the funding.

The question is, when?

The holdup apparently stems
from Alabama Sen. Richard
Shelby, a Republican, wanting to
take a closer look at the budger,
according to Mike Healy, a BART
spokesman.

Gov. Pete Wilson has written
to Shelby, seeking his
cooperation, telling the senator
that BART funding is one of his
top three transportation
priorities, Healy said.

It federal funding agreement
does not come by July 1, other
works wlhose timing depending
on the completion of BAKRT's
project will suffer, SFO
spokesman Wilson said. The
airport will also be saddled with
an unbudgeted rise in costs.

“The old adage, ‘on time, on
budget’ is right on target for
these large-scale projects,” he

said.

Nevin assailed critics like
Bruce Balshone of the Coalition
for a One-Stop Terminal (COST).
who have questioned the
funding - and environmental
advisability of the project - and
who have taken their case to
federal officials.

“It's incredible t6 me that
they would say we're.putting
$7.5 million in jeopardy, when
they've put $850 million in

. jeopardy by their actions over

the past several months,” he
said,

COST has lobbied for a station
west of Highway 101 that would
connect SamTrans buses,
Ca|Train, BART, and a light rail
link to SFO.

After Wednesday's meeting,
Balshone accused SamTrans of
playing fast and loose with
taxpayers' money.

“They said without the
advance, BART would have been
forced to close its Millbrae
office," he said. “The question
is. why did they open a Millbrae
office if they didn't have the

- funding for it?”

Balshone said his group
would not have approached
federal officials “if (SamTrans)
had been willing to
compromise with us.”

Efforts include a petition
drive and ballot measure to
head off construction of a
Millbrae station.

*We said, 'Knock off Millbrae,
and we'll be appeased.’ But no.
they wouldn't do that”
Balshone said. "We didn’t stop
the project, we just let Congress
know what was happening.”

Balshone has also accused
SamTrans of diverting funds
from CalTrain to BART.

But Nevin said if Congress did
not approve the funding, the
money would go to a similar
mass transit project in another
state - not to CalTrain.

And, according te Wilson.
funding does not exist for
extending the light rail beyond

the airport.
Rita Haskins, public
information officer for

SamTrans., said the extension -
in the works for more than a
decade - will survive the
challenge from COST.

“SamTrans believes they will
(receive the funds), and fully
believes in the project,” she
said.

SamTrans Chair Tom
Heuning, also a county
supervisor, is in Arizona and
has been wunavailable for

comment.



MILLBRAE-SAN BRUNO SUN
Wednesday, May 21,1997

Petition a symbolic gesture

n mluatlv: in Millbrae to limit the scope of

BART parking structures probably would

have no authority if it were to pass, accord-

ing to City Manager Jim Brickson and BART offi-

cials. The reason the initative would carry no

weight: BART and SamTrans are

exempt from local zoning under
state law.

Organizers of the petition drive —

Joseph Caimotto and Thomas

Williams — believe the issue will

State law
is plain and

‘ture agreed tipon by the city and BART calls for the

-transit authority t help fund construction of an

800-space garage on the west side of the tracks,
wo. This other garage is intended fo ease traffic
congestion on Millbrae Avenue.

The smaller facility, costmg $5.1
million. would be paid for by
BART but built by the city. Since
it' s not a mandatory part of the
BART extension, it may not be
exemnpt from local zoning and a

ultimately be decided in court, if slmple: successful ballot challenge .

they get the 1,100 signatures need- apparently could doom the

ed to put the measure on the bal- BART Is not stnaller garage.

lot and voters approve it. " City Manager Erickson believes
The ~Millbrae Miss ‘“bIGCt that without the west side

Transportation Facility Control to local garage, there would be hundreds

Act of 1997° would amend the
city's municipal code. and require
any new mass transit facility in

zoning laws

of additonal cars clogging
Millbrae Avenue.
If Caimotto and Williams are

the city to be less than 3.000
square feet, no taller than 30 feet. and have more
than 250 parking spaces.

BART plans to build a 165.000equare-foot station
on the east side of El Camino Real. with 3.000
parking spaces. However, another parking struc

wrong, thelr petition inidative
to stop the west side garage may well end congest-
ing traffic, not alleviating it.
This gamble may not be worth taking, since most
experts believe state law is plain and simple: BART
is not subject to local zoning laws.
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BART tracks could displace
endangered species

e ————— e ——
BY REBECCA ROSEN LUM
Independent Newspapers

Everyone old enough to
have tramped through the
county's wetlands before
development encased them in
cement can remember the
twilight oratorios of frogs
that filled the air.

Today, frog populations -
notably, the red-legged (roy -
have been so dircly depleted
that biologists are hard-
pressed to [find a sizable
cnough group in any one arca
to study.

That includes the Bayshore
dwatlands, thrae-agres across
~from San+ =F rancisco
*Internatidnal Aifgoit. where

BART tracks and high-speed
trains promise to cur through
an ecosystem that is home to
the red-legged frog and other
specics,

The wetlands, on a 188-acre
parcel owned Ly the airport.
also include the San
Francisco forktail damselfly
and the San Francisco garter
stake.

At its meeting last week,
SamTrans committed $900.000
to buy Steel Ranch. a 244-acre
coastside parcel, to relocate
species thac wili be displaced
when the San Felipe Canal is
drained and filled with enough
concrete to anchor supports for
BART's aerial trackway.

“How much of (Steel Ranch)
gets enhanced as wetlands, !
don't know,” said BART
environmental planner Karita
Ziminerman. “We haven't
gotten that far yet.”

The plan to mitlgate BART's
cnvironniental impact on
wetlands results from cwo years
of  “plabning " with

‘respresengathes of the UsS. Fish

and wildlife Service, as required
by the California Environmental
Quality Act.

The forktail damselfly. which
resembles the dragonfly. is a
candidate for federal listing as
threatened or endangered; thc
frog is classified as threatened
on both federsl and state
listings of endangered species;
and the brightly colored garter

shake is considered
endangered. with its largest
population concentrated in
the Bayshore wetlands.

All three arc described as
“sensitive species with a

limited range. restricted

_distribution or small
population” in SamTrans
documcents.

“Any disruption to the ife
requitements of the garter
snake at the Bayshore site will
be significant and mav
result in the extirpation of
this poputation.” the agency's
envitonmental report asserts.

BART anticipates securing
an endowment of 550,000 per
year 1o maintain Steele Ranch
as 2 protected habitat.

The agency would sell the
land if the project did nor
procced, said Rita Haskins.
SamTrans public information
officer.

“That money is not out the
door.” she said. "It’s getting
invested in real estate, which.
as pcople know, anly increases
in value.”

To mect U.S. Fish and wildlife
guidelines, BART must also:

* Develop a 1.5-acre wetland
in u S-acre strip of Jand in
Millbrac that borders the BART
track.

¢ Regin a capture and
feeding program for <he
cndangered snake during
construction,

* Maintain a tidal gate on
Cupid Row Canal.

* Enhance seasonal wetlands
at the southern end of the
Bayshore parce],

“Wetlands serve a lot of
purposes,” sajd Julla BRort.
director of the Loma Prieta
chaprer of the Sierra Club.
“They replentish the ground
water supply, and they serve as a
habitat nursery for plant and
bird species.”

They also prevent flooding by
absorbing overflow duting
heavy rains, and serve as a
resting spot for migratory birds.
“Some people call them ‘the
kidneys of the earth.’ because
they filter out mctals and toxins
from watet,” Bott said.
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‘MY WORD

Do we need the SFO BART extension?

ByFrankMaténese :

ITH hundreds of thousands of dol- .
lars being spent on lobbying for and
against the proposed BART exten-
sion to San Francisco International
Airport (SFO), it is time to once

- again give the public the whole story.

This extension is supposed to provide travelers
in and out of SFO with direct access to BART via
an airport station. This $750 million plan raises
several questions, no doubt the reason for the hot
debate.

Why have a BART airport station? What is the
projected ridership and how much will that yield
in revenue to the District? Washington DC's Na-
tional Airport has a Metro Station and mlght well
provide an operating example.

Are there less expensive alternatives that would
provide the same result? The cost of a continuo-
usly running shuttle bus, similar to the Emery-
Go-Round which ferries BART patrons from
McArthur Station to the various businesses and
retail centers in Emeryville could be substantially
more cost effective in meeting traveler needs.

Why is BART needed when there is an existing
parallel system, the CalTrain, which the proposed
extension would follow? Could BART spend a
fraction of the $750 million to set up this system'
between existing stations, proposed new San
Bruno Station without building an airport station
or does the airport station make financial sense

based on projected return from riders and beneﬂt
to the airport operations?

Will a significant number of vehicles be elimii-
nated from 101 because of the BART extension?

The answers to these questions can provide
the needed guidance for both public support and
government decision making for the extension.

One of BART's biggest challenges is to inte-
grate its operation with the operation of all the
parallel and feeder transit systems to provide the
Bay Area with a efficient transit network. SFO is
only one of three airports potentially served by
BART. The lessons learned by resolving the SFO
extension dilemma will not only serve to address
the needs of other airports (Oakland and San
Jose), but will give a direction for serving the
needs of transit links such as Amtrak and the re-
gional bus lines.

Transit links to ongoing and future develop-
ments will also benefit from a successful resolu-
tion of the extension question. As with the )
airports, meeting the transit needs of local devel-
opments such as the re-used military bases in Al-

‘ameda, San Francisco and Oakland, the Mission

Bay Complex, current and future sports venues is
critical to Bay Area transportation.

Frank Matarrese is a member of the Alameda
Economic Development Commission, and a past
member of the Alameda County Transit Authority
Advisory Commission. He lives in Alameda.
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Assembly OKs
BART salary hike

SACRAMENTO BUREAU

SACRAMENTO — BART directors would get
their $6,000-a-year paycheck doubled under a
measure overwhelmingly approved Tuesday by
the state Assembly.

Debate over the measure by Assemblyman Lou
Papan, D-Millbrae, was limited. It would raise Bay
Area Rapid Transit directors’ salaries to $1,000 a
month from the current ceiling of $500 a month.

“This bill increases the stipend for members: of
the BART board of directors,” Papan said. “They
have not seen an increase since 1982. I know of
no opposition to this measure. I would ask for an
‘aye’ vote.”

. One Republican asked if the raise would come
out of the state general fund. When Papan replied
the money would come from BART's budget, the
.Assembly quickly approved the measure 69-0 and
sent it to the Senate.

Also Oakland Tribune

BART directors spend from 10 to 20 hours a

week on business. The full board meets twice a
month, and it breaks into four committees that
meet once or twice a month. They oversee a
$2.9 billion expansion program and $1 bﬂlion in
renovations.

BART officials noted the raise would put them
in line with what other regional boards receive.
East Bay Municipal Utility District directors, for
example, are paid $926 a month.

Papan has said he thinks a higher paycheck
would encourage a higher caliber of citizen to run
for the BART board.
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Learn how great BART really is

I HAD the distinct pleasure of
being among the guests at the
dedication of the Dublin/Plea-
santon and Castro Valley BART
stations. As a work-a-day rider of
BART, Livermore to 19th Street
Station, I felt particularly pleased
to have been invited.

It was an impressive day of
positive attitudes, uplifting
speeches, recognition and appre-
clation for those who made it
happen.

In the past, I have tried to be a
constructive critic of BART and
the former BART Express bus
(Laidlaw), frequently faxing re-
ports to our District 5 director.
Recently, another newspaper
published my comments about
BART coming to the Valley under
the heading, “The new station
does not please everyone.” That
was not quite right.

My statement was that my
commute fare would increase by
$33 per month, and it would now
require a bus ride and two trains
instead of one train. Well, few of
us actually want to pay more for
anything, and a train change is
not a big deal. Those were just
statements of fact.

The truth is, BART is still a
great bargain compared to
driving and I am delighted about
its arrival, but then I am a con-
firmed longtime BART patron.
The challenge is for those who
are not (confirmed patrons) to
discover what a really comfort-

_able, convenient and effortless
system it is to use.
Thomas A. Geilser

Livermore
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WHEELS customers ring in vain

By Kari Hulac
STAFF WRITER

LIVERMORE — A business
nightmare came true last week
when WHEELS customers
called to reserve a ride on a
new van service and reached a
phone line that rang to no-
where.

WHEELS officials said they
ordered extra ‘ phone lines
from Pacific Bell months ago,
but on May 12, when the
DART service had its debut,
many customers couldn't get
through.

"It was ringing into empti-

‘ness,” said WHEELS spokes-
woman Merrie Du-
Frene on Friday.

Riders were extremely

eager to reach DART because
the vans replace regular bus
routes that used to run from 9
am. to 2 pm. WHEELS
serves Dublin, Pleasanton and
Livermore. -

DuFrene said she was told
Pacific Bell ran out of phone
lines into the Airport Business
Center, which is in the area of
Kitty Hawk Road and Jack
London Boulevard. WHEELS

.is nearby at 1362

Rutan Court.

The problem wasn't fixed
until Thursday, but customers
were able .to make reservations
on two other WHEELS phone
lines.
¢ Pacific Bell officials said
Tuesday that they were late
giving WHEELS new lines be-
Gause they were three to four
Wweeks behind installing a cable

fo expand phone service in the -

area.
! Now that the cable is there,
phone capacity should be
*more than adequate,” said Ho
Blair, Pacific Bell media rela-
tions manager.
¢ “It will be adequate to serve
that area for now,” Blair. said.
T'm sure we'll be fine.”
{ The developer of the business
park said he’s been able to get
hew phone lines for several new
buildings, but he’s been told by
Pacific Bell employees that
they're having trouble keeping
{ip with the demand.
! “The bottom line is they're
puried, and they can't keep up
th their workload,” developer
Mike Callahan said.
' Callahan estimates there will
be about 10 to 15 buildings
going up in the next six to eight

months on 25 acres of the busi-

- pess park. He just got approval

to put more buildings on an ad-

ditional 25 acres.

: Blair said Pacific Bell isn't

worried that new developments

}zzont get phone service — as
ong as developers let Pacific -

Bell know about their plans.

“We hope that hell accept
the fact that we're in the tele-
phone business, and we'll be
dble to deliver service when
dervice is requested,” Blair
daid.

{ But further complicating the

iSsue Is a new underground
Gable facility that Pacific Bell in-
stalled during the past year to
expand phone line capacity.
! The facility is up and run-
nlng sald Grant Traill, manager
of service operations,

:So why didn't WHEELS get
1{5 new phone lines in time?
# Blair and Traill said they
\ivould have to research that
questlon
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Funds asked for jail shuttle

TIMES STAFF

Alameda County supervisors
agreed Tuesday to seek a $62,721
clear-air grant for operation of a shut-
tle service to move inmates being re-
leased from Santa Rita Jail in East
Dublin to the new BART station.

The grant also would permit the
shuttle of jail visitors and employees
on the mile-long stretch between the
jail and BART. The grant application
will be considered by the county’s
Congestion Management Agency.

Meanwhile, the board entered an

exclusive right to negotiate with JPI .

Texas Development Inc., which pro-

poses to buy 14.7 acres of the

county’s Santa Rita property for a
368-unit apartment complex.

Six proposals from developers
were submitted, and Planning Di-
rector Adolph Martinelli said JPI's
$14.5 million offer was the most at-
tractive. He noted it includes a de-
posit of more than $1.2 million.

Martinelli said the developer “has
prepared an excellent conceptual site
plan, utilizing extensive ‘tuck under’
garage parking, which allows for the
provision of a generous amount of
open space.” )

“JPI is a highly capitalized real es-
tate company that will require no
outside financing in order to pur-,
chase the land,” Martinelli said.

The firm is located in Irving,.
Texas, and has a California regional.
office in San Diego.



Bike to work
doesn’t suit
a commute

IKE TO WORK WEEK is
B building false hope. Our world

isn’'t made for pedaling to
work.

Sure, it’s easy if you live close to,
your job or dress casually. But if
you've got a suit job in San Fran-
cisco, Bike to Work Week makes one
thing painfully obvious: It isn’t worth
the hassle.

One morning this week, I acted
as though I was bike commuting
from Wainut Creek to a suit job at
Wells Fargo headquarters. The bik-
ing part was fine; the lack of ameni-
ties made it not worth leaving my
car. The climax: Taking my morning
shower in a bathroom sink at Wells
Fargo. That's the only bathing option
at many companies. Two Wells suits
who walked in while I was “shower-
ing” quickly started fake-washing
their hands, then U-turned, aghast.

As I hunched over the sink, my
head full of lather, I expected to hear
a threatening voice over a security
radio: “We've got a man in his under-
wear on the fifth floor trying to
shower in the sink. Proceed with cau-
tion.”

Early start

‘Shake that grotesque image out
of your mind and back up to my 5
a.m wake-up. Since you can't take
bikes on BART during rush hour in
the commute direction, I had to be
there before 6:30 a.m.

Wednesday, May 21,1997

I had pricier options. Some se-
cure their bikes in BART lockers for
$30 a year. Others lock them at San

Francisco health clubs, perform their

morning toilette, then exercise after
work. That’s $52 a month at one
club — plus the sweat of two daily
trips to the gym.

Since I was also too cheap to buy
a rack to keep my suit pressed, I -

“ rolled it into a backpack with a

towel, shoes and a shaving kit. Then
it was a beautiful 15-minute ride to
the Pleasant Hill BART station; even
a bike lane for a few blocks.

To get inside, you're supposed to
walk your bike through the gate,
then leave it while you walk back
through the turnstiles. Dirty trick I
learned: Walk the bike through the
gate, then pretend to adjust your
seat. When the station agent turns
away, make a break for the platform.
Of course, this means you've also got
to pull off the same stunt when you
exit.

I didn’t try. But I did get busted
trying to take the escalator upstairs.
Not you, Mr. Healthy Cyclist. Carry
that bike upstairs or take the eleva-
tor. :
There I checked my ego. Even
though I was on my way to a suit
job, in-the eyes of the already
suited; I was low-rent. Must be a
messenger, their sneers said. The
system is set up so I could never
feel like a suit. Rush-hour cyclists
must ride in the rear of any car,
EXCEPT the lead car. Most stand
with their bike near the door. I sat
in a sideways-facing bench, a hand
on the frame and a foot under a
wheel. Tough way to read the Wall
Street Journal.

I might as well have been hold-
ing a mud-slopped sow by the way
the suits were tiptoeing around my
bike. Relax. It’s only dirt.

I popped out at Montgomery
Street-station to learn this: No bike
lanes in the Financial District. I

was nearly immortalized as a Muni

hood ornament.

Once inside Wells, the lobby
guard was baffled. “Are you here
for a delivery?” I'M NOT A MES-
SENGER. I have business here. No
racks, he said. But some take bikes
to their floor.

But apparently few shower in
the sinks there. I dressed by 7:50
a.m., two hours after I started ped-
aling. An hour longer than a car
trip. By now, my suit resembled

* crumpled tin foil. I asked a Wells

friend how I looked. “Fine,” she
said, brushing my rumpled slacks, -
“if you don’t want to get ahead
here.”

The system failed me as a bike-
commuting suit. And that rushed
shampoo job did nothing for my
helmet hair.

Joe Garofoli’s column runs
Wednesdays and Sundays. He’s at
joeg@cctimes.com or 943-8061.

Also Contra Costa Times
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The Chronicle invites you to experience

U

Win four tickets to
see Cirque du Soleil!

The Chronicle will be giving away eight sets of four tickets
10 the June 25 performance of Cirque du Soleil at Jack London
Square in Oakland. Just send in the coupon below!

Tickets available at all Admission outlets, or charge by phone:
Call 1-800-678-5440 or for outlet info call 1-888-FIND-Tix

Free Cable Car shuuiles depart every 15 minutes from BART's Oakland 12th Street
Station to Cirque du Soleil. Continuous Cable Car service begins 3 hours before and
runs 3 hours after every performance. Call 510-465-BART for complete schedule.

Enter me in the Cirque du Soleil contest!

Fill out this coupon and send it to: Cirque du Soleil Contest, P.O. Box 7156, SF, CA, 94103
For more information, please call 415.777.7120

Name

Address

City. State Zip
Phone Signature

No purchase necessary. Entries must be postmarked by May 6, 1997. Each ticket admits one person. Tickets are not redeemable for cash, Decisions of the
judges are final, Winners will be notified by phone. Anyone may enter except employees of The Chronicle, the SF Newspaper Agency, Cirque du
Soleil and their immediate familics. Multiple entries from individuals or the same address will be disqualificd.

I & San Francisco Chronicle

THE BAY AREA'S NEWSPAPER




BART preserves
frog and snake

STAFF WRITER

A ralnbow-colored snake .

and the bright red frog it likes
to eat will get their own wild-
life reserve on more than 200
acres of coastal meadowlands,
as part of the agreement to ex-
ltend BART to San Francisco
International Airport.

The San Mateo County
“ransportation District board
Jted unanimously last week

to loan BART $900,000 to buy
a reserve -for the endangered
San Francisco garter snake
and the threatened red-legged
frog, which live in the wet-
lands BART hopes to cross
with an elevated track to SFO.

The two species once plen-
tiful in San Mateo County now
face extinction because of
rampant development of the

San Wateo Counfy Times

Tuesday, May 20,1997

flat, grassy lands they lnhablt
There are only a few hundred
San Francisco garter snakes
left, state Fish and-Game offi-
cials estimate. -

The snake, which can grow

to four feet long and bears
red, black, green, turquoise
and light blue vertical stripes,
only lives in five areas of San
Mateo County, including 180
acres west of Bayshore
Freeway owned by SFO, and
about 220 -acres of - Steele
Ranch, part of Cascade Ranch
State Park south of Pescadero.

The red-legged frog, immor-

talized in Mark Twain's story .

“The Celebrated Jumping
Frog of Calaveras County,” is
a favorite meal for the garter

snake and also lives near SFO

and on Steele Ranch.

As part of the environ-

mental requirements imposed

by the state BART will also
time the track construction
through the SFO wetlands to
coincide with the -snake's
migratory habits, said Mi-
chael Tabault, chief of
Coast, Bay and Delta Endan-

gered Specles for the Cali- -

fornia Fish and Game
Department.

Contractors will work on el-
evated planks, so the snake
can slither from ponds to
creeks to dry holes as it
usually does with as little dis-
turbance as possible, he said.

The snakes won't be trans-
ferred to Steele Ranch be-
cause in past attempts to
move them, they've interbred

-with other garter snakes and

their own distinct markings
have disappeared.

- SamTrans will hold the title -

|Ranch
isin
Cascade
Ranch

S Santa
Cruz
County

ELIZABETH YEE—Staff

to the reserve as collateral for
the loan, said agency spokes-

woman ' Rita Haskins. The
loan is meant to tide BART
over until the federal govern-
ment approves funding for the
SFO extension. “I think it's
going to work out OK for the
snake,” Tabault said. “Obvi-
ously, we'd prefer to have on-
site mitigation, but I think this
will be OK in the long term."”

This is the first time BART
has bought a separate piece of
property to satisfy environ-
mental requirements,
spokesman Mike Healy said.
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Make BART-to-SFO a Reality

Editor — I am writing in support
of the RART extension to San Fran-
cisco Internatonal Airport and Mill-
brae. Itis disheartening to read about

ongoing maneuverings that threaten

to make a political issue out of what
is a critical need on the Peninsuls —
increazed mass transit. I want our
elected officials to know thatI am
one voter who desires that her voice
be heard.

Ibecame a fan of BART soon after
it began service on the Peninsula.
rode it from Daly City to the Civic
Center for 2 college intemship. I
learned firsthand how convenient,
comfortable and safe it was. It took
the stress out of my commute, a
commute I simply would not have
made had I needed to drive down-
town. Now, I regularly tike BART to
San Franciseo for shopping and en-
tertainment, etc, These activities
would not be possible for me if
BAP'.Tdid not exist, because I avoid
dna'mvl:gtothe city due to the stress of
o

Extending BART to the SFO Air-
portand beyond, I believe, will help
alleviate the terrible traffic conges-
tion we suffer on Highways 10] and
280, reduce air pollution, and give
increased accessibility to those of us
who wish to avail ourselves of public
transportation whenever possible.

L urge our elected representatives
to make the BART extension a reaji-
ty now!

DONNA CAMPI
Faster City

BART Subsidies

Editor - It was one of those
supremely irontc moments. ] had
biked to the new Dublin BART
station to'see it for myself. I knew
that the Dublin extension cost
over $300 million to construct and
will cost quite & bit to operate.

As] waited for my train to
leave, I read the article in yester-
day’s Chronicle about teenagers
lobbying for lower BART fares.
BART representatives steadfastly
held that they could notlower
fares for teenagers because of se-
vere revenue implications.

1 could not help but wonder if
they made the decision to extend
jnervlce to‘Dubg —its sta;lo;:b

ust a parking lot surrounded by
the freeway — based on these
same criteria. C

The fareé from Dublin to Bay
Fair was a measly $1.10 — not bad
for 14 miles of service. For refer-
ence, it costs about twice that -
much to go half the distance from
downtown Oskland to 8an Fran-
clisco,

For BART to claiin that it
can'trelax for teenagers be
cause it would inordinately de-
crease its revenue is at best disin-
genuous, Given how little BART
is charging in fares on the Dublin
line, it seems fair to ask: just who
is subsidizipg whom?

JOHNCOOK
Berkeley
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SamTrans
OKs cash
for BART

By Dan Seaver
STAFFWRITER -

SamTrans board mem-
bers voted unanimously
Wednesday to advance
$1.1 million a month to
cover the planning costs
for the BART extension to
San Francisco Interna-
tional Airport.

The money will come
from SamTrans' already-
committed $99 million
share for the $1.1 billion
project.

Because Congress has
delayed the federal govern-
ment’s $750 million por-
tion of the 8.1-mile
extension, the project is
short on cash.

Recently BART asked
SamTrans, which is the

sponsor of the extension
from Colma to Millbrae, to:

help cover local operating
costs until the federal gov-

ernment kicks in its share.

The . SamTrans board
-voted - Wednesday. -to do-

that, but they also will re-
quire that BART return

some of the up to $7.5 mil-

lion advance if Congress

doesn't approve the pro-

ject.

“We want this money
repaid if, as a last resort,
the project doesn't go for-.
ward,” said Sam'l‘rans di-.
rector Mike King. -

But opponents of the
project said that requiring

- BART to pay back half the

advance wasnt good
enough. .
“BART is broke, and'
they are panhandling,™
said" Jon- Twitchell, who
opposes the extension.
“BART was fiscally impru-
dent to hire and staff a"
project without having
money- to pay for it. And
SamTrans is foolish to bail -
them out.” : :
The SamTrans advance,_
approved unanimously,
will help BART pay rent
and salaries for more than "
100 staffers hired for the_'
alrport extensfon, - '
“The advance will termi-
nate if BART receives ei-
ther of the two federal
grants it has applied for.
And the advance will be
counted as part of the
SamTrans' $99 million
capped contribution, said
County supervisor Mike
Nevin, who serves on the
SamTrans board. _
“The point is' we are
only doing it on -an as-
needed basis and only if
BART guarantees us the
payback as well,” Nevin
said.



COST subverts

public interest

Editor:

One finally loses patience
"with the diatribes of Ms. Pam
Rianda, .who bills herself as
“thdirperson, Coalition for la
One-Stop Terminal (COST).

This group, financed by the
gambling casino king from San
Bruno, has d e voted
interminable hours. money and
space to subverting the public
interest. It ought to be exposed
for what it is, but because of its
covert private status, its
funding and morivations never
are exposed.

It ought to be stated once and

for all that COST is the cost.

taxpayers are asked to pay for
the failure of Dennis Sammut
of Artichoke Joe's in San Bruno
to get his way with respect to
the voter-approved extension of
BART on the Peninsula.

Sammut's motivation has
always been either to compel a
buyout by BART and any other
taxpayer supported entity
which he could snag for such
purpose or a taxpayer-paid
relocation that would further
his private business interest.

For years, he's been occupying
property of the San Francisco
Water Department for his
private parking. through the
auspices of San Bruno. Now, he
faces an accounting to all water
ratepayers who utilize Hetch-
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Hetchy water, including most of
the Peninsula, Bither he'll pay
fair market rental value, or he
won't be able to use public land
for his private parking. '

Rianda is one of those few
local officials who Sammmut and
his big city lawyers.are pleased
to use as local demagogues.
Although she lives in Belmont,
she regularly scolds elected city
council members in Millbrae
and San Bruno over, their
allegiance to the public interest.
She's pleased to ally herself
with the airlines, who have by
reason of the inordinate
congressional influence, been
able to extract millions of
dollars from local taxpayers for
such illogical policies requiring
one taxpayer-supported entity
to pay another taxpayer
supported entity rent for S0
years; to grant discounts to a
special breed of airline
employees; and to swear fealty
to the notion that airport
revenues. shouldn’t be used for’
construction of rapid transit on
airport property. * "

In her April. 23 letter to the
editor, she refers to “the matter
of EIR litigation against BART."

She doesn't reveal that the -

case is so questionable that the
plaintiffs didn't even seek a
preliminary injunction to
prevent further consummation
of the BART extension to SFO in
Millbrae,

Personally. I'm pleased that

the case will be tried on June
27, because, although one can
never predict the outcome of a
trial, I loag for the day that
‘taxpayers can recover attorneys
fees from Sammut, et al, who
have already expended in excess
of $1 million to stop the voter-
approved BART extension. I
would be malicious to suggest
that those attorneys’ fees also
be collected from Rianda and
her playmates, so I refrain from
doing so. After all. they
obviously delight in being the
objects of manipulation.
Quentin L. Kopp
State Sonator
{-South San Francisco)
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Alternatives to
commuting
Editor: 5,

Anyong:who must travel on
Bay Area freeways knows how
crowded they’re becoming. and
it's getting worse. No matter
where ‘you live, it takes longer
to get to work or to any other
destination. Gridlock is
common everywhere because
our roads were not designed 1o
carry so many cars. The answer
is to offer alternative ways to
travel,

A former East Bay, resident, 1

now live on the Penihsula and”

because,of the nature of my job,
I must drive alone each day. 1
know firsthand how awful the
traffic flow is and [ know how
badly we must do something to
change this. There is no instant
relief in sight. but we can take
steps now for the future.

!1.

1 believe extending BART to | -

Millbrae offers a viable solution
to reducing traffic congestion.
Further, by taking BART directly
into the airport, it will make it
easier than ever. before for
residents and visitors to get to
their flights.

Real estate costs force most of
us to live great distances from
where we work. We humans are
slow to change. No matter how
our politicians and planners
cajole us, we are used to driving
our cars. We are Joathe to give
them up. Sure, if you make
mass transit convenient and
easy to use, you'll encourage
more of us to hop on board. The
more transportation choices we
have. the more people will be
accommodated. No single type
of mass transit can serve
everyone,

Having the intermodal
gtation at Millbrae will bring
together BART and CalTrain for
the first time, allowing
commuters to easily transfer
from one to the other. Adding
SamTrans bus service to the mix
only makes it more attractive.
Bveryone will be better served
with this proposed connection.
The BART to SFO extension is a
high priority for local, state and
federal officials. It is an
important component of
regional transit and cannot be
lost.

To the men and women in
Washington who control the
purse strings. show me the
money! Let us get BART started
now. : ' _

‘Werren E. Hili
San Masteo
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Back to

drawing board
Editor:

Blame local politicians and
plannery — not Congress — for
any delays in getting BART to

SFOQ. Their $1.2 billion, 8.2-mile
monstrosity would cost about
$143 million per mile]

BART is now completing its
14.2-mile Dublin-Pleasanton
extension for about $517
million — under $37 million per
mile — and that included heavy
freeway and structural work not
needed with SFOX.

Why the huge cost difference
~ $143 million vetsus $37
million per mile — for two very
similar BART extensions? It's all
in the planning.

All that is needed (except
crossing under CalTrain and
over 101 into the airport) is to
restore tracks to that old
railroad grade, upgrade them to
BART standards. and build a
few grade separartions at
somewhere around $8 million
each. _

Congress is just doing its duty
of safeguarding the public
purse. It’s the locals who neced
to go back to the drawing
board.

Robert 8. Allen
BART Director, 1974-1988
LUivermore
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Defending United -

Editor: '

In ‘a recent letter, Mr. Beaty
castigates anyone and everyone
that is associated with the
provision of air travel including
United Airlines.

1 know a ljttle about United
Airlines because I've worked
there for some 31 years. Besides
providing employment for
thousands of pdopt®Mird
income for hundreds of
businesses that supply and

service its operations here,

United and its employees do g
tremendous amount for the
community,

Some of the programs and
projects we support include
PALCARE, Adopt-A-School, three
Bay Area Children’s hospitals,
the Make-a-Wish Foundation,
Junior Achievement, Summer
Jobs for Youth, the Champs
Foundation, Opportunities
Industrialization Center West,
the AIDS Foundation, Easter

-support and

Seals, Christmas in April,
Habitat for Humanity, ORBIS
{(flying hospital), Peninsula
Blood Bank and more.

- United's - employeeowners
serve on advisory committees
for San Jose State, CMS, CCSF
and San Francisco State. They
are your coaches, scout leaders,
Big Sisters and school board
members. Our CEO, Jerry
Greenwald, recently committed
to expanding our volunteer
employee mentors to more than
2,000 people. United will
reward these
people for sharing their time,
talents and expertise to help
educate America’s young
people.

“That, Mr. Beaty, is United
Airlines,

Calling people names didn't

-solve anything when I was a

kid, and it doesn’t solve

anything ‘today.

' : _Gary Ystes
’ San Mateo
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BART seeing heavy usage

Parking problems expected

By Kari Hulac
STAFF WRITER

High ridership on BART's new line
Monday and Tuesday- is good news
for congested freeways, but the num-
bers may foretell future parking
crunches.

Monday, the Dublin/Pleasanton ex-
tension’'s first commute day, rider-
ship was 9,972; Tuesday it jumped
to 10,722 — easily surpassing
BART's rough - “back-of-the-enve-

. lope” estimates of 6,-

000 to 7,000, said
Mike Healy, BART
spokesman.

“It's very respect-
able,” Healy said
Wednesday. One ride
is defined as
someone entering and exltmg the
BART system.

It's unknown exactly how many
cars are now off area interstates, but

Caltrans is doing a before-and-after
study, said Ray Ovaici, associate en-
gineer for thestate’s transportation
department.

He said ridership numbers of
10,000 a day will have a big effect on
crowded freeways.

“That should (result in) a reduc-
tion for some segments,” Ovaici said.
“It's going to be significant.”

However, don't be surprised to
still see heavy traffic on Interstate
580 near the Dublin/Pleasanton station.
Some of the benefits are likely to be
more visible on Highway 24, for ex-
ample, or west of the 580/680 inter-
change, he said.

Most of the riders went through the
Dublin/Pleasanton station. For example,
Tuesday that station's ridership was
7,784; the smaller Castro Valley sta-
tion's ridership was 2,938.

Parking lots at both stations are an es-
timated 80 to 85 percent full, Healy said.

The daily ridership is- expected to
more than double by 2005. The question
is: Where will all those people park?

BART doesn’t have any money right

now to add parking spaces and hasn't
begun any planning for it.

“We will be relying very heavily on
WHEELS and County Connection and
AC Transit,” Healy said, referring to area
bus services. “We're going to be pushing
for those connections.”

WHEELS, which shifted bus routes to
serve BART, is so far reporting a 20 per-
cent increase in daily ridership over last
year.

The bus service, which serves Pleas-
anton, Livermore and Dublin, reported
4,839 riders Monday and 5, 341 passen-
gers Tuesday.

About 600 of those riders each day
were headed to the Hacienda Business

Park in Pleasanton, WHEELS spokes-
woman Merrie DuFrene said.

Anecdotal evidence points to a strong
reverse commute, primarily into the
business park, where 14,000 people
work. ’

An estimated 40 percent to 50 percent
of those people are considered potential
BART riders, said James Paxson, gen-
eral manager of the Hacienda Owners’
Association.

Paxson took BART from Berkeley to
work Monday and said the train was
“pretty full” at 7 a.m.

“I know a lot of people are using the
service to'come into the park,” Paxson
said. “We've been promoting it heavily
with our tenants.”

Paxson said the association is giving
out WHEELS bus passes in record num-
bers and still is getting about 20 te: '30
requests for passes a day.

The passes allow riders to travel ;any—
where in the business park for free. -

County Connection, which serves. the
San Ramon Valley, served more people
Tuesday than Monday, fitting Wwith
BART's ridership increase.

Overall, there were 1,740 riders on
three routes Monday and 1,872 passen-
gers Tuesday.

“We are definitely showing a growth in
ridership in that corridor,” said .Bill
Churchill, County Connection senior
analyst. .
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BART won't foot the bill for transformer

FROM STAFF REPORTS

- DUBLIN — Replacing a trans-
former that exploded into
flames two days before BART's
‘Dublin/Pleasanton line opened
will cost about $200,000, a
BART official said Tuesday.

BART won't have to pay be-
cause the transformer is under
warranty, but it's not yet clear
who will cover the cost.

CPC Metco was responsible
for installing the transformer,
one of two at the station, but a
Korean company manufactured

~it.'It will take four to six weeks

for a replacement transformer
to arrive. '

The transformer breaks
down thousands of volts of
electricity. and feeds it to the
third rail, which runs the BART
trains. Only one transformer is
needed; the other acts as ‘a
backup.

Mike Healy, BART
spokesman, said BART's not
worried about not having a
backup transformer for the next
month or so. -

“We're fully confident in it,”
he said.

It's rare for a new trans-
former to fail, Healy said. The
cause remains unknown.

A CPC Metco official said the
explosion could have been
caused by problems unrelated
to the equipment. If the com-
pany is found to be responsible,
it will pay, he said.

The explosion and fire oc-

" curred last Wednesday around

7 p.m. It temporarily halted
BART's train testing, but no one
was injured. ' i
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Air station runway serves
-as wind tunnel

&

Cheaper aerodynamic
tests for high-speed cars

By Laura Counts
STAFF WRITER

ALAMEDA — An idle runway at the
former Alameda Naval Air Station was
dusted off Wednesday by a high-speed
race car.

The car’s big wheels kicked up clouds
of dust as it zoomed down the east-west
runway, followed — at a much slower
speed — by an assortment of electric
cars. ' :

The vehicles were being used to cali-
brate the runway for aerodynamic tests,
which the CALSTART alternative trans-
portation consortium hopes to begin
doing regularly.

“Usually companies during R&D (re-
search and development) would use a
wind tunnel to test aerodynamics,” said
John Huetter, director® of CALSTART's
Project Hatchery at Alameda Point. “This
would be a fraction of the cost.”

The Navy has given CALSTART tem-
porary permission to use the 7,200-foot
runway. Its flatness makes it ideally
suited to the testing, Huetter said. It also
has the side benefit of a panoramic view
of San Francisco and the Bay Bridge,
which provide a stunning background to
the testing,

The runway. is being used because it is
well away from the least tern nesting
area, Huetter said. The terns, which nest
by the runway where fighter jets used to
land, will not likely be disturbed by qui-
etly humming electric vehicles.

Huetter saild he hopes companies
working on clean vehicle technologies
will sign up for test runs to measure
their aerodynamics. Altamont Technolo-
gies, one of the startups in the

. The Model Z looks something

CALSTART consortium, came- up with
the idea and organized the runs yes-
terday. Charging for the tests would help
the nonprofit CALSTART pay for oper-
ating costs, Huetter said.

Altamont is working on ways to make
trucks more energy efficient, including
making lightweight composite trailers
that would cut fuel costs, said chief engi-
neer John Hulls. Testing at Alameda
Point could be a big help for the in-

- dustry, he said.

“The problem for them is- evaluating

‘how changes in design, weights and fuels

will affect their costs,” Hulls said. “They
could comeé out here and test and find
out how much they would save with dif-
ferent changes.”

The race car, a Formula Atlantic
owned by World Speed Motor Sports,

‘was brought in to calibrate the track. Its

aerodynamics are already known, so
those -measurements could be used to
develop the testing protocol, Hulls said.

Driver Chuck West took the car
through several “coast-down” tests, ac-
celerating to 150 mph and then letting
the car coast. A lap-top computer
hooked up to the car’s frame was mea-
suring drag and how much the wind
pressure pushed down the frame. _

Then a small PIVCO City Bee electric
car made the test run with a fifth wheel '
rigged to its side for measurements. The
cars, made by a Norweglan company and
used in an experimental commuter pro-
gram with BART, look more like toys
than modes of transportation. They can
get up to 65 mph — not much competi-

-tion for the race car, but quick enough

for the freeway.

Also tested was a sporty electric pro-
totype made by Zebra Motors of Novato.
like a
Miata, and could-go on sale by the end of
the year, according to vice president Jeff
Gile. An electric Porsche 914 racing car
also made a few runs. '
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Oakland

Special BART trains
for Bay-to-Breakers

BART will run Special trains for
Sunday’s Bay-to-Breakers race in
San Francisco.

“Early morning service will run
from all stations starting at 6 a.m.
with trains arriving every 15-20 min-
utes until 8 a.m. when the regular
Sunday service starts.

Stations will open about 5:15 a.m.

To prevent overload on escalators -
and elevators at the Embarcadero
station, some passengers will be
asked to disembark at Montgomery
station. Both stations are close to the
starting point of the race at Howard

- and Beale streets.

BART officials will sell tickets
from tables at the Colma, Fremont,
Rockridge, El Cerrito Del Norte,
Pleasant Hill and Dublin-Pleasanton
stations-before and after the race.

Bicycles will be permitted on reg-
ularly scheduled trains only after 8

a.m. For more information, call
BART at 465-2278.

— Times staff



“TRANSPORTATION

Group pushes
controversial
- ballot measure

BY JOHNNY BRANNON
Staff Editor

"Some Millbrae residents
opposed to the Bay Area Rapid
Transit system's intention to
build a huge new BART station
in the city have launched a con-
troversial new effort to derail
the plan at the voting booth.

Joseph Caimotto and Thomas
Williams hope to convince at
least 1,100 other Millbrae resi-
dents to sign petitions qualify-
ing the “Millbrae Mass
Iransportation Facility Control
Act of 1997” for the November
ballot. The measure would
amend the city's municipal
code and require any new mass
transit facilities in the city to be
smaller than 3,000-square feet,
less than 30-feet high, and have
no’ more than 250 parking
spaces.

Some say the move is all but
futile -~ but could have serious
negative consequences for the
city.

BART's plans for Millbrae — a
165,00-square-foot station with
3,000 parking spaces — far
exceed the initiative's specifica-
tions, but the measure would
not automatically stop the pro-

ject even if passed, according to

City Manager Jim Erickson and
BART officials.
“Our legal conclusion is that

this would have no impact on-

what BART or SamTrans (a part-

er in the project) propose to
do,” said Erickson. “Those agen-
cies are immune from local
zoning, period.”

. “Millbrae Residents
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Wednesday, May 14,1997

New move to derail BART

Recady to fight

Caimotto said he doesn't buy
that conclusion and that the ini-
tiative's backers — which he said
now number about 350 and are
tentatively calling themselvés
Against
BART" — are prepared to duke it

out in court if the initiative pass- §&

es and BART still tries to press
ahead with its plans.
“We feel we'd beat it,” he said.
If the group takes the matter
to court and loses, however, the

initiative could still seriously o
impact Millbrae's traffic flow,

said Erickson.

A mitigation plan worked out
between the city and BART calls
for the rapid transit system to
help fund the construction of
an 800-space garage on the west
side of the existing CalTrain
tracks.

The parking would be accessi-

- ble from El Camino Real, and is

designed to lessen the traffic
impact on Millbrae Avenue,
where vehicles would access the
rest of the station's parking on
the east side of the tracks, said
Erickson.

Garage jeopardized

The $5.1 million BART has
agreed to fork over for the west
side parking is a mitigation
measure demanded by the city,
but the garage is not a manda-
tory part of the BART extension
projectitself. The garage would
be built by the city, not BART,
and therefore does not super-
sede local zoning and would be
ruled out by the ballot mea-
sure's passage, he said, result-
ing in hundreds of additional
cars clogging Millbrae Avenue.

Caimotto and other opponents
of the station, however, say they
wish to avoid additional traffic

on Millbrae Avenue altogether
by getting the whole station
plan dumped. Creatihg parking
for 3,000 cars there would be a
disaster for Millbrae no matter

how it's configured, they say,
because it will obviously be used
mainly by commuters from out-
side the city who would flood in
and out of town each morning
and evening. A '

If passed, the ballot measure
could be used to further that
agenda. '

It could, for instance, be used
to demonstrate to Congress
that BART's plan lacks local
support, thereby jeopardizing
the $750 million in federal
transportation funds the whole
$1.2 billion BART extension

. project — which also includes

new stations in South San
Francisco, San Bruno, and the
airport — is contingent upon.
The appropriation has been
stalled for more than three
months by  congressional
wrangling - with lobbyists on
both sides of the issue.
Caimotto stressed that his
group is not out to derail the
project’s funding, and that he

SUSAN GARRISON/ SUN
Side track? Will a new ballot measure drive stop BART in its tracks? Some Millbrae residents hope so.

support’s BART’s extension into
the airport. He just doesn’t
want BART - coming into
Millbrae, he said. .

“We're not trying to stall the
money,” he said. “The money is
for BART to the airport only.
They shouldn’t spend millions
more to go to Millbrae.”

It remains unclear what
effect the Millbrae measure
could have if BART's funding is
approved and the project gets
underway before the measure
could be put before voters in
November.

At press time, Millbrae’s city
gove'_rnment had approved a
summary of the proposed
ballot measure, which will
appear on petitions, but no
petitions had yet been
circulated. The  measure's
backers must first publish a
legal notice of the measure in a
local newspaper, then have 180
days to collect the 1,100
signatures.
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Model of SB BART station

unveiled

- TRANSPORTATION
Actual

construction
still on hold

BY SHERI BAKER RICKMAN
Staff Reporter

Even though the 8.7 mile, $1.2
billion extension of Bay Area
Rapid Transit tracks to San
Francisco Airport and beyond is
on hold indefinitely, another
step to finalize plans for the pro-
posed. San Bruno Station was
taken by the city and BART.

A total of four new stations are
planned, but unlike proposed

. stations for South San Francisco,

Millbrae and SFO, San Bruno’s
station will already be surround-
ed by retail development.

A threedimensional model of
the BART station and other pro-
posed changes for San Bruno’s
Tanforan Shopping Center was
recently on display at City Hall
to allow residents a bird’s-eye-
view of the 6.4 acre conceptual
plan. '

The model was recently moved
back to the BART to SFO
Extension Headquarters in
Millbrae for finishing touches,
said George Foscardo, San
Bruno’s Department of Planning
and Building director.

He added that the proposed sta-
tion’s location will help retail
development in the area.

Foscardo said Daly City was still
waiting for businesses to move
near its BART station, whereas
Tanforan is already attracting
new businesses to the mall.

The new station will have a
“barrel vault” design at its

" street-level entrance. In addi-

tion, a four-level, 1,000-space
BART garage will be placed adja-
cent to the existing Target store
and BART tracks will be under-
ground.

City officials originally wanted
the station to have skylights and
huge windows to allow for nat-
ural lighting but Foscardo said,
“BART doesn’t do windows...”

Offstreet bus bays will be built;

for SamTrans, a new plaza
between the station and mall

will be added, and a joint

BART-San Bruno police station
will also be built.

Huntington Avenue will also
be moved eastward onto
abandoned rail tracks in that
area.

However, until BART receives
its requested $750 million from
the F ederal T ransit
Administration, building the
project will remain on hold.

“They don't know if they are
going to get a full funding
agreement or get the money in
installments,” said - Foscardo,
who added that BART has
recently had to “streamline” its
operation.

Mayor Ed Simon noted that
because of delays with federal
funding, the project may not be
completed until he is “old and
gray,” but he added that the city
was pleased with its planned

station.

“[The station] looks like the
old Tanforan Park Racetrack,”
said Simon, who added that
residents protested original
BART plans that would have
replaced several Fifth Addition
neighborhood homes with the
new station.

Another reason San Bruno
first opposed BART was because

officials thought the city would
be the end of the line.

“We didn't want to be the end
of the line because of the

‘tremendous traffic impacts,”

said Simon, who noted that
people driving on freeways

usually park at the end of the
line station to ride BART.

Presently, Colma is home to
the end of the line station on
the peninsula.



-GBST's‘ facts skewetl

Editor:

Pam Rianda and her cohorts
at COST have little to show for
their unrelenting attacks on
the BART extension to SFO. In
spite .of their whining
protestations, all local policy
review bodies have -given
approval to the project. BART
now awaits approval of the full
funding . agreement from
Congress. The Federal Transit
Administration has written to
Congress recommending
approval of ‘the  BART
appropriation. All of the Bay
Area’s congressional delegation
and our two ‘senators are
outspoken . advocates of  the
project. Award of the - Full
Funding Grant Agreement is
expected anyday. o

Ms. Rianda was elected as a

councilmember to govern the:
affairs of the City of Belmont. I

presume she is well versed on
Belmont issues, of which there
appear to be many. Ms. Rianda’s
recent comments in- the San
Mateo Times and the Millbrae
Sun would lead readers to

believe she is also well versed in

matters pertaining to planning,
zoning and traffic in the City of
Millbrae. ‘She - professes
knowledge of the views and
‘concerns  of - the citizen of
Millbrae. .

Ms. Rianda states there will

be gridlock on:Millbrae Avenue -

from the . proposed BART
station,‘ based on her assertion
of gridlock during construction

of the new Millbrae -Avenue.

overpass. If Ms. Rianda would
‘have done her homework, she
would know that there was no
gridlock, nor any serious traffic
problems resulting - from the
overpass construction project.

MILLBRAE-SAN BRUNO SUN
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Ms. Rianda claims an eight-

story parking garage would be.
constructed. at the
station,
Millbrae policy makers are
ignoring
parking problems which will
come
structure. - Ms
. demonstrates she has not done
her homework. If she had, she
would know- that the planned
parking structure would be
four, not eight,
would accommodate 2,200 cars,
not 3,000. She would have also
found out that the Millbrae
City Council has'developed an
effective station ‘area traffic
circulation' plan, minimizing -
Millbrae Avenue traffic,  and
assuring it will not overflow
into Millbrae neighborhoods.

BART

and  implies that

“the traffic and

with . the parking
.Rianda' again

stories, and

Ms. Rianda criticizes the plan

for an El Camino Real parking
‘structure across the tracks from
the station, not reahzlng that
this i
eliminate hundreds of Millbrae
Avenue vehicle trips by BART

" station patrons who will be able
to access the station without
the necessity of using Millbrae
Avenue.

second structure - will

I have lived in the c1ty of

Mlllbrae for many years and
" now .serve as its mayor. I am
confident that I know far more
about. this community and its
residents than Ms. Rianda ever
will.
suggest
pressing
Leave Millbrae to the people.
who live here. '

In the future, I would
that she focus on
issues in Belmont.-

Danlel F. Quigg
' Mayor
City of Millbrae

BART extension
makes no _SBIISB

Editor:

It makes. no sense, right? I
mean a form of transit that
would: 1) increase traffic’ and
air pollution -on US. 101 and
local streets; 2) not even dent
daily backups. on 1-280; 3)
discourage use by SFO air
travelers; 4) defeat the aim of

getting people out of cars; 5):

require so much federal
funding it would hike odds
against -any for bigger, better
goals, e.g., high-speed regional
rail to- the valley and Monterey
Bay. :

‘What transit shoe fits such a .

foot-in-the-mouth? BART's

1

poorly conceived SFQ-Millbrae-

extension, beyond - argument:
The = outcomes cited are

verifiable by anyone willing to~

" do some homework and ask:
~ objective questions

In ‘my'
those who cry,

“Let’s get on with BART ‘have

experience,

.done nelther ,

Sound transit we need.. Not a

BART - festooned ‘ with
misinformation and politics.

James W. Kelly

San Bruno
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BART asks SamTrans
for advance funding

By Dan Seaver
STAFF WRITER

With federal funding for the
BART extension to San Fran-
cisco International Airport still
uncertain, BART wants Sam-
Trans to start paying $1.1 mil-
lfon a month to keep the
extension project allve.

The money would not in-
crease SamTrans' $99 million
share for the extension,
according to SamTrans officlals.

But if SamTrans approves
. «e advance, BART will be able
to pay renl and salaries for
more than 100 engineers, plan-
ners, consultants, public rela-
tions staf{ and real estate
dealers hired to bring BART 8.)
miles south to SFO and-Mill-
brae.

Opponents to
the BART exten-
sion sald the re-
quest showed
that the exten-
sfon was {n
trouble.

“This 13 what
we have been
saying: BART is
already starting

to spend money they haven't
got." Burlk e Councilman
Mike Spinelli said. “What hap-
pens if Congress doesn't ap-
prove the project? Does
SamTrans get their money
back?”

The proposed agreement be-
tween BART and SamTrans
does not stipulate if SamTrans

could recover its advance if the
project ultimately falls to get
federal funding.

_ More than a year after BART

officlals predicted they would
break ground on the profect,
copstruction is on hold and
Congress still hasn't approved
the $750 million needed.

Given the delay, SamTrans
board members say they will
likely vote Wednesday to spend
up to 7.5 miillon in the next
six months to help BART until
Congress gives the project the
green light.

“The alternmative is to put
things on hold, fire the staff (at
the Millbrae extension bhead-
quarters) and hope something
bappens in Washington,* said
SamTrans Director Tom
Huening. also a county super-
visor.

"“Then we would have to
rebutld .the staff and that could
set the profect back a year or
two,” he said.

Huening conceded that Sam-
Trans, which {s joining with
BART to bring service to San
Mateo County, had expected the
government to approve the
project by this time.

Advancing the money to
BART would not be “a setback.
but a change in the game plan
to accommodate what Is not
happening in D.C.," he said.

Huening said the BART ex-
tension hadn't gotten money
from Congress because people
such as Spinell had tred to
hold it up.

“Because of the anti-team ef-
fort of . . . special interests who
have lobbied against this, we
nced to advance local funds to
keep this project moving”
Huening said.

The deal is limited to
$7.5 million, enough money to
hold the project over until Oct.
1, when Congress decides on fts
transit spending for the current
fiscal year budget.

As BART and SamTrans ma-
neuver to keep project in a
holding pattern, SFO officials
are left in a bind.

Even though the alrport
began construction of its new
international terminal more
than a year ago, SFO designers
still don't know whether BART
will have the money to make {i
to the afrport.

The new terminal {s designed
to include the BART statfon anc
SFO officlals said they will con
tinue to leave space for it a:
they continue construction.

“We are moving forward on
our project while doing every
thing we can to bring BART int
the airport,” satd Lisbet Eng
berg, an SFO spokeswoman.
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Bill would bury
Colma gaming

By Tyler Cunningham

STAFF WRIER

COLMA -— Gravestones and
gambling don’t mix. according
to Assemblyman Lou Papan,
who has introduced legislation
that would outlaw the half-bufit

Lucky Chances card room here.

The bill would forbid card
rooms from being built within
1.500 feet of a cemelery, and
would revoke the registration of
any card club currently oper-
aing within that range. Lucky
Chances borders several ceme-
teries and Papan, D-Mlllbrae,
said he believes It is the only
card room that would be af-
fected by the legislation.

The legislation comes in re-
sponse (o letters from several
local cemetery owmners who
argue that the traffic, noise,
lighting and social atmosphere
surrounding card clubs would

impinge on the contemplattve
atmosphere appropriate for ce-
meterfes, Papan said. .

“The two are incompatible,
to put it mildly." he said.
“People with loved ones buried
there consider it to be a sacred
place,”

The bill has angered both the
owners of Lucky Chances,
which was approved twice by
voters. and members of the
Town Council, who look for-
ward to the tax revenue and
jobs the club will bring,

“It's a little late in the
process to be doing this,” said
Michael Franchetti, a lawyer for
Lucky Chances. “We have
people who've already spent
mlillions of dollars on this pro-
ject,”

Franchettt sald the card
room won't cause problems for

)

neighboring cemeteries because people
visit card rooms at night and cemete-
ries during the day. He also said Lucky
Chances, which began construction in
January, was designed with trees and
shrubs around the perimeter, to mint-
mize any effect on neighbors. ‘

Franchetti argues that the city also
would be hurt by the proposed legisla-
tion. The city would lose tax revenue
from the card room and somne 600 jobs
ft was to provide,

Town Councilman Dennis Fisicaro
agrees that the bill could harm the

.town, He believes Papan is responding

to requests from Don Sinith and Tom
Atwood. two men who once proposed a
similar card club, the Cypress Club.
The Town Council voted against that
proposal in favor of Lucky Chances.

The Cypress Club would have been
bullt in the clubhouse of the Cypress
Hills Golf Course. It was unclear
whether that site would fall within 1.-
500 feet of a cemetery.

Smith said he is a personal friend of
Papan. but said he didn't contact the
legislator regarding the bill. Smith said
he has no Interest in pursuing another
card room.

“We lost the election and it's the fur-
thest thing from my mind.” he said.

Atwood, president of the land com-
pany Cypress Abbey, contributed $500
to Papan's campalgn last November.'
He could not be reached for cormment.
The Greek Orthodox Memorial Park,
one of the cemeteries requesting ac-
tion. contributed $400. But both those
figures are small compared to the ap-
proximately $400,000 Papan raised
during that campaign.
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SFO roars to seventh amongbusiest

Critics frown on
noisy progress

By O Seaver
STAFF WRITER

Driven by an 8.2 percent increase in
pas traffic, San Francisco Inter-
national Atrport has jumped past Ger-
many's Frankfurt International Airport
to become the world’s seventh busiest.

Prel 1986 rankings ahow
SFO — with 39.2 million passengers -
follows Chicago. Atanta, Dallas/Fort
Worth, Los Angeles, London and Tokyo
{n passenger traflic,

And among the top ten airports.
only Atlanta ~ with a 9.7 percent in-
crease — grew faster than SFO last
year.

"Ouy growth reficcts the strength of
the San Francisco Bay Area economy.
and our popularity as & tourist destina-
Yon,” sald SFO director John Martin.
The steady jumps (n both overall and

‘seas traflic Justifics the airport's

son to bulld a new international
wiminal, siated to open tn 2000. he
said.

“This shows we are putu.n.g facilittes
where they are most needed.

Mare miean mare tickets,
more tourists and more taxes, all good
things. say some Bay Area officials.

But many ont The Peninsuls worry
that a busier alrport 18 a louder air-

port. un values and
the quality of that draws people
and planes to the Bay Arca.

“Noire {3 an increasing problem,
and the airport hasn't even cormpleted
the jon which will further in-
crease traffic.” samd Foster City Mayor
Efleen Larsan.

Not true, say airport offictals.

Even as the nutnber of pas e
has jumped by 8 percent in the last
year, the number of takeoffs and land-
inga increased just 0.B percent,
according to the Oeneva-bssed Alr-
ports Council International. which
keeps data on air traffic.

SFO officlals say they are increasing
passcngers, not planea.

“Afrlines are nytni the same
numbser of flights, using bigger aircraft
and filling them with more people.

sald SFO spokesman Ron Wilsan, SFO
bandled an average of 1,180 planes a
day last year, well below the average of
1,400 a day from 1988, Wilson sa:g

Other Bay Ares airparts finished
well behind SFO for passenger wraffic.

8an Jose, which handled 10 million

ruer@n ranks as the world's 73rd
uslest, and Oakiand. with 9.7 million
ranked 75th.

At the game time, Oakland 13 the
world's 8th busiest for traffic. with
488.344 takeofls and landings as com-

with San Francisco. ranked
Oth, with €27.498 operations.
SFO i3 San Mateo County's largest

employer and taxpayer. paying close to
“Xb million in - property :%d sales

An eatimated 20,000 Counny resi-
dents work for the 72 atrlines. airpon
contractors and the atrfleld 1iself.

Given the atrport’s role as an eco-
somic engine for the regon, critces of
Jet notse say they are not trying to shut
SFO down.

But many reaidents of South County
and Baystde cides want incomineg
:l:lnee to approach the airport over

er.

“The alrport has shifted noise from

over the Bay where 1t once scared figh,
but didn't do damage to anyone else.”
satd Foater City Mayor Larson.

“If they can stop fiying over the
middle af our cities, they can fly a
night and we would be happy.”

Tutod

Cocoenyers

fAirpont Goouthon:)
1.Chicago 69.1
2.Adanta 83
3.Dallag/Fr Worth 580
4 Los Angelas 8§19
5.London 86.0
6. Tokyo 466
2.SanFranclscd 382
8.Frankfurt 387
9. Saoul 317
10. Miami 35

B Airport
rankings

Yo vhin

fions

b 0

28
97
27
15
29
5

15

123
08

e §

Source: Airports Countit internations!

-
Sraf



San Mateo County Times

Wednesday, May 7,1997

Burlingame
councilman
won’t return

By Diane Sussman
STAFF WRITER

BURLINGAME — Come No-
vember, a familiar name will be
absent from the Burlingame
ballot: Bud Harrison.

The three-time mayor and
12-year councilman announced
his decision not to run again at
the Monday night meeting.

"I think it's going to be a big
loss,” sald former rmayor Vic
Mangini.

Harrison's involvement in
local politics goes back to 1966.
when he served on The County
Board of Supervisors. He served
his first term on the Burlingame
City Council in 1874 and was
defeated in 1978. “Yes, it hap-
pened,” he said.

Not one to be idle, he spent
the next 11 years serving on a
varlety of panels, including the
planning and clvil service com-
missions and the Hbrary baard.

The former Burlingame High
School civics teacher is known
for being pro-business and a

Harrison

staunch supporter of the First
Amendment. “Not just the First
Amendment,” be said. "I go for
the whole Bill of Rights.”

Indeed. Harrison prides him-
self on having taught thosc
rights to more than 15,000 of
the area’s students. “In 33
years, probably most of the kids
in this town learned about gov-
ernment from me,” he said,
Harrison made a point of
sending every one of his stu-
dents to a City Council meeting.

Harrtson 1is equally well
known for his loquacity. “I'm
always the first one to say some-
thing about everything,” he ad-

‘mits.

Harrison decided to step
down. he said, because iis
time.

“It's a lot of service,” he said.
“We don't live in a static world
or community. We need new di-
rection from those who see
things in a different light.”



Reality check on
‘BART to the Alrport’

Editor:

It's time for everyone,
especially San  Francisco
residents, to conduct a reality
check on the socalled BART to
the Airport project.

In 1994, San Francisco voters
passed Proposition I, voting for
BART directly into the Airport
with the proviso that ho
General Funds would be used...

What we have now is BART to
Millbrae/Burlingame, with the
majority of service directed
away from San Francisco
International Airport into
Millbrae, and with SFIA
obligated to come up with $200
million to service their portion
of the BART bond issue. The
lion’s share of those funds will
be concession income; SFIA is
supposed to be remitting a
substantial percentage of those
same concession dollars to the
General Fund. The City may be
losing millions over the life of
the bonds.

MILLBRAE-SAN BRUNO SUN
Wednesday, May 7,1997

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

What started out as simply
BART to the Airport is now split
into two separate lines, with
the track to SFIA being
designated as a “spur line” in
communications to Congress.
The fact is, less than 50 percent of
BART trains are scheduled to go
into SFIA, During a.m. and p.m.
peak periods, two out of every
three trains will go to Millbrae,
not the Airport; and on Sunday
evening. the Airport’'s peak
period, there will be a BART
train every 4060 minutes!
BART, under the banner of
“BART to the Airport,” is
diverting essential Airport service
to Millbrae to suit its own
ambitions of “ringing the Bay.”

Were you aware that SFIA
already has the highest
percentage of tramsit use by air
wravelers of all the airports in
America? BART doesn't tell
people that, The fact is. once
BART is in place, they will
make no dent in ayto use or
Super Shuttle use, and what
few passengers they will -pick
up will simply be pirated from
SFO Airporter.

And, all this at the cost of §1.2
billion in public money. It is
ludicrous to spend billions in
public tax funds to support
BART's endless ambitions, when
up to $250 million is for a

needless extension 1o
Millbrae/Burlingame. rather
than providing the San

Francisco International Airport
service that voters of San
Francisco were promised.
.. Ongfinal thoypht: When the
Airport’s '$2.4 billion expansion
was bid out, it became a $2.8
billion project overnight. What
happens when BART comes in
$200 million over? The federal
contributions will be capped:
the state and San Mateo County
contributions will be capped.
That leaves ... San Francisco to
pay for the overruns.
Pam Rianda
Chalr, Coaslition for a One-
- Stop Terminal
Burlingame
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BART to airport
long overdue

I AM a Pactflca resident and
would like you to know what a
convenience it would be to be
able to take RART via SamTrans
connection directly to the airport.

Each year, the traffic gets
worse and parking more difficult
and expensive,

It {s my hope that our elected
government officlals can see the
benefits of reduced traffic, im-
proved air quality and increased
peace of mind for the residents of
Sap Mateo County and support
efforts to bring BART directly to
the atrport, which is long

overdue,
Bob Carison
Pacifica
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Millorae may benefit
from SFO expansmn

" FROM STAFF REPORTS

MILLBRAE — The expansion of San Francisco In-
ternational Airport could end up reducing traffic —
especially for Millbrae residents who want to avoid
Highway 101 into the airport.

As part of the $6.4 mllhon renovation of the Mil-
Ibrae Avenue freeway overpass scheduled to begin in
August, SFO will pitch in $2.1 million to also pay for .
improvements to the frontage road.

That street, which runs between Millbrae Avenue
and the airport east of the freeway, will be expanded
and improved to ease traffic into the airport. :

Millbrae Public Works Director Lou Sandrini said
that new signals at the interchange and new road
‘signs will make the frontage road easier to use for
those trying to avoid Highway 101. “This will make it
a lot easier to get to the airport,” Sandrini said.

The redesign of the interchange is part of a plan to
ease the anticipated ‘congestion from the more than
500 additional cars expected to-be drawn to the area
each day by the planned BART and CalTrain station.

Millbrae, The County, BART and SFO are all ex-
pected to contribute to the final project, although its
design and final price tag hasnt been determined.

r
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Millbrae
polishes
its im (5
By Diane Sussiman

STAFF WRITER

For years, lifciong Millbrae resident Joanne El-
Gohary went to San Francisco or Burlingame to
do her “cool” shopping, :

"Downtoun Milibrar stores were so depres-
oing.” she sald. “The dirty, dusty. dry, faded
cardboard signs. The fake flowers with dust all
over Lhem. The flles in the windows.”

And no way would her kids go to Starbuck'’s in
Millbrae. “They go to the Starbuck's in Bur-
ltngame.” she said. “They think Millbrae 1s 30

boring.”
Millbrae city offictals are well aware of thelr

lown's Image problem. and for the past four:

years have been working to change things.

Most of the changes have taken place at Mil-
tbrée_Square. an area that Includes Broadway
and El Camino Real between Taylor Boulevard
end Meadow Glen Avenue and is home to Mer-
vyi's, Walgreens and Salcway.

The city has cflmled new palm trees along
Broadway. added planter boxes, paiched and
bricked-in the sidewalks, steam-cleancd the
streets, added 50 par spaces and jpstituted a
sign ordinance. Stil to come are new black stecl
trash contalners, newspaper racks, landscaping
and business guide kiosks.

Although the program dates back to 1993,
when the clty expericnced 8 huge decline in its

sales (ax revenues. the city stepped up tts efforts:
alter a recent sludy found that residenta wantéd:

more varicty in downtown shops and restaurants,

The 844,000 study, by Hyatt Palma consulting
firm of Alexandria, Va., has helped the city shape
Its downtowm tmpravements.

‘Along the main part of
Broadway, trendy busincsscs
.like Starbuck's and Buddy'a Ba-
gels have nudged in beside the
pawn shap and Red Wing shoes.
The area also galned a new
bridal store, antique store and
ElectroZone, a computer-time
rental store offering the latest in
.computers and software.

ElectroZone is owned by El-
:Cohary and her partner; Rod
‘Prince. El-Gohary admits the
‘couple felt better about locating.
‘their business in Milibrac after
-seeing some of the changes.
-“Millbrae definitely looks better
for new buginesses,” she sald.
“People arc fMnally staring to
come here from other towns.

May 5,1997

——————— .
——

¢ The city deterior-

aled slowly. We're not
going to be able to change
the whole thing avernighs

Dan Qulgg
Mitbraa mayor

b

. Even more new businesses
are on their way: Office Depot is
‘moving into the apace vacated
:by Bell Market and Quality
Stuites s butlding a new hotel on
"El Camino Real that 1s expected
o pump an addilional
:3500,000 a yeay (n hotel tax rev-
-¥nucs into the city.

= Old businesses arc getting
-Jace lifts, thanks to the Redevel-
“‘opment Agency's Storefront Im-
provement Program. The
program gives [rec design and
architectural assistance to any
owner who wants.to revamp his
or her store, and pays half the
cost of renovation. :

The city loves to point to the
300 block of El Camnino Real as
evidence of the program's suc-
Ccess,

“You want to sce ¢ .
look at La Collina restaurant,”
sald community development
director Ralph Petty. “Before, it
was a dark, musty Basque res-
taurant. Nt?}ﬂ'a»-'n light; attréc- !
tve italiaf febtaurant.”

“It's modemn.” sald El-Go-
hary. “There arc tablecloths on
the table. It's light and
cheerful,”

Two doors down, Fiddler's
Green (mproved 1ts facade with
creeping fig, maroon-and-green
flags. new paint and a design
that makes it look like a bona
fide Irish pub. Even I.C. Fire, a
store that sclis fire suppression
and safety devices, sports a bold
blgc-yellow—and-orange paint
job.

Much of the lntl;rest th
¢ “ia -prompted- by BART,
ol i

lion station in Millbrae thtl.zlglo
‘will provide sccess to

An -estimatad. 20,000 ,
on, and city ofBy b ory.

eral ol .~
discover dowmtown Millbrae.

Millbree mayor Dan Quigs
said he knows the changes are
ha an effect because “more
people are ‘I‘I‘::ng troubl;
finding a par Bpace. an
that}:udmt we wapt.”

“Crossing the street
Broadway has become
grrous,” joked Petty.

gy "ot Commerce Exec-
utive Directot Meg Jackson said
she has no data. but she fGnds
all the evidence she necds when
she to lunch. “It's fust
busier,” she said. "More people
are out.”

Perhaps the most compelling
evidence that the chanﬁ: are
working 18 the bottom line. In
the past four years, sales tax
revenues have risen 30 percent,
from 81.51 million to
81.94 million.

The work, however. (s far
from dane. “The city deterio-
rated slowly,” said Quigs,
“We're not going to be able to
change e whale thing over-

alght”

on
dan-



@ei-Palley Herald

Friday, May 2,1997

Pleasanton gains BART service — at Concord’s

expense

By Kari Hulac
STAFF WRITER

BART riders from the Fremont and

North Cencord-Martinez stations may be

squeezed starting Monday as BART be- .

gins shifung trains to the new Dublin-
Pleasanton line.

BART is pulling two five-car trains
that carried passengers directly from the
North Concord-Martinez station to the
South Hayward station and back during
morning and evening commute hours.

A 10-car train is being pulled from the
Fremont line, and other Fremont trains
will be shortened from 10 to eight cars.
Each car can seat 72 people, and some
riders stand, as well.

The cars are being dispersed to the
Dublin-Pleasanton line and throughout
the BART system, said Ron Rodriguez,
BART spokesman “The ridership didn’t

justify it,” Rodriguez said, explaining the
decision to end the direct service from
Central Contra Costa County to
Southern Alameda County.

. That service was provided under a
two-year agreement BART had witn Cal-
trans to alleviate congestion on the Inter-
state 680-Highway 24 interchange.

BART needed to scrape together 63

cars so it could send a train every 15-
minutes from Dublin-Pleasanton to Daly .

City. Nine, seven-car trains will serve the

extension, which is set to open May 10. .

Some of the cars will come from BART’s
reserve fleet.

Clarance Fisher, a longtime BART
rider and Oakland computer system
analyst, said BART is “robbing Peter to
pay Paul.”

“They're robbing two cars from
this train and that train to make a

-.new train,” Fisher said. “While it's

.good for this new service, you're rob-
‘bing from people who are already
" used to longer trains.”

Rodriguez said il's a matter of

“shopping for a train.”

All the trains no longer come from
cone point so some trains may be
rmore or less crowded than others.

For example, the trains from Fre-

mont pick up riders at four stations
before reaching Bay Fair, where they
will be joined by trains from Dublin-
Pleasanton.
Those valley trains only will have to
-pick up people at two stops before
Bay Fair. That should alleviate some

- of the crunch, Rodriguez said.

Starting Monday, trains will run
from Dublin-Pleasanton to Daly City,
but riders can only get on at Bay Fair.

Riders from North Concord who
want to go to South Hayward will
need to board a San Francisco-bound
train and transfer at the MacArthur
station to a Fremont-bound train.
Evening passengers traveling back to
North Concord should transfer at the
12th Street station.

Fisher said the Concord-to-San
Francisco run already is packed.

“Everybody's going to - have to

'squeeze in a little tighter. You better

have your Right Guard on that day,”
he said.

Rodriguez said it will be tight until
BART begins to finish renovating its
cars. ~xnected this fall.

[;Col\ftntdovvn"’

o -
BART

Car loving

commuters
say they are
willing to give
BART a try
when Dublin-
Pleasanton
station

opens.
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Car commuters ready to try BART

By Kari Hulac
STAFF WRITER

Commuters with cars aren't quite com-
mitted to taking BART to and from the valley,
but they say they'll try it at least a few times a
week.

But those who are stuck on buses can't wait
until May 10 —when the new Dublin/Plea-
santon extension opens. )

Some folks plan to just hop on a train for
mid-day business meetings in San Francisco or
Oakland.

Others say it's a good way to enjoy a day or
night of fun in the Bay Area without hunting for
parking spaces.

“It opens up the whole Bay Area to you,”
said Pleasanton resident Diana Bonnano.

Once area residents realize they can go to
places such as the Oakland Coliseum or air-
port, they’ll be thrilled, she said.

“It's just a whole new world,” she said.

Whatever your reason for riding, BART esti-
mates that more than 20,000 people a day will
use the new extension.

Ricardo Bressanutti, a San Francisco resi-
dent and planner for the city of Livermore, said

| How to drive to BART

nghlughted areas are ways to get to the new Dublln
/Pleasanton BART statnon S

North
Parking Lot

O e e M i __Dublin Blvd.

Parking Lot

he’s thinking about parking his car at the sta-
tion so he can drive to work after taking BART.

He doesn’t want to hassle with taking a bus to Liv-
ermore.-

“If I'm really serious about it, I could ride my bike
from the station and get into shape,” he said.

The $8.30 round-trip fare seems like a lot he said,
but it will be nice to “kick back and read” on the
train.

“For me it's worth trying, and maybe if I can't do it
every day I'll do it occasionally,” he said.

Gary Muhlenbruch, manager of Pacific Bell's com-
mute center in San Ramon, said people are eager to
get the new time schedule, which BART says will be
available next week. He gets about five calis a day
from employees interested in using the new BART sta-
tion.

He hears from many people who are tired of taking
two buses to work from areas such as Fremont and
San Leandro.

“This is going to shave off a huge chunk of the
commute time,” Muhlenbruch said.

AMANDA RAYMOND - Staff
Amelia Austria, an AT&T supervisor in Pleasanton,
said she's been waiting to ride BART to work for two
years. But she hears people say they think it's too ex-
pensive so they'll continue to drive.
“People don't take into account insurance, gas,

wear and tear,” she said. “In the long run if they
think about it, it would save money.

There’s also the stress, she said.

“You put your life on the line every time you drive
that freeway,” she said.

Rita Kimball, San Francisco resident and principal
of Pleasanton's Walnut Grove school, thinks driving is
wasted time — time she could be reading education
journals and doing paperwork.

She wanted to roller skate the five miles between
the Dublin/Pleasanton station and the school, but she
doesn't think she could make it.

“I may be really late to school,” she said.

So she's thinking about buying an electric bike,
which will go about 20 mph. She'd drive her car to
work on Monday and bring enough clothes to change
into for the week.
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Also Oakland Tribune

Bacteria found in office building

Showers have low -
Legionella levels

By Ronna Abramson

STAFF WRITER

OAKLAND — Low levels of the bac-
teria that cause the deadly Legionnaires'
disease have been discovered in an office
building here owned by three public
agencles.

In an annual inspection last month,
the Legionella bacterta was found in two
basement showers — in the men's and
women's rest rooms — in the Joseph P.
Bort MetroCenter building, 101 Eighth
St., across the street from the Lake Mer-
ritt BART station, said Jay Miyazaki, ad-
ministrative services manager for the
building and the Metropolitan Transpor-
tation Commission.

MTC, the Bay Area Rapid Transit Dis-
trict and the Association of Bay Area
Governments own the 15-year-old
building where 316 employees work.

No illnesses have been reported, al-
though three employees have asked for
medical tests, Miyazaki said. The results
are not yet known.

“The problem is not serious,” said
Dr. Jerry Tuma with ITEK Enviro Serv-
ices, the industrial hyglene consultants
who Inspected the four-story Met-
roCenter building. Tuma noted that con-

tamination is far below dangerous levels.

Tony Fiore, an infectious disease spe-
cialist who investigates outbreaks for the
Altanta-based Centers for Disease Con-
trol and Prevention, agreed that the
counts are “pretty low” and no cause for
alarm.

Since the discovery. Miyazaki said, the
showers have been closed and the hot
water system has been flushed at 160
degrees. The consultants tested the area

again, but the results won't be available .

for another few days.

Miyazaki said the MetroCenter began
routine testing for the bacteria after a
deadly outbreak in 1991 at a huge Social
Security Administration building in Rich-
mond. A form of pneumonia, Legion-
naires’ disease is named for the first
identified victims. members of the Penn-
sylvania American Legion who con-
tracted the illness at their 1976
convention in a Philadelphia hotel. It is
spread mainly by inhaling airborne water
droplets containing the bacteria from
such sources as an air conditioner or
shower.

Miyazaki estimated that three to four
dozen employees used the contaminated
showers at MetroCenter, located in bath-
rooms that require an employee key to
open. i '

“It didn’t really concern me.” said
ABAG research director Paul Fassinger,
who regularly used the shower after a
lunchtime jog around Lake Merritt.
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BART STARTS

Dublin/Pleasanton & Castro Valley

8 DAYS

According to the theory of relativity, if you go really, really fast
on a train, you'll age more slowly. While we can't guarantee that
you'll live longer if you take BART, we can say with some
certainty that the quality of your life will improve. In fact, studies
show that BART riders will get to their destinations during peak
commute hours much faster than people who drive their cars.
Getting to the station is easy too, with new bus service from
your transit agencies. BART's new stations opening May 10,
1997. For mare information call 441-BART.

Alameda County Congestion Management Agency
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'BART drops link between -
North Concord, Hayward " -

By Ronna Abramson
STAFF WRITER

In preparation for the Dub-
lin/Pleasanton line opening,
BART will drop its commuter
service between North Concord
and Hayward after today and
begin testing trains between
Dublin and Daly City next week.

After today, BART will no
longer run its direct five-car
service between the North Con-
cord/Martinez and South Hay-
ward BART stations, provided
for the last two years as part of
-a state Department of Transpor-
tation program aimed at re-
ducing congestion near the
Interstate 680/Route 24 inter-
change construction.

Starting Monday, passengers
who had used the morning com-
muter service should board a
San Francisco-bound train and
transfer at the MacArthur sta-
tion to a Fremont-bound train.

Evening passengers traveling fit"’
the opposite direction should-'
transfer at the 12th Street sfa-':
tion. Y

Also beginning Monday, Bay
Area Rapid Transit will t§gt
trains between Dublin and 3l
City. BART trains will fun
without passengers between the
Dublin and Bay Fair stations,
and then pick up passengers.bé-
tween Bay Fair and Daly City. - >

To provide the added service,
BART will take one train off the,
Fremont line and shorten train-
lengths from 10 to eight cars: "

But with the additional trdins
running from Dublin, BART still
will be adding 20 percent more.
service along the Fremont line
from Bay Fair north duringthe
morning and evening com-~
mutes. ’ Tl

Train service on the Dublin-
Pleasanton line begins May 10; "~

o
»
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New BART
line to make
practice run

By LISA VORDERBRUEGGEN
TIMES STAFF WRITER

Every star needs a dress re-
hearsal. Even if the star is a train.

BART’s leading lineup will take
to the rails Monday in a weeklong
dry run designed to get the cast and
crew in shape for the May 10 open-
ing of the Dublin/Pleasanton line.

“It’s last-minute fine-tuning,” said
BART spokesman Ron Rodriguez. “It
is a tricky bit of electronic maneu-
vering to get the new line to merge
with the existing line. Every second
counts.”

The bad news is that potential Tri-
Valley commuters will see plenty of
empty BART trains rolling through
Castro Valley, Dublin and Pleasan-
ton — trains they cannot board.

The good news is they will be able
to ride the new line between Bay Fair
in San Leandro and Colma.

That means more cars more of-
ten for folks boarding between Bay
Fair and Colma. '

+ Thousands of Tri-Valley and Cen-
tral Valley residents drive or ride ex-
press buses to the Bay Fair station
in San Leandro, the closest place to
board the train.

Currently, one line of 10-car trains
runs between the Bay Fair and
Colma stations. But starting Monday,
two lines will be in use. The
Dublin/Pleasanton extension will run
seven-car trains to Colma, while the
Bay Fair/Colma route will run eight-
car trains. It won't add up to a full
50 percent more cars, however, be-
cause the two lines will not run on
identical schedules.

Adding the Dublin/Pleasanton op-
eration has been an engineering
challenge, Rodriguez said.

Trains coming in from the
Dublin/Pleasanton line have to merge
with trains on the existing line.



Friday, May 2,1997

IN BRIEF

Oakland

BART to trim service
from North Concord

Direct BART service from the
North Concord-Martinez station to
South Hayward will be discontinued
after today, the transit district an-
nounced.

BART operated two morning
trains and two evening trains for the
past two years to South Hayward.
All other trains departing North Con-
cord-Martinez go directly to San
Francisco, and that route will con-
tinue.

Caltrans funded the South Hay-
ward-bound trains with money from
a traffic-relief fund for the Interstate
680-Highway 24 rebuilding project.
Now BART needs the trains for the
Dublin-Pleasanton extension, which
opens May 10.

Beginning Monday, passengers
going from Central Contra Costa to
southern Alameda County should
board a San Francisco-bound train
and transfer in downtown Oakland,
according to BART. ‘
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Trimming
BART’s size :
By Diane Sussman

STAFF WRITER

MILLBRAE — Fed up with
public hearings where they feel
they have not been heard, a
group of Millbrae residents
hopes to place an initiative on
the ballot to reduce the scope of
‘BART.

“Like a lot of people who
have gone to City Council meet-
ings to speak out on this issue, I
feel this is the only way we are
going to have a say,” said Tom
Williams, one of the initiatives
SPONSOrS.

Called the Millbrae Mass
Transportation Facility Control
Act of 1997, the initiative seeks
to limit the height, size and
number of parking spaces at the
Millbrae BART  station. The
massive station, the last one oi
an -8.2-mile extension from
Colima, -would link BART with
CalTrain and provide BART
service to San Francisco Inter-
national Airport.

The $1.2 billion project calls
for an eight-story, 150,000-
square-foot station with 3,000
parking spaces at Millbrae
Avenue.  The initiative seeks to
limit the station to a 30-feet
high, 3,000-square-feet facility
with 250 parking spaces.

“This is a quality of life issue
for Millbrae,” said Williams:.
“We don’t want Millbrae to be-
come a giant parking lot for
BART.”

Although BART has all the
necessary environmental and
regulatory clearances, it has yeét
to receive approval for
$750 million in federal funding.
If funding comes through this
year as expected, the station
should be finished by 2000: The
Millbrae City Council also sup-
ports the project, which it be-
lieves will bring tourists and
business to town.

Williams and Joseph Cai-
motto filed a notice of intent to
circulate a petition on April 21.
The city must rule on it by
Tuesday, and then organizers
can begin gathering the 1,100
signatures needed to place the
measure on the ballot.

Williams said there . getting

.the required number of signa-

tures shouldn't be difficult.

“There is ‘a huge amount of

community support for this,”
said . Williams. “No one wants
giant concrete buildings overrun
with commuters from other
cities in one of the most
crowded intersections in town.”

Williams insists the group
does not oppose BART alto-
gether, or that it's affiliated with
with the Coalition for a One-
Stop Terminal, a group op-
posed to the project.
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HALLIDIE PLAZA ELEVATOR

An elevator that
will allow handi-
capped people
direct access to
Hallidie Plaza
and the Powell
Street BART
station will look
like this artist's
rendering. Con-
struction started
Wednesday on
the elevator,
which architect
Michael Willis
calls “a sculptur-
al presence that
will provide a bit
of fluidity and
sinuousness
against the bru-
talist tradition of
the plaza.” The
curved structure
will be covered in
gray-painted
perforated steel
and lit internal-
ly. It will cost
$469,300 and is
expected to be i
service by No-
vember.




Once bumpy, BART finances get back on track

By Kelly Sullivan
STAFF WRITER

PLEASANTON -— Eight months ago,
BART's financial outlook was dismal, if
not downright catastrophic.

A 1996 short-range transit plan, pre-
pared by BART's operating budget and
analysis department, projected that the
transit agency would be in the red within
two years due to the new East Bay exten-
sions. By 2000, when trains start run-
ning to San Francisco airport, Bay Area
Rapid Transit District was expected to
have a $17 million deficit.

The report concluded that BART
would have to shave internal costs or be
forced to either raise fares or cut serv-
ices.

However, a combination of factors
—including an increase in ticket sales
and sales tax revenue, and various cost-
cutting strategies — have kept BART on
track without changing fares or service.

The short-range transit plan projected
BART's financial picture by crunching
the highest inflation figures, the lowest
ridership numbers, and the lowest in-
crease in sales tax revenue, BART
spokesman Ron Rodriguez said.

But ridership was higher than ex-
pected, climbing despite annual fare in-
crements since 1995, BART officials
said. The fare increases paid for BART
to achieve compliarice with federal disa-

bility regulations and a $1 billion renova-

tion of its existing 25-year-old system.

“We will have carried about 42.2 per-
cent more people in 1997 than 1996,"
sald Joseph Evinger, department man-
ager for budgets and analysis.

This is partly because 1997 marked
the first full fiscal year the North Con-
cord-Martinez, Colma, and Pittsburg-Bay
Point stations were in operation. Pa-

@i Walley Horald
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tronage there also was greater than ex-
pected. :

Ridership for the North Concord-Mar-
tinez and Pittsburg-Bay Point stations,
which opened December 1995, already
has reached 80 percent of the ridership
predicted for 2005, Rodriguez said.

The 14-mile Dublin-Pleasanton exten-
sion, to open May 10, is expected to pull
in another 22,480 riders a day.

This year’s total BART ridership is
projected at 75.5 million, an all-time,

record, BART officials said.

In addition, sales and prop-
erty tax revenue, which pay for
half of BART's expenses, rose
by 8 percent rather than the
projected 4 percent or 5 per-
cent.

BART also has cut costs by
eliminating 94 management po-

sitions between July 1993 and
June 1996, an annual savings of
$7 million, Evinger said.

Another expense-trimming
factor included a power bill that
came in at $18.8 million rather
than the budgeted for $26.4
million. v

Next year, BART is expected
to save at least $4.9 million and
potentially $9 million, Evinger

said, because of new federal leg-
islation that enables BART to
buy federal power on the whole-
sale market, which is cheaper
than local power. '

All of these factors will help
curtail the operational costs of
the East Bay extensions — ex-
pected to be $32 million, a sig-
nificant chunk of this year's
budget of $269.1 million.
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Trimming
BART’s size :

By Dlane Sussman

STAFF WRITER

" MILLBRAE — Fed up with

public hearings where they fe€l

they have not been heard. a
oup of Millbrac' residents
opes to place an initiative on

the ballot to reduce the scope of

BART.

“Like a Iot of people who
have gone to City Council meet-
ings to speak out on this issue, I
feel this 1s the only way we are

oing to have a say,” said Tom
fliams, one of the initlative's
sponsors.

Called the Millbrac Mass
Transportation Facllity Control
Act of 1997, the initiative seeks
to limit the height, size and
number of parking spaces at the
Millbrae BART station. The
massive station, the last one on
an 8.2-mile extension from
Colma, would link BART with
CalTrain and provide BART
service to San Francisco Inter-
national Alrport. '

The §1.2 billion project calls
for an eight-story, 1560,000-
square-foot station with 3,000
parking spaces at Mitllbrae
Avenue.” The initiative seeks to
limit the station to a 30-feet
high, 3,000-square-feet factlity
with 250 parking spaces.

“This is a quality of life issue
for Milibrae,” said Williams.
“We don't want Mlllé:;ze Ito be-
come a g@ant par ot for
BART "

Although BART has all the
necessary eavironmental and
regulatory clearances. it has yet

to receive a&oval or
8780 million in al fun ’

If funding comes through this *

year as expected, the station
should be finished by 2000. The
Millbrae City Council also sup-
ﬁaﬂa the project, which it be-
oves will bring tourists and
business to town.

Willams and Joseph Cai-
motto filed a notice of {ntent to
circulate a petition on April 21.
The city must rule on it by
Tuesday, and then organizers
can begin gathering the 1,100
signatures needed to place the
measure on the ballot.

Willlams said there getting
the required number of signa-
tures shouldn’t be difficult.
“There {8 a huge amount of
community support for this."
said Wiliams. “No one wants
gant concrete buildings overrun
with commuters from other
cities in one of the most
crowded {atersections in town.”

Willlams f{nsists the group
does not oppose BART alto-

gether, or that it's affiliated with

with the Coalition for a One-
8top Terminal. a group op-
posed to the profect.



@ri-Yalley Herald

Thursday,

May 1,1997

INFORMATION

FARE

7500

JAY SOLMONSON — staff
Rick Porter, bus stop shelter maintenance manager, installs a
new WHEELS sign on Santa Rita Road near Valley Avenue in
Pleasanton.

Bay Area Rapid Transit —
441-2278

(San Ramon Valley:)
County Connection — 676-

{Livermore, Pleasanton,
Dublin:} WHEELS — 455-
7500; DART — 447-3278

{San Joaquin County)
SMART 1-800-469-8674

New BART station
to be bus magnet

By Kari Hulac
STAFF WRITER

Bus companies from San
Ramon to San Joaquin
County are chanting a new
mantra: Get as many people
as possible to the Dublin/
Pleasanton BART station.

That spells improved bus
service for all riders. More
buses will -transport more
people from more commu-
nities, say officials from three
area transit authorities.

“It's a huge change for
us,” said Merrie DuFrene,
WHEELS spokeswoman.
“This is basically the fulfill-
ment of a dream. It’s going to
put the Tri-Valley hooked
into a regicnal transit system.
We've been prepared. We've
planned for this.”

Think of the new station
as a bus magnet. Commuters
who niow have long bus rides
to BART stations in San
Leandro or Hayward can ride
a WHEELS or County Con-
_nection bus (o the Dublin/
Pleasanton station, which
opens May 10.

Livermore riders who are

accustomed to sitting on a'
Pleasanton-bound bus for an:
hour while it snakes around the
city will be able to hop on a
WHEELS express bus that will
fly down Interstate 580 to the
new station in 14 minutes.

San Ramon Valley neighbor-
hoods that never had bus
service will be served by County
Connection, which created three
routes to the new station.

Bus service changes also
stretch to Stockton. SMART,
run by the San Joaquin Re-
gional Transit District, is dou-
bling its service.

Instead of sending one bus to
BART's Bay Fair station,
SMART will use two 39-pas-
senger buses to shuttle resi-
dents of Stockton. Lathrop,
Tracy and Manteca to the Dub-
lin/Pleasanton station.

“I think there's a great de-
mand for new service to this
station,” said Alane Wong
Masui of SMART. "I think this
is something people are looking
forward to.”

All three bus services
WHEELS, County Connection

and SMART — are adjusting
their timetables and routes to
mesh with BART's schedule.

For example. County Connec-
tion's Bishop Ranch-BART sta-

tion -service, Route 970, will try
to get riders to work on time.
The route will operate only from
6:56 a.m. to 8:40 a.m. and from
4:30 p.m. to 6:30 p.m.

Such changes are good news
for transit authorities and
anyone who wants to see less
congestion on area freeways and
roads.

WHEELS bought 12 buses a
year ago in anticipation of the
new BART station. It took over
the local BART Express service
in April. That added 2,000
riders a day, bringing the daily
ridership up to 6,500.

WHEELS isn't sure how
many of those 2,000 riders will
take a bus to the Dublin/Plea-
santon station. Some may de-
cide it's easier to drive, but a
predicted parking crunch may
keep many on the bus, DuFrene
said.

The Dublin/Pleasanton sta-
tion will be a new transfer
center for riders who want to
switch from one bus service to
another.

For example, County Connec-
tion's Route 121, which now
terminates at Stoneridge Mall,
will go from the Walnut Creek
BART station to the new BART
station.

People headed to the mall
may be upset, but County Con-
nection is trying to make it easy
for those riders to transfer to a
WHEELS Route 10 bus or the
new DART service, a van that

WHEELS will run on the hour
from the BART station between
9a.m. and 2 p.m.

There's no cost to switch be-
tween the two bus systems, said
Rick Ramacier, director of
service planning for County
Connection.

County Connection created
two other routes to the new sta-
tion — a commuter express bus
that will run between the BART
station and Bishop Ranch and a
San Ramon shuttle that pro-
vides bus service for the -first
time to parts of Old Ranch
Road.

Passengers can ask the
shuttle driver in advance to
drop them off closer to their
homes in an area that includes
Broadmoor Drive, Pine Valley
Drive, Davona Drive and Alcosta
Road. Riders can get on the
shuttle by flagging it down along
a fixed route.

The service changes will be
an improvement — especially
since service was reduced in
San Ramon and Danville when
County Connection had budget
woes in 1995, Ramacier said.

When County Connection
took over BART's Express
service its average daily rider-
ship increased from 1,700 to
2,400. About 3,000 people a
day are expected to ride when
the BART station opens.
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-LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

BART’s SFO station too expensive

BLAME LOCAL politicians
and planners — not Congress —

for any delays in getting BART to .

SFO. Their $1.2 billion, 8.2-mile
monstrosity would cost about
$143 million per mile.

BART is now completing its
14.2-mile Dublin-Pleasanton ex-
tension for about $517 million —
less than $37 million per mile —
and that included heavy freeway
and structural work not needed
with SFO.

Why the huge cost difference
— $143 million vs. $37 million
per mile for two very similar
BART extensions? It's all in the
planning. Were SFO on the sur-
face (instead of in a tunnel as
planned) with a CalTrain/BART
intermodal transfer in San
Bruno, the cost would be up to
half a billion — read that $500
million less.

The original commute line fol-
lowed this route from 1864 until
the Bayshore cutoff was opened
in 1907. The railroad grade still
lies there — safe above the flood
plain under which the planners
would have BART tunnel. All that

is needed (except crossing under

CalTrain and over 101 into the
airport) is to restore tracks to
that old railroad grade, upgrade
them to BART standards, and
build a few grade separations at
somewhere around $8 million
each.
Congress is just doing its duty
of safeguarding the public purse.
It's the locals who need to go
back to the drawing board.
They'd save bundles of money —
and time, too — by adopting the
concepts I've repeatedly pre-
sented to them.
Robert S. Allen
former BART Director

BART has been

wasting our money

IN “BART station adds final
touches” April 20, the article
says, “BART reminds drivers
that they need to pick a lot. Mo-
torists won't be allowed to take
the under-the-freeway shortcut;
only buses can zip through that
way.”

Then, in reference to the four
kiosks, BART's spokesman Ron

Rodriguez says with respect to

the services they hope will fill the
kiosks, “You get off the train, and
it's there.” The goal is to save
commuters time and reduce pol-
lution.

What a contradiction. We'll
save you a few minutes and cut
down on pollution by providing a
flower shop at BART, but it's too
bad if you pick a parking lot that
is full. You'll just have to drive a
mile or so to get to the other one,
although there is a shorter way.

In an earlier BART article, they
say that there is no money to pay
for any more parking at the Dub-
lin/Pleasanton station — even if
that provided is not adequate.

My question is whether anyone
except me noticed the ridiculous
amount of time (which means
dollars) required to construct the
undulating cover at the station.
Why didn’t they design a very at-
tractive cover using standard
metal roof materials?

I'm sure most people would
find anything more pleasing than

what we have, and would prefer if
the wasted money had been used
for more parking spaces.

Then to top everything off, the
April 20 article says, “The station
features many aids for the dis-
abled — improvements being
paid for by BART fare increases.”

Fares are raised to pay for
aids that are needed while BART
continues to waste money on the
unnecessary. Are the inmates
running the asylum?

BART is needed, but the price
for its use is getting out of hand.
For St. Patrick’s Day my wife,
daughter and I took BART from
Rockridge to Market Street. The
fare is $2.50, give or take a few
cents per person per way. And
that was a short trip.

Let’s face it. If the price is too
high, the only riders BART will
attract are those without cars or
when time can be saved.

Many people will stay in their
‘cars for good reasons: conven-
ience and it’s less expensive.

Until the managers of BART
are held accountable for their de-
cisions and prices are brought
under control, BART will con-
tinue to be an expensive means of
transportation with a better alter-
native most of the time — the au-
tomobile.

Marcus Libkind

Livermore
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tarting May 10,
/take BART to
Castro Valley,
Pleasantoyp

. WIN A SUNTRIP TO MAUI
. FOR FOUR AND MORE!

: We re celebrating the grand opening

{ of BART's new Castro Valley and UNIRIPS
¢ Pleasanton/Dublin stations by awarding womwmezim s
i great prizes every day! Enter the ANG Newspapers BART
i to the Valley Celebration contest and watch for your name
42 to appear in our daily winners list (in ads that look like this
s one) May 9 through 16. And on Sunday, May 18, we'll
announce our Grand Prize winner - if it’s you, you’ll win

an 8 day/7 night Maui vacation for four from SunTrips!
(Mo purchase recessary See complete nules & loday's Classibeds)

Roundtrip Dublingo SF. B8 Hi d MAUI VACATION
BART TICKETS B BART TICKETS [ Winner announced in

) : § our Sunday, May 1
Seven winners daily! Five winners daily! v ‘éd,?gns 2y 18

| Official BART to the Valley Celebration Entry Form
: Watch for your name to

| e appear in the paper each day
I from May 9 through May 16
|  #ooRess APT to see if you've won!

I "

I om , Grand Prize winner will be

| announced May 18!

I DAYTIME PRONE : EVENING PHONE.

: ENTRY DEADLINE: MAY 15, 1997 - MAIL COMPLETED ENTRY FORM TO:

|

|

Gri-Yalley Hevald %MG The Daily Review

L e

‘|

<2
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BART STARTS

Dublin/Pleasanton & Castro Valley

S DAYS

Because it's a lot safer than falling asleep in your car. Did you
know that while you're sleeping on BART you'll be getting to
your destination faster? In fact, studies show that BART
riders get to their destinations during peak commute hours
much faster than people who drive their cars. Getting to the
station is easy too, with new bus service from your local
transit agencies. So take BART, and catch up on your sleep.
Safely. BART's new stations opening May 10,1897. For more
information call 441-BART.

Alameda County Congestion Management Agency
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BART run from Dublin
starts at 6:03 a.m. May 10

By Kari Hulac
STAFF WRITER

While most people are still
snoozing at 6:03 a.m. May - 10,
BART train will lug its first load of
passengers up the steep ‘Dublin
grade out of the valley, forever
changing how 22,000 people a day
get from here to there.

Folks familiar with modes of
mass transportation might yawn to

hear that two new BART stations —
Castro Valley and Dublin/Plea-
santon — are about to open. Here
are a few facts that might lmpress
those skeptical observers.

The extension, which will be blue
on BART's new system map, con-
nects with the existing Fremont
Line just south of the Bay Fair sta-
tion in San Leandro. It veers east,
enters the median of Interstate
238 and then the median of I-
580, and extends 14 miles into
the Tri-Valley.

The new maps came back
from the printer Tuesday and
will be distributed at the sta-
tions next week, BART said.

Riders can hop on a train at
the Dublin/Pleasanton station,
which straddles Interstate 580
between Dublin Boulevard on
the Dublin side and Owens
Drive on the Pleasanton side,
and ride to Daly City without
transferring to another train.

The Dublin/Pleasanton sta-
tion was built with 2.2 million
pounds of rebar, 12,000 yards
of concrete and 4,700 square
feet of granite tile. The 14-mile
extension used 50,000 railroad
ties.

When the new stations open,
BART will add six trains, said
Ron Rodriguez, BART
spokesman.

That means 56 trains will be
dispatched 698 times a day —a
26 percent increase over the
current 552 runs.

A single rail car weighs
61,410 to 63,067 pounds, de-
pending on the model. A train
has three to 10 cars, depending
on the time of day. Those trains
average 36 mph with 20-second
station stops. -

They'll have their work‘.. cut
out for them as they leavéthe
Dublin/Pleasanton station and
begin climbing the Dublin
grade, which is 4 percent — the
steepest in the BART system,
according to BART officials.

There will be 74 employées
working at the Dublin/Plea-
santon and Castro Valley sta-
tions. Among them are five
police officers, 39 train opera-
tors and 12 station agents s
well as train cleaners, janitors
and managers.

The $517 million station was
paid for by taxpayers and BART
riders through federal and state
grants, state rail bonds, bridge
tolls, BART reserves and the
San Mateo County Transit Dis-
trict tax, a half-cent sales tax re: -
ceipt passed by Alameda County
voters.

The total project was esti-
mated to support, directly or in-
directly, more than 29,000 jobs
during construction. o

@
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Computer price
soars for BART

By Ronna Abramson
STAFF WRITER

The price tag on a computer system de-
signed to operate trains on the Bay Area
Rapid Transit extensions is soaring
$13.3 million higher than what rail officials
expected in 1992 when they approved the
original contract.

Nearly 160 change orders have brought
the "cost of the “automatic train control
system” along BART's three extensions to
$50.2 million, 36 percent higher than the
original $36.9 million low bid approved by
the BART board in April 1992.

BART spokesman Mike Healy
cited many factors for the in-
creasing costs, including rainy
seasons that delayed construc-
tion and then access to the
tracks and missing documents
on the existing system that
made integration more difficult.

“Cutting over in the middle
- (of the Fremont line) just
proved to be a larger problem, I
think, than anybody antic-
ipated,” added BART President
Margaret Pryor, noting the un-
foreseen complexities of con-
necting the Dublin extension
miles away from the end of the
Fremont line.

Aged equipment

Difficulties in Integrating the
new computer technology with
BART's 25-year-old train con-
trols and construction related
problems delayed the Dublin/

Pleasanton extension opening,:
now scheduled for May 10, by-
18 months.

The contract, now nearly 97
percent complete, also covered:
the train-controls for the Colma
extension in San Mateo County
and Pittsburg/Bay Point in
Contra Costa County.

Analysis ordered

The latest change orders, ap:'
proved by a BART committee
last week, covered additional:
technical analysis to demon:
strate the system's safety and
additional training and related
equipment.

Even with the cost overruns,
however, the contract with Gen~
eral Railway Signal Corp. falls'
below its two competitors’ bids.
five years ago, which came in at
$61.9 million and $105 million.

At the time, the engineer’s es-
timate totaled $75.4 million.

N



BARY:eal highly

questionable
Editor:
The San Mateo County

residents b or a aumber of
years, beeén- “by ‘two big PR
offices in «Sam+ Bruno. and

Millbrae that BART-SFO is the
cureall for the gridlock on
Freeway 101. Two pro-BART-SFO
county supervisors, Huening
and Nevin, must have seen the
latest county transit study
report that states we will have
growth and gridlock beyond the
year 2010, Therefore, the BART-
SFO extension will do nothing

but create more gridlock in the

cities where they build these
huge free parkmg lots to attract
riders.

Question No. 1

Can U.S. tax dollars for rail be
used to build free parking lots?
It seems to me rthat if BART
were to build rail and platform
stations only to SFQ, the
projected cost would be a lot
less than the 1.2 million they
are riow asking for a lousy 8
miles. Also, the cities involved
should own and build the
parking facilities needed, since
they are really the ones getting
the traffic problems and
additional costs for BART
coming through their cites.
(Note: San Francisco does not
have any free parking lots along
the BART line. You gorta pay.
baby, 10 to 15 dollars per day to
parkin SF)

MILLBRAE-SAN BRUNG SUN
Wednesday, April 30,1997

Question No. 2

Can SF, and BART use U.S. tax
money on the BART-SFO
extension with the stipulation
that only union labor can work
on the  airport premises?
Whatever happened to the
Federal righttowork law? Is
this stipulation a violation of
that law?

Question No. 3

Why should airport
employees get a fare reduction
of 25 percent for BART? Giving a
special perk wBART employees
is also . discriminating. My
company does not pay for my
fare to and from work. All users
of BART should pay the same

fare. It is only fair and
equitable,

Question no. 4

How «can the Federal
Government  approve  rail
money to the BART-SFO

extension when BART is sull
under investigation by the FBI
for corrupt practices; and what
.about " the P%:\ BART snafy
-with SF Sy or Mabel Teng
coming all the way back from
China so she could cast a vote
for the BART-SFO resolution,
after it was not passed on the
first vote by the Board of
Supervisors?

What an affront to the San
Matec County voters. They
cannot even vote on BART to
SFO.

Our supervisors will not put
it on the ballot, yet one person
can come all the way from
China to vote “yes” and.
thereby, okay BART to SFO.

In my opinion, these so<alled
demeocratic governments have
become “oligarchi¢” {which is
rule by a few and they are
usually corrupt).

Henry W. Crosby
San Bruno



cost overru
for BART

Rain, technical glitches
hike price of new system

By ROBERT OAKES

TIMES STAFF WRITER

OAKLAND — A computer system
that controls BART trains will cost
at least $13.3 million more than of-
ficials expected when they approved
the deal five years ago, according to
transit district records.

Weather delays, technical glitches
and problems connecting new com-
puters with original BART equipment
from the 1970s pushed costs 36 per-
cent over the original budget. Total
expenses will exceed $50 million.

Most work has finished, but costs
continue to climb. BART board
members last week approved $1.4
million in changes, adding to nearly
160'separate change orders since the
contract was signed in 1992.

“No one is happy with the cost
overruns,” said BART Director Joel
Keller of Antioch. “But it’s also im-
portant to keep the project going on
schedule.”

Transit agency officials last sum-
mer called the train-control system
the biggest factor for delays in open-
ing three stations — Pittsburg-Bay
Point, Dublin-Pleasanton and Castro
Valley.

Train-control computers must
function perfectly to avoid delays, a
major concern when Dublin-Pleasan-

. ton opens May 10 and increases the
number of trains operating at rush
hour from 50 to 56. '

Overruns also come as BART pre-
pares to issue some of the biggest
construction contracts in its history
for the San Francisco International
Airport extension. Critics claim that
costs could climb there and make the
project more expensive than BART
predicts.

Train-control equipment performs
well, BART officials said, and the
overall cost of new extension lines
in Contra Costa, Alameda and San
Mateo counties still remains on bud-
get at $1.19 billion.

13 million

BART board approved:

For train-control computers, how-
ever, more expenditures became nec-
essary to get stations open and start
passenger. service, according to
BART.

Pittsburg-Bay Point opened in De-
cember. Dublin-Pleasanton and Cas-
}ro Valley will debut several months
ate.

The contract with General Rail-
way Signal Corp. is about 97 percent
complete. The company will provide
warranty service after BART accepts
equipment, said Dan Donatello, a
vice president with the Rochester,
N.Y.-based company.

Unresolved claims could still in-
crease costs.

Such claims can interrupt work
when a government agency and con-
tractor disagree about who should
be held responsible, but General
Railway Signal and BART agreed to
keep working rather than slow
progress.

“We’re more focused on getting
the job done,” Donatello said.

Keller said BART remains con-
cerned about costs but also felt work
needed to move forward.

“The goal is to get the trains run-
ning and safe,” Keller said.

“I would rather put the money
into the ongoing system rather than
pay a bunch of lawyers to decide
who was right and who was wrong.”

BART probably should have up-

graded train-control computers a
decade ago, said Director Pete Sny-
der of Dublin, elected to the BART
board in November.

“Those days are gone,” Snyder
said. “We need to get this done, get
it on board.”

Computers along tracks and at
stations control acceleration, brak-
ing and other movements as trains
travel up to 80 mph.

The district in 1992 needed a new

MApril 1992: $36.9 million con-
tract with General Railway Signal
Corp. to design, furnish and install
the system. BART had estimated
the cost at $75 million.

BJuly 1995: $1.7 million in
changes, including relocation of
equipment buildings on the Dublin-
Pleasanton line.

‘HOW COMPUTER COST GREW

WDecember 1995: $410,000
more for the Pittsburg-Bay Point
station because of weather delays.

WFebruary 1996: $1.6 million
because of a 240-day rain delay on
the Dublin-Pleasanton extension.

RApril 1997: $1.4 million for
training, safety analyses and equip-

ment modifications.

additional $8.2 million.

MOther: About 160 separate
change orders so far add up to an

“We’re more
focused on getting
the job done.”

— Dan Donatello

train-control system that could con-
nect extension lines with original
equipment on the core track net-
work. BART estimated equipment
would cost $75.4 million, but Gen-
eral Railway Signal submitted a low
bid of $36.9 million.

Two other companies submitted
bids of $61.9 million an $104.9 mil-
lion.

_ Engineers had trouble connect-
ing original BART computers with
the new equipment, also installed for
the Colma station that opened in
February 1996 in San Mateo County.

Rainy winters also slowed con-
struction and delayed train-control
installers from getting access to
tracks, according to BART docu-
ments.

General Railway Signal must con-
duct training for BART maintenance

personnel and do clean-up work be-
fore BART formally accepts the con-
tract as complete, said BART
spokesman Mike Healy.
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for BART, 52 mil
810+ i’nlllion to- turn

‘All prOJects face a diﬁicult road
-said Rep. Tom Lantos, D-San Mateo.
“We are in a period of fiscal stringency
in Washington.”

While some counties, such as Los An-
geles, regularly land numerous grants,
Lantos said San Mateo County could be-
come one of the top recipients of federal
money this year if Congress gives all
three projects the green light.
©  With different funding sources, the
rail, road and refuge projects are not in
competition with each other. Congress
has already earmarked a portion of the
.money for Devil's Slide. But Bair Island
.and BART are vying with similar projects
nationwide for limited federal dollars.

If approved, BART's $750 million
‘would be 13 percent of the proposed
"$5.8 billion federal budget for new rail
projects.

The $10 million sought for Bair Island
from the $167 million Land and Water
Conservation fund would be 6 percent of
that proposed budget.

Not bad for a county with one-quarter
of 1 percent of the U.S. population.

But labeling those projects pork
barrel for The County misses the bigger
picture, says Mary McMillan, San Mateo
County's legislative aide.

“These are Bay Area or state proj-
ects,” McMillan said, and building
broad-based regional support is a key to
winning approval. The BART extension
is part of a regional transportation
system, she said; Bair Island will become
part of the Don Edwards San Francisco
Bay National Wildlife Refuge; and fixing
the unstable section of Highway 1 at
Devil's Slide is important for tourism,
one of the top industries in the state.

That may be part of the reason that
San Mateo County's representatives,
Lantos and Rep. Anna Eshoo, D-Ath-
erton, have been aided in their lobbying
efforts by colleagues —mostly Democrats
— from all over the Bay Area.

But that can backfire.

- Partisanship can play a role in appro-

41
5
)
¢

priations, said Congressional staffer
David Whitestone. But he said his boss,
Rep. Frank Wolf, R-Va., who oversees the
House transportation budget, supports
projects based on cost, local backing and
project merit, not party politics.

Still, Sen. Barbara Boxer, D-Calif., has
tried to boost the bipartisan support of
BART to her Republican colleagues who
have the final say on funding Last
month, Boxer paraded a series of busi-
ness leaders through Washington in sup-
port of BART, a move calculated to make
the project appear more Republican,
said Boxer spokesman Dave Sandretti.

At the same time, BART supporters
have spent years citing ballot initiatives
to demonstrate local approval for the
project.

The Devil's Slide project was helped
by the popular support for the tunnel
demonstrated by the passage of Measure
T in November. That — and the fact
some money was set aside for a bypass
more than a decade ago — may be the
reason Devil's Slide may land the
funding, Whitestone said.

The $10 million requested for Bair Is-
land, if approved, would be the largest
single wildlife refuge appropriation this
year.

That is why supporters are working
hard to demonstrate local backing and
to show their willingness to put forward
local dollars. Of the $15 million pur-
chase price for the land, local donors are
expected to pitch in $5 million, which
would be the largest ever for a wildlife
refuge, said Audrey Rust, who is heading
the fund-raising effort.

The chance of getting the $10 million
is also much improved by the fact the
land is now for sale, according to a
staffer for Eshoo.

“The last time Congresswoman Eshoo
requested the money (for Bair Island),
she had a large mountain to climb in
that there was no willing seller. That has
changed,” said the aide, who did not
want his name used.
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CalTrain — Right Track for Region

Put money on

San Jose route,
not BART to SFO

By Peter Lydon

an we stop and think for a moment
c before we go off a cliff? Heavy-du-
ty bargaining is in full swing, but
the Bay Area should hope that BART’s
drive for big federal money for its exten-
sion to San Francisco International Air-
port will fail. The airlines’ objections to
sharing costs may not be sound ones, and
many of the problems in Congress may
mindlessly partisan, but the BART to
.0 project is a boondoggle raid on fed-
eral and local treasuries, a camel born of
a hundred committees after a 20-year
gestation.

With the airport expanding, Silicon
- Valley booming and gridlock on the Pen-
insula tightening, we certainly need seri-
ous rail transportation between San
Francisco and both the airport and the
Peninsula/San Jose. There are two solu-
tions. The first consists of BART to the
Airport and BART-around-the-Bay. But
our gleaming symbol of modernity fea-
tures extra-wide gauge tracks (increasing
the expense of all its hardware), and an
inability to run express trains even when
its route distances become very long.
BART swings in a wide loop westward to
Daly City, and would have to circle back
eastward to SFO, costing every passenger
at least 10 minutes per trip. Running time
from downtown San Francisco to SFO: 35
minutes. Price tag for BART to SFO: $1.2
billion or more. Improvement onward to
San Jose: None.

The second, badly neglected, option is
CalTrain. It is clunky now, but a diamond
in the rough. Its straight-line route could
link San Francisco and SFO with a non-

p running time of about 15 minutes. It

R THE MONEY? )
& jimafed $1.2 billion for an eight-
toithe airport and a mile beyond to

Some experts say upgrading

San Jose would cost roughly
o S

CHRONICIE GRAPHIC

already has fine track the entire length
of the Peninsula-South Bay corridor, ex-
cept for the last couple of miles into
downtown San Francisco. For $600 mil-
lion, these miles can be tunneled to the
Transbay Terminal, within about a block
of the Montgomery BART-Muni station
on Market Street.

The CalTrain line historically created
the Peninsula as we know it, and city
centers cluster around its stations like
beads on a string. It operates both ex-
press and local service (and its grade-
crossing problem is being remedied now
by continuing programs). There are no
technical obstacles to electrifying the
CalTrain line or to using lighter modern
rolling stock, which could look much like
BART cars (although less expensive), and
could run at better than BART speeds
and frequencies.

Why, then, are we on the threshold of
building BART to the airport? BART is a
unified organization that has relentlessly
pushed its’ expansion to the airport. In
contrast, CalTrain’s Joint Powers Board,
with representatives of San Francisco,
San Mateo and Santa Clara counties, has
squabbled over individual county inter-
ests. The board has left the CalTrain case
unmade and has let a fantastic regional
asset go undefended. It looks like a bad
lawyer whose bungling lets an innocent
client lose.

BART wants $1.2 billion for an eight
mile extension to the airport and a mile
beyond to Millbrae/Burlingame. To up-
grade CalTrain’s 47 miles to San Jose
would cost roughly the same amount,
covering the extension to the Transbay
Terminal, electrification, new trains and

_station upgrades.

For the same cost as BART to the
airport, the region would get modern,
BART-level service by CalTrain to the
airport, as well as modern and frequent
service (say, every 12 minutes at midday)
all the way to San Jose.

c alTrain’s present once-an-hour dino-
saur trains  stranding riders at
Fourth and Townsend are misleading.
Instead, think of electric trains looking as
modern and running as frequently as
BART trains, and going all the way down-
town. Think about the directness of the
right of way, about express and local
service (e.g., San Jose-San Francisco in 40
minutes), about easy and productive har-
monization with California’s planned
high-speed rail, and about the modern
“transit villages” CalTrain can support

~around its stations.

To put CalTrain to use, and to get real
value for our transportation doliar, we
should drop the wasteful and obstructive
BART to the airport project right now.

Peter Lydon, a retired federal civil servant, lives
in Berkeley.
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Time for a
reality check

IT'8 TIME for everyone, espe-
clally San Francisco residents, to
conduct a realily check on the
BART to SPO project.

In 1994, San Francisco voters
passed Proposition 1, voling for
BART directly tnto the airport
with the proviso that no general
funds would be used.

What we have now s BART to
Millbrae/Burllngame, with the
majority of service directed away
from SFO Into Millbrae and with
the ateasrt ahligatad &> come vp
with $200 milllon to service its
portion of the BART bond issue.

The lion's share of those funds
will be concesstan income. The
alrport i3 supposed to be remit-
ting a substanual percentage of
those same concession dollars to
the general fund. The city may be
losing mililons over the life of the
bonds.

What started out as simply
BART to SFO is now split into
two scparate lines, with the track
to SFO designated as a spur line
in communications to Congress.

The fact s, less than 50 per-
cent of BART trains are sched-
uled Lo go Into SFO. During peak
perlods, two out of every Lhree
trains will go to Milibrae, not the
atrport. On Sunday evening. the
alrport’s peak period, there will
be a BART train every 40 1o 60
minutes.

BART, under the banner of
BART to the atrport, is divertng
cssential airport service to Mil-
tbrae to suit its own ambitions of
“ringing the bay.”

Were you aware that SFO al.
rcady has the highest percentage
of transit use by air travelers of
all the alrports in America?

BART doesn't tell people that.
The fact is. once BART Is in
place, they will make no dent in
auto use or Super Shuille use,
and what few passcngers they will
pick up will simply be pirated
from SFO Alrporter.

Pam Rianda
Chai, Cositon for a Ons.Stop Tarmind
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There’s gold in them
thar railroad ties

EVER let it be said that the
Bay Area Rapid Transit Dis-
trict did anything halfway.

If BART has a hand in it,

you can bet it's going to be
top-of-the-line, a veritable Mercedes Benz
of rail.

$750 million — is being held up in a U.S.
Senate transportation subcommittee
chaired by Sen. Richard Shelby, R-Ala.
When it is released — soon, we.expect —
it will allow work to begin this summer.

That's the good news. The bad news is
the price tag. The

cost of the rail

o hal's ceriainly The BART line to SFO will cost o O SFO works
west side of San out to more than

Francisco Bay. It

$28,400 per foot.

is there, south of
the Peninsula graveyard suburb of
Colma, that the public transportation
system is planning to lay tracks of gold.
BART's proposed eight-mile link to
San Francisco International Airport and
Millbrae is projected to cost a whopping
$1.2 billion. '
The federal government's share —

$28,000 a foot to build.

Or, to put it an-
other way, that $1.2 billion would pro-
vide 60 million taxicab rides, at $20
apiece, from the airport to downtown
San Francisco.

As BART officials sweat out Shelby's
machinations in Washington, D.C., they
are no doubt praying that he and his staff
don’t do the SFO math.
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a line

to SFO is delicate
political maneuver

—’—_—_

Area lawmakers handle
item with kid gloves

————-—-—’—-——_—

By Ronna Abramson
STAFF WRITER

So 'how much has the Bay
Area congressional delegation
done during the lengthy and
" contentious effort to extend the
Bay Area Rapid Transit Dis-
trict’s rail line to San Francisco
International Airport?

And should they have done
anything at all — first in the
battle between the public trans-
portation agency and the airline
industry, and now in the fight
between BART and a San Bruno
card room owner whose park-
ing lot is threatened by the ex-
tension project?

It depends on who one talks
with, and even then there are no
clear answers. BART officials
don’t want even remotely to
take the chance of offending a
single delegation member. Dele-
gates themselves either say they
are too busy to comment or
speak in vague terms.

By their number and sen-
fority — 11 Democrats and one
Republican — it would appear
the delegation is one to be lis-
tened to. But even in a suppos-
edly kinder, more gentle Con-
gress, Democrats are out of
fashion, particularly in com-
mittee and subcommittee chair-
manships now held by Republi-
cans and critical to the flow of
money.

Perhaps providing a mod-
fcum of cover for fellow Demo-
crats, U.S. Rep. Ellen Tauscher
says: “It's not a Bay Area dele-
gation problem. It's a BART
problem.”

Pleasanton's Tauscher, who
unseated two-term Republican
Bill Baker of Walnut Creek in

November's elections, noted the
delegation “has worked very
hard behind the scenes" to
move the project forward.

Besides, she added, prob-
lems have cropped up that de-
layed the project. She cited
money and design concerns a
couple years ago, when Con-
gress forced BART to change Its
plan from a subway to a
cheaper aerial route, and then
the airlines.

Being political realists, BART
officials have nothing but praise
for the delegation. Still, BART
Director Dan Richard acknowl-
edged the project was hurt by
the loss of Baker, whom he
called a “strong Republican ad-
vocate in a Republican Con-
gress.”

Baker could not be reached
for comment. But his former
chief of staff, Bill Wichterman,
argued that the Bay Area is
worse off without Baker's Re-
publican representation and his
position on the House Trans-
portation and Infrastructure
Committee.

“Baker knew all the players,”
Wichterman said. “He knew the
facts, he knew the history.”

Tauscher took Baker’s spot
on the committee, but not his
access to fellow Republicans.

The lone Republican in the
delegation, U.S. Rep. Tom
Campbell of Campbell, at least
has the ear of the person who is
holding up a decision on
BART's $750 million funding
request to get the $1.2 billion
project under way. He has met
with U.S. Sen. Richard Shelby
of Alabama, the new chairman
of the Senate Appropriations
Committee’s subcommittee on
transportation, who has stalled
the project for further study.

Campbell declined to discuss
the project, but through an aide
said it is at a “delicate point.”
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‘Big spender’ pulls
‘big guns’ to battle
against eXtensmn ......

Card room owner
fights to save 65
parking spaces

—_——————

By Ronna Abramson
STAFF WRITER

In its painfully long process
of trying to push an. 8.2-mile
line extension to service San
Francisco International Airport,
BART has taken on the $70 bil-
lion-a-year airline industry and
made substantial concessions
for its support.

But the Bay Area Rapid
Transit District's struggle con-
tinues. its plan challenged by a
card room operation in San
Bruno that is fighting to save its
parking lot from the bulldozers.
Here too, BART is facing a
tough sell.

Alrline interests spent some
$240.000 on the matter last
year, according to federal Lob-
bying Disclosure Act reports.
On his own, Dennis Sammut.
through his Artichoke Enter-
prises, paid the Washington.
D.C.-based Swidler & Berlin law
firm $420,000 in 1996 to work
against BART's extension plan
— more than three times
BART's $131,705 annual con-
tract with a Capitol Hill lob-
byist.

Sammut's intense efforts lo-
cally and tn Washington to save
his Artichoke Joe's parking lot
have bewildered BART officlals
and the agency's lobbyists. The
magnitude of involvement has
landed the company on a “Big

Spenders™ list of major clients

and thelr hired guns, published
by Washington.-based Legal
Times.

‘Incredible’

“It's incredible,” said Jim
Copeland of Copeland, Lowery
& Jacquez BART's Capitol Hill
lobbyist. “I've been involved in
lobbying . .. for 17 years. I've
never seen this kind of expendi-
ture and these kind of re-
sources against anybody -—
against a public entity for sure.”

“They've taken it upon them-
selves to challenge the profect in
any area they think 1t mlght be
vulnerable,” he added. “I don't
see it stopping.”

Sammut did not return tele-
phone calls seeking his com-
ment. but Barry Direnfeld of
Swidler & Berlin said the firm
has been analyzing BART docu-
ments to “provide questions, or-
facts to the decision makers-in
Washington™ about everything,
from the project's ﬂnanclng to
other alternatives. “

“We've been firing off a lot o£
information, 1 think in a .wveny.
constructive tone,” Direnfeld:
sald. Sammut's aim, Direnfeld:
said, is not to kill the project!
but to change t. mirn

BART Director Dan Richtird
characterizes the effort 454’
“very aggressive disinformation''
campaign.” T

Fears loss of lot

What is clear, though, 1§’ i'hag
Sammut fears losing his bér
room's parking lot durmg

struction and the effect at‘
would have on his business,
said his attorney, Bo Links, e

- loses the parklng lot, he's out of

business,” Links said.

BART proposes to take away'
no more than 65 parking spaces.
at one time during construgtion,
and would replace them with,
spots nearby. The lot has_ scx-.
eral hundred spots. s

- .4..,|

wr

Sammut is suggesting a dif-;
ferent rail route, with a BART.
station west of the airport.that;
connects to CalTrain. BART .in,.
sists on the airport stop and,
wants to continue trains south -
to Millbrae, to connect wlth Cal-
Train.

Meanwhile, the city of San
Bruno, where Sammut's family.
has been In business stice
1916, does not share Sammuit's
fears and believes it will be able
to plan for the construction.
said George Foscardo, director
of the city's Department of, Plan-
ning and Bullding.

Also, unlike in other -clttes
with card rooms, less business
at Artichoke Joe's would not
necessarily mean a drop in thée
city'’s taxes. Instead of a per-
centage of the card room’s revev
nues, San Bruno charges atablé
tax that adds about $1 mllllon ‘a
year to-its coffers. Bt

Beyond his activism in Wash-
ington, Sammut 1is helping fi-
nance local opposition - t¢
BART's plans. He domatés
money to the Coalition for a
One-Stop Terminal, or COST."d
Peninsula group dedicated’ t¢
fighting plans to extend BART
from Colma to Millbrae. -The
group has filed a lawsuit agalnst
the project.
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Ne mercy
from tough
anti-BART
lobbyists

Opponents spent $660,000
to derail expansion to SFO

v

By Ronna Abramson -
STAFF WRITER

There is an axiom in govern-
ment when it comes to deter-
mining the probable success or
failure of an idea: Follow the
money.

Doing so shows at least one
reason the Bay Area Rapid
Transit District got slam-
dunked by the airline interests
in a nasty little fight over ex-
tending the BART line from
Colma to service San Fran-
cisco International Atrport.

In Washington, D.C., where
money s as ingrained in na-
tional government as partisan
politics, opponents of the pro-
Jposed extension last year spent
$660,000 on lobbyists — five
times more than BART — to
derail the line as initially struc-
tured, reports filed under the
Lobbying Disclosure Act show.

Clearly, BART was finan-
cially and politically outgunned
by the airlines when the exten-
sion fight moved from the
agency's Bay Area back yard to
the serpentine halls and offices
of Congress.

In addition to the lobby
money specifically directed
against BART, Federal Election
Commission records show the
$70 billion-a-year passenger
airline industry contributed an
additional $865,000 to federal
lawmakers and political party

commlittees between Jan. 1,
1995, and Oct. 16, 1996.

As a public agency, BART is
prohibited by law from contrib-
uting to congressional cam-

paigns.

In its quest to extract funding
from federal lawmakers for the
extension — $750 million now
to break ground on the $1.2 bil-
lion project — the transit dis-
trict had to cut a deal with the
airlines in negotiations BART
President Margaret Pryor said
were so brutal she had to leave
one day and go to church.

“The resulting agreement, di-
rectors acknowledged, was
bitter to swallow. But BART offi-
clals say it was the only way to
buy -a chance at moving the
project forward.

A bartering BART

By agreeing to lease the air-
port station for 50 years, and by
giving airline employees a 25
percent discount for* any train
ride to or from the station,
BART will end up paying an ad-
ditional $3.5 million a year. The
amount likely will be passed on
as a surcharge at the four new
San Mateo County stations in
South San Francisco, San
Bruno, the airport and Millbrae.

Edward A. Merlis of the Air
Transport Association of
America, downplayed the air-
lines’ efforts in Washington. He
estimated work on the BART ex-
tension accounted for less than
5 percent — $80,000 — of the
trade group's overall lobbying,
which totaled 81.6 million last

year.

“We had the advantage be-
cause we had the merits on our
side. We weren't going up the
Hill asking for $750 million for
a questionable project,” satd
Merlis, who because of the set-
tlement will now help BART
lobby for the money.

Now, the unanswered ques-
tion is whether the agreement
will be enough to dislodge the
funding plan from a U.S. Senate
transportation appropriations
subcommittee, where it has
been languishing for months.

Meanwhile, BART still faces
opposition from a wealthy local
critic, Artichoke Joe's card
room in San Bruno, whose lob-
bying efforts at home and in
Washington have stunned BART
gﬂéclals and the agency's lobby-

Further, transportation offi-
cals say, two other inextricably
Unked hurdles still could block
BART's path to SFO:

» The extension’s $750 mil-
lon price tag. With federal dol-
lars in short supply. the project
would eat up about 13 percent

Also San Mateo Times

MORE....
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A BART train waits in the new Dublin/Pleasanton station during testing this month. The station is set to

open May 10.

of the national ratl extension
money under President Clin-
ton's multiyear transportation
budget.

» Partisan politics. as the
heavily Democratic-dominated
Bay Area delegation lobbieg for
support in a Republican Con-
gress intent on slashing deficits.

“It's a political lesson for me
every day,” said BART Director
Dan Richard, who has guided
the project along its bumpy path
since joining the board in 1992.

Richard said he believes
“we’ll stick a shovel in the
ground this year,” an opinion
not likely shared by - Dennis
Sammut, who'.‘has invested
heavily in- the hope .that the
shovel ‘doesn't- land near his
business, Artichoke Joe's.

Artichoke raises the ante

In 1996, Sammut's Artichoke
Enterprises paild Swidler &
Berlin, a Washington, D.C., law
firm, $420,000 to lobby against
the proposed extenstion, lob-:
bying reports show. That alone
Is more than three times
BART's $131,705 annual con-
tract with a Capitol Hill lob-
byist.

The money trail doesn't end
there.

The Alr Transport Associa-
tion of America, a trade group
representing the airlines, spent
approximately $240,000 on in-
house lobbying and hired a law
firm to respond to BART's envi-
ronmental documents and ex-

The BART stops here

The Bay Area Rapid Transit District
_is fighting to pry loose $750 million
in federal money to break.ground
on the $1.2 billion, 8.2-mile
extension to San Francisco
International Airport.
Colma station
Serramante {operational)
Blvd.

Westhorough Bivd, station | ]

San Bruno %,
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Sneath i, ‘“‘m\“ ;
80 > “01:
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plain the response on Capitol
Hill.

Artichioke ‘Jog'shas coordt-"
nated elforts “with“the: ‘trade”

group t6'oppose the'8 2-mile ex-
tension, “acknowl

d'. Swidler:
- & Berlin's Bafry Direfiféld “t4nd - ...
the trade group’s Merfis: >~

The airlines and Artichoke
Joe's have different interests,
but their motivations are largely
money driven: Sammut fears
losing -his card, room's parking

-lot,-owned by the City of San-

Francisce, during construction,
said his attorney, Bo Links; the
airlines want to pay as little as
posstble toward a BART station,
knowing the financial arrange-
ment could set a national prece-
dent for similar airport projects
around the country, according
to BART and the trade group.

No guarantees

The settlement with the air-
lines doesn't guarantee the
money will come from Wash-
Ington, Richard acknowledged.
Still, he satd, BART officials be-
lieved they would not be able to
move forward as long as the air-
line debate continued.’

BART officlals say they hope
the deal will eliminate questions
about the project’s local fi-
nancing and the legality of ‘di-
verting airline revenues from
projects unrelated to the air-
port, a complicated and prickly
issue in Washington that the air-
lines had been heavily high-
lighting.

“We were hurt by the fact
that the airlines were so relent-

‘less,” Richard saild. “Quite

frankly, they lobbied the issue
harder than we did.”

Staff writer Dan Seaver con-

tribuled lo this report.
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New shag
to BART
airport
project

Millbrae group

asks vote on station
By Erin McCormick

OF THE EXAMINER STAFF

In what could become another

stumbling block for the plan to

extend BART to San Francisco In-
ternational Airport, a group of

Peninsula residents is gathering
‘signatures for a ballot initiative to

stop the last leg of the project from
being built in Millbrae.

The proposed initiative would
need 1,100 verified signatures to be
included on Millbrae’s November

.ballot. It would require new mass

transit facilities to be smaller than
3,000 square feet and include no

‘more than 250 parking spaces. The
‘measure would rule out BART’s
iplan to make Millbrae the end of

its Peninsula line, which would
mean building a 165,000-square-
foot station and a 3,000-space
‘parking garage.

“We look at this as a quality-of-
life issue for Millbrae,” said Tom
Williams, one of the measure’s
sponsors. “We'd be overwhelmed
by giant concrete buildings and
overrun with commuters from oth-
er places.”

The effort is backed by the Co-
alition for a One-Stop Terminal, a
group of environmentalists and
CalT'rain supporters who long have
opposed the $1.2 billion BART
project. : .

The Millbrae City Council has
supported the BART-to-the-air-
port project and is negotiating with
the transit agency on the terms of
the final agreement to bring BART
to Millbrae.

BART officials questioned
whether the ballot measure, which
could go to a vote after the project

“is already under way, would apply

to them at all. ,
“We have worked with the city
right along on this project,” said
BART spokesman Mike Healy.
“But we are not subject to local
zoning laws. This sounds like one

_ last-ditch effort to stop the proj-

ect’”

Backers of the measure dis-
agreed that BART is exempt from
local votes. :

“That flies in the face of reason
and democracy,” said San Francis-
co attorney Peter Bagatelos, who
represents sponsors of the mea-
sure. “Are they a world unto them-
selves then?

The project, in planning for
eight years, has been delayed three
months by Congress’ failure to ap-
prove the $750 million federal
grant BART will need to build the
extension.

Williams said Millbrae residents
are particularly concerned that by -
providing 3,000 free parking
spaces, BART’s Millbrae station
will become a parking lot for thou-
sands of airport users from other
cities.



BART’s hoondoggle

Editor:

Let's review last week’s events
in terms of the long running
saga of B ART to
Millbrae/Burlingame.

First, the San Francisco Board
of Supervisors barcly approved
legislation which, in essence,
says that if BART defaults on its
lease with San Francisco
International Airport, the
money comes out of San
Francisco's General Fund. Every
time this issue is before the San
Francisco Board, it seems
another Supervisor joins the
opposition. Since both the
SFIA/BART lease and issuance of
the $200 million in revenue
bonds tnust still be voted upon,
this trend is not good for BART.

Second, the BART Board,
reluctantly agreed to the SFIA
lease, and once again
pronounced, “BART to the
Airport is just around the
corner.” This agreement.
however, does not even go into
force until BART and others
formally write the FAA for a
federal policy clarification
about using airport funds to
build mass transit facilities. To
date, that letter has net been
sent.

MILLBRAE-SAN BRUNO SUN
Wednesday, April 23,1997

Is BART any closer to
building? No. Their $750 million
Federal Funding Grant
Agreement is still being held in
abeyapge by Congress. How do,
our representatives  feel?-
Congressional ™‘transcripts
clearly indicate a concern in
Washington, and specifically
with transportation committee
Chairman Frank Wolf (R-VA):
“Regarding San PFrancisco, Wolf
argued that Bay Area Rapid
Transit's (BART's) projections of
future federal funds for an
extension to San Francisco
International Airport and to
Millbrae are wildly unrealistic.
He recommended that BART
investigate structuring the
project into two phases, first to
the airport and then to
Millbrae.” The Senate is even
less enthusiastic about BART's
billion dollar boondoggle.

Finally, there's the matter of
EIR litigation against BART
After months of BART delay, the
judge has set a court date of
June 27th. With the outcome of
such litigation pending,
another questions cast doubt on
the likelihood of BART
continuing its southward
expansion.

Pam Rianda, Chairman
Coalition for a One-Stop
Terminal



MILLBRAE-SAN BRUNO SUN
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Gongress, BART
and the law

Editor:

It is a tragedy that I mnust-put
my faith in members of
Congress from other states in
hopes that reason will prevail

on a matter of local interest:

BART. While elected
representatives from other
states -~ specifically Mssrs.
McCain and Shelby — know the
letter of the law and stick to i,
my elected representatives
appear to have lost all
perspective on the issue of
BART financing. It took these
two distinguished gentlemen to
point out that established law
long has prevented federal
aviation agencies from

P

is obvious. The money to build

infrastructure should come
from those who use it. I would

not want the taxes [ pay for

school to be used to build

prisons, for example. Yes, |
believe efficient mass public
transit is a desirable goal. Yes, |
believe BART has served the
region for a number of years.
Do 1 believe BART should be
given carte blanche to raid
whatever funds it can lay its
hands on — illegally — to extend
to the airport? Of course not.
Wake up, Senator Feinsteih and
Congressman Lantos. We
elected you to uphold the law,
not break it
Eleanor Rubins
Millbrae



MILLBRAE-SAN BRUNQ SUN
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No.to BART

I am a long-time resident of
Millbrae and. a proud member
of the Coalition for a One-Stop
Terminal {(COST). I resent the
vicious attack our mayor,
Daniel Quigg, made on this
group in the March 5th Sun. He
stretched and distorted the
facts in a vain attempt to prove
that dur well founded concerns
aboyt,. BART's intrusions into
our peaceful community are
“baseless and untrue.” For
example, we are very concerned
that the city's own advisory
committee on BART voted
overwhelmingly against BART
in Millbrae. We are alarmed
that the city council retaliated

its own appointed

group and tried to discredit
individual members over this
vote. Mayor Quigg tries to make
it sound as if the committee did
not vote the way it voted! He
says the committee voted in
favor of BART to the airport in
favor of Alternative VI if BART
was to be extended and in favor
of the station area cohcept plan
if BART comes to Millbrae. And
he has the gall to mention the
committee's 14-3 vote opposed
to BART entering Millbrae in
support of his false accusations
against COST. The Citizen's
Advisory Committece was asked

it believed BART

should come into our town. It

Mayor Quigg ignores his
constituents and kowtows to
outoftown interests. I'l]
certainly remember that the
next time he asks me for my

Joseph Caimotto
Former Member

Millbrae Cltizens Advisory

Committee



San Mateo Connty Times

Tuesday, April 22,1997

JACK KNEECE

NERVOUS: Local political hon-
chos, labor leaders, transportation
bigwigs and others interested in
the lucrative BART-to-SFO project
are on pins and needles. The man.
holding the whip hand in doling =
out 8750 million in federal
monies is taking his time deciding
what to do. As of late Monday,
Sen. Richard Shelby, R-Alabama,
had not released the longed-for
cash. Without that dough, the
$1.2 billion construction effort is
dead. : '



San Mateo Connty Times

Tuesday, April 22,1997

Spare the motorist

John Rudolph's views (letter, April
13) are the epitome of what's wrong
with our overall system, one that does
not address the root causes of our
problems but at taxpayer expense
throws money at them and hopes they
Jjust go away.

Rather than see Muni, BART and
AC Transit reformed into more effi-
cient, inexpensive and thus more at-
tractive services, Rudolph would de-
rive more pleasure out of the working
poor and middle class being coerced
into choosing between incompetence
or being punished with bridge tolls of
$7 to $12 for daring to take the only

source of reliable transportation that
would allow them to get to work on
time and keep their jobs.

We motorists pay our share of tax-
es for the streets and highways that
bicycles and smoke-belching buses
ride on, every time we pump gas and
when we renew our license-plate reg-
istration.

PAuL ABINANTI
San Francisco
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Mayor is ignoring
his constituents

I AM a longtime resident of
Millbrae and a proud member of
the Coalition for a One-Stop Ter?
minal.

1 resent the vicious attack our
mayor, Danie] Quigg, made on
this group in a recent edition of
The Times. He stretched and dis-
torted the facts in a vain attempt
to prove that our well-founded
concerns about BART's inlru-
slons into our peaceful ¢ommu-
nity are "baseless and untrue.”

For example, we are very con-
cerned that the city's own advi-
sory commillee on BART voted
overwhelmingly against BART in
Millbrae.

We are alarmecd that the City
Council retalfated against its own
appointed group and tried to dis-
credit individual members over
this vote.

Quigg trics to make it sound
as if the committee did not vote
the way it voted. He says the com-
miltee voted in favor of BART to
the airport, tn favor of allernative
VI if BART was to be extcnded,
and In favor of the station area
concept plan if BART comes to
Millbrae.

And he has the gall to mention
the committec's 14-3 vote op-
posed to BART entering Millbrae
in support of his false accusa-
tlons against COST:

The committee was asked
whether 1t believed BART should
come {nto our town. It said no.

Quigg ignores his constituents
and kowtows to our-of-fown in-
terests. Tl certainly remember
that the next time he asks me for
my support.
' Joseph Calmotto

Miltbrae
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

On BART Jjust the facts

FOR the record, attorney Robert

Links' statermnent that the project
to link BART with San Francisco In-
ternational Alrport would “devastate
downtown Sati Bruno” (Page 14, © -
April 11) is simply rubbish and- he :

knows it -

* 'Two small businesses currently on; :
Southern Pacific property will be af- .

fected by the praject, but that's it. -

Ironically; the BART environmerital .~

impact report shows that the propos-
al that Links' client, Artichoke Joe's .

. .Card Club, is pushing would take 165 _

housing units arid 24 businesses in
downtown San Bruno. It should also
be noted that when completed, the’
BART station at the Tanforan shop-
ping:center will offer 2 major trans- .
portation enhiancement and conve- £
nience. The city.of-San ] Bruno ison ..
record as supporting the projéct. .

As for Links’ assertion that the °
BART/SFG praject is a recip: for
bankruptcy, that, too, is.a falla. ,. .
First of all, BAR™s track record is-
most recently‘exeimplified by the fact
that the transit district built overa |
billion dollars worth of extensions in
the East Bay within budget. :

Links said the Pleasanton Sta“iuon

cost went from its original estimate
" of $270 million to $540 million to

make his case. What he forgets to
mention but knows perfectly well is
that the figures are for a 14-mile line
with two stations. In the mid-1980s,. . .
when there were no hard cost esti~
mates, the Measure B Committee
used some early back-of-the-enve- .-

lope planning figures. These figures .-

were later adjusted to reflect actual
engineering costs; when the BART
board adopted the project, lt was fdt
$6517 million.

Later, BART extended the ptoject
by several miles to East Dublm/Pleas—
anton at the cormmunity’s request. m
The BART/SFO cost estimates are ;
based on hard engineering numbers .
developed during a very stringent en;
vironraental impact study process.

We understand Links' desire tu dQ
the best job he can for his client, buat
please, let’s stick to the facts. 3

—Tom Blalock
- BART Board of, Dmacwm 6th District
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BART cars get overhaul

By Sheryl A. Tankersley
STAFF WRITER

In a large Pittsburg warehouse a few
miles from the highway, engineers
whittle away a crumbling gasket, strip
cracked paint and replace warped floor
boards that go unnoticed by the thou-
sands who ride BART every day.

The workers are dwarfed by huge
rail car shells propped up on blocks —
wheels, trucks and axles removed.

They work for one of the largest rail
car manufacturers in the world and
when they are finished, the Bay Area
Rapid Transit trains will be like new.

ADtranz opened its plant in
Pittsburg a year ago on a $340 million
contract to dismantle and rebuild 200
BART cars by 1999. BART has the
option to renew the contract through
2002, which would enable ADtranz to
revamp the remaining 239 cars of
BART's original fleet.

The first refurbished car is sched-
uled to roll back on the tracks this fall.

Financing is coming, in part, from a
45% increase in the fee charged to
BART passengers. The fee hike was
applied in stages over the last three
years, the last of which was April 1.

“They need to renovate the cars or
they are not going to be able to main-
tain their trains,” said ADtranz Plant
Manager John Garnham. .

At age 24, the original fleet is
already four years past its predicted

life span. By taking them apart piece-
by-piece and replacing wormn out com-
ponents, ADtranz is adding another 20
years of life to the cars at about half the
cost of new ones.

“A brand new car costs $1.5 to $2.5
million,” Garnham said. “A rehabilitat-
ed car is $750,000.”

Working on 24 cars at a time,
ADtranz is gutting the rail car shells of
their seats, carpets and interior walls.
Its engineers are taking apart the
mechanical and electrical components
that hold the cars to the rails and pro-
pel them forward.

DAN KRAUSS PHOTO

Its headquarters in Pitisburgh,
Penn., are building propulsion systems
that ADtranz will install.

Once a car is apart, two subcontrac-
tors handle some of the work.

Gupta Permold Corp. is replacing
the gear boxes and air tanks and ducts.
They are also stripping the seats down
to their frames and repainting them
before adding new upholstery.

Mindseed Corp. is rebuilding the
trucks. Trucks are the bottom of part of
a rail car that contains the suspension,
propulsion, wheels and brakes.

Mindseed is also reconstructing the
couplers that hold one car to the next.

All the rebuilt cars will get new
upholstery, doors and hangers, air
compressors, heat and air condition-
ing, and batteries.

About half will have window glass
replaced. Some will get new cabs, ceil-

ings or floors as needed.

Once the parts are replaced, rebuilt,
painted or repaired, ADtranz will
attach new parts with old parts that are
still good. That is where ADtranz
design engineers come in.

“There are literally hundreds of
drawings ‘on this,” Garnham said.
“There are probably 5,000 drawings
and 10 subsystems on the car.”

ADtranz -is operating in the plant

formerly held by its competitor,
Morrison Knudsen Corp., which com-
pleted 80 new, third-generation BART
cars in 1995.

ADtranz moved into the 220,000-

square-foot warehouse and hired 45
employees. At full staff by July 1998,
the company anticipates employing
about 200 ‘people. Most of the engi-
neers, planners and electronic techni-
cians ADtranz hires will be local, as the
city of Pittsburg is screening applicants
through its Human Resources
Department.

ADtranz is owned by two parent
companies: ABB Asea Brown Boveri
Ltd. in Switzerland and Daimler-Benz
in Germany.

ABB had $33.7 million in 1995 sales
and Daimler-Benz had $72.2. Each own
half of ADtranz.
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What does BART-to-SFO
mean for Millbrae?

COST makes
a number of

baseless charges
By Daniel F. Quigg

S mayor of Millbrae, I am dismayed at
the deceitful anti-BART flyers which
have been irresponsibly thrown onto
Millbrae’s lawns and walkways by the
COST organization.

COST's flyers make a number of baseless
charges. COST falsely accuses the City Council of
acting behind closed doors respecting a proposed
agreement with BART to offset traffic and con-
struction impacts.

To the contrary. the council has met in six
publicly noticed meetings. two of which were tele-
vised. to consider the agreement, painstakingly
considered all public comments, and incorpo-
rated significant amendments as a result thereof.

COST falsely alleges the city has been in a rush
to cut a deal with BART. The facts are that Mil-
Ibrae has worked steadily over the past four years
to ensure that BART does not negatively impact
the community.

Untold hours of study, negotiation and public
meetings have occurred in search of proper miti-
gations in the environmental process.

If the city defers negotiations with BART, BART
will begin construction without the city's input
and influence.

COST falsely alleges there will be five years of
maximum gridlock on Millbrae Avenue during
construction of the Millbrae Avenue BART sta-
tion.

The truth is the city’s new overpass has more
than sufficient capacity to properly handle traffic
during construction of the BART project. And. the
city has influenced BART's construction plans to
minimize construction traffic cn city streets. di-
recung it ..way from residential areas.

COST lalsciv salleges there wiil be perinanent
gridlock on and arcund Millbrize Avenue when
the station is finished. 7"« trath is the city has
initiated a traffic circulation pian to which BART
has agreed (and provided $2 million i funding),
which Is more than adequate to provide effective
traffic circulation around the station.

COST falsely alleges city-financed planning and
economic studies concluded that economic devel-
opment surrounding a BART station was unlikely
and unrealistic. The truth is city expert studies
conclude the exact opposite.

Hotel, office, entertainment and retail opportu-
nities exist from which to generate substantial
revenues for the city.

While COST desperately tries to resuscitate its
failed plans to keep BART out of the airport. pro-
moting a west of Bayshore station plan which
would wreak havoc on north Millbrae neighbor-
hoods, the council continues serving the interests
of Millbrae residents by working with BART to es-
tablish reasonable ground rules should the
project be funded.

Daniel F. Quigy is the muayor of Millbrae.

Communities

derive few benefits
from BART

By Pam Rianda

ILLBRAE Mayor Danfel Quigg has

characterized COST's position on

the BART-SFO project as “misinfor-

mation.” Unfortunately, that's pre-

cisely the type of misinformation
BART consistently uses to rush cities and voters
into hasty decisfons.

Despite BART's dubious claims, common
sense shows a station {n Millbrae, during and
after construction, will cause inconvenience, in-
creased traffic and lower property values.

One only needs to look at Daly City to recoy-
nize that communities derive little benefit from
BART's presence.

In 1987, voters {n Millbrae defeated Measure K
in a county-wide vote asking approval for BART-
SFO. In 1995, the Millbrae Citizen's Advisory
Committee voted 14-3 against BART to Millbrae.
Yet the project moves forward.

It is insulting to one’s intelligence to assert that
BART construction will not impact traffic. You
may recall the gridlock caused by the CalTrain
grade separation, despite assurances that such
would not occur.

The fact is, Millbrae Avenue would experience
years of disruption while lanes are widened and
retrofitting is completed. And BART's estimated
30.000 riders per day will create a permanent
jam as masses pour in and out each day.

BART's station will occupy a massive 15-acre
tract and the city officials of Millbrae seem too
anxious to rush forward with plans for an eight-
story parking monstrosity for 3,000 vehicles.

It doesn't stop here. The city has proposed
hundreds more spaces west of the station. These
gigantic parking structures are similar to those at
the Uniled Airlines maintenance facility that are
clearly visible from Highway 101. Do the people

of Millbrae want that in their back yards?

These parking decks will undoubtedly attract
SFO-bound passengers. lured by the prospect of
free parking versus $26 per day at the airport.

What's worse, it is Inevitable that daily com-
muters, displaced by free-loading airport passen-
gers, will have to park in nearby neighborhoods.
Did anyone ask Millbrae residents how they feel
about having their streets lined and driveways
blocked by parked cars every day?

The BART station in Millbrae promises many
invasive consequences and, as such, rushing into
long-term, wide-ranging decisions on issues that
remain unresolved (and even unknown to many
who stand to be affected most) is dangerous. .

We urge council members to fully inform resi-
dents and allow adequate time and process for
careful consideration of this matter.

Pam Rianda is a member of the Coalition for a
One-Stop Terminal and the Belmont City Council.
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Perspective lost on BART finances

IT IS a tragedy that I must put
my faith in members of Congress
from other states in hopes that
reason will prevail on a matter of
local interest, BART.

‘While elected representatives
from other states, specifically
McCain and Shelby, know the
letter of the law and stick to it,
my elected representatives ap-
pear to have lost all perspective
on the issue of BART financing,

It took these two distinguished
gentlemen to point out that estab-
lished law long has prevented
federal aviation agencies from fi-
nancing railroad transit.

The logic of such regulations is
obvious. The money to build in-
frastructure should come from
those who use it. 1 would not
want the taxes I pay for schools
to be used to build prisons, for
example.

Yes, I believe efficient mass
public transit is a desirable goal.
Yes, I believe BART has served
the region for a number of years.

Do I believe BART should be
given carte blanche to raid what-
ever funds it can lay its hands on,
illegally, to extend to the airport?
Of course not.

Wake up, Senator Feinstein
and Congressman Lantos. We
elected you to uphold the law, not
break it.

Eleanor Rubins
Millbrae
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It’s NOW Or never
for BART-to-SFO

T'S coming down to the finish line.
A crucial decision on a $750
million allocation of federal money
for the BART-to-San Francisco In-
ternational Airport project is due
to be made very soon in Washington,
D.C. :

Local politicians, transit officials and
others with a vital interest in the mam-
moth project, which will cost upwards of
$1.2 billion when completed, agree that
the next several weeks are critical.

- The process now is simple. The Senate
transportation appropriations subcom-
mittee, chaired by Sen. Richard Shelby,
R-Alabama, must give its approval to re-
lease the money. Then the Department of

Transportation will provide it to BART.

The transit district cannot go forward
with construction without the federal
funds. All major opposition to the project
has dissipated. Even the airlines, which
once argued against it, now lobby in favor
of it.

We strongly urge all parties interested
in the process to contact Shelby and let
his subcommittee members know how
vital their OK is here.

Without it, BART-to-SFO is dead.
Shelby and his subcommittee can be
reached by telephone at (202) 224-5744,
by fax at (202) 224-3416 and by malil at

the Hart Senate Office Building, Wash-
ington D.C., 20510.

Also San Mateo Times
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CalTrain Hosts Hearings on S.F. Station

- By Benjamin Pimentel
Chronicle Peninsula Burea:

CalTrain will hold the first of
two public hearings today on its
plan to extend to downtown San
Francisco and build a station
where the Bay Area’s three ma]or
rail lines will connect.

The. project will extend Cal-
Train from the existing station at
4th and Townsend streets to the
Transbay Terminal, where the it
will connect with BART and Muni,
creating a major transportation
hub in downtown San Francisco.

The meeting, to be held at ANA
Hotel at 5:30 p.m., will give the pub-
lic a chance to comment on a draft
environmental impact study re-
leased last month. Another meet-
ing will be held April 17 at the
SamTrans Headquarters in San
Carlos.

“This system will be a major al-
ternative to Highway 101 into and
out of San Francisco,” said Andy
Nash, the project manager.

CalTrain plans to build an un-
derground line along Townsend
Street and an underground station
at the bus terminal site at First and

Mission streets, a short distance
from the BART-Muni Embarcade-
ro Station, Nash said.

The bus terminal may be relo-
cated to Beale and Howard streets,:
he added.

The extension may have six
tracks that could eventually be
used for the planned high-speed
rail line connecting the Bay Area
to Southern California, Nash said.

The key issue raised in the
study is how to pay for the project,
Nash said.
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Airport Roundtable
considers expansion

Seven cities have requested
membership in an expanded

Airport/Community
Roundtable.

A draft amendment to the
agreement by which the

Roundtable was organized in
1981, opening membership to
accoinmodate them, will be
sent into circulation for review
by the current nine meinber
cities.

If approved as presented by
San Mateo County legal
counsel, the amendment would
mean 17 of the county's 20
cities would have full voting
rights in Roundtable matters,
with the door open for the
remaining three. The
communities of Colma, San
Carlos and East Palo Alto have
not expressed an interest in
joining the group. '

At the urging of San
Francisco International Airport
last month, the Roundtable
invited those interested in
membership to notify the
group. The cities of Belmont,
Half Moon Bay, Menlo Park,
Portola Valley, Redwood City,
San Mateo and Woodside

responded. The town of
Atherton has been a non-voting
member of the group for nearly
two years. The proposed
amendment would give
Atherton full voting status.

The  Airport/Community
Roundtable is a voluntary
forum bringing together
representatives of San Francisco
International Airport, the
counties of San Francisco and
San Mateo, the Federal Aviation
Administration, airlines and
pilots in regular monthly
meetings with the cities of
Brisbane, Daly City, South San
Francisco. San Bruno, Pacifica,
Millbra e, Burlingame,
Hillsborough and Foster City to
discuss airport noise issues and
to propose mitigations.

Only the federal government
has authority to regulate

commercial aircraft in flight;.

the airport operator — in this
case the San Francisco Airports
Commission — has limited
authority: over airline
operations. The Roundtable has
been effective as a forum and as
a lobbying group to bring about
some reductions in noise

impacts through cooperative
efforts with all the affected
agencies.

The original group of cities
was established in the late
1970s through a Joint Airport
Land Use Study between the
city and county of San Francisco
and the county of San Mateo.
The Roundtable was created in
1981 to monitor the
implementation of the
recommendations of the Join
Land Use Study. Some of the
proposed new members are
distant from the airport; most
are experiencing impacts of
overflights by jets on approach
to SFO.

Under the proposed
amendment to the MOU drafted
by San Mateo County counsel,
any city in the county could
join by passing a city council
resolution endorsing the
original MOU, agreeing to
match the annual funding each
city pays — now set at $1,000
per city per year — and
authorizing a member of the
city council to attend as a
delegate.
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Alrport fights BART

“Editor:

"\When I read that the San
Tnc_isco airport officials and
the airlines are d%ainst bringing
BART to the airport, I thought,
this is outrageous. Airport
Director John Martin must be a
cold-hearted, inhuman,
irresponsible, despotic tyrant,
who cares nothing for our
communities, only the bottom
line. And the same goes for the
airlines, especially United
Airlines, who stands to gain the
most and who gives the least to
our communities.

United Airlines deserves the
“UNfriendly Skies Award” in
how they treat taxpayers and
their own passengers. who are
treated like chattel.

It is intolerable and vicious
how the SFO Airport gets away
with raping the Peninsula
communities, with its air
pollution, traffic gridlock,
disregard for public safety, and
if that’s not enough, now' they
are allowing pilots to zigzag at
low altitudes over our beautiful
neighborhoods and schools full
of precious children just to save
‘on fuel.

I've been to Airport
Community Roundtable
meetings on the first

Wednesday night of the month
at the Millbrae City Hall, and
I've heard the people of the
Peninsula begging and pleading
for help from the Airport
Director John Martin, the FAA
and United Airlines, and all
they get from these bottom-line
scoundrels are heartless, stone:
cold looks of indifference.

Our County Supervisor Mary
Griffin is a member of the
Roundtable, and after listening
to the public outcry, had the .
audacity to get up and say, “Q
comg on, the Airport js a boafg;
for the Bay Area.” Sure, it's'a
monetary boon for the Bay
Area, but, Supervisor Griffin,
there are some things more
important than money and the
bottom lime. While the city of
San Francisco reaps all the
money and benefit, San Mateo
and Santa Clara Counties get all
the problems. How many low-
flying jets are vectored over San
Francisco homes and schools?
And now the airport expects us
to pay $2.5 million a year for
BART. a solution to the problem
the airport is creating? This
must be a joke! The taxpayers
get raped again. There is no free
lunch, San Francisco pay your
dues, just like everyone else.

Wake up, Peninsula, let's
stand up for our rights. Let's
join together with our mayors,
city to city, shoulder to
shoulder, to fight for our
quality of life. The noise permit
which allows the airport to
continue operations comes due
in May. There is a window of
opportunity here where we can
make the airport, the FAA and
the airlines play by the rules.
Call your mayor, contact
Senator Quentin Kopp and
write letters to the newspaper
to say that we deserve safe and
quiet skies.

Len Beaty
Burlingame
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CalTrain public
hearings

CalTrain will hold a public
hearing to receive input on the
draft environmental study for
CalTrain’s proposed extension
to First and Mission streets in
downtown San Francisco.

The hearing will be held April
17, 5:30 p.m. open house; 6:30
p.m. public hearing, SamTrans
Headquarters, 1250 San Carlos
Ave., 2nd floor auditorium. San
Carlops. ‘

The hearing will begin with

an open house to review the five
decisions the CalTrain board
will need to make in deciding
on the locally preferred
ajternative for the project.

The public review period ends
May 12. At its June 5 meeting,
the CalTrain board may decide
on the locally preferred
alternative or decide whether to
continue pursuing the
downtown extension project.

A project newsletter detailfng
the five decisions is availablé by
calling 1-800-818-TRAK.

SamTrans holds

community meeting

SamTrans will hold a
community meeting to provide
information and receive input
on_the SamTrans Bus System
Evaluation Study. The purpose
of the study is to develop a bus |
service plan that best meets the
needs of SamTrans current and
future customers. .

The meeting will be held at
the following locations:

Thursday, April 17, 6:30 to
7:30 p.m., Menlo Park Civic
Center, Council Chambers, 701
Laurel Street, Menlo Park, and

Tuesday, April 22, 6:30 to 7:30
p.m., SamTrans, 2nd Floor,
Auditorium, 1250 San Carlos
Ave., San Carlos.

Staff will provide an overview
of the study and report on the
progress to date.

Comments from current
rigers and the general public
will be used to develop service
alternatives and identify
opportunities to improve
service efficiencies and
effectiveness.
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Airport Commission
0Ks bonds for BART

SAN FRANCISCO The city Airport
Commission has unanimously approved
$200 million in bonds for the BART’s
extension to San Francisco Internation-
al Airport.

Its decision Tuesday to authorize the
airport’s contribution to the $1.2 billion
BART project represented the first vote
in weeks where the project hasn't run in
to unexpected opposition.

Last week, the agreement to have
The City chip in was nearly scrapped by
the Board of Supervisors, and then de-
tails of the project ran into opposition
from some of BART’s own directors.

The $200 million bond still must get
final approval from the Board of Super-.
visors. BART also must get approval
from Congress for $750 million in feder-
al grants for the project to go forward.
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

BART’s prices
are too high

IS IT true that BART said that
rates are going to be raised by 11
percent? Then do the math,
BART riders.

[ travel from West Oakland to
Embarcadero Station daily
Monday through Friday. The rate
before the change was $1.80 one
way; after the increase, I'm
paying $2.05. That is a 14 per-
cent increase, not 11 percent.

Are the people at BART aware
of this, and not telling us? Or is
this just a mathematical error on
their part, or mine?

It seems people just pay the
price and accept whatever BART
dictates. So riders, check your
rates. If they're higher. write to
BART and tell them you're mad
as hell and not going to take any
more. BART, tell the truth.

: Paul Carrell
" Oakland
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~ LETTERS T0 THE EDITOR

Longing for more transit links to ease Peninsula traffic

For the past eight years, 've uti-
lized CalTrain, SamTrans and BART,
depending on where I've lived and
worked in the Bay Area. I now com-
mute from Fremont to San Carlos
each day, and because of the lack of
convenient bus and train connections,
I'have to drive. I miss having the time
to work, read and even catch a nap go-
ing to and from work each day.

Even with fare increases, it was
cheaper to take BART rather than
drive to San Francisco when I worked
there. I'm finding out how much
cheaper now, with all the driving
across the Dumbarton and up 101.

The people of San Mateo County
* have a unique opportunity to connect
all the major transit — BART, Cal-
Train and SamTrans. I don’t know if
they know how fortunate they’ll be
when this happens — if it happens.

As a native of Redwood City, and
perhaps a future Peninsula resident,
I can only hope citizens see the BART-
airport extension for what it could
mean and fight for its completion.

JonN Crook
Fremont

¢

I support the BART extension to
the airport. I am disappointed that
the project has been delayed, and I
am angry that some of our elected of-
ficials in Washington seem to have
such little regard for the traffic prob-
lems we face daily.

Now that BART has signed a deal
with the airline industry that should
end the congressional gridlock threat-
ening the plan to expand rail service
to San Francisco International Air-
port, let us have no more lengthy de-
lays in funding the project.

Peninsula residents agree that our

streets and highways are getting more
congested each year. We need many
transit alternatives, and we need them
now. The BART-airport extension may
not be perfect, but it has been studied
thoroughly and enjoys widespread
support. Why can’t we just stop the
talking and get on with it? If the pro-
Ject slips away uncompleted, we will
have lost an incredible opportunity,
and we will all be the losers.

The citizens of San Mateo County
overwhelmingly and repeatedly have
expressed their desire to extend
BART. It makes sense to have alter-

BART

native transit as part of an overall re-
gional approach to mass transit.

There will always be naysayers to
change. Fortunately, we citizens are
able to express our opinions on sig-
nificant issues by voting. The votes
have been tabulated, and the people
of San Mateo County want BART.

BERNICE GARRETT
San Mateo

¢

I am a Pacifica resident and would
like you to know what a convenience

it would be to be able to take BART -

via SamTrans connection directly to
the airport.

Each year, traffic gets worse and
parking more difficult and expensive.
I'hope our elected officials can see the
benefits of reduced traffic, improved

air quality and increased peace of
mind for the residents of San Mateo
County and support efforts to bring
BART to the airport, which is long
overdue.

BoB CARLSON
Pacifica

¢

I support the full BART extension
to San Francisco International Air-
port. I was delighted when our elected
officials and government bureaucrats
made the decision to proceed with
this project. I am exceedingly con-
cerned and frustrated with continued
wrangling and “revisiting” of the de-
cisions by some of those same parties.
This project must move forward, on
schedule.

SFO is a world-class airport. Hav-
ing BART connected to the terminal
area will benefit both travelers and
employees alike. It will benefit tens
of millions of people over the next 50
years, ‘

In the years 2030 to 2040, our chil-
dren and grandchildren will take for
granted the logical access of public
mass transit to the airport. Some may
think back and appreciate the vision
we had to undertake this project.

I have traveled through many air-
ports over the years. In Atlanta and
Zurich, T marveled at the ease at
which I could transfer from the air
carrier to the local light-rail systems.
It was convenient, clean and quick.

In airports where the planning
and transportation people lacked vi-
sion, as at Boston’s Logan Airport, it
was just one more hassle to find the
bus for the short ride from the termi-
nal to the subway system.

A. RAY BERTRAND
San Carlos
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BART plans are a boondoggle

A RECENT letter from state
Sen. Quentin Kopp wrongfully
compared the proposed $1.2 bil-
lion BART expansion as being
roughly the equivalent of a pro-
posed $500 million CalTrain ex-
pense.

Putting BART in Millbrae with
continuation track to Burlingame
is obfectionable. Most BART
trains scheduled down the Penin-
sula will not stop at SFO.

Millbrae will have to build a
major parking facility which will
destroy much ‘*affordable”
housing and cause massive traffic
problems.

This plan is the first salvo of a
campaign to move BART down
the Peninsula and ring the bay,
requiring major negative, long-
term consequences to commu-
nitles further south.

Building a CalTrain station
closer to downtown in San Fran-
cisco and electrifying the rallroad

“is the solution.

This can be accomplished at a
lower cost than the proposed
BART extensfon, and would even-
tually link up with a high-spced
rall ltine to Southern California,
somcthing BART could never do
because of its different track
gauge.

BART wants money from Con-
gress and the Peninsula (o com-
plete its East Bay expansion and
to perform deferred maintenance
on ils aging cars. If BART con-

struction begins, it will start at
the south end of the proposed ex-
pansion and will likely run out of
money.

Then San Mateo County and
SamTrans will be forced to find
millions of additional dollars
which will require raising our
taxes and gutting our SamTrans
service.

This boondoggle is a sham.
Traffic will not improve. Commu-
nities will lose their charming
characters and the Peninsula will
lose needed affordable housing
and mass fransportation serv-
ices.

Phillip E. Mathewson

Balmont
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Take this scary
test yourself

THE TIMES' recent cditorlal
on the proposed “rajl-{rail” listed
three issues that need to be ex-
amined, the second belng safety.

I suggest that anyone inter-
ested in gelling a real feel for the
safety situation visit the Hillsdale
CalTrain station walting plat-
form, just up from the slation
parking lots, at 7:25 any weekday
morning,

At that time, a southbound
train passes Hillsdale at about 70
miles per hour. Keep your dis-
tance from the tracks.

The words “awesome" and
“frightening” are the adjectives

_that best describe the expericnce

~ for me during the five or so sec-
onds It takes the powerful train
to pass by.

Although I've not surveyed re-
actions of others on the platform,
their body language suggests a re-
aclion similar to mine.

Whether or not a portion of the
rail-trail would be at this location
is not relevant to a constderation
of such a trail's merits.

It's just that the Hillsdale sta-
tion provides a convenient loca-
tion for examining, at predictable
times, what must be similar ef-
fects from speeding trains any-
where along the proposed trail.

Bill Van Beckum Jr. .

San Mateo

‘
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Memo to Caltrans:
Put tunnel on fast track

AST week, the state Assembly

passed a bill designed to pres-

sure the Department of Trans-

portation to speed up

construction of a Highway 1
tunnel to bypass Devil's Slide just south
of Pacifica.

We applaud the Assembly’s action.
Caltrans needs to be prodded. Its plod-
ding bureaucracy has yet to give the
Coastside project the top priority it
should have.

Local Assemblyman Ted Lempert's
measure, approved 72-1, orders Caltrans
to begin a tunnel design and to complete
preparations for construction immedi-
ately.

Lasl November, San Mateo County

voters overwhelmingly approved the
tunnel project.

It will cost at least $100 million. About
half of that was previously allocated by
the federal government for construction
of an inland bypass around the crum-
bling Devil's Slide cliffs.

An effort to have that money switched
to the tunnel is under way. The balance
of the tunnel monies is being sought as
well. v

Caltrans has estimated that it will take
at least five years to complete the tunnel.
County advocates have argued that such
a timeline is much too lengthy.

We agree. Recalcitrant Caltrans needs
to hear that message over and over. Put
the tunnel on the fast track. Now.
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Don’t be deceived
by BART's planning

I CONTINUE to be amazed
that some of your readers still be-
lleve the fantasy that the pro-
posed BART-to-SFO-to-Millbrae
project is going to solve our
traffic problems and be heavily

. ysed by alrline passengers. No,
To.

The BART study shows that
cars going to the proposed Mil-
lbrae BART stalion would over-
load Highway 101, and the latest
estimate is that only 5 percent of
the BART riders would be airline
passengers.

If this project is meant to be
for airline passengers, then why
is BART planning to run most of
the trains to Millbrae and not the
alrport?

The transit organizations that
upposc this BART project oppose
the extension of BART two miles
past the alrport to Millbrae. They
do not oppose BART to SFO that
we voted for in 1987.

The project being proposed by
BART is intended to put BART in
a position to continue on south to
Menlo Park, disrupting the down-
town areas of every town in its
path.

Going to the alrport is a side
issue for BART as part of its
multibillion-dollar construction
projects palid for by us.

Few people know that as part
of the SamTrans agreement with
BART, $230 million of our San
Mateo County tax money is being
given to BART for ils East Bay
projects.

BART is not putting any
money into BART to SFO or any
other county project.. . _

.. Jim'Wheeler
Beimont
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BART Board

OKs SFO Deal
— Grudgingly
Hard-fought plan heads back
to Congress for fmal approval

By Benjamin Pimentel
Chronicle Peninsula Bureau

BART directors reluctantly ap-

- proved an agreement yesterday to

extend the rail system to San Fran-

cisco International Airport, even

-though most of them thought the

airlines had squeezed too much
money out of the deal.

The $1.2 billion plan now heads
.back to Washington, D.C., for con-
_ gressional approval. The same air-
lines that tried to kill the project in
Congress earlier this year have
promised £0 help lobby for it.

" The board’s 7-to-2 vote was the
second and final local approval
needed. Previously, the San Fran-
cisco Board of Supervisors had ini-
tially voted against the deal, but

reversed itself when Supervisor.

Mabel Teng flew back from Asia to

cast the deciding vote on Wednes-

day.

The agreement — hammered .

out during weeks of bitter negotia-
tions among SFO, BART and the
airlines using the airport — calls
for the airlines to contribute $113
million to the project through
“higher airport fees.

~ But BART will have to pay $2.5

million in annual rent to SFO for .

50 years and offer a 25 percent fare
discount for airline employees.

“None of us agrees with all the
terms of this agreement, ” said
BART board member Willie Ken-
nedy. “Sometimes, we have to
swallow a bitter pill.”

Before yesterday’s vote, some
directors assailed the airlines,

which were led by United, for

their greed.

“I think the discounts symbol-
ize the absolute, unabated appetite
of the airlines for the public well
of money,” said board member

James Fang, who initially called -

the agreement a sellout and had
threatened to oppose it.

But Fang said he realized that
the agreement had to pass to help
BART secure about $750 million
fromthe federal government. Con-
gressional leaders had expressed
concern that the project’s. finan-
cial plan was shaky — concerns
that BART leaders believe were
fueled by airline lobbying.

‘Board member Dan Richard,
who helped work out the deal,
called the negotiations frustrating
and brutal, saying the airlines sim-
ply wanted to get out of having to
help pay for the project.

“The public is going to pay a
little more for this so that the air-

lines can pay a little less,” he said.

The airlines, represented by
the Air Transport Association in
Washington, promptly countered
by accusing BART of greed..

“The comments made by some
members of the BART board rep-

-resent a new high in avarice and

greed,” said Ed Merlis, the associa-
tion’s senior vice president for gov-
ernment affairs. “Perhaps the
height has been achieved by virtue
of their having stooped so low in
seeking to rip off $750 million from
U.S. taxpayers to build a poorly de-
signed and illconceived transit
project. But then again, their sense
of entitlement seems to know no

bounds.”

Nevertheless, Merlis said the
transport association intends to
live up to its end of the bargain
and had agreed to sign a‘joint let-
ter to Congress and the Federal
Aviation Administration .endors-
ing the full funding agreement.

In the same letter, BART will
express support for the airlines’’
demand that the FAA change its

policy regarding the use of airport - -

revenue for transit projects.

The airlines want the FAA to
return to an earlier policy that

strictly limits the use of airport

revenue to items and systems
owned and controlled by the air-
port.

The plan to bring trains down
the Peninsula from Colma has a
projected completion date of 2000.
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BART airport link OK’d

W $1.2 billion plan: After
25 years, the deal finally is
approved, with trains to be
running by the end of 2000.

BYDAN REED
Mercury News Staff Wriler

OAKLAND — BART directors Thursday ap-
-proved a deal Lo build the long-sought extension to
San Francisco International Airport, giving travelers
an alternative to freeway drives to catch flights.

Despite grumblings that airline employees wil|
get discounted train tickets, the 7-2 vote cemented
an agreement between the transit district and the
city and county of San Francisco, although the deal
still must get congressional approval for $750 mil-
lion in federal funds, the foundation of the $1.2
billion plan.

The transit district also must defeat a lawsuit
challenging the project’s envirorunental study.

But Bay Area Rapid Transit District directors
believe they will get the money and start building
soon, projecting that airline passengers will be able
to take trains to their planes by the end of the year
2000.

“We made the right decision, not just for today,
but for tomorrow,” said BART board President
Margaret Pryor of Oakland, the self-described
“glue” that kept together the often tense negoua-
tions. “It got so bad one time that I had to leave
Here and go to church.”

t Finding agreement on the air-
port connection has been harder
than finding a suitcase routed ac-
cidentally to Greenland. Twice
since the negotiations began
nearly two months ago, Pryor
shid she was ready to walk out,
and some transit district direc-
tors said before Thursday’s meet-
ing the vote was too close to call.

» Earlier this week, Supervisor
h{g:)‘el Teng returned to San
Francisco to provide the deciding
vbte for Board of Supervisors'
approval Wednesday, needed be-
chiise the city oversces the air-

; The billion dollars will extend
theé BART line by 8.7 miles and
(dyr stations, with stops in South
San Francisco, San Bruno, inside
tlie airport, and in Millbrae,

ma platform will link with
n.

Thursday’s vote calls for the
transit district to pay the airport
$2.5 million annually in rent;
yearly payments for station up-
keep and utilities, estimated to be
about $2.2 million the first year;
ahd a 25 percent discount on
train tickets for airdine employ-
ees, a subsidy of about $1 million
a year.

Almost all the BART directors
chafed at the discounts — an
idea, ironically, first proposed by
BART negotiators to cut down on
rent. But in the end, said General
Manager Thomas Margro, BART
wound up granting the discounts
and paying the rent. It hopes to
pay its share out of increased
ridership and surcharges on fares
at the four new stations.

The airport and airlines are
pouring $200 million into the pro-
ject. The other money includes
$108 million from the California
Transportation Commission, $99
million from SamTrans, and $10
niillion from the Metropolitan
Transportation Comumission.

Director James Fang of San
Francisco blasted the airlines for
their greed in demanding rent
and price breaks, but, like others,
said the project was too impor-
tant to abandon. “All these costs
we're going to have to push on to
our transit riders,”" added Direc-
tor Tom Radulovich, who, along
with Roy Nakadegawa, voted
against it.

An airport spokesman did not
retum a phone call.

The long trip to the airport be-
gan more than 25 years ago when
transportation planners figured
they could bypass increasingly
clogged freeways and deliver

- passengers directly to the tenmi-

nals. The idea began gaining mo-

mentum in the late 1980s. A
transporiation study named it the
Bay Areca’s top priority, said
BART spokesman Mike Healy,
and in 1988 San Mateo County —
not among the original counties
that taxed themselves to pay for
BART — bought into the system
for $200 million.

Since then, a number of oppo-
nents have surfaced, including
those who are upset that the Mill-
brae station would kaock out 200
hores and create a 3,000-space
parking lot.

Robent Links, a San Francisco
attorney who represents Arti-
choke Joe’s casino in San Bruno,
told the board they were “craft-
ing the rough outlines of a bank-
ruptcy petition. I'mt very very
concemed.”

‘Links, who argued that the
route would “devastate down-
town San Bruno,” claims the
board is overly optimistic about
the cost of the project and its
ability to pay for it. “When they
built the Pleasanton station they
said it would cost $270 million,
and it's actually cost about $540
million,” he said. “They said this
project would be $1.167 billion
and it could be twice that or
more,”
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BART bites bullet for airport deal

By Ronna Abramson
STAFF WRITER

OAKLAND — The Bay Area Rapid
Transit board joylessly sealed a deal
Thursday with the airlines and San Fran-
cisco International Airport that is believed
to be essential to winning federal approval
for the proposed airport service line.

In a'7-2 vote, BART directors approved
an agreement they described as a bitter pill
to swallow. Requiring BART to pay rent to
the airport and give airline employees ride

discounts, the agreement is likely to mean’

higher fares along the proposed 8.5-mile ex-
tension from Colma to Millbrae.

“This should have been a glorious day,”
BART Director James Fang of San Fran-
cisco said at the unusually crowded board
meeting, which drew about 50 people, in-
cluding four former BART directors. In-
stead, Fang cited deep reservations about
the vote and lambasted the airlines for
trying to thwart the project.

The BART vote came a day after the San
Francisco Board of Supervisors approved
the agreement, after first rejecting it
. Monday.

The dissenting BART directors were Roy
Nakadegawa of Berkeley, who has consis-
tently opposed the $1.2 billion extension,
and Tom Radulovich of San Francisco. Ra-
dulovich said the contract gives away too
much to the airport and airlines.

The other directors said they see the
agreement as the only way to move the ex-
tension forward.

With the deal sealed, BART now can con-

e

Requiring BART to pay
rent to the airport and
give airline employees ride
discounts, the agreement
is likely to mean higher
fares along the proposed
8.5-mile extension from
Colma to Millbrae.

T

centrate its efforts on Washington, D.C.,
where .approval of $750 million in federal
funds is being stalled in the Senate Trans-
portation Committee’s subcommittee on
transportation.

The subcommittee’s chairman, Repub-
lican Richard Shelby of Alabama, has asked
the Federal Transit Administration to delay
approval so he can review the project.

Shelby, who visited the Bay Area last
week, has cited concerns about the project
running short of money in later years of
construction. He also has expressed fears
about not having enough money left for
other projects around the country, in-
cluding a massive rail project in New York,
BART officials said. -

The agreement requires the airlines, until
now powerful opponents of the project, to
become BART's allies in lobbying for it.

However, Ed Merlis, senior vice presi-
dent with the Air Transport Association,
was angered by BART's bitterness over the
agreement and said the airlines “will hold
their noses” as they come to BART's side.

Under the agreement, the airlines also
will contribute $113 million toward the ex-
tension, while the airport will pay $87 mil-
lion. -

In return, BART will:

» Pay $2.5 million a year for 50 years in
rent for the BART station on airport prop-
erty.

» Give airline employees a 25 percent
discount, estimated to cost BART $1 mil-
lion a year. .

» Pay for utilities, maintenance, janito-
rial services and repairs to facilities pro-
vided by SFO for BART's use, estimated at
$2.2 million in the first year of the station's
operations.

» Sign a letter to the Federal Aviation
Administration calling for national policy
limiting how much airlines pay for transit
projects on airport property.

The discount for airline employees drew
the sharpest criticism at Tuesday's meeting.

"It seems like a terrible precedent,” said
Director Joel Keller of Antioch. If BART is
giving such a perk to airline employees, he
noted, then refusing school officials and
students who have been lobbying for a dis-
count will be difficult.

Whether the agreement will affect the San
Mateo County Transit District also is un-
clear. In a report, BART staff suggested
“modest additional surcharges” at San
Mateo County BART stations.
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BART board reluctantly approves

SFO extension

By ROBERT OAKES
TIMES STAFF WRITER _

"OAKLAND — BART board
members called an agreement for
a San Francisco International Air-
port station “distasteful” and a
“pound of flesh” but still agreed to
approve the controversial deal

Thursday. '

BART directors voted 7-2 for the
lease agreement, which requires
the transit agency to give $2.5 mil-
lion in rent to the airport for 50
years and also grant airline em-
ployees a 25 percent discount on
BART tickets.

Board members said they had
to swallow hard because rejecting
the agreement could jeopardize
$750 million in anticipated federal
funding. Congress ust still allo-
cate that money.

Other passengers riding the line
will probably pay higher fares to
make up for the rent payments and
discounts.

“We're going to be forced to do
something that is distasteful to all
of us,” said Director Dan Richard
of Orinda, who voted for the agree-
ment.

Director James Fang of San
Francisco said he objected to the

- discount demanded by airlines but
supported the overall goal of build-
ing into the nation’s fifth-busiest
airport.

“You've got your pound of
flesh,” Fang said after berating air-
lines.

BART wanted airlines to pay
$200 million, but airlines bargained
down to $113 million plus the rent
and discounts. Airlines had to
agree to some financial commit-
ment before federal funds can be
granted for the project, expected
to cost a total of $1.17 billion.

An airline representative
reached in Washington, D.C., ob-
jected to comments from some
BART board members.

“We had the agreement for
some time, let’s get on with it,” said
Ed Merlis, senior vice president for
governmental affairs at the Air
Transport Association, a trade
group. “Frankly, I was quite
shocked at some of the language
used.” :

Directors Joel Keller of Antioch
and Pete Snyder of Dublin also
voted for the agreement, despite
reservations; directors Tom
Radulovich of San Francisco and
Roy Nakadegawa of Berkeley
voted against the agreement.

The Federal Transit Adminis-
tration still must approve the $750
million. Congress then must allot
the money, but other metropolitan
areas that want to build rail lines
will compete for the same funding.

“The Bay Area delegation is
clearly behind BART to SFO,” said
Rep. Ellen Tauscher, D-Danville,
who serves on the House Trans-
portation Committee. “But we don’t
expect this to be a lay-up by any
means.”

. The BART Board. méeting
Thursday attracted a big crowd and-
heavy media coverage.

Opponents told the board they
will keep fighting a project they
consider too expensive and a dis-
ruption for Peninsula communities
along the construction route. BART
board President Margaret Pryor
said she was tired of such threats.

“This is also not the time to
come forward and tell us you’re
going to sue us,” Pryor said.“We
expect that.”



FTER A YEAR of squabbling,

the San Francisco Interna-

tional Airport, BART and the

airline industry have finally

agreed to terms for financing
a BART terminal at the airport.

The agreement could have significant
adverse consequences.

The controversy was dramatized this
week in the misgivings that led to ap-
provals that were less than unanimous by
the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (6
to 4) and the BART board (7 to 2).

The biggest issue is the airport’s $200
million financial commitment to the
BART-San Mateo County extension. This
amount was an arbitrary figure imposed
~- a hapless former Mayor Frank Jordan

tate Sen. Quentin Kopp, I-San Fran-
J/San Mateo, after San Francisco vot-
ers endorsed a BART-in-SFO station.

Since the amount was not based on the
cost of constructing the terminal, airlines
objected to paying increased landing fees
and other charges to finance it.

They argued that a significant portion
of the amount was an illegal diversion of
airport funds for non-airport related tran-
sit expenditures.

Examiner contributor James W. Haas is a
San Francisco lawyer who writes frequently
on urban and regional affairs.
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JAMESlN. HARS
Extend BART to SFO — but not to Millbrae

The Clinton admin-
istration, accommo-
dating during an elec-
tion year, encouraged
the federal Depart-
ment of Transporta-
tion to side with the
airport. The airlines
complained to key
members of Congress,
who placed a hold on
federal funding for the BART extension.

Facing an impasse, Mayor Brown and
Sen. Dianne Feinstein sponsored negotia-
tions resulting in the following terms:

» Airport landing fees would be raised
in an amount sufficient to finance $113
million of costs of the BART terminal.

» BART will pay rent for its new termi-
nal in the amount of $2.5 million a year to
finance approximately $37 million of the
cost.

» The airport will finance the remain-
ing $50 million contribution out of its “un-
restricted funds” (parking and concession
revenues).

» BART will operate its airport termi-
nal exclusively for airport-related passen-
gers. Trains from Millbrae to San Francis-
co will not operate through the airport sta-
tion.

The consequences are significant:

To raise funds for the rent, BART will

_have to use funds
budgeted for other
purposes or in-
crease fees and
charges. The most
likely source is a
surcharge on pas-
sengers for riding
BART in San Ma-
teo County.

~ The budgeted
funds are earmarked for cost overruns or
non-budgeted interest expenses. Thus,
BART would likely be left without funds to
cover contingencies.

A portion of the airport’s “unrestricted
funds” is paid each year into San Francis-
co’s general fund. By using these funds to
finance the BART extension, the airport
would deprive The City of this revenue.
San Franciscans thus would contribute to
the BART extension, something the voters
were promised would never happen.

BART’s plan to shuttle trains on the
Millbrae/airport track is a dramatic
change of plan. It limits the flexibility of
the approved track configuration and bur-
dens San Mateo County with heavy oper-
ating costs for the shuttle trains.

The controversy over the BART exten-
sion has been fought in the halls of Con-
gress for nearly a year. As a result, a num-

ber of key members of Congress are con-

cerned about the design and costs of the
extension.

Sen. Richard Shelby, R-Ala., chairman
of the Transportation Appropriations Sub-
committee, has told Bay Area business
people that he remained concerned about
the overall cost of the BART system.

The new agreement puts a severe strain
on all the parties. It could result in the air-
port extension being partially built.

The consequences could, however, be
avoided if the BART extension to Millbrae,
including the airport shuttle, is dropped.
This would save approximately $250 mil-
lion in total cost.

Under such a reduced program, BART
would still provide. service to the airport
but would have more ability to pay rent to
the airport.

The airport would have a smaller oblig-
ation to the BART, thus freeing more
funds to pay over to San Francisco.

San Mateo County would not be bur-
dened with the shuttle cost. The federal
contribution for the extension would be
scaled back, making the project more
palatable with Congress.

Congress will likely force this solution
on BART by providing insufficient funds to
build the extension. The Bay Area would
be better off if local politicians presented
such a compromise on their own initiative.
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BART-to-SFO effort dodges another bullet

S.F. approves project;
another key vote today

Associated Press

SAN FRANCISCO — The beleaguered ef-
fort to extend BART to San Francisco Inter-
national Airport survived yet another poten-
tial disaster yesterday when the San
Francisco supervisors overturned their earlier
vote against the controversial project.

San Francisco supervisors had voted 5-4 in
favor of the project on Monday — unexpect-
edly falling one vote short of the six needed
for the city to sign off on its part of the deal to
extend the line south to the airport.

- The supervisors recessed their meeting un-
‘il yesterday, when another of its members,
Aabel Teng, was back from a city trade mis-
sion in China to cast the deciding vote.
But the extension is not a done deal. It still
needs the approval of the Bay Area Rapid
_Transit District Board of Directors today.
Several members of that board oppose the
agreement because they think the airlines
should have chipped in more.

OPPONENT: Supervisor Jose Medina ar-
gues against the BART-to-SFO extension.

A failure to ratify the funding agreement
that the airlines, the city and BART reached
after months of haggling would have jeopar-

dized a $750 million grant from the Federal
Transportation Administration. The funding
is a linchpin for the $1.2 billion project.

The difficult negotiations over who would
pay what nearly scuttled the extension —
and, in turn, the federal funding — several
times.

If the BART board approves the plan, the
Federal Transportation Administration must
put its final signature on the $750 million
grant it promised for the project.

Airport officials already have given their
approval.

“The Bay Area has waited a long time for
this,” Teng said before casting her crucial
vote. “I was impressed by Shanghai’s mass
transit system. [ think San Francisco ought
to catch up.”

But opponents continued to stress that
they want to see BART extended southward.
But they did not like various aspects of the
deal, they said.

They opposed, for example, the idea of a
3,000-car parking lot at the Millbrae station,
the next stop south of the airport. They also
worried that drivers will clog freeways to park
at BART instead of taking alternative meth-
ods of public transit like SamTrans, which
will stop at the Millbrae Station.
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Strange voting

In voting against the BART exten-
sion to SFO while voting in favor of
the new 49er’s stadium, Supervisors
Ammiano, Bierman, Katz, and Medi-
na underscore why the San Francis- -
co Board has the reputation it does.

ToNY SETON
Mill Valley
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Another Light Rail Line
Under Discussion in S.F.

By Edward Epstein
Chronicle Staff Writer

A new Municipal Railway light-
rail line could be carrying passen-
gers from Bayview-Hunters Point,
up Third Street and all the way to
the portals of Chinatown and
North Beach by the year 2003, the
commission that runs the transxt
agency has been told.

Construction on the project —
which has been in the preliminary
planning stages since 1985 — could
begin in 1999 if the cumbersome
environmental impact review pro-
cess is completed in time, the Pub-
lic Transportation Commission
was. told -in a briefing Tuesday
gening by Muni manager Emilio

A delay could arise if Muni
planpers and community repre-
sentatives fail to agree on a route
for the line through Mission Bay,
the South of Market area and
downtown, Three options are still
under consideration for the line
that would replace Muni's No. 15
bus line, which carries more than
26,000 riders on a typical weekday.

The Third Street line would go
from the CalTrain Bayshore Boule-
vard Station straight up Third, at
least to 16th Street.

At that point Muni is consider-
ing different alternatives. Two op-
tions are on the surface and the
third involves a subway.

One of the surface options in-
cludes a possible loop around Mis-
sion Bay project the way CalTrain
does. But Cruz said the Joop idea
has lost some favor with planners
because Muni doesn’t want to get
in the way of the University of Cal-
ifornia at San Francisco’s plans for |

a new campus at Mission Bay, so
going up Third Street would be
preferable to skirting the area like
CalTrain.

However, staying on Third
Street probably would require im-
provements to the Third Street
and Fourth Street bridges, which
are both raised several times a day
to let boats pass.

" The estimated cost of either of
the two surface options is $375 mil-
lion to $400 million, while the sub-
way plan could hit as much as $850

. million, Cruz said.

Despite the higher cost, plan-
ners favor the subway. “The sub-
way has a lot of value for the city
as we see more and more cars on
downtown streets,” said Peter
Straus, Muni’s director of transit
plsnning. “It also means a faster
ride.”

It could also result in lower op-
erating costs because wear and
tear would be less than if the line
were exposed to traffic and the el-
ements.

- Cruz said one way to build the
expensive subway would be by do-
ing the project in phases. The first'
step would be building a surface
line feeding into the Metro exten-
sion, with the possible spur on
Washmgton ‘When more funds be-
come available, the subway could
bedug.

About $290 million is already
available for the project, with the
money coming from the Proposi-
tion B sales tax approved by city
voters in 1989.

At that time, a light-rail line on
the Geary corridor was also envi-

smned but that plan is on hold,
“equs said.



S.F. supervisors OK +airport-BART

link

Opponents worried

about railway impact
l,‘fg:r,cury News Wire Services
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‘;aut when Supervisor Jose Me-

a cast an unexpected “no”

vote, the board used the unusual

A<The San Francisco Board of Ppailiamentary procedure of re-
Supervisors approved the BART- cessing the meeting until today,
2g-the-airport extension Wednes- . when Supervisor Mabel Teng had
fiay after a 10th supervisor flew Yreturned from a trip to Asia with
Jhack from a city trade mission in or Willle Brown.

ong Kong to cast the-deciding */"Feng cast the deciding vote in
iwvote. “favor of the alrport link.
L;-But the extension still is not a ;*-#The (San Francisco) Bay Area
sdone deal. The Bay Area Rapid “has waited a long time for this,
“Transit District Board of Direc- 8he said before casting her vote.
zors still has not given its approv- 4fl"was impressed by Shanghai’s
al -Its members are scheduled to *#ass transit system. I think San
»gst their votes today. JFrancisco ought to catch up.”

The San Francisco board on ¥t.Those who voted against the
gdgnday unexpectedly fell one agreement said they support ex-
wote short of the six needed to >feriding BART to the airport but

W ey
LR 1)

-] == BART route

ratify the controversial agree-
ment that would extend the
BART system southward to San
HFrancisco International Airport.
J«Monday's 54 vote against the
praject jeopardized $750 million
in_federal funds needed to com-
plfbte the project.

I Backers thought they had the
votes to pass the resolution when
they secured a guarantee that the
eity could deduct money from its
annual payments to BART if the
transit agency defaulted on $2.5
million in rent for space at the

alrport.

not the current deal.
The opposing supervisors, in-

“cluding Sue Bierman, Tom Am-

miano and Leslie Katz, said they
worried that it would put the
city’s general fund at risk and
that it would jeopardize attempts
to get a future high-speed rail line
from Los Angeles to stop in San
Francisco.

They also said a parking garage
planned for Millbrae could put
CalTrain out of business and clog
South Bay freeways even more
because people will drive to

BART instead of taking CalTrain.

@ Stations

“It's ludicrous in this day and
age,” Bierman said Wednesday.
“You do not encourage 3,000 cars
to come and ride BART.” .

Airport officials already have
given their approval.
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S.F. board approves BART to airport

By KARYN HUNT

ASSOCIATED PRESS

© SAN FRANCISCO — The belea-
guered effort to extend BART to San
Francisco International Airport sur-
vived yet another potential disaster
Wednesday when San Francisco su-
pervisors overturned their earlier
vote against the controversial pro-
ject.

The supervisors had voted 5-4 in
favor of the project Monday — un-
expectedly falling one vote short of

.the six needed for the city to sign off
on its part of the deal to extend the
line south to the airport.

The supervisors recessed their
meeting until Wednesday when an-
other member, Mabel Teng, was back
from a city trade mission in China to
cast the deciding vote.

But the extension is not a done
deal. It still needs the approval of the

BART board today. Several members
of that group oppose the deal be-
cause they think the airlines should
have chipped in more.

A failure to ratify the funding
agreement that the airlines, the city
and BART reached after months of
haggling would have jeopardized a
$750 million grant from the Federal
Transportation Administration. The
funding is a linchpin for the $1.2 bil-
lion project. e

The difficult negotiations over
who would pay what nearly scuttled
the extension — and, in turn, the fed-
eral funding — several times.

If the BART board approves the
plan, the Federal Transportation Ad-
ministration must put its signature
on the $750 million grant it promised
for the project.

Airport officials have given their
‘approval. '

. “The Bay Area has waited a long
time for this,” Teng said before cast-
ing her crucial vote. “I was impressed
by Shanghai’s mass transit system.
I'think San Francisco ought to catch
up.”

Backers of the BART-to-airport
plan have secured a guarantee that
the city could deduct money from its
annual payments to BART if the
transit agency defaulted on $2.5 mil-
lion in rent for space at the airport.

But opponents continued to stress
that they want to see BART extended
southward. But they did not like var-
ious aspects.of the deal, they said.

For example, they opposed a
3,000-car parking lot at the Millbrae
station, the next stop south of the
airport. They also worried that dri-
vers will clog freeways to park at
BART instead of taking alternative
methods of public transit like Sam-
Trans, which will stop at the Mill-
brae Station.

In addition, supervisors said the
project could jeopardize efforts to
make San Francisco — not Oakland
— the stopping point for a high-
speed rail system linking Northern
and Southern California.



San T
Supervisor’s

Long Commute
Saves BART's

SFO Extension

Teng flies back from Asia
— Medina defends ‘no’ vote

By Yumi Wilson
Chronicle Staff Writer

San Francisco Supervisor Mabel Teng, still suffqr-
ing from jet lag after zipping bgck from a trade mis-
sion in Hong Kong, cast the crucial vote yesterday ata
special board meeting held to save a plan to bring
BART to the city’s airport. : ichal

oined five other supervisors — el
Yal;li'flsiﬁsgn Leal, Leland Yee, Barbara Kaufman and
Gavin Newsom — to pass a resolu-
tion critical to moving the $1.2 bil-
lion project forward. _

“] am happy to be able to join
the rest of my colleagues who sup-
port the project,” Teng §ald. 1
think it's an important project for
the city, and it's something ’that
the city cannot afford to lose.”

On Monday, the BART-t0-SFO
project was thrown into ]eopal:dy
after Supervisor Jose Medina o

" shocked supporters by refusing to cast the sixth “aye”
vote, which is needed to pass any issue with a fiscal
impact. In this case, the resolution authorizes the city
to deduct money from its annual payments to BART if

Teng

the transit agency defaults on $2.5 million in annual -

rent for space at SFO.

Long-standing concerns about hidden costs to tax-
payers, environmental concerns about too many
parking spaces and ideological differences about
where BART should be built prompted four supervi-
sors — Medina, Leslie Katz, Sue Bierman and Tom
Ammiano — to vote against the plan.

‘“This is not the deal the voters supported,” Katz
said, referring to Proposition I, a 1994 voter mandate
to extend BART's service to the airport.

i five members to say yes, the resolution
fail:vdl.u';‘l(::tlyset off fireworks at City Hall, with su-
pervisors negotiating one-on-one behind closed door§.
A few began calling Hong Kong to ask the mayor’s
contingent — which included Teng — what to do.

Supporters had counted on Medina to clinch the

deal. But Medina refused to budge. That prompted .

the highly unusual parliamentary move of recessing
the meeting until yesterday — which gave Teng time
to return Monday as scheduled,_and. supporters time
to convince Medina to change his mind.

But if anything, Medina’s opposition hardened.
Yesterday, a visibly angry Medina said he could not
“in good conscience” support the resolution, He then
blasted the press for its unfair coverage. He also lam-
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basted state Senator Quentin Kopp
for attacking his decision, calling
the senator “Dubious Kopp.”

“I was very upset on Monday
(about) the tactics of calling me
aside and recessing the meeting,”
Medina told a reporter. “They nev-
er asked me how I was going to
vote. .. they didn’t count the votes
... they didn’t do their home-

- work.” "

He added: “If this was such an
important item, the mayor should

_ have called. If Brown had been

here, you could be sure every vote
would have been counted.”

But Teng — who joked that she
was dispatched to save the plan
not by the mayor, but by Medina —
said she assumed Medina would
vote yes, and that the resolution
would pass in her absence.

“I was surprised,” Teng said.
“When we were voting on this be-
fore, we had the overwhelming
majority at the time. But people
took his leaning for granted. This
was his first vote on the (BART-to-
SFO) issue ... so in a way, it
shouldn’t be all that surprising.”

Yesterday's resolution was nec-
essary to implement an agreement
among the airport, airlines, BART
and the mayor. If the board had
not approved it by today, a com-
mitment of $750 million in federal
funds for the project would have
expired.

The big question now is wheth-
er BART will approve the deal at
its board bearing today. If BART
rejects the agreement, then every-

‘body will have to return to the bar-

gaining table.
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BART hoard backs
SFO extension plan

Auirport link sumves
local votes, moves to
U.S. Congress

By Rachel Gordon

OF THE EXAMINER STAFF

BART’s board of directors
Thursday approved a final plan for
extending the rail line to San Fran-
cisco International Airport, keep-
ing the $1.2 billion extension on its
precarious track and apparently
saving $750 million in federal mon-
ey forit.

The 7-to-2 vote followed by a
day a thin victory for the bitterly
contested extension before the San
Francisco Board of Supervisors,
which Wednesday gave it the go-
ahead on a 6-4 vote.

Even with the local hurdles ap-
parently cleared, the BART exten-

sion still faces an uncertain ride in

Congress, which must make the
glx;ommed' $750 million grant avail-
le.

The BART board vote came
even though opponents protested
that the plan to take the rail transit
system into the airport remains
deeply flawed. .

The earlier passage by the su-
pervisors came after Supervisor
Mabel Teng raced home from
Hong Kong to cast the deciding
vote to keep the plan alive.

“I'm very pleased; we did the
right thing,” said Supervisor Mi-
chael Yaki, who led the lobbying
effort to make sure the board ap-
proved the plan Wednesday.

On Monday, the supervisors
voted 5-4 in favor of the plan, but
that was one vote short of the six
required for passage.

"~ Alot changed in the interim.

Teng, who was on a trade mis-
sion to Asia with Mayor Brown,

who supports the airport exten-

sion, rushed back to vote after the

board invoked a seldom-used par-

liamentary maneuver to reconsider
the earlier vote. .
Wednesday’s 6-4 decision didn’t

" come quietly, with supervisors on

both sides giving chest-thumping
speeches to press their points.
Two years ago, voters approved
plans to run BART directly into
the airport, a decision that was
supposed to have ended a long-
fought battle over whether to build
a station in the airport or near it.
The 8.2-mile extension would
add tracks from Colma, where the

cystem ends, to South San Francis- -

.0, San Bruno, the airport and
Millbrae. If the deal, which would
include a $200 million share from
the airport and $2.5 million annual
rental payments over 50 years by
BART, ever gets off the ground, it
would take four years to complete.
And it would create 10,000 con-
struction jobs. '

The issue before the supervisors

involved a financial agreement be-

tween BART and SFO.
Opponents are concerned that if
BART fails to meet its financial
obligation, the San Francisco Gen-
eral Fund could be used as a bailout

for as much as $2.5 million a year.
But the chance of that happen- -

- ing, proponents argued, is remote.
" Deputy City Controller John Mad-

- den said a hit on the General Fund

was extremely unlikely.

Wednesday's vote by the super-
visors wasn’t unexpected, although
it did provide its moments of high
drama.

On center stage was Supervisor
Jose Medina. Monday, his vote
against the project took supporters
by surprise and sparked heavy lob-

" bying from his base of organized

labor, the mayor’s office and San
Francisco’s federal representatives

in Washington to force a change of
mind. Not only did he rebuff them
again Wednesday, but he did it
with vigor.

He lashed out at the City Hall
press corps for pursuing him for
comment after Monday’s vote and
for past coverage of his tenure on
the Police Commission. He ac-
cused Mayor Brown’s staff of fail-

-ing to properly count votes before

Monday’s meeting and making a
mistake in including him in the
“yes” column, “That’s why. they’re -

" in the mess they are today,” he

said. v

- And he went after state Sen.
Quentin Kopp, 1-San Francisco, -
whom he dubbed “Dubious Kopp,”
for his stance on plans to bring
BART into the airport, and for
mistakenly introducing him at a
dinner earlier this year as Jim Mo-
rales. Morales heads the San Fran-
cisco Redevelopment Agency.

On the issue itself, Medina said
the proposal did not provide ade-
quate safeguards to protect The
City’s financial interests.

The three other supervisors who
rejected the plan — Sue Bierman,
Tom Ammiano and Leslie Katz —
joined Medina in saying they sup-
ported running BART to the air-
port, but not this plan.

Backers said financial concerns
were without merit because several
safeguards had been put in place,
such as a performance bond and
the chance for San Francisco to
deduct money from its annual ser-
vice payments to BART.

Joining Teng in voting yes were
Supervisors Yaki, Barbara Kauf-
man, Susan Leal, Gavin Newsom
and Leland Yee. Supervisor Amos
Brown is in Asia with the mayor.
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Move near your.

work

Editor:

In a recent letter, the writer
wrote about the grave need for
better mass transit along the
Peninsula. This writer is from
San Francisco and works in
Millbrae. I have a better solution
that {s less costly than spending
billions of dollars of public
money for a BART kingdom, as
the writer suggests. This person,
and others like him, should
move closer to where he works. |
don't know the particulars of
this person’s situation, but I'm
certain that if he can afford to
live in San Francisco, then he
can afford to live just about
anywhere along the Peninsula,
including Millbrae.

My personal experience has
been that life is a lot less
complex when you choose to
live and work in the same area.
Not everyone can make this
choice, of coutse, but more
could than do. And most do not
because they enjoy where they
five. Where they live may be
nice, but when they hate the
commute enough, perhaps
living .somewhere else could
more €ven out the enjoyment

and the suffering. But asking
the public to subsidize your
travel because you want to live
where you want to live is
paramount to stealing. Life,
liberty and the pursuit of
happiness, but pay your own
fare!
Matt Grocott
San Carlos

the airline industry.

%gT would help
air travel

Editor:

I am very disheartened to
think that United Airlines and
the Air  Transportation
Association could squash the
BART extension to the San
Francisco Airport — an effort
that has been gaining support
from Bay Area citizens. It is
infuriating to think that
politicians and lobbyists in

‘Washington could stop a

forward-thinking approach to
our daily problem of freeway
congestion. :

My family and I travel quite
frequently and the trip to and
from the airport is the part we
dread the most. Making
arrangements for special
transportation to and from the
airport or where and how to
storé the car just adds to the
logistic trials of a trip. For many
years I've been looking forward
to the day when this won’t be a
part of travel fot Peninsulans.

I hope that government policy
makers will see that the
benefits of improved economy,
air quality, and traffic far
outweigh the appeasement of

Carla Sehoof
San Carlos

Also Peninsula Independent
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Supervisor vote stalls
SFO BART extension

The expected approval of an agree-
ment to extend BART to San Fran-
cisco International Airport fell flat with
a surprise “no” vote by a city super-
visor.

The board voted Monday 5-4 in fa-
~ vor of the agreement, but that was one
vote less than needed. The result jeop-
ardized a long-sought effort as well
as $750 million in federal funds.

Backers thought they had the votes
to pass the resolution, which would
authorize the city to deduct money
from its annual payments to Bay Area
Rapid Transit if the transit agency de-
faulted on $2.5 million in rent for
space at the airport.

In an unusual parliamentary pro- .

cedure, supervisors recessed the meet-
ing until Wednesday when another su-
pervisor will have returned from an
overseas trip and may be able to cast
the deciding vote in favor.

“Right now we have the clock tick-
ing on us from the federal government
to accept or reject this deal,” said Su-
pervisor Michael Yaki, a project sup-
porter.

Approval is important because of-
ficials have said that without the
agreement, it is unlikely Bay Area
Rapid Transit can get the federal

‘money it needs for the project.

Those who voted against the agree-
ment said it would have put the city’s
general fund at risk if BART failed to
pay charges to the airport.

Also Contra Costa Times
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Supes Should Approve
BART-to-Airport Plan

HE PLAN to bring BART to San Fran-
T cisco International Alrport survived

the selfish sabotage campalgn by the
airlines.

Now all it has to do is overcome a sudden
surge of shortsightedness by a few San
Francisco supervisors and the bruised egos
of a few BART board members. :

The Bay Area has never been closer to
getting rapld transit to the perpetually con-
gested airport. But,
as always, nothing
comes easy in this

Rejecting the  political labyrinth
. of a region.

negotiated In the latest
deal would twist, the Board of
Supervisors nearly
cost the voted Monday to
: . reject a resolution
project ere that essentially rat-
$750 million ifies the city’s com-
. ponent of the
in federal BART:to-SFO deal.
fu nds The vote count was

jority of the full
board, and two of
the 11 supervisors were out of the country
on a trade mission with Mayor Brown.

The consequences of a “no” vote would
have been disastrous. It would have set the
project back to square one, and other com-
munities across the United States would
have gleefully jumped ahead of the Bay
Area in line to claim the $750 million in

one short of a ma-’

federal transit funds that are ready to be
earmarked for the airport BART stop.
Fortunately, Supervisor Michael Yaki
and others who recognize the value of mass
transit to the airport stepped in to request a
second, final vote at 10 a.m. today. Supervi-

. sor Mabel Teng, who landed at SFO about

the same time as the resolution was about to
crash Monday, should be rested and ready
to cast the deciding vote. . '

he supervisors who opposed the deal

picked at its imperfections. The§ ques-
tioned what it would do to airport fees,
whether the BART-to-SFO fares would be
affordable and even resurrected the argu-
ment for an off-site station with a light-rail
link. Perhaps they forgot that voters two
years ago made it clear that they wanted
the BART station inside the airport.

Also, it must be remembered that the
deal is a compromise, and an opportunity -
that must not be squandered. A “yes” vote
by supervisors today and the BART board
tomorrow gets the project on track toward
an opening in the year 2000. “It's a better
deal than no deal and no deal is the alterna-
tive with this Congress,” said Yaki.

In recent days, there have been mur-
murs out of the BART board that a couple
of its members, still seething over being
forced to pay rent to the airport as part of
the pact, may balk at the finish line. They
need to get past the rancor of past negotia-
tions and vote for a project with substantial
future ‘benefits for the region’s economy,
air quality and traffic flows.
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BART-SFO Link
Hits Another
Rough Patch

Crucial votes scheduled
for today, tomorrow

By Phillip Matier
and Andrew Ross
Chronicle Staff Writers

The controversial $1.2 billion
BART-to-the-airport deal will face
turbulence when it goes before the
BART board tomorrow, even if

San Francisco

< supervisors fi-
MATIER
&ROSS

‘nally round up
-the votes today
to approve the
plan.

It took months of negotiations -

between San Francisco Mayor Wil-
lie Brown, the airlines and BART
honchos to reaeh the deal, but the
plan must be approved by both the

supervisors and the full BARTl
board this week — or $750 million

in federal funds for the prolect
could be lost. - .

“We need six votes to pass the
deal, and P'm not sure the six votes
are there,” said BART board mem-
ber Tom Radulovich of San Fran-
cisco. “All of us want the extension
to happen. It’s just that the terms
of this deal are gomg to be hard to
swallow.” .

Radulovich isn’t the only BART

board member unhappy with the

deal.

James Fang, who also repre-
sents San Francisco, says the air-

lines and their Washington lobby-

ists have “strong-armed and black-
mailed” BART into a deal fraught

with problems.
Under the compromise, the air-

lines agreed to allow $113 million

of their landing fees to go toward
the BART extension in exchange

for BART:

A Giving a 25 percent fare dis-
count to airline employees. Radu-
lovich said “other riders resent”
this demand;

& Putting up as much as $70
million to cover interim costs if
Congress doesn’t come through on

time with its promised $750 million -

share of the project;

B Paying the airport $2.5 mil-
lion a year in rent — something
BART has never done;

M Signing a letter saying other
transit agencies shouldn’t be al-
lowed to use the airlines’ landing
fees to pay for their projects. “Oak-
land, for example, is irate because
they would like to see federal
funds used for their own BART
connector,” Radulovich said.

U.S. Senator Dianne Feinstein
and most of the Bay Area congres-
sional delegation blessed the deal,
s0 many assumed that it would be
a slam dunk at BART and at the
San Francisco Board of Supervi-

SOrs.

But on Monday, much to the
chagrin of Mayor Brown, who is on
a junket to Asia, the San Francisco
supervisors came up one vote
short of approving the deal.

Supervisor Mabel Teng — who
was with the mayor — was
promptly dispatched home from
Hong Kong to provide the winning
vote today.

From there, the deal will move
to Oakland, where six BART direc-

tors would have to vote for approv-
al. But at last count, only four solid
votes were in favor.

Despite the angst, BART direc-
tor Dan Richards, the board’s point
man on BART-to-the-airport, said
he remains confident that the
measure will eventually pass.

“Let’s face it,” he said, “would
you vote against this if you knew
Mayor Brown was sending Mabel
Teng in from Hong Kong just to
vote for it?”



BART commuters take fare

hike in stride

Riders complain but don’t switch to cars

By ANN GRIFFITH

STAFF WRITER

BAY POINT — BART fares have
_gone up 45 percent over the past
three years, including another hike
last week. But many commuters re-
main complacent.

“BART is going to do this and
there’s no way we can stop it,” Corry
Brant of Oakley said Monday at the
Bay Point/Pittsburg station. “It’s just
one of those things you can’t com-
plain about. I don’t think it would
help.”

Other riders in Bay Point also
shrugged their shoulders at the April
1 fare increase of 11.4 percent, even
though the trip from East County to
San Francisco was among the hard-
est hit.

The round-trip fare from Bay
Point to Embarcadero in San Fran-
cisco is now $8.60, compared with
$7.70 last month.

Angie Ladhar of Antioch will pay
$20 more a month, for a total BART
bill of $189, for her commute. Lad-
har, a trader for Charles Schwab &
Co. Inc. in San Francisco, is consid-
ering joining a van pool, which
would pick her up close to home and
might cost less.

“Every year fares go up,” said
Ladhar. “People are complaining a
lot.”

But for now, Ladhar and other
passengers said, it is still cheaper
and quicker to ride BART than to
drive on Highway 4.

If Ladhar drove.to work, she
would have to spend $18 a day to
park, or $396 a month, and that
doesn't include gas, bridge tolls or
car maintenance.

Although people complain about

BART, few have stopped using the

‘Bay Point station because of the fare
increase, said spokesman Mike
Healy. -

In the first two weeks of March,
the station averaged 3,551 exits a day
from its ticket gates. Since the fare
increase, the average has been 3,544
passengers a day, he said.

The BART board approved the 45
percent total fare increase in Febru-
ary 1995. To avoid the dip in riders
that followed an increase in 1986, it -

* decided to phase in the fare hike over

three years, with the last phase April
1.

BART use had been growing at.
the Bay Point station since it opened
in December.

“It is too bad prices have to be in-
creased,” said Brentwood Council-
woman Barbara Guise, who sits on
local transportation committees and
often criticizes BART service in East
County. “But BART does not break
even as it is.” .

BART must cover about 60 per-
cent of its operating costs using fare
revenue, much more than other
transportation agencies. Tri Delta
Transit in Antioch, for example, only
covers 19 percent of expenses with
fares.

The fare increase “hasn’t seemed
to have the impact it might,” said
Steve Heminger, manager of leg-
islative and public affairs for the
Metropolitan Transportation Com-
mission. ‘ .

“Part of that is the economic con-

ditions,” he said. “The economy is
much stronger. Incomes are higher.”

Overall, however, the percentage'
of Bay Area commuters using pub-.
lic transit is dropping when popula-

| tion growth is factored in, Heminger

said. )
“BART'’s reliability has suffered

* recently, there’s no question about
- that,” Heminger said. “But it’s still

better than the roads.”



BART helps everyone

Editor:

I wish to express my support
for the BART extension to San
Francisco International Airport
and Miltbrae. Let us welcome
BART and stop feuding over
which mode of transportation
is -better; more public
transportation is better
transportation! No single type
of inass transit can serve
everyone. With a BART
connection to CalTrain,
SamTrans, Muni, and other
transit districts, everyone is
better served.

Peninsula residents will agree
that our streets and highways
are getting more congested
every year. We need many
transit alternatives and we
need them now. The BART-SFO
extension may not be perfect,
but it has been studied
thoroughly and enjoys
widespread support.

But this whole issue is bigger
than airport-bound traffic.
Having BART to Millbrae, where
cross-platform  transfer is
possible from CalTrain, makes
it so easy for commuters from
the southern portion of the
county to get to downtown San

Francisco.
: Michelle Derting

Redwood City
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" BART saves
lﬂXpﬂYﬂl‘ mnney

As a state employee, I am
sometimes required to attend
public hearings in the Los

; these
occasions, I must spend time

money on
shuttle or taxi round trips
downtown = San

Angeles area. On
and taxpayers’

. between
Francisco and SFO.

It doesn’t have to be this way.
BART's Embarcadero Station is
only half a block from my
office, and within walking

distance of my home. With
BART service to SFO, I could get
to my plane quickly and at
much less cost to the taxpayer.
Bay Area residents have
supported extending BART to
the airport for years. Let's do it
now!
Doug Eliiott
San Franclsco

Also Peninsula Independent

BART now hefore

too late

Editor:

Anyone who travels south
from San Francisco on the
Bayshore Freceway can see the
urgent need for more
transportation options to the
airport. Even if you don’t have a
plane to catch, it's obvious that

Q already gener &arge

itife “of trafﬁc
mtematlonal termmal wxll add
greatly to the number of
travelers and employees who
have to get to and from the
airport daily.

Enough of this delay. Build
the long promised BART
extension now so we can all be
assured of easier access to the
airport in the future.

Frank Raye
San Franclsco
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No bozos on this train

San Francisco supervisors take a strange detour on the way
to snagging final agreement for a BART extension to the airport

NLY PEOPLE with
macadamia nuts for
brains would turn
down $750 million for
a nifty, useful project
that the boss has or-
dered up for their
own backyard. That’s why we have every
faith in the world — well, almost — that
by the time you read this the local Board
of Supervisors will have approved a reso-
lution in favor of extending BART into San
Francisco International airport.

Failure to do so would jeopardize, and
perhaps kill, chances to secure three-quar-
ters of a billion dollars in federal funds.

* A Thursday vote of BART directors is al-
so required to get things rolling.

On Monday, the supervisors fell one aye
short of approving financial arrangements
with the transit agency. That required a
transpacific voyage to supply a sixth vote
on Wednesday by Supervisor Mabel Teng,
who had accompanied Mayor Brown on his
Asian junket. ’

The supervisors who got it right Mon-
day were Barbara Kaufman, Susan Leal,
Gavin Newsom, Michael Yaki and Leland
Yee.

Supervisor Sue Bierman voted “no.” At
least she’s consistent: She’s always been
against the BART extension into the ter-
minal area. Tom Ammiano is probably
more interested in ensuring pizza delivery
in high-crime areas of The City.

Less explicable were the negative votes
cast by Leslie Katz and Jose Medina. Katz
always struck us as whip-smart, but we’ve
been wrong before. And Medina seems like
a sensible fellow with a strong affinity for
working people. (Memo to Medina: That
$1.2 BILLION project will put a lot of vit-
tles on the dinner tables of the families of
construction workers).

Medina wasn’t talking much. Katz said
she was worried about hidden costs some-
day suddenly surfacing, costs that San
Francisco taxpayers would have to pay. We
appreciate her concern, as well as her skep-
ticism of the uniformly beneficial effects of
big money deals — especially those negoti-
ated by Mayor Brown.

But consider the options.

Either: The supervisors take a tiny risk
that BART doesn’t cough up its annual $2.5
million station rent at the airport, requir-
ing The City to deduct money from its pay-
ments to BART. Big deal.

Or: The supervisors blow off $750 million
in federal funds and doom the BART-to-
the-airport extension.

In Katz’s case, the phrase “penny-wise
and pound-foolish” comes to mind.

Another light bulb that ought to come
on in the Katz cranium is the 1994
plebiscite (Proposition I) in which city vot-
ers overwhelmingly supported a BART ex-
tension into SFO.

Politicians shouldn’t need to be remind-
ed that they are but the hired help on the
ranch owned by the citizens.

The other factor rendering the Katzian
squeamishness unfortunate is that the
BART-to-the-airport deal is hanging by
slender threads. Some airlines would like
to kill it. Some Republicans in Congress
would like to administer the lethal dose.
The airport isn't in love with the deal, and
it’s always been a political hot box for the
BART directors.

Getting everyone on the same train
headed in the same direction at the same
time isn’t easy — especially when some
passengers suffer surprise fits of motion
sickness and want to jump off.

None of the riders is terminally nuts.
The box is either half empty or half full. We
hope it’s the latter. All aboard.
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Plan to eXtend BART hits snag‘

Associated Press

SAN FRANCISCO — City su-
pervisors yesterday temporarily
stalled a plan to extend Bay Area
Rapid Transit service to San Fran-
cisco International Airport.

Supervisors voted 5-4 in favor of
a fiscal agreement between BART
and the airport, one vote less than
was needed to pass the resolution.
Officials have said that without the

agreement, it is unlikely BART can
get the federal money it needs for
the project.

The board recessed the meeting
after the vote and will vote again
tomorrow when Supervisor Mabel
Teng can be present.

Those who voted against the
agreement said it would have put
the city’'s general fund at risk if
BART failed to pay charges to the
airport.
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BART-to-SFO
shocker: S.F.

ard says no

Unesxpected vote by
supervisors threatens

federal funds, throws
backers into pauic

By Rachel Gordon

OF THE EXAMINER STAFF

What was supposed to be a pro
forma vote in favor of the BART-
to-the-airport project collapsed
when the San Francisco Board of
Supervisors unexpectedly defeated
the measure — sending supporters
scrambling to undo the decision.

The board’s jaw-dropping vote
Monday jeopardized not only the
long-sought effort to send BART
into San Francisco International
Airport, but also $750 million in
federal funding.

“Right now we have the clock
ticking on us from the federal gov-
ernment to accept or reject this
deal,” said Supervisor Michael
Yaki, who is leading efforts to keep

. the project afloat.

Yaki and other proponents hope
to use an arcane parliamentary
move to push for a new vote.

Instead of adjourning Monday’s
meeting, the board voted to recess
until Wednesday morning, when
Yaki will ask his colleagues to re-
consider.. By then, Supervisor Ma-
bel Teng should be back from her
excursion to China with Mayor
Brown and could cast the deciding
vote in favor of the project.

Teng’s staff said the vote is not
the reason she is coming home ear-

'y. A past supporter of the plan, she
~as due back late Monday.

Meanwhile, environmental ac-
tivists who oppose sending BART
into SFO are working to change
the minds of other supervisors who
favored the extension.

Although the board voted 5-4 to
approve the legislation, at least six
votes are needed to pass it.

‘Medina votes no

Backers of the project thought
they had the deal locked up going
into Monday’s meeting and were
taken off-guard, they said, when
Supervisor Jose Medina voted no.
Medina, however, said he never
told supporters how he wonld vote.

Meding refissed to comment af-
ter the meeting and slammed his
office door in reporters’ faces to
avoid questions.

Later Monday night, he issued a
press release and spoke with The
Examiner, saying he voted no be-
cause of the financial burden the
project could put on The City.

The position of the other super-
visors who rejected the plan — Sue
Bierman, Tom Ammiano and Les-
lie Katz — was expected. Voting in
favor were Supervisors Barbara
Kaufman, Susan Leal, Gavin New-
som, Yaki and Leland Yee. Super-
visor Amos Brown is with the may-
or in Asia and is not scheduled to
come back early.

After the vote, Yaki huddled
with Medina nearly a half-dozen
times both in public view and in
private. Supporters also took Katz
aside and persuaded her to go along
with the plan to recess the meeting
and keep the project alive, even
though she is expected to stick
with her no vote.

State Sen. Quentin Kopp, I-San
Francisco, who has been the driv-

ing force behind the BART-to-
SFO effort, was aghast when told
of the board’s vote. He noted that
voters two years ago approved
plans to put a BART station inside
the airport.

“It’s shameful,” Kopp said of
the board docision. “It’s an abnega-
tion of their responsibility to carry
out the mandate of the voters.” If
need be, he added, he would go to
court personally to cee that the will
of the voters is enforced.

With Mayor Brown pushing
hard to send BART to the airport,
Medina was under heavy pressure
to change his'mind, and midway
through the meeting he was on the
phone in the board’s closed-door
ante room with union leader Larry
Mazzola. Organized labor leaders
don’t want to see the big construc-
tion project — with its accompany-
ing jobs — thwarted.

BART on the bumpy track

The legislation that triggered
the flare-up concerns a lease and
operating financial agreement be-
tween BART and the airport on
the $1.2 billion extension. The
question is whether city coffers will
be tapped to help pay for it.

Rejection of the agreement like-
ly would doom chances for federal

"support of the extension, which

has had more ups and downs than
an elevator. The BART board of
directors is set to consider the mea-
sure Thursday.

Katz said she opposed the deal
because it could end up costing San
Franciscans, either through a gen-
eral fund bailout or higher fares.
Ammiano concurred.

Bierman has been a longtime
opponent, siding with environmen-

talists who have pushed for an al-
ternate BART extension near to —
not in — the airport to link better
with train service to the Peninsula.

Medina said in an interview
that if its supporters can persuade
him the project won’t threaten The
City’s general fund, he may change
his vote. He plans to meet with
representatives from organized la-
bor, BART, the airport, the may-
or's officc and other supcrvisors
before Wednesday’s meeting.

Stuart Sunshine, Brown'’s point
man on transportation issues who
was also in the back-room confabs,
made it clear the mayor would be
unhappy if the BART to SFO plan
falls apart.

“I would assume that the mayor
is interested in abiding by the vot-
ers’ wishes and we don’t want to be

. responsible for losing $750 mil-

lion,” Sunshine said.

Brown is midway through his
two-week trade and friendship
mission to the Far East.
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Surprise S.F. Vote Threatens
BART-to- Airport Funds

Supervisor
rushing home
to save plan

By Edward Epstein
and Yumi Wilson
Chronicle Staff Writers

Supervisor Mabel Teng was dis-
patched home from Hong Kong
last night on a rescue mission to
save the planned BART extension
to San Francisco International Air-
port.

Teng, who is on a trade mission
with Mayor Willie Brown and Su-
pervisor Amos Brown, got the
frantic call after the Board of Su-
pervisors came up a surprising one
vote short on a resolution critical
to moving the $1.2 billion project
forward.

The resolution is necessary to
implement an agreement negotiat-
ed by Mayor Willie Brown. If the
board doesn’t approve it by Thurs-
day, a commitment of $750 million
in federal funds for the project
will expire, project backers said.

In a jolting afternoon of parlia-
mentary confusion and whispered
corridor consultations, the plan
was kept alive yesterday only after
one of the supervisors who voted
against the accord agreed to a
highly unusual recess until 10 a.m.
tomorrow. That will provide time
for Teng to cast the needed sixth
vote.

The setback at the board was a
rare defeat for Mayor Brown, and
may have been at least partially ex-
plained by his absence at City Hall,
insiders said.

Backers thought that they had
the votes to pass the resolution,
which would authorize the city to
deduct money from its annual pay-
ments to BART if the transit agen-
cy defaulted on $2.5 million in rent
for space at SFO. But instead, that
arcane issue became symbolic of
the wider argument over how
much of a share the city should
contribute to building the BART
extension to the airport.

The board unexpectedly gave
only five votes to the resolution —
from Supervisors Michael Yaki,
Susan Leal, Barbara Kaufman, Le-
land Yee and Gavin Newsom. Vot-

ing against it were Sue Bierman,
Tom Ammiano, Leslie Katz and
Jose Medina.

Medina’s vote was a big sur-
prise and set off the backroom
wheeling and dealing that includ-
ed phone calls to Hong Kong.

Medina was elected to the
board last November with strong
backing from Mayor Brown and
organized labor, also big support-
ers of the project.

He never explained his vote
and ended up being chased by re-
porters down a staircase at City
Hall and into his office. Asked if he
wanted to comment, he said, “Not
at this point, no.” He then closed
his door.

Medina clearly was under pres-
sure from other supervisors and
mayoral aides to change his vote,
which would have allowed the
board to rescind its action yester-
day and take another vote. Medina
held firm, but eventually Katz was
persuaded to become the sixth
vote necessary to declare a recess.

While Medina was mum, Katz
said she feared the extension
could cost San Francisco taxpayers
lots of money.

“l am concerned about the
costs to San Francisco. We don't
know how much it will cost to go to
the airport ... We have too many
hidden costs,” she told the board.
She suggested that San Francisco
could end up paying for construc-
tion costs between the Colma sta-
tion and SFO, which might hit
hundreds of millions of dollars.
She also said city residents might
have to pay higher airport fees to
cover the airport’s $200 million
share of the project.

Katz, who was originally ap-
pointed to the board by Brown, al-
5o suggested that a round-trip
BART ride to SFO could range
from $10 to $15.

Bierman, who has long opposed
the BART extension, said she
couldn’t support yesterday’s reso-
lution because “I can’t be for some-
thing that I think is the wrong solu-
tion.”

She supports a common BART-
Caltrain station west of Highway
101, with a “people mover” carry-
ing passengers to terminals.

Proponents reacted to the vote
with scorn. “I wonder if any one of
them can face the voters and sug-

gest they turned down $750 mil-
lion?” asked Supervisor Susan
Leal. She pointed out that city vot-
ers gave strong support to the idea
of building BART into SFO's termi-
nals when they approved Proposi-
tion I two years ago, .

“This ignores the political reali-
ties of federal funding in a Repub-
lican-controlled Congress,” said
Supervisor Michael Yaki. “Unless
we change the vote (tomorrow) we
can kiss the $750 million goodbye.”

Leal also said the chances of
BART defaulting on its rent were
remote. Even if it did, she said, the
city could withhold money it now

pays when Fast Pass holders ride
BART within the city. BART will
also carry a performance bond, a
type of insurance policy, guaran-
teeing completion of the airport
project.

The agreement between the
city, United Airlines, other air car-
riers and BART on financing the
extension expires on Thursday. It
was hammered out after long ne-
gotiations that included a summit
in Brown'’s office.

Peter Nardoza, the airport’s ad-
ministrator of governmental af-
fairs, testified before the board,
trying to assure supervisors that
thel city’s liability would be mini-
mal.

“The board had a resolution be-
fore it that would have approved
one specific portion of an agree-
ment that has been reached be-
tween the airport, airlines, BART
and the mayor. This resolution has
to do with the obligation that
BART has to pay rent. The agree-
ment says if BART does not pay
rent, various methods would be
used to recoup the payment.”

The BART board is due to vote
on the project Thursday morning.

Chronicle Staff Writer Benjamin
Pimentel contributed to this report.



As the relative cost
of driving goes
down, the cost of
mass transit

continues to nse
‘By Erin McCormick

OF THE EXAMINER STAFF

When BART fares jumped 11
percent last week, Concord resi-
dents Ron and Arimena Brown
reached the end of the line with
public transit.

The cost of their daily round-
trip between Concord and San
- Francisco increased to $15.40 from
$13.80.— or as Brown notes, cring-
ing, $308 a month. »

“For that, we can drive to The
City, park and pay for several
months of maintenance on the

“car,” he said. “With this increase,

the party’s over.”

Riders like the Browns are bad -

news for BART and public transit
generally, which . for decades has
struggled to entice commuters out
of their. cars and onto buses and
trains. Increasingly, transit

systems are facing a sobering fact: -
The relative cost of driving is going -

down as the cost of riding is going
up. _

BART's ridership, now about
258,000 a day, continues to climb,
but not as quickly as the popula-
‘tion. As the gap widens, the results
are felt on Bay Area freeways.

“It’s one of the fundamental im-
balances transit faces,” said Steve
Heminger 'of the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission, a re-
gional agency that oversees Bay
Area transportation planning.
“Transit fares have kept up with
inflation; the cost of dnvmg has
not.”
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hil_(es drive

A BART traln makes the turn between the Urinda station and the St. Stephens werpass a1 automobile commuters fuht the traffic along Mighuay 24 last weck.

“Ultimately, it means higher
levels of congestion on the roads
and higher levels of stress,” he said.

When the Bay Bridge opened in
1936, Heminger said, commuters
paid-a round-trip toll of $1.30 (65
cents in each direction). That’s the
equivalent of $15.60 in today’s dol-
lars. But today’s toll is just $1.

‘Other driving costs have
drepped because of fuel economy
improvements and gas prices that
haven’t kept up with inflation. In

1980, drivers paid an average of

about 11 cents a mile for gas, in
today’s dollars. Now, they pay 5
cents a mile. ,
“This is why people don’t take
BART to work: The gas prices are
low, the tolls are low, and they’ve
got free parking from their employ-
ers,” said Martin Wachs, the direc-
tor of the University of California
Transportation Center, which con-

ducts research into ma_]or trans- ‘=

portation issues.

It ‘costs drivers about $7.50 in
out-of-pocket expenses to do the
60-mile round-trip commute be-
tween Concord and San Francisco,
according to the American Auto-
mobile Association. For the same
trip in 1980, drivers paid $9.50,
adjusted for inflation. Round-trip
BART fares have climbed to $7.70
for the Concord-San Francisco
ride, about 55 cents more than the
1980 fare, after adjusting for infla-
tion.

Experts say that drivers benefit
from whopping subsidies, includ-
ing costs of road-bmldmg, highway
maintenance, air pollution and the
economic losses caused by conges-
tion,

“This is why
people dont :
take BART to
work: The gas
prices are low,
the tolls are
low, and

they get free
parking from
their
employers.”

~— Martin Wachs,
: UC Transportation Center

“We've made it cheap to drive,”
said Russell Hancock of the Bay
Area Council, a nonprofit organi-
zation of corporate leaders backing
a controversial proposal to make
rush-hour bridge users pay a great-

MORE. ...



vont..
BART:

er share of costs. “As long as we
keep doing this, people will keep
driving. In the Bay Area, transit
has a hard time competing.”

Public transit enjoys subsidies-

as well: BART fares provide about
60 percent of the system’s operat-
'ing cost — and that’s one of the
highest rates in the country. The
remainder of the service is covered
by state and local taxes.

" The council has proposed hik-

ing rush-hour bridge tolls to as..

much as $3 to help pay for the
traffic tangles, road deterioration
and pollution that driving causes.
The “congestion pricing” proposal,
which the MTC also supports,
would encourage drivers to serious-
ly consider transit and car pooling,
Hancock said.

Getting your money's worth -

‘Vallejo resident Wellesley

Winder says she thinks the higher
cost of riding was a good invest-
ment — especially if it paid for the
more reliable trains, modernized
stations and better service that
BART had promised. But Winder,
who now drives to Walnut Creek,
then pays $3.45 to ride BART to
San Francisco, says that if fares go
much higher, she’ll drive all the
way. :
“If these fare increases go to
benefit a new computer or better
stations, that’s worthwhile to me,”
she said. “But if the fare reached $4
each way, I'd drive in. That covers-
the cost of parking. And it really
gets frustrating when BART runs
late.”

In many ways, BART is domg
better than other 'transit agencies.

~around the nation. While other

systems are losing riders, BART

has managed to increase its pas-

senger count by about 7 percent
since 1990, despite two previous
years of fare increases.

“We've had a strong economy
coupled with more and more con-
gestion on the freeways,” BART
spokesman Mike Healy said. “Peo-
ple buy into convenience more

_ than they're affected by price.”

Stress is a big factor for some
people.
“There’s. the traffic to worry

about, the parking costs, plus and
wear and tear 6n my car — it’s not

San Francisco Bxaminer
Sunday, April 6,1997

COMMUTE COSTS ¢

Public transit
BART (Concord-S.F.)

* Includes upcoming fare increase
SQURCE: Examiner survey of transit agencies
i locations

How does the cost of driving compare with the cost of (dklng public
transit? Below, driving and transit costs are compared in the Bay Area
and in selected large U.S. cities for 30- and 10-mile round-ttips. Costs
include only such out-of pocket-expenses as gas, oil, tires,
maintenance and tolls. They do not include general costs of auto
ownership such as purchase price of the car, insurance and
depreciation, which are shared by all car owners, whether or not they

commute. )
30-mile trip 10-mile trip
Suburb to central city Within metro area
Automobile Automobile
Driving Drlvlng cost

Parklng cost (Oakland)

Public transit

BART (Richmond-
downtown Oakland)

Ac-Translt (Rlchmond-
downtown Oakland)

$4.00

worth it,” said Frank Higgins of
Pinole. “At’ least on BART I can
sleep.” .
BART fares for long-distance
rides are in line with those of com-
muter railroads around the coun-

In New York, for instance, com-
muters with a monthly pass pay
-$8.14 for the 60-mile round trip
between Pennsylvania Station and
Farmingdale, Long Island. A simi-
lar trip would cost $7.70 on BART.
On Chicago’s commuter rail sys-
tem it would be $7.20. -

But those who don’t have the
money to buy and insure a car also
don’t have the luxury of making
the choice between driving and
public transit.

“I make a meager living, and
between rent and commuting, I'm

. barely making it,” said Greg Cran-
dell, a courier, who just saw the
price of his daily round trip from
Union City to San Francisco in-
creased by 80 cents to $7.70 a day,
or $154 a month.

“Ouch,” he said. “This may kill
me.”

EXAMINER GRAPHICS

“It’s ene of the
fundamental
imbalances
transit faces.
Transit fares
have kept up
with inflation;
the cost of
driving has not.
... Ultimately,
it means higher

levels of

congestlon on

the roads and

higher levels of
stress.”
— Stave Heminger, MTC
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‘Rail-trail’ not
off the tracks yet

AN Mateo County Supervisor

Tom Huening is a persistent

fellow. For the better part of a

year, he has been relentlessly

pushing for the creation of a pe-
destrian/bicycle path next to the CalTrain
rail line.

It would be an understatement to say
that there has been little support for his
plan. Several cities along the route have
already turned thumbs down on the idea.
Few cycling enthusiasts have jumped on
board to embrace it. CalTrain backers
fret about it too.

But does that mean the so-called “rail-
trail” project is an out-and-out waste of
time, energy and, of course, money?
Maybe not. We believe the concept may
well have merit.

Fortunately, the San Mateo County
Transit District board and the supervi-
sors themselves have not killed Huen-
ing's proposal outright. It is still alive,
although the heartbeat is faint.

Presently, SamTrans has the matter
under consideration for further study for

up to 120 days. That should give all con-
cerned a chance to cover all the neces-
sary bases.

Several key issues need to be exam-
ined. Among them:

» Expense. It has been estimated that
a countywide rail-trail would cost about
$10 million. Where would that money
come from? Is the plan really worth it?
Such an expenditure (and its source)
would have to be justified.

» Safety. The notion of a pathway for
people adjacent to railroad tracks seems
to be a formula for disaster. Yet there are
some who believe that it would actually
make the rail line safer and more secure.
Who's right? We need to find out.

» Future rail service. If high-speed
trains serving a San Francisco-to-Los An-
geles route ever become reality, would a
rail-trail be a hazard and an impedi-
ment? That is the contention of some
foes of Huening's project. Again, we need
reliable information.

We aren't willing to dismiss Huening's
plan without giving it a fair hearing.

P
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DI’S RETURN: In case you haven’t
noticed, after more than a year of
quietly deferring to Mayor Willie
Brown, former Mayor Dianne
Feinstein is back — and in a big
way.

In a series of moves that may
well signal.the end of the Fein-
stein-Brown feud (not to mention
her ambition to run for gover-
nor), Feinstein this week came
back from the U.S. Senate to kick
off the campaign for a local
school bond measure.

She also played a key role in
the mayor’s recent negotiations

- to get the airlines to help fund’
BART to the airport.

And let’s not forget that Fein-
stein, after a personal pitch from
Brown, stepped up and endorsed
the proposal for a new 49ers sta-

_dium and shopping mall —a po-
tentially watershed ballot issue
for the mayor.

It's a far cry from the icy rela-
tions that followed Feinstein's

decision to endorse Frank Jordan
over Willie for mayor.

Asrecently as last August the
Rev. Cecil Williams priva%:lsy'
tried to broker a peace between
the two former allies at the Dem-
ocratic National Convention in

Chicago, but sources say he
shotdown. yhewas

“It was just too soon,” says
one Feinstein loyalist.

So what changed?

For starters, Feinstein went
out of her way to give Willie the
royal treatment at Clinton’s inau-
gural after his own friends in
Washington had dropped the
ball.

Not only did Feinstein offer
him the best seats at the inaugu-
ral gala, she also invited him to
her house for an exclusive, celeb-
rity-studded bash. .

Says one source in the know:
“It was the first time I heard him
call her anything other than de-
ceitful.”

Ever since, Feinstein and
Brown have been getting down-
right chummy. T

Of course, not everyone in
town is taking Di'sreturnas a
warm signal to Willie.

As one veteran political con-
sultant sees the play: “She wants
to reassert her primacy in San
Francisco. She’s the queen bee,
and she’s saying, ‘Don’t mess with
me.) "
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Airport board
backs BART plan

SAN FRANCISCO The project that
would extend BART to San Francisco
International Airport was eased closer
toward reality Tuesday when the Air-
port Commission voted 4-0 to approve &
lease and operating agreement.

The 50-year lease would allow BART
access to the airport for $2.5 million a
year in rent,

While the action was expected, “The
next big question is, will the BART
.- board support it?” said Airport Commis-

- gion spokeswoman Lisbet Engberg.

The BART board is scheduled to

consider the matter April 10. -



cry foul

Adtranz, Mitsubishi
angry that Airport
Commission has

tossed out bids

By Eric Brazil

OF THE EXAMINER STAFF

Both sides are now crying foul
in the no-holds-barred fight be-
tween two international conglom-
erates to build the “people mover”
at San Francisco International Air-
port.

The San. Francisco Airport
Commission Tuesday rejected the

bids of Mitsubishi Heavy Indus-

tries America and ABB Daimler-
Benz Transportation (Adtranz) for
the 1.8-mile shuttle system that
will move passengers to and from
terminals in an expanded SFO in
2001.

Rejecting the bids will delay the
project four to six months but
should avoid the litigation that

could mean an even longer delay,

said airport director John L. Mar-
tin.

“Rebidding this pro_\ect seems
to be an award for unseemly behav-
ior,” objected Gino Antoniello, di-
rector of businéss development for
Mitsubishi. His firm had been
awarded a contract as low bidder at
$137 million — $19 million less
than Adtranz.

SanFrancisco Fxaminer
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SFO ‘people mover’ contestants

Adtranz’s orchestrated negative

campaign to invalidate Mitsubi- . .
¢ assured by Deputy City Attorney

shi’s bid “is not a campaign about
moral issues,” Antoniello said. “It
is a campaign what was lost in the
fair bid process. It is a campaign

-for profits, a campaign to sustain a

monopoly position in this indus-
try-”

He noted that Mitsubishi had -
* built 13 systems worldwide similar

to the SFO project, but none in
North America. Adtranz has had a
lock on the U.S. market and has

built people movers in Atlanta '

Denver and Las Vegas. -

Adtranz spokesman Don Solem
said the firm was ‘“disappointed
that the commission didn’t take
advantage of the opportunity to

compare the bids side by side ac- -

cording to the ground rules.”

It is Adtranz’s position that be-
cause Mitsubishi’s bid has been
found defective by the Human
Rights Commission, the Adtranz
bid should be opened, considered

-and awarded, according to the Air-

port Commission’s.own bidding
rules. However, the city attorney

says Adtranz is wrong on that

point, because the commission re-
served the right to reject all bids at
any time.

‘Shortly after the Airport Com-
mission rejected the bids Tuesday,
Adtranz sought a temporary re-
straining order from Superior
Court Judge William Cahill to de-

* lay the commission’s action. Cahill

did not issue the order after being

Dennis Aftergut that the commis-
sion wouldn’t be ready to request
new bids for another three or four
weeks.

The Mitsubishi-Adtranz case,
which Cahill called the most diffi-

cult. he had ever deslt with, has

* drawn The City into a new exami--

nation of the powers of the Human
Rights Commission.

Mitsubishi’s bid was brought
low by a finding by Marivic Bam-
ba, the Human Rights Commis-
sion executive director, that two of
its subcontractors were not quali--
fied as minority-owned businesses.
under city rules. In fact, said An-
toniello, they were fully qualified
and drawn from an approved list
drawn up by the commission.

Both Bamba -and Human
Rights Commission Chairwoman
Martha Knutzen supported The
City’s opposition to the temporary
restraining order sought by Ad-:
tranz. =~



BART could
worsen traffic

Editor:

It's disturbing how many
BART advocates reveal little or
no knowledge of what's realistic:
to expect from an airport
extension. Over and over, we've
heard it’s the answer to freeway
-gridlock. The numbers don’t
add up.

BART plans parking for 5,000
cars south of Colma. If all 5,000
slots took cars off U.S. 101
{(questionablé) and if 1,000 San
Francisco air
travelers/commuters eschewed
driving or being driven to SFO
to ride slower, roundabout BART
(doubletable), that’s 6,000 cars
subtracted from 101 traffic — a
negligible 2 percent of the
270,000 vehicles passing SFO
every day by CalTrans count.
.Regular drivers Know : any spa;g{j
‘greated ‘would™ be “refilled
“fmmediately. Bottorn ‘lineBART-
would ease Bayshore traffic no
more than it does the East Bay's
jampacked Nimitz today — “not
enough to notice.

Fact is that BART Millbrae-
bound traffic would tighten
101's peak hours traffic noose
and would worsen tie-ups and
pollution on local Peninsula
streets. County Supervisor Mike
Nevin has boasted of BART’s
benefits for the 1-280 corridor.
In fact BART says its extension
bodes no relief for that
thickening vehicular stream.
Odds are that BART Millbrae

~ could add to 280's woes.

Back at SFQ, it appears Airport
Director John Martin and BART
aren't on the same page. He
talks of a cross-platform link

MILLBRAE-SAN BRUNO SUN
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between BART and airport rail
transit to the terminals. BART
says its trains and ART would be
one under the other on
different levels. For once the
credibility arrow points to BART.
That’s sad for the less spry, for
people with carry-on luggage
and kids. From BART to

-terminal, they’d have hundreds

of up-down yards to traverse, a

-good chunk of that by foot. )
' James W. Kelly

. considerable

Chamber supports
intermodal station

Editor: .

The Millbrae Chamber of
Commerce supports the city’s
Millbrae Avenue Station Area
Concept. Plan for the area
selected by BART for an °
intermodal station. The BART

- project will link BART with the

San Francisco Airport and the

© rest of t,b,e Bay Area and then

termindte “at Millbrae Avenue
near Highway 101 in a joint
station with CalTrain.

In. conjunction with BART'’s

plans, the city of Millbrae has

proposed a ‘development plan
that will result in an important
economic surge for Millbrae.
This plan would increase the
area of commercialization and
would make room for
f inancial
investment and new businesses.
This would generally include
hotels and office space. The
creation "of jobs and the
revenue of newly developed
sales taxes, transit occupancy
taxes and property taxes, would
signal significant financial
stability and growth for the city
of Millbrae.

We, the Millbrae Chamber of
Commerce, believe that this
would provide a climate
beneficial to businesses and
residents of the city of Millbrae
and agree with the vision that
the leaders of Millbrae paint for
its future. The Chamber

_ supports. Millbrae’s plan, if and
" when BART realizes their goal

of building their Millbrae
Avenue BART Station. »
Millbrae Chamber

Board of Directors
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S.F. Airport officials OK deal
for $1.2 billion BART project

BART will pay $2.5 million
yearly in rent for 50 years

FROM STAFF AND WIRE REPORTS

San Francisco International Airport officials
Tuesday unanimously signed off on a deal for the
BART extension that is considered critical to
moving the project forward.

The agreement, which goes before the BART
board April 10, calls for BART to pay a $2.5 mil-
lion annual rental fee to the airport for 50 years.
BART also will give airport employees a 25 per-
cent fare discount, estimated to cost the district
$l 5 million a year.

The airport, meanwhile, will contribute
$200 million to help finance the $1.2 billion
BART extension, with $113 million coming from
airline fees and $87 million from other revenues.
SFO will increase annual airline fees by only
$7.5 million, and in return airlines have agreed to
stop lobbying against the project and start ral-

lying for it.

Such consensus is considered critical to
breaking loose $750 million in federal funds for
the project, held up in the U.S. Senate Transpor-
tation Committees appropriations subcommittee.
Subcommittee Chairman Richard Shelby, R-Ala.,
has expressed concerns about paying for the
project in its later years of construction. BART's
schedule calls for ﬁmshmg construction by the
end.of 2000.:
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Airport seeks
light rail bids
for second time

By Dan Seaver
STAFF WRITER

San Francisco International
Airport officials are hoping for a
better outcome after voting to
" put the $139 million contract
for a light rail system out to bid
for a second time Tuesday.

Last fall, Mitsubishi was
awarded a contract to build the
‘seven-mile line at the airport
‘that would link passenger ter-
minals with long-term parking
and a rental car lots.

Losing bidder ADTranz, a
.German-Swiss firm, challenged
" the contract in court.

According to papers filed in
San Francisco Superior Court,

the Japanese manufacturing
giant did not meet the minority
and human rights minimums
"set by the city's human rights
commission.

Superior Court Judge Wil-
liam Cahill agreed with AD-
Tranz, and although the airport
appealed the ruling, the San
Francisco Airport Commission
on Tuesday voted 3-1, with
Commissioner Larry Mazzola
dissenting, to start the process
from the beginning.

Airport Director John Martin
has said he was worried that
legal wrangling could delay the
airport’s $2.7 billion expansion.

But starting the process over
would allow the human rights
commission to set the stand-
ards for contractors, and avoid .
months of legal wrangling over
the project.

“Hopefully, we would not
have the same situation this
time,” SFO spokeswoman
Lisbet Engberg said.



San Hateo County Times

Wednesday, April 2,1997

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Kopp was selective in comparisons

I GET a kick out of Kopp. Re-
sponding to my recent letter
stating that state Sen. Quentin
Kopp ignores the few CalTrain
riders in the portion of San
Mateo County he represents,
Kopp implies that he has lots of
them by listing all of the cities he
represents.

What he fails to explain is how
“BART to Millbrae” would ben-
efit even one of his CalTrain con-
stituents with a longer, more
expensive ride.

He also mentions $500 million
spent on CalTrain in the past
decade. A substantial portion of
this is money spent on grade sep-
arations on the Peninsula.

In every case, the money did
not come from the CalTrain Joint
Powers Board and was justified
by the benefit to the cities, not
CalTrain, to reduce traffic con-
gestion.

Furthermore, the $500 million
includes the $200 million the
board paid for the entire Cal-
" Train right-of-way, a fantastic
bargain compared to BART's cap-
ital costs.

The senator is very selective in
his cost comparisons, stating that
extending CalTrain to downtown
San Francisco is more expensive
than extending BART from Colma
to Millbrae.

He fails to say that a full-scale,
gold-plated upgrade of CalTrain
from San Francisco 77 miles to
Gilroy is far less expensive than
the few miles of BART from
Colma to Millbrae and would
have an infinitely greater impact
on reducing traffic congestion.

Dick Green

Belmont
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Light Rail SFO Project
Ordered to Be Rebid

By Ken Hoover
Chronicle Stgff Writer

Ensnared in a dispute over San
Francisco’s affirmative action reg-
ulations, the airport commission
yesterday tossed out a $136.6 mil-
lion contract awarded for con-
struction of a light-rail “people
mover” project.

On a 3to-1 vote, the San Fran-

cisco Airport decided to rebid the -

massive project, which airport of-
ficials had argued all along needed
to be expedited so it could dovetail
with the completion of a new inter-
national terminal.

The decision is the latest step in
a lengthy dispute over a project
airport officials were proud of, an
above-ground train that would
move passengers and employees
from remote parking lots to termi-
nals

In December, the airport
awarded the contract to Mitsubishi
Heavy Industries America, which
bid $19 million less than the only
other bidder, ABB-Daimler-Benz
Transportation Inc., also known as
ADtranz.

But the executive director of .

the city’s Human Rights Commis-
sion, Marivic Bamba, found some
of Mitsubishi’s minority-and fe-
male subcontractors unqualified
‘to do the work, even though they
were on an approved list of such
firms that can be used on city pro-
jects.

The disqualification dropped
Mitsubishi below the 12 percent
minority- and women-owned sub-
contractors required for city con-
tracts. .

Superior Court Judge William
Cahill has ruled that city charter
revisions approved by voters in
November make the human rela-
tions commission executive direc-
tor the ultimate authority on
whether a city contractor complies
with affirmative action rules.

In February, he ordered the
city to throw out Mitsubishi’s con-

tract, but last month he relented
and simply directed the airport.
and human rights commissions to

work out a deal that was lawful un- -

der the city charter.

After yesterday’s vote, airport
manager John Martin conceded
that the move will cost the airport
$1.5 million in revenue for each
month the project is delayed. He.
estimated the delay at several
months.

Airport officials declined to
give detailed reasons for their de-
cision, which came after a closed-
door session. ' ‘

The vote satisfied neither Mit-
subishi nor ABB-Daimler-Benz,
which have waged an intense lob-
bying war against each other over
the contract. Mitsubishi contends
that it is in compliance with affir-
mative action rules and should be
awarded the contract.

ADtranz went to court two
hours after the airport commission
adjourned, asking Cahill to bar the
airport from going forward with a
request for new bids.

Cahill declined to act immedi-

ately and scheduled a hearing for
April 24. o
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Benefits of BART
outweligh ‘costs’

Editor:

Having lived in both New York
City and Millbrae, I have
experienced both ends of the
public transportation spectrum
— and I'm afraid that California
is going to have to play catch-up
for quite a while. The BART
extension to the airport and
intermodal terminal in Millbrae
make good economic and
environmental sense. | have
worked in  the public
transportation industry at both

_ends of Route 80, and I am
convinced that increased urban
and inter-urban mass transit is a
prerequisite to building that
famous bridge to the 21st
century.

A direct connection to the
airport is critical — the Chicago
Transit.44tthokity, - HE¢A%
successfulxline’ thar services
'0’Hare Airport diréctly; The New
York MTA, however, failed in
bringing the subway directly to
Kennedy Airport, with the
“solution” being an inefficient
and arduous bus link that was
closed in 1991.

The intermodal terminal in
Millbrae makes good sense — no
single type of mass transit can
serve everyone. The concept of
transferring between modes at
one location provides numerous
alternatives for the greatest
number of patrons.

As a resident of Millbrae, [ am,
of course, concerned about the
auditory and visual pollution
and the potential for increased
crime with the introduction of a
terminal in my community. In
the overall picture, however,
these “costs” are justified by the
ultimate goal of the project,
which is ‘to provide efficient,
reliable transportation up and
down the narrow corridor we

- call the Peninsula.

Peter M. Grossman

Millbrae
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SFO approves BART deal:
San Francisco International Air-
port officials Tuesday unani-
mously signed off on a deal for
the BART extension that is con-
sidered critical to moving the
project forward. The agreement,
which goes before the Bay Area
BRapid Transit board April 10,
calls for BART to pay a

‘$2.5 million annual rental fee to
the airport for 50 years. BART
dlso will give airport employees
a 25 percent fare discount, esti-
mated to cost the district

$1.5 million a year. The airport,
meanwhile, will contribute .
$200 million to help finance the
$1.2 billion BART extension,
with $113 million coming from.
airline fees and $87 million
from other revenues. The air-
port will increase annual airline
fees by only $7.5 million, and in
return airlines have agreed to
stop lobbying against the
project. Such consensus is con-
sidered critical to break loose
$750 million in federal funds,

-held up in the U.S. Senate
Transportation Committee’s ap-
propriations subcommittee.
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

D.C. trip for BART encouraging

ON BEHALF of the BART
Board of Directors, I think it is
important for us to publicly ex-
press our sincere thanks and ap-
preciation to key members of the
Bay Area business community
who set aside time from their
busy and important schedules to
not just write a letter, but to actu-
ally join us in meeting face to face
with key elected officials recently
in Washington, D.C.

The purpose of our 'mission
was to emphasize the importance
of the BART to San Francisco In-
ternational Airport extension and
the impact such expansion will
have on the region.

The meetings we held with
Sen. Richard Shelby, chairman of
the Senate Appropriations Sub-
committee on Transportation,
and others, stressed the vital im-
portance of a seamiess connec-
tion between SFO and BART. The
active participation of these busi-
ness leaders made a significant
contribution to the chairman’s
understanding of the importance
of this project, not only to the
business community but also to
the public those businesses
serve.

We are confident that the mes-
sage they helped us deliver re-
-garding the necessity to integrate
BART construction with the

$92.5 billion airport expansion .

will provide a significant boost to
our . efforts to secure a full
funding grant agreement from the
Federal Transit Administration.

It is most encouraging to see
the unified efforts of nearly all
segments of the reglon demon-
strate, as these leaders have,
their commitment and support
for delivery of a critical inter-
nodal project that is long overdue
to the citizens of our reglon.

I commend and applaud the
efforts of these business leaders
who stepped forward and helped
to make a difference. Our com-
mitment to this effort is energized
further by such support and it is
our pledge to continue the mo-
mentum.

' Margaret K. Pryor

President, BART
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Fare increase pays for $1 billion
worth of BART improvements

service throughout its 81-mile sys-

tem, BART has implemented an 11
percent fare increase. It’s the last in a
planned three-tier series that has
enabled BART to execute a $1 billion
improvement program.

Revenue derived from the new
fares will pay for badly needed reno-
vations of BART’s train car fleet, as
well as stations, escalators, elevators,
and tracks. The funds will also be used
to upgrade support equipment such as
electrical substations, fare gates,
change and ticket machines, and
lights. With eight of the system’s 37
stations (21 percent) located in Oak-
land, residents and businesses will
benefit greatly from the improvements
funded by the new fares.

The funds also cover start-up
operating costs for new extensions,
and provide improved services to the
elderly and disabled, as required by
the Americans with Disabilities Act.

BART General Manager Thomas
Margro says the renovation program
will “add many more years of life to
the system as we move into the 21st
century.” Thus far, several refurbishing
projects have been completed, includ-
ing the interior and exterior of 100
originals cars, replacement of some
escalators, and work on many other

In a continuing effort to improve

escalators and elevators. :
- BART’s fleet of 439 cars is now
being completely renovated under a
$340 million contract with Adtranz, a
supplier of rail system technology that
has established an assembly plant in
nearby Pittsburg, CA. :
The current minimum $! fare has
increased to $1.10. Tickets purchased
before April 1 will still work; howev-
er, the new fares will be deducted
from the total ticket value. The dis-
count offered to senior citizens, per-
sons with disabilities and children five
through 12 years of age will remain
the same.

BART ridership sets records

BART is attaining peak ridership.
Last year, BART set a record of 74
million passengers. Ridership has
increased steadily since June of last
year. In February of this year a new
weekday average of 270,000 was
attained, with ridership holding steady
since then.

The only time when more people
rode BART was after the 1989 Loma

-Prieta earthquake, when the weekday

average reached 360,000. The daily
average at that time, however, was just
218,000. Despite recent fare increases,
daily BART ridership has swelled by
52,000 since 1989.
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Light-rail
bidding
may start
over

SFO chief W@B to

return to square one
By Eric Brazil

OF THE EXAMINER STAFF

Worried about the possibility of -
endless litigation unless The City

makes a fresh start, San Francisco
Airports Director John Martin

says he wants bidding for a people- '

mover contract at SFO to stait
over from scratch.

The light-rail line, a key feature ‘

of SFO’s $2.4 billion expansion
program, has been the subject of a
complex legal dispute since Decem-
ber, when the Airports Commis-
sion awarded the contract to Mit-
subishi Heavy Industries Ameri-
can Inc., low " bidder
$137 million.

ABB Dalmler-Benz Transpor~ :

tation Inc., known as Adtranz,
which until now has monopolized
people-mover construction at U.S.

airports, challenged the bid’s legali- -

ty, alleging that it failed to pass

muster with the city Human

Rights Commission. Adtranz’s bid
was $19 million higher than Mitsu-
bishi’s. -

The recommendatlon to start
over with the bidding emerged
from a meeting Friday attended by
representatives of the mayor’s and
city attorney’s offices, Martin and

Human Rights Commission Exec-

utive Director Marivic Bamba.

Martin said he would present
the recommendation to the Air--
ports Commission at its meetmg
Tuesday.

“We- feel that we can structure

> the rebidding in such a way that we
.. can avoid some of the problems we

have experienced,” Martin said.

That will include prequalifying.
all bidders with the Human Rights
Commission, he said. To proceed
with the existing bid would invite
more litigation from whichever
side loses, he added.

“Everybody believes it’s best
sust to move on,” said City Attor-
ney Louise Renne. ,

Adtranz’s legal challenge pro-
vided the first test of the power of
the Human Rights Commission to
veto city contracts. Superior Court
Judge William  Cahill, ruling
against The City’s position, con-
cluded Bamba had the final word
in determining whether a contrac-
tor meets affirmative action goals
for hiring minority- and women-
owned businesses.

But he also said Bamba would
have to issue findings or a recom-
mendation on the validity of the
Mitsubishi bid. Friday’s coxpro-
mise appears to render that ruling
moot.

Bamba did not return several
phone calls.

" If the Airports Commission
agrees with Martin and starts over
on taking bids, it will leave stand-
ing the legal precedent set by Cahill
giving the Human Rights Commis-
sion more power than The City:
believes it should have.

“f personally believe the judge
was wrong,” Renne gaid,



San Mateo Conafy Times

Friday, March 28,1997

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

‘Just a drop
in the bucket

AT THIS stage, it's disturbing
how many BART advocates reveal
little or no knowledge of what's
realistic to expect from an airport
extension.

Over and over, we've heard it’s
the answer to freeway gridlock.
Let's check.

BART plans parking for 5,000
cars south of Colma. Assume all
5,000 slots took cars of Highway
101, a questionable assumption,
and that 1,000 San Francisco
riders chose BART over driving
or being driven to SFO, equally

challengeable.

That's 6,000 cars subtracted
from Highway 101 traffic, a negli-
gible 2 percent of the 270,000 ve-
hicles passing SFO every day, as
counted by Caitrans. Regular
drivers know any space created
will be refilled immediately.

Bottom line: BART would
make no more noticeable a differ-
ence on 101 than it doés now for
thetz East Bay's jam-packed Ni-
mitz. :

" Uncontested is that BART-
bound traffic would make 101
traffic worse south of SFO and
create tie-ups and pollution on
local Peninsula streets.

County Supervisor Mike Nevin
has boasted of BART's benefits
for the Interstate 280 corridor. In
fact, BART now admits its exten-
sion bodes no relief for that
thickening vehicular stream.

James W. Kelly

San Bruno

Looking forward
to BART extension

I AM very disheartened to
think that United Airlines and the’
Air Transportation Association
could squash the BART extension
to San Francisco International
Airport, an effort that has been
gaining support from Bay Area
citizens. :

It is infuriating to think that
politiclans and lobbyists in Wash-
ington, D.C. could stop a for-
ward-thinking approach to our
daily problem of freeway conges-
tion. . .

My family and I travel quite
frequently, and the trip to and
from the airport is the part we
dread the most. Making. arrange-'
ments for special transportationr
to and from the airport and de-
ciding where and how to store the
car just adds to the logistical
trials of a trip. !

For many years, I've been
looking forward to the day when
this won't be part of travel for,
Peninsulans.

I hope that government policy
makers will see that the benefits
of improved economy, air quality
and traffic far outweigh the ap-
peasement of the airline industry.

Carla A. Schoof
San Carlos

Just say no
to BART’s plans

IT IS time to say no to BART:
and its wild dreams. Eve
San Francisco is involved in
turns out to be a boondoggle.

BART, with its one-of-a-kind_f
gauge tracks, was planned atﬁ\
make it unique. There are all
kinds of railroad tracks around,’
but BART cars cannot use them.

BART can get to San Francisco.
International Airport for no more:
than $500 million. All it has to do
is to go to the airport and then
loop back to Colma.

There is no reason for a sta-
tion in Millbrae and a tailback
into Burlingame.

They have facilities in Colma
for servicing and storage. There
is no reason to duplicate the

Colma yard.
Earl Pero
South San Francisco
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LETTERS FROM OUR READERS

Businesses are
thanked for

BART help

On behalf of the BART Board of
Directors, I think it is important for
us to publicly express our sincere
- thanks and appreciation to key
members of the Bay Area business
- community who set aside time to
_ join us in a meeting “face to face”
with key elected officials recently in
- Washington, D.C.

" The purpose of our mission was
" to emphasize the importance of the
BART to San Francisco Interna-
_ tional Airport Extension and the im-
pact such expansion will have on
. the region. :

The meeting we held with Sen.
Richard Shelby, chairman of the
- Senate Appropriations Subcommit-
tee on Transportation, and others,
stressed the vital importance of a
seamless connection between SFO
and BART. The active participation
of these business leaders made a
significant contribution to Shelby’s
understanding of the importance of
this project not only to the business
community but also to the public.

It is most encouraging to see the
unified efforts of nearly all segments
of the region demonstrate, as these
leaders have, their commitment and
support for dehve?,' of a critical in-
termodal project that IS long ovev-
due to the citizens of our region,

Margaret K. Pryor
Oakland

Pryor is president of the Bay

Area Rapid Transit District.
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Election
charges
surface

at forum

By Tyler Cunningham
STAFF WRITER

BRISBANE — County super-
visor candidates left polite
policy discussions behind
Tuesday, trading accusations of
questionable campaigning and
disagreeing over the solution to
the county’s traffic woes.
~ Sponsored by the Brisbane
Chamber of Commerce, Tues-
day's forum was billed as a
chance for candidates to explore
issues of concern to citizens.
But a few candidates broke
away from talk of issues early'in®
the debate to criticize each
other’s campaigns.

Rich Gordon attacked a full-
page advertisement in a local
newspaper from opponent Jim
Tucker.

The advertisement states that
Gordon is the “subject of a
complaint at the Political Fair
Practices Commission,” re-
ferring to a letter from another
supervisor hopeful, Joe Loomis.
Loomis’s letter questions
whether Gordon violated the

California Political Reform Act -

of 1996 when the San Mateo
County Central Labor Council
paid for a pro-Gordon billboard
on El Camino Real in Belmont.

- But such a billboard would
actually be a legal expenditure,
said Gary Huckaby of the Fair
Practices Commission, provided
- the labor council did not collab-
orate with Gordon before
erecting it.

Gordon emphasized that the
labor council had built the bill-
board itself, and claimed
Tucker's ad would .mislead
voters into thinking he has vio-
lated campaign finance laws.

-~ Tucker said he merely re-
ported a complaint from a
fellow candidate.

The three, along with Denise
de Ville, Stan Buetens, Bob
Bryant and Joe Gore, are vying
to represent the Third District
on the Board of Supervisors.

While the winner will represent

residents of The Coast, San
Carlos, Atherton, Woodside,
Belmont and parts of Menlo
Park and Redwood City, the en-
tire county will vote in the April
8 special election.

2 The candidates did agree
when railing against a common
foe: traffic.

No one disputed that traffic
woes top any list of problems in
The County. But within the con-

-straints ‘of a two-minute -an-
swering period, the candidates

“tried to distinguish themselves
by offering glimpses of a solu--

tion.

Tucker, de Ville, Buetens and
‘Bryant voiced strong support of
the project bringing BART to the
airport. . - ’

- Tucker and de Ville also em-
phasized the need to build a sta-
tion in Millbrae that would
cconnect BART with CalTrain.

Buetens, a. former music in-
structor .at Stanford University,
said he would like to see BART
run all around the Bay. :

Gore, a restaurant owner and
an admitted longshot in the
election, saild the problem
cannot be solved by laying down
more rails. He said The County
needs to. change some of its
zoning laws to encourage
housing along its north-south
travel corridors and discourage
the kind of massive growth that
brings traffic. ’ S

‘I'm not pro-growth if it
means we're all sitting around
in traffic all day,” he said. “We
have to look at our density so

that we don't encourage an envi-
ronment like Los Angeles.”

Loomis emphasized the need
for people to put their heads to-
gether, saying - The County*
should assemble a task force of
transportation gurus and busi-
ness leaders to examine the
problem. He also said The
County.should try to learn from
other areas in the country with

‘similar transportation prob-

lems.

De Ville tried to distinguish
herself from the pack by em-
phasizing her past experience in

‘transportation as one of the

SamTrans directors.



Mayor’s
misinformation

Editor: _

On March 5. Mayor Daniel
Quigg contributed a Guest
Opinion column, “BART
Opponents Misinform Public.”
Unfortunately, that bold title is

precisely the kind of PR
misinformation BAR has ,
h'bﬁ%&i& % 1o ﬂ?sh their

cities and their citizens into
making hasty decisions.

Good citizens, after review of
a few facts and application of
common sense, recognize that
a BART station in Millbrae is no
favor to them. The station,
during and after construction,
will bring great inconvenience.
extensive traffic congestion
and decreased property values.
Despite BART's and the city's
dubious claims of miraculous
economic riches, one need only
look a the vast majority of
stations {Daly City is a classic
example) to know that cities do

not benefit from BART's
presence.

But let's examine some
specific issues.

Millbrae citizens have
consistently voted against.
BART. In 1987, voters in

Millbrae defeated Measure K, a
county-wide vote asking
approval for @ BART project
into the county to the San
Francisco International Airport.

In 1995 the Millbrae Citizen's

Advisory Committee voted 14-3°

against BART to Millbrae.

Both votes, and a city-
appointed committee of
residents who spent many
month of careful. in-depth
study of the BART proposal,
came to the same conclusions.
BART is no good for the city of
Millbrae.

MILLBRAE-SAN BRUNO SUN

Wednesday,

Millbrae Avenue will
experience maximum gridlock.
Please don’t tell the people that
there will be no traffic impacts
during such a major
construction project as this
one. Public memory is not so
short that it cannot remember
years of gridlock during the
CalTrain g rade-separation,
despite a plan that had its

assurances of mitigation
measures. The Millbrae
proposed Comprehensive
Agreement, on pages 1921,

amply recognizes this situation.

“b. Because the Project will
result in a cumulative
worsening traffic flow at the
the intersection of El Camino
Real and Millbrae Avenue to LOS
F or worse as identified in the
FEIS, BART will contribute to the
jcost of improving thetraffic
‘flow at that intersection in
accordance with the MMP. The
$5.1 million contribution by
BART for this mitigation
identified in the MMP was
calculated based on the
estimated cost of widening
Millbrae Avenue to create
additional east bound lane,
including the cost of land and
business acquisition as well as
retrofitting the Millbrae Avenue
overpass with an additional lane

The MMP
also contemplated an
alternative method of

mitigation which included the
development of a westside
parking facility in the vicinity of
the BART station westside
entrance.”

Millbrae Avenue would experi-
ence years of disruptive con-
struction while lanes are
widened and retrofitted. There
would be traffic congestion dur-
ing construction of the Millbrae

March 26, 1997

BART station, and permanent
traffic congestion thereafter as
BART's estimated 30,000 riders
pile in and out of our city on a
daily basis.

The city of Millbrae is propos-
ing yet another parking facility.
It will make an already disas-
trous situation even worse. Yet,
Millbrae is anxious to rush into
a Comprehensive Agreement
with BART as soon as possible.
Here is another piece of the traf-
fic monitoring mitigation plan.

“(iv) BART recognizes and
agrees that inasmuch as no
practical engineering solution
has been identified for the
Millbrae Avenue(El Camino Real
intersection impacts, failure to
reach agreement with the City
over the deyglopment of the
westside parking facility as the
alternative mitigation measure

provided for herein will result
in failure to comply with the
MMP CEQA., and a default
hereunder.”

This is yet another parking
facility in addition to the alrea-
dy proposed 15 acre station,
which is 220 fect wide, 750 fect
long. 82 feet high (8 stories!) in
addition to the already-pro-

BART's previously propos
parking facility will resemt
the parking structure at t
United maintenance facili
which can clearly be seen ¢
Route 101, north of the airpo
which also holds about 3,0t
vehicles. Millbrae is proposit
to add hundreds of addition
parking spaces west of the st
tion. These massive parkir
structures will undoubted
attract many SFO-bound p:
sengers, lured by the prospe
of free parking, rather than pz
ing the $26 a day current

available at SFO. How do:
BART plan to regulate th
abuse on a daily basis? It is ine
itable that daily commuters d:
placed by free-loading airpo
travelers, will find a parkir
space in nearby residenti
neighborhoods. Our neighbo
hood streets will be clogge
with commuter vehicles.

The BART station at Millbrz
presents many serious impac:
to the city — too serious to rus
into decisions with such lon
term and wide ranging cons:
quences. We urge councilmen
bers to fully inform their res
dents and allow adequate tim
and process for careful consit
eration of this matter.

Pam Riand
Chair, Coalition for a On
Stop Termin:
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BART's PR

Editor:

With regard to BART settling
in Millbrae — }

I carefully rcad the two
Letters to the Editor concerning
BART and Paul Bridges' letter
frightened the hell out of me.
Could it be that he does PR for
BART? Or did he simply flunk
Logic 101? He states: In the
interest of the public welfate, a
plan that will do this (public
air quality, ‘' credting ‘jobs,
reducing highway and bridge
gridlock, and facilitating the
flow of traffic to and from one
of the busiest airports in the
country, should be implemented
immediately.

Frankly, I cringe at anything so
important to the future quality
of our lives being ‘implemented
immediately.’ Aside from telling
me that Mr. Bridges is ‘ready to
take the money and run, I'd

~dike him<e-tel-me-mareabout
. improving 6uUr air ‘quality and
avoiding massive gridlock.
Evidently he's not aware that
being seduced by Federal
funding has its longterm dark
side as well. [ await Mr. Bridges’
further fairy tales. :
Michel Dattel
Millbrae
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Huge cost to
move the terminal

A WRITER reccently criticized
The Times’ strong support of the
BART exiension into the new in-
ternational terminal at San Fran-
cisco International Airport and
staled that he understands my
support on the ground that [ rep-
resent “San Francisco interests,
and the small part of San Mateo
County” which 1 represent “isn't’
a big CalTrain user.”

For the writer's information,
the senatorial district which I
have the honor to represent is
composed of more San Mateo
County residents than San Fran-
cisco residents, including the
cities of Daly City, Colma, Bris-
bane, South San Francisco, San
Bruno, Millbrae, Hillsborough,
Burlingame, San Mateo, Foster
City and Pacifica.

That's been the case since the
most recent 1991 redistricting.
Even before that, I represented
all of those cities except Foster
City. v

While “upgrading” CalTrain.
by the expenditure of more
money than even the $500 mil-
lion expended during the past
decade is a noble objective, the
cost of just moving the San Fran;
cisco terminal 1.5 miles to the
Transbay Terminal approximates
the entire cost of extending BART
from Colma to Millbrae.

Quentin Kopp
State senator
+San Mateo/San Francisco
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'BART answer to
time waste |

Editor:

I travel along the Bayshore
corridor on a daily basis
commuting from my home in
San Francisco to my job at SFO.
Everyday I waste a tremendous
amount of time sitting in my
car in congested traffic,
frustrated and disgruntled over
the transportation situation in
and around the San Francisco
International Airport. Highway
101 is one of the most congested .
freeways in the Bay Area and
things are progressively getting
worse. We need a viable solution
to this madness and the
solution is BART!
~ We, as residents of the greater
San Francisco Bay Area, need to
get the message out to those
naysayer s who  are
disseminating inaccurate
information and let them know
that we want BART. We need to
send the message back to
Washington that we support
his project. Let's get the ball
rolling and welcome the new
millennium with a swift
convenient BART ride to SFO!

Edgar Reld
San Francisco
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Putting our
grandchildren in debt

FOR A while, | thought state
Sen. Quentin Kopp was looking
out for the taxpaycr.

Since he started pushing
BART to San Francisco Interna-
tional Afrport, I'm not so sure.

Is he the one who told BART it
s OK {o pay 81 million-plus to
the alrport for a few decades?

That's spending our great-
grandchildren’s money and cv-
eryone's in between.

Harvey H. Moll
San Matco



Human rights chief:
Contractors aren’t
minority-owned

By Rachel Gordon

OF THE EXAMINER STAFF _

The head of the Human Rights
Commission has moved to bolster
her case that the winning bidder
for a multimillion-dollar contract
to build a light-rail system at San
Francisco International Airport
does not meet The City’s affirma-
tive action laws. .

Two firms with which the win-
ning contractor hoped to work to
help it meet San Francisco’s affir-
mative action goals have been de-
certified as bona fide minority-
owned businesses, according to
Human Rights Commission Exec-
utive Director Marivic Bamba.

The revelation is a new twist on
a case that already has landed in
Superior Court, calling into ques-
tion the role of the Human Rights
Commission.

Bamba quietly informed both
B&F Concrete and Metalset Inc..
late last month that they would be
decertified by the Human Rights
Commission as a minority-owned
business. - .

. 'The consequence is that the two
firms are not on the agency’s list of
vendors. The list is used by busi-
nesses that need female and minor-
ity subcontractors to help them.
fulfill San Francisco’s affirmative
action requirements and thus se--
cure city contracts.

The Airports Commission in
December awarded a $137 million
contract to Mitsubishi Heavy In-

_ dustries Inc. — the low bidder —

to build a “people mover” at SFO.

The contract was awarded, in part,
on the basis that B&F Concrete
and Metalset would be minority
subcontractors on the project, de-
spite Bamba’s contention at the
time that they were not fully quali-
fied.

San Francisco Examiner

Saturaay, March 22, 1997

Another blow to SFO light-rail bidder

She reiterated her contention in
official declarations Feb. 28 that

the two subcontractors were not fit .

to be certified.
Mitsubishi spokesman John
Mullane said the company had act-

ed in good faith in picking the sub-
contractors, noting that they were
on the Human Rights Commis--

sion’s vendors list when the con-
tract bid was submitted last year.

After an investigation that in-

cluded visits to the firm’s offices,
Bamba found that minorities did
not own a majority interest in B&F

. Concrete, an allegation that com-
pany President Jeffrey Otani dis-.

puted in an interview Friday.

“This is a minority-owned busi--

ness,” said Otani, who is Japanese
American.

Decertified by Redevelopment

The San Francisco Redevelop-
ment Agency also moved in Octo-
ber 1995 to decertify B&F Con-
crete as a bona fide minarity-
owned contractor firm. The com-
pany conceded that at the time
‘non-minorities might have owned
a controlling interest, Otani said.

As for Metalset, Bamba deter-
mined that it, too, was not an inde-

. pendent, minority-owned compa--

ny. President Ricardo Rosales de-
clined comment Friday.

Decertifying the companies
could have ramifications for a
pending court case brought by Mit-
subishi competitor ADB Daimler-
Benz Transportation Inc., known
as Adtranz.

Adtranz, which bid $19 million
more on the airport contract than
Mitsubishi, went to Superior Court
to get the winning contract thrown
out. In a Feb. 10 opinion, Judge.
William Cahill agreed to do just
that, ruling that Bamba had au-
thority to block contracts.

But The City, fighting to let the
| Airports Commission decision
| stand, asked Cahill to reconsider.
- He did, and Thursday he modified

his original ruling but stood firm-

that the Human Rights Commis-
sion had final say. .

He found that neither the Air-
ports Commission nor the Human
Rights Commission knew the ex-
tent of their power under the City
Charter and ordered both to take a
second look. »

If Bamba merely recommends
that the contract not go to to Mit-
subishi, then the Airports Com-
gnission can either accept her opin-.
ion or reject it.

. But should Bamba issue “bind-
-ing ‘findings’ clearly intended to
bind the Airports Commission, any
vote to award the contract to a
noncompliant bidder will shift the
responsibility back to the director
and the Human Rights Commis-
sion,” Cahill wrote. ,
Now, the pressure is on Bamba,
an appointee of Mayor Brown’s.
~ Chief Assistant City Attorney
Dennis Aftergut said Bamba would
dgcide what to do after consulting
:lr;;heda t:ariety of people, but de-
specify who those
would be. people‘
Bamba could not be reached for
comment Friday.

‘Trall of evidence’

Adtranz lobbyist Barbara
French said Bamba should stick to
her guns.

“What we have is a trail of evi-
dence showing that they (the sub-
contractors) are shams, that
they’re fronting for non-minority
businesses,” she said.




Airport people mover
back to drawing board

It's back to the drawing board for
two commissions and a contract for
a multimillion-dollar “people mover”
at San Francisco International Air-
port.

Superior Court Judge William
Cahill on Thursday modified his own
Feb. 10 decision and sent the case
back to the San Francisco Airports
and Human Rights commissions.

At issue is a $137 million bid that
the Airports Commission awarded in
December to Mitsubishi Heavy In-
dustries America Inc.

Another company, ABB Daimler-
Benz Transportation Inc., known as
Adtranz, bid $19 million more. It con-
tested the award, contending that it
was invalid because two of Mit-
subishi’s minority contractors were
only conduits for bigger, non-mi-
nority owned firms.
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SFO ‘people mover’ stalls as ;udge
returns bids to commissions

By Eric Brazil

OF THE EXAMINER STAFF

The San Francisco Airports and
Human Rights commissions must’
revisit their decisions on a multi-
million-dollar “people mover” at
SFO because a judge has found
that neither knew exactly what it
was doing when the bid was award-
ed. .
~ Superior Court Judge William
Cabhill, modifying his own Feb. 10
decision, sent the case back to both
commissions Thursday. This ac-
tion poses the first legal test of the
powers of the Human Rights Com-
mission under the new City Char-
ter. -

Cahill reaffirmed his opinion —
with which The City disagrees —
that the Human Rights Commis-
sion has the ultimate authority to
determine if The City’s afﬁrmatlve
action goals are met.

At issue is a $137 million bid
that the Airports Commission
awarded in December to Mitsubi-
shi Heavy Industries America Inc.
Cahill’s decision setting aside that
bid stands.

ABB Daimler-Benz Transpor-
tation Inc., known as Adtranz,
which bid $19 million more, con-
tested the award, contending that
it was invalid because two of Mit-
subighi’s minority contractors were
only conduits for bigger, non-mi-
nority owned firms.

Under The City’s charter, con-
tractors for major projects must
demonstrate that 12 percent of the
work is done by minority and fe-
male-owned businesses.

In November, before the Air-
ports Commission awarded the bid
to Mitsubishi, Human Rights
Commission executive director
Marivic Bamba found Mitsubishi’s
bid unresponsive to The City’s mi-
nority- and woman-owned busi-
ness goals.

Cabhill said Thursday that he

had gone too far in his Feb. 10

order because neither the Airports
Commission nor the Human
Rights Commission knew the ex-

" tent or limit of its powers.

The Airports Commission acted
“under the good faith but mistaken
belief” that it was the final authori-

'ty on awarding bids, the judge said.

In fact, the Human Rights Com-
mission “has .. . binding authority
over city departments in this limit-
ed area,” he said.

As for Bamba, the judge said
that her November letter to the
Airports Commission gave no clear
indication that she would require it
to reject the Mitsubishi bid.

While setting aside the award to
Mitsubishi, Cahill left the door
open for the Airports Commission
to make the same award — now
that it knows that it can be
trumped by the Human Rights
Commission.

_Cahill's decision lays a heavy
responsibility on Bamba. And she
must move first — promptly, by
court order — in reviewing the po-
sition she took in November.

If Bamba merely makes “rec-

ommendations” about the validity

of Mitsubishi’s bid, the Airports
Commission can ignore them.

But if she makes an official find-
ing that the Airports Commission’s
awarding the bid to Mitsubishi is
“willful non-compliance” with The

~City’s minority and female con-
‘tracting goals, she sets in motion a

complex enforcement procedure.
That procedure aims at concilia-
tion and can also involve the mayor
and Board of Supervisors. Under
the City Charter, however, the ulti-
mate authority is Bamba's, Cahill
said.

The people mover, a light rail
shuttle system that will transport
passengers and workers to termi-
nals at San Francisco International -
Airport, is an important element in
SFO’s $2.4 billion expansion plans.
Its completion will take an estimat-
ed 52 months.

Both sides claimed victory.

“The judge has proposed a
course for a sensible resolution of
this issue,” said John Mullane, a
spokesman for Mitsubishi.

Terry Sanders, Western region
manager for Adtranz, said that
“basically, we’re pleased with the
decision. The judge has ruled as we
maintained all along that the HRC
(Human Rights Commission) does
have the ability to decide these
matters. All he’s done is to ask the
HRC to confirm that.”



Transit signs deal
with airlines to end
lobbying against
federal fundmg

By Erin McCormick

OF THE EXAMINER STAFF

After weeks of hemming and
hawing, BART officials have
signed a deal with the airline indus-
try that they hope will end the
congressional gridlock threatening
the plan to expand rail service to
San Francisco International Air-
port. :
Under the agreement signed
Thursday, the airlines will drop
their opposition to the funding ar-
rangement for the $1.2 billion proj-
ect and end the lobbying campaign
that has been blamed for stalling
congressional approval of
$750 million in federal grants.

“It is our hope that this will
break the logjam and move us rap-
idly toward construction of this im-
portant Bay Area project,” said
BART board President Margaret
Pryor, who has been under pres-
sure from officials including Mayor
Brown and Sen. Dianne Feinstein,
D-Calif., to sign the deal.

The project, which has already
been delayed two months, still
faces a major hurdle in winning

funding from a Congress that is

struggling to trim spending.

Sen. Richard Shelby, R-Ala.,
who controls the fate of the
BART-t0-SFO extension as chair-
man of the Senate Transportation
Committee, has expressed his con-
cern about the high price of the
project.
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Airlines on BART's side
But after negotiating for weeks,
BART now will be able to ap-

proach Congress with the powerful

airline industry as an ally.

“Our word is good. We're going
to work with them to get the deal
through,” said Ed Merlis of the Air
Transport Association, a lobbying
orgamzation for the airline indus-
try “We've never been against it;
we’ve been against outrageous
spending.

“We've got a pro_ject for the fu-
ture, a project that’s going to bring

people to the airport,” Merlis said.
“Let’s get it done.”

The airport needs to coordinate
the timing of building the BART
station with the work it is doing on
its expansion projects.

If the federal government
doesn’t approve BART’s funding
soon, the airport might have to put
some of its own work on hold, in-
cluding construction of a concourse
that will hold the BART station.

“Potentially, it could mean

some delay in the construction of

the light rail system (being built to
carry passengers around SFO),”
Airports Director John Martin
said. “We would like to see BART

‘get its funding agreement very
quickly, within the next 60 days.”

Balked over writing letter

Until Thursday, BART officials
had refused to sign the deal they
worked out in weeks of negotia-
tions with the airlines. They had

objected to the airlines’ demand

that BART write a letter asking
the federal government to tighten
its rules on how much airport mon-
ey can be spent on transit projects.

But Pryor said she had decided -

to sign the agreement after Brown

promised to make sure the airport
can accommodate the BART ex-
pansion, even if there are further
delays.

The deal also reduces the air-
port’s contribution to the project to
. $113 million from $200 million, re-
quires BART to pay the airport

- $2.5 million a year for 50 years and

includes a 25 percent fare discount
on BART for airline employees.

The 8.2-mile extension would
add tracks running from Colma,
where the system now ends, to-
South San Francisco, San Bruno,
SFO and Millbrae.

Construction is expected to take
four years.
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BART officials sign agreement
that allows airport extension

Times staff

OAKLAND — Bay Area Rapid
Transit officials signed an agreement
Thursday that secures funding for
BART’s extension to San Francisco
International Airport.

The transit agency was the final
party to sign the agreement, which
sets the standard for how the airline
industry, the airport and BART will
work to complete the extension.

BART's OK was needed to secure
the $750 million in federal funding
for the airport extension. )

BART had agreed to make a $2.5
million annual payment over the 50-
year life of the project and offer a 25
percent discount to airline employ-
ees who use the transit system.

The airline industry agreed to pay
$113 million for the BART station
and structures on airport property. -
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BART signs fund pact

for S.E airport service

Bay Area Rapid Transit officials
signed an agreement Thursday that
secures funding for BART’s exten--
sion to San Francisco International
Airport. :

The transit agency was the final
party to sign the agreement, which
sets the standard for how the airline
industry, the airport and BART will
work to complete the extension.

BART’s approval was needed to
secure the $750 million in federal
funding for the airport extension.

BART had agreed to make a $2.5
million annual payment over the 50-
year life of the project and offer a 25
percent discount to airline employ-
ees who use the transit system.

The airline industry agreed to pay
$113 million for the BART station
and structures on airport property.
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BART officials
relent, will sign
letter to FAA

for SFO station

By Ronna Abramson
STAFF WRITER

After weeks of haggling, BART and the alrllnes
Thursday agreed to the final details of a deal that
is critical for the transit system’s eventual exten-
sion to San Francisco International Airport.

. Surrendering to the airlines’ demand, Bay Area
" Rapid Transit announced that a letter to the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration will be signed. That
letter, which BART refused to sign two weeks ago,
will call for a national policy limiting how much
. airlines can pay for transit projects on airport

property. .

A1rllnes insisted on that letter because they
want to pay as little as possible for rail im-
provements-around the nation, such as a billion-
dollar project proposed in New York, said Ed

. Merlis, senior vice president of federal affairs and
airports for the Air Transport Association, which
represents the airlines.

BART Director Dan Richard previously sug- :
gested that signing the letter was tantamount to
buying into the airlines’ philosophy.

‘Without an agreement, BART's $1.2 billion ex-
tension to the airport would continue to.be op-
posed in the Capitol, where a key U.S. Senate
transportation subcommittee is holding up $750
million in federal funds for the project.

Federal approval now is the last hurdle for
BART. Merlis said Thursday he would lobby fed-
eral lawmakers on behalf of the extension, under
terms of the agreement.

Two weeks ago, BART agreed to the airlines’
economic terms. It will pay $2.5 million a year for
50 years to rent airport land for a BART station,
and give airline employees a 25 percent discount.
The discount will cost BART $1.5 million a year.

The airlines would pay a total of $113 million
for the BART station and structures on airport
property, and BART would pay a total of $87 mil-
lion.

BART spokesman Mike Healy said that before -
agreeing to the airlines’ terms, the district needed -
‘'some ‘very strong assurances” that all sides -
would help push for federal approval for the 8.2
mile project.

In a statément issued Thursday, BART Di-
rector Margaret Pryor said that San Francisco
Mayor Willie Brown has guaranteed the airport
will make room for the new station even if the
project is delayed again.
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Judge Affirms
Ruling Against
SFO Contract

By Ken Hoover
Chronicle Stafy Writer

A San Francisco judge yester-
day affirmed his earlier ruling
that set aside the city Airports
Commission award of a $137 mil-
lion contract to Mitsubishi Heavy
Industries Inc. for a light-rail “peo-
ple-mover” project connecting air-
port terminals.

Superior Court Judge William
Cahill, amplifying on his February
10 ruling, said the city Human
Rights Commission must make ‘a
new finding of whether Mitsubishi
_has complied with the city’s affir-
mative action regulations.

Although the judge ruled
against the firm, the latest opinion
heartened Mitsubishi, which con-
tends the judge gave the city room
to find in its favor. Company
spokesman John Mullane cited a
footnote in the ruling saying there
is evidence to support the airport
commission’s determination that
Mitsubishi followed regulations.

Mullane said Cahill “prescribed
a course of action that can lead to a
sensible resolution of this issue.”

Last month, Cahill ruled that
the Human Rights Commission has
the sole power to determine
whether the bid complied with the
regulations. The commission’s ex-
ecutive director told the Airports
Commission that Mitsubishi used
minority subcontractors who were
unqualified and appeared to be
fronts for white-owned businesses.
Airport commissioners awarded
the contract to the firm anyway,
believing the Human Rights panel
had only advisory power.

The losing bidder, ADB Daim-
ler-Benz, also known as ADtranz,
sued. ADtranz’s bid was $19 million
higher than Mitsubishi’s.

Cahill said in his opinion yester-

day that the Human Rights Com-

" mission has the discretion to make

a recommendation or a “finding”

in the matter. Airport commission-

ers are free to disregard a recom-

mendation but must abide by a
finding, he said.
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BART to Sign
Deal With
SFO Airlines

Former opponents could
turn into joint lobbyists

By Benjamin Pimentel
Chronicle Peninsula Bureau

BART has agreed to sign an
agreement with the airlines that
had opposed its planned extension
to San Francisco International Air-
port, removing a major hurdle in
its effort to get the controversial
project off the ground.

BART had already accepted
the economic terms in the pro-
posed deal but balked at the air-
lines’ demand that the rail agency
sign a separate letter to the Feder-
al Aviation Administration asking
for a policy change.

BART officials announced yes-
terday that they now accept all the
terms in the agreement, which has

_already been signed by Mayor Wil-
lie Brown, the airlines and airport
officials.

The agreement means that the
bitter feud between BART and the
airlines could turn into an odd alli-
ance of sorts, as the former adver-
saries could end up lobbying Con-
gress to pay for the project.

“This has been a long hard
road,” said BART spokesman Mike
Healy. “But we believe that this
project is way too-important not to
be done.” .

The deal calls for the airlines to
contribute $113 million to the $1.2
billion project through higher air-
port fees, although their contribu-
tion will be limited to $7.5 million a
year. BART would pay $2.5 million
in annual rent to SFO for 50 years
and offer a 25 percent fare dis-
count for airline employees. The
rest of the money for the project’s
construction cost on airport prop-

erty will be shouldered by San
Francisco International Airport
through means that do not involve
the airlines — such as raising con-
cession fees and cutting costs.

In addition, BART officials
have agreed to sign a joint letter to
Congress and the federal govern-
ment.

In the proposed letter, the air-
lines will endorse the signing of a
federal agreement that will guar-
antee up to $750 million in federal
dollars for the BART extension.
BART has been waiting for this
agreement for months and has ac-
cused the airlines of lobbying
against its approval in Washing-
ton.

In the same letter, the airlines
want BART to support their de-
mand that the FAA change its poli-
cy regarding the use of airport rev-
enue for transit projects.

The airlines want the FAA to
return to an earlier policy that
strictly limits the use of airport
revenue to items and systems

owned and controlled by the air-

port. The policy was modified in
October to accommodate the
BART project.

BART officials initially refused
to sign the letter, saying it is not
proper for a regional agency to tell
the federal government to change
its rules.

But Healy said the agency
changed its position after a meet-
ing last week with Mayor Brown.

Ed Merlis, senior vice president
for government affairs of the Air
Transport Association, the lobby-
ing group representing the air-
lines, welcomed the change. He
said the airlines, which BART had
accused of lobbying behind the

scenes against the airport exten-
sion, were ready to help the rail
agency get congressional support.

BART Board President Marga-
ret K. Pryor said reaching the deci-
sion was difficuit for the agency’s
negotiators “because we needed to
bring to our colleagues something
beyond a warm, fuzzy feeling
about this to get their support.”

But at least one of her col-
leagues had a bad feeling about
the whole thing.

BART Board Vice President
James Fang lambasted the deal as
a “sellout,” saying the agency has
given in to too many airline de-
mands. “I strongly disagree with
this deal,” he said. “We’ve sold out
what we believe in in the hopes
that something good will happen
in Congress. I really don’t believe
in the airlines’ good faith. To capit-
;ﬁate in this manner is embarrass-

g‘"
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LETTERS

BART too expensive
in many ways

Editor:

Mr. Quigg’s defense of the
BART extension to Millbrae
(guest opinion, March 5) was
well scripted but there are spe-
cific points that must be

addressed.
The. third Millbrae BART
Advisory Committee  over-

whelmirnigly - voted - against
BART's extension into Millbrae.
That they selected a particular
alternative if BART were forced
on the community does not
change the fact that all three
committees, after an intense
review of the various plans, gen-
erally opposed the BART/SFO
extension or the Millbrae sta-
tion.

Plans call for a Millbrae sta-
tion with parking capacity for
3000 cars, double the size of the
1500-car Colma garage. To get a
realistic view of the completed
structure, Millbrae residents
may wish to visit that imposing
structure and imagine a larger
one in their midst. '

As for traffic, I have no confi-
dence that any circulation plan
will lessen the impact of a BART
station, a 3000-car parking facil-
ity, and an estimated 30,000
vehicles entering and exiting
Millbrae Avenue. Adding movie
theaters, hotels, and other high
density projects to that very
small space between El Camino
and 101, can only exacerbate the
situation. A trusted Peninsula
traffic engineer recently told
me that a BART station will
severely impact traffic in
Millbrae and create gridlock on
101, and he has serious doubts
that the BART extension will
achieve its lofty goals.

It is laudable that the city
negotiated a myriad of conces-
sions from BART and other local
agencies to mitigate the impact
of a BART station. However,
these agencies can be generous
in their agreements as. the
majority of the funds for the
BART extension comes from the
federal government. There is no
doubt that expected federal
funding will be reduced and/or
construction and operation
costs will run far more than pro-
jected.

While that

many claim

- Peninsula voters supported a

BART extension, those voters
were not informed of the true
cost and scope of the project.
And I am ceaselessly amazed
that my fellow citizens still con-

- sider federal (state, local) fund-

ing manna from heaven. Surely
we have come to the realization

4th§t every federal dollar comes
‘with a heavy price tag to be paid

by generations of taxpayers to
come.

Only when one has to live
with planning decisions does
one realize that pretty drawings
and rosy figures often paint a
false picture and by then it is
too late. A BART extension to
Millbrae will inevitably change
the character of this city forever
and cost us far more than we
ever imagined.

Sandra Mangold
Milibrae
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LETTERS

Millbrae officials
show foresight

Editor:

-1 begin this letter by praising
the leadership of Millbrae for
having the foresight to make
our city the terminus of the
largest mass transit project ever
attempted in the Bay Area,

. extending BART from Colma to

Millbrae via South San
Francisco, San Bruno and the
airport.

Our city planners have select-
" ed land well removed from the
main residential and retail busi-
ness area to be the site of this
new terminal. In doing so, they
have given the citizens of
‘Millbrae something they can
feel proud of and something
that will add ‘greatly. to ‘their
economy. In the interest -of the
public welfare, a plan that will
do this, along with improving
the air quality, creating jobs,
reducing highway and bridge
gridlock, and facilitating the
flow of traffic to and from one
of the. busiest airports in the
county, should be implemented
immediately.
It is a shame to allow obstruc-
tionists in Washington repre-
senting the interest of those not
directly affected by the positive
benefits of a mass transit system
to lobby against something that
could be so beneficial to all of us
who live here. Furthermore, it
would be a greater shame to lose
the funding that has been
appropriated towards this pro-
ject. The sooner the money is
released, the sooner we can
begin the project. Let’s get BART
started now!.

Paul Brldges
‘Millbrae
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Incredible opportunity

I WANT to express my sup-
port for the BART extension to
San Francisco International Air-
port.

I am disappointed that the
project has been delayed again,
and angry that some of our
elected officials in Washington
seem more concerned with pro-
tecting airline profits than the
public good.

Longtime Peninsula residents
will agree that our streets and
highways are getting more con-
gested each year.

We need more mass transit,
and this project provides it. The
BART-SFO extension may not be
rerfect, but it's been " studied
thoroughly and enjoys wide-
$pread support.

I think it’s about time we move
forward with it. This is an incred-
ible opportunity to expand mass
transit on the Peninsula. Let's not
let it slip away unfilled.

Sylvia Thompson
San Mateo
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Regional Snafu — Oakland Balks '
at BART-to-SFO

Just when it looked like BART-
to-the-airport was about ready to
be cleared for takeoff, San Fran-
cisco has run into yet another de-
lay from a most unlikely source —
Oakland.

For days, San Francisco offi-
cials have been scratching their
heads over why BART directors
from Oakland were balking at
signing a key letter to get BART
rolling into SFO.

Now comes the thread that un-
ravels the mystery: It seems that
some BART officials fear that the
San Francisco project could doom
their chances of getting $171 mil-
lion to build a monorail extension
from BART to the Oakland airport.

For months now, BART Board
President Margaret Pryor, Oak-
land Mayor Elihu Harris and a
number of other East Bay officials
have been trying to drum up sup-
port for a monorail system to re-
place the bus shuttle that runs be-
tween the BART stop at the Oak-
land Coliseum and the nearby air-
port.

The problem is, the East Bayers
have only a fraction of the money
needed for the project.

One likely source of money
would be to tap into airline land-
ing fees — which is what San Fran-
cisco is doing to get its $1.2 billion-
BART project rolling.

But the airlines — a very big
voice in Washington — have been
dead set against allowing airports
to use airline landing fees for
things like BART extensions.

In fact, the only way they’ll let
SFO use landing fees for their rail
line is if BART signs a letter saying
this is a one-time deal and
shouldn’t be allowed elsewhere —

. like, say, Oakland.

But so far, BART won't sign.
That's led to an impasse that could
kill the SFO-BART deal, or at least

‘lead to costly delays in the entire

San Francisco airport expansion
now under way.

On Friday, a frustrated Mayor
Willie Brown czalled BART repre-
sentatives into his office for a ses-
sion lasting nearly 2% hours. Word
is Brown all but handed them an
ultimatum: Sign the papers or kiss
off the $750 million that Senator
Dianne Feinstein and Representa-
tive Nancy Pelosi worked so hard
to get.

A delicate compromise effort is
said to be in the works, but it may
not come easy.

As East Bay Assemblyman Don
Perata sees it, there are some Con-
tra Costa and Alameda officials —
including himself — who would
just as soon see the SFO deal go up
in smoke. :

Perata said that for all the mon-i

ey being spent, BART to SFO
would only be a “marginal bene-
fit” to his voters, whereas money
spent for BART extensions around

the bay would be much more bene-
ficial. : ‘

“There has been a subtext for
some time that all of BART's atten-
tion has gone into the San Francis-
co extension,” Perata said. “Mean-
while, Oakland can’t get any sup-
port for the monorail from the Col-
iseum. Now that San Francisco has
suffered a setback, some people
who wouldn’'t make any noise be-
fore are now digging in.

“This is another one of those
fights over geography and turf.”

So much for regionalism.

STRONG ARM: Sure he was upset
about the use of public money, but

Perata

Kopp

MORE....
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MATIER & ROSS:

as much as anything, it was the
“strong-arm” tactics of his long-
time friend Jack Davis that
prompted State Senator Quentin
Kopp to come out against the 49ers
stadium this week.

As one source close to the ac-
tion told us: “For months, Quen-
tin’s gut had been telling him the
deal was bad, but he kept waiting
and waiting for more information

to change his mind, largely out of -

deference to Jack.” :

All that changed last week
-when stadium backers started
whispering that the ever-ethical
Kopp had gotten himself mixed up
ina conflict of interest.

Kopp, you may recall, was car-

- rying a bill that would speed up

building of a new ballpark for the
San Francisco Giants.

The supposed conflict: Since
Kopp is a regular paid commenta-
tor on KTVU-TV’s morning show
and KTVU-TV owns a piece of the

_ Giants, Kopp in effect was carry-

ing a bill to favor his employer.

“Beneath comment,” was how -

Kopp described the chargé.

Kopp is also miffed over how
Davis is trying to spin it that

- Kopp’s opposition to the stadium is

all part of a grudge match with
Mayor Willie Brown. =~

“Ialways had a cordial relation-
ship with Brown when he was

. speaker,” Kopp said.

So why the grudge spin?

“It’s a craziness (Davis) gets into
when things aren’t going well,”
Kopp said.

Davis’ reaction: “Quentin’s eco-
nomic assumptions about the deal
are wrong, and when the voters
get the facts, they’ll agree he’s
wrong.”

In the meantime, the 20-year
ties between Kopp and Davis may
be history. “I don’t consider him a
friend anymore,” Kopp says.

Chronicle columnists Matier and Ross

can be heard on KGO Radio on Mon-
day, Wednesday and Thursdays. Phil
Matier can also be seen regularly on .
KRON-TV., Their e-mail address is Ma-
tierandRoss@SFGATE.com
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LETTERS

Extension good for
-all
~Editor:
I read the articles regarding
the BART/SFO extension. I
agree. ‘I support the BART
extension. Certainly the airport
should support this extension,
and pay their.fair share of the
. .cost.. .. involved - ..in... . -the
constfuction of thé exténsion.
The airlines will certainly
benefit from this station; the
traffic “problems and the
parking problems at the airport
will be alleviated. The majority
of the people using this BART
extension will be flying in or
out of the airport, so the
airport should be willing to
back this project.

The airlines should stop
trying to. get something for
nothing and support, rather
than delay, the inevitable. I.
agree — let's get it done. -

Patricia Cook
- - Belmont



San Wateo County Times

Tuesday, March 18,1997

LETTER TO THE EDITOR

A project to
be proud of

I WANT to praise the leader-
ship of Millbrae for having the
foresight to make our city the ter-
minus of the largest mass transit
project ever attempted in the Bay
Area, extending BART from
Colma to Millbrae via South San
Francisco, San Bruno and San
Francisco International Airport.

Our city planners have se-
lected land well removed from
the main residential and retail
business area to be the site of
this new terminal.

In doing so, they have given
the citizens of Millbrae something
they can feel proud of and some-
thing that will add greatly to their
economy.

In the interest of the public
welfare, a plan that will do this,
along with improving the air
quality, creating jobs, reducing
highway and bridge gridlock and
facilitating the flow of traffic to
and from one of the busiest air-
ports in the country should be
implemented immediately.

It is a shame to allow obstruc-
tionists in Washington rep-
resenting the interests of those
not directly affected by the posi-
tive benefits of a mass transit
system to lobby against some-
thing that could be so beneficial
to all of us who live here.

Furthermore, if would be a
greater shame to lose the funding
that has been appropriated to-
wards this project — $750 mil-
lion — to another area of the
nation.

The sooner the money is re-
leased, the sooner we can begin
the project. Let's get BART
started now.

Paul Bridger
Milibrae



San Mateo County Times

Monday, March 17,1997

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Let’s see some
cost models

IN RESPONSE to your recent
editorial about BART and the air-
lines, perhaps a mathematical
cost model should be developed
to prove to the airlines that it
would be in their best interests to
“ante up” the $197 million.

The model would illustrate
landing fees vs. passenger arri-
vals/departures at SFO vs. sim-
ilar costs/revenues. at. other
airports. '

Then a similar model should
be developed as to.cost to extend
BART to SFO vs. increased riders-
vs. possible use. of the CalTrain
tracks as a rented right-of-way vs. -
any environmental impact such
as the wildlife in the swampy
areas west of Highway 101.

In the interests of safety, the
airlines must realize this will re-
sult in significantly less vehicle:
traffic on 101, thus fewer acci-
dents and injuries and less air

pollution.
Arnold Carey

Belmont
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MONDAY, March 17, 1997

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Why should airlines
pay for BART?

I HAVE been a subscriber for
about 25 years, and though there
have been many times I have not
agreed with you, this is the first
time that I have been so upset
with your commentary that I am
compelled to write.

Your editorial on airlines
stonewalling the BART project
Into the airport was the most ri-
diculous I have read. It is obvious
that you are not familiar with the
many alternate proposals that
were presented and the associ-
ated costs.

Making the airlines pay for
BART doesn't make sense. Are
you also going to ask that they
support Bay Bridge construction,
or new buses, or new freeways or
other means of getting people to
the airport?

The idea of BART into the air-
port has been a political boon-
doggle. It is heavily supported by
Sen. Quentin Kopp, and he wants
someone to fund it rather than
his constituents.

I have been paying for BART
for 25 years, and it hasn't started
operating into Pleasanton yet. If

“the city of San Francisco and the
peninsula citieswant BART into
the airport, then let them develop
the funds and pay for it just like
we have been doing for all these
years. Don't forget that they also
have a commitment for federal
funds.

Lynn Hales

Pleasanton



San HWateo Connty Times

Friday, March 14,1997

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Grand Jury addressed the problem

IN A recent letter, a writer dis-
cussed the advantage of CalTrain
over BART.

He suggested that a Times re-
porter “could easily figure out
that CalTrain could quickly be
upgraded for a fraction of the
cost of extending BART beyond
Colma,” thus increasing transit
service significantly for San
Mateo County.

The 1995 San Mateo County
Grand Jury did just that. After
careful research, it found that the
cost of extending BART to SFO
would be approximately $1.150
billion to $1.269 billion.

The cost to upgrade CalTrain
by increasing its frequency,
electrifying it, connecting it with
SFO's light rail system and ex-
tending it into downtown San
Francisco would be approxi-
mately $705 million, a little over
half as much as the cost for
BART's extension.

Such a CalTrain upgrade
would increase transit service sig-
nificantly for San Mateo County,
and would provide a better alter-
native to the automobile in many
instances.

Further, the Grand Jury
pointed out that voters were not
given sufficient information to
make informed judgments about
a BART extension.

As a result of its report, the
1995 San Mateo County Grand
Jury was castigated by politicians
along with name-calling and innu-
endoes, probably meaning that
the report was correct.

Evelyn Ballard de Ghetaldi
) Foreman, 1995 San Mateo
County Grand Jury

Public must learn
about mass transit

OVER THE past several
months, there has been consider-
able press detailing the com-
‘muter problems, limitations and
potholes (pardon the pun) that
plague the Bay Area.

As a Peninsula resident
working in downtown San Fran-
cisco, I read and listen to these
grim chronicles and wonder just
what it will take for us all to un-
derstand and believe that an inte-
grated public transportation
system, efficiently connecting all
points of the area, is the key to
the problem.

I alternate between SamTrans
and CalTrain to get into the city
and then connect to Muni to
reach my office.

In the process, I see countless
cars with a single occupant. Are
they unaware of public transpor-
tation, is it inaccessible, or do
they just not care?

While I am not naive enough to
suggest that a quick fix is avail-
able, I believe that the Metropol-
itan Transportation Commission
must focus on making public
transportation convenient and
available to all areas of the re-
gion, and then focus on helping
and encouraging people to use it.

Extending BART to Millbrae
and eventually to the airport
makes sense as part of an overall

regional approach to mass
transit.

The citizens of San Mateo
County have overwhelmingly ex-
pressed their desire to extend
BART throughout The County.
Let's move forward with it.

Diane Butler
San Mateo
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SFO — Investing in Diversity

By Henry Berman

S PRESIDENT of the commission
A for the premier airport on the

West Coast , it is my duty to over-
see policy in all areas of operations at San
Francisco International Airport..It is a
responsibility I take very seriously.

Recently, a dispute has arisen be-
tween Mitsubishi Heavy Industries
America and ADTranz, two companies
competing for a $132 million contract to
build a people mover at SFO. At issue is
minority and female subcontractor rep-
resentation in the winning contractor’s
bid. Unfortunately, this dispute has giv-
en some people the impression that SFO
is less than committed to fairness and
opportunity for minority and women-
owned businesses. Nothing could be fur-
ther from the truth.

Let’s consider the facts:

The airport’s Minority and Women
Business Enterprise Program, estab-
lished in 1982, exceeds the minimum re-
quirements mandated by San Francisco’s
Minority/Women/Local Business Enter-
prise Ordinance, in construction, archi-
tectural and engineering work and other
related professional service areas. The
Airports Commission has awarded to mi-
nority and women-owned businesses ap-
proximately 47 percent of the design and
construction management projects and

more than 28 percent of construction

contracts under the airport’s $2.4 billion
Master Plan Construction Program.

Twenty-six of the 42 terminal retail
and specialty shops are operated by mi-
nority and/or women-owned businesses,
generating annual revenues of more
than $16 million. Twelve food and bever-
age facilities, representing 33 percent of
the total square footage, are operated by
M/WBEs, generating $13 million in gross
revenues.

SFO has received numerous civic
awards, including the Human Rights
Commission’s Department of the Year in
1994, the Asian American Architects and
Engineers’ appreciation award in 1995

Y ;&';.T_\

and the San Francisco Black Chamber of
Commerce’s annual performance and ex-
cellence award in 1994.

Although SFO has done a great job of
ensuring minority and women-owned
business participation, there are many
obstacles faced by such contractors in
competing for city contracts. Thus, we
have gone beyond numbers and goals to
create programs geared toward remov-
ing these obstacles.

In the people-mover
debate, many have
overlooked what the
airportis doing for
minorities and women

For a small construction firm (and

- most minority- and women-owned con-

struction firms fall into this category),
the primary obstacle to bidding on con-
struction contracts is the inability to ob-
tain the cash collateral required to se-
cure surety bonds. Through the airport’s
Surety Bond Program, SFO works direct-
ly with sureties and banks to encourage
the extension of credit to minorities,
women, and small businesses competing

Ml B

for airport contracts. The ultimate goal
of the program is to help firms improve
their qualifications so that they can even-
tually access lending and surety markets
without airport assistance. Since the pro-
gram’s inception, minority, women and
small businesses have secured 40 surety
bonds totaling $38 million.

he Owner-Controlled. Insurance Pro-

gram is also aimed at helping small,
minority and women-owned businesses.
Through this program, the airport pur-
chases insurance coverage for all con-
struction firms working on the Master
Plan program. This alleviates the pres-
sures on small companies that generally
do not qualify for the high limits neces-
sary when working on projects this large.

It is disappointing that the recent me-
dia coverage has not told the whole story
about how the airport has been able both
to look out for the bottom line and to
reach out to minority and women-owned
businesses. San Franciscans should be
proud of the airport’s leadership on this
issue — not swayed by public relations
campaigns by others looking to make,
and pass, the buck.

Henry Berman is president of the San Francisco
Airports Commission.
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Federal bill

aid

BART plan

—_—

Clinton
proposes
$175 billion

——_-’__.
FROM STAFF AND WIRE REPORTS

WASHINGTON — The Clin-
ton administration Wednesday
proposed a six-year, $175 bil-
lion bill to improve the nation’'s

highways, bridges and mass |

transit.
“This bill will literally be our

bridge to the 2lst century,”

President Clinton said.

Dubbed the National Eco- .

nomic Crossroads Transporta-
tion Efficiency Act, or NEXTEA,
the bill would increase trans-
portation spending by $17 bil-
lion. That would be 11 percent
more than a previous -measure,
the Intermodal Surface Trans-
portation Efficiency Act, author-
ized in 1991.

The administration’s major
problem as Congress rewrites
the country's basic surface-
transportation legislation this

year is a growing movement on !

Capitol Hill and in the states to
step up spending for transpor-
tation infrastructure.

Locally, officials say it is too
early to tell how much of the
funding would go to Bay Area
projects, but the proposed
BART extension to San Fran-
cisco International Airport
could be among the beneficia-
ries.

Major Bay Area transporta-
tion projects such as the
$1.2 billion BART extension to

the airport could receive funds
through the federal transporta-'
tion program, said William
Hein, deputy executive director
of the Metropolitan Transporta-
tion Commission.

Highway projects such as the
proposed Devil's Slide tunnel
also could receive funds, he
added.

The program could help fi-
nance the Tasman Light Rail
project in Santa Clara County
and capital investments for
other public transit agencies,
such as SamTrans and AC
Transit. _

The legislation affects the
lives of almost every voter, from
repairing potholes to building
bridges. Tiny changes in
funding formulas can make the
difference in almost every law-
maker's pet project.

Major battles lie ahead over
how to distribute the money to
individual states and between
highway builders and environ-
mentalists.

The administration’s bill
would allow states greater flexi-
bility in spending federal dollars
— it includes Amtrak passenger
trains and intercity buses for
the first time — and would
spend 30 percent more than the
last six-year bill for air qualitv
and congestion mitigation.

Funding also would be:
creased for bike paths, ped:
trian walkways and othe
“transportation enhancements”
that have been derided by

highway builders.

Hank Dittmar, executive -di-
rector of the Surface Transpor-
tation Policy Project, said he
“basically” is pleased with the
bill, and that by boosting
funding for the Congestion Miti-
gation and Air Quality Improve-
ment Program, “they're putting
some money where their mouth
is.”
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BART airport extension gets boost

FROM STAFF AND WIRE REPORTS
. WASHINGTON — The
Clinton administration

Wednesday proposed a six-year,
$175 billion bill to improve the
nation's highways, bridges and
mass transit.

“This bill will literally be our
bridge to the 2lst century,”
President Clinton said.

Dubbed the National Eco-
nomic Crossroads Transporta-
tion Efficiency Act, or NEXTEA,
the bill would increase trans-
portation spending by $17 bil-
lion. That is 11 percent more
than was authorized in 1991 by
a previous measure, the Inter-
modal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act.

The administration’s major
problem as Congress rewrites
the country's basic surface-

transportation legislation this.

year is a growing movement on
Capitol Hill and in the states to
step up spending for transpor-
tation infrastructure.

Locally, officials say it is too
early to tell how much of the
funding would go to Bay Area

projects, but the proposed
BART extension to San Fran-
cisco International Airport
could be among the beneficia-
ries.

Major Bay Area transporta-
tion projects such as the $1.2
billion BART extension to the
airport could receive funds
through the federal transporta-
tion program, said William
Hein, deputy executive director
of the Metropolitan Transporta-
tion Commission.

Highway projects such as the
proposed Devil's Slide tunnel
also could receive funds, he
added.

The program could help fi-
nance the Tasman Light Rail
project in Santa Clara County
and capital investments for
other public transit agencles
such as SamTrans and AC
Transit. '

The legislation affects the
lives of almost every voter in
basic ways, from repairing po-
tholes to building bridges. Tiny
changes in funding formulas
can make the difference in al-

most every lawmaker's pet
project. Major battles lie ahead
over how to distribute the
money to individual states, and
between highway builders and
environmentalists.

The administration’s bill
would allow states greater flexi-
bility in spending federal dollars
— it includes Amtrak passenger
trains and intercity buses for
the first time — and would
spend 30 percent more than the
last six-year bill for air quality
and congestton mitigation.

Funding also would be in-
creased for bike paths, pedes-
trian walkways and other
“transportation enhancements”
that have been derided by
highway builders.

Hank Dittmar, executive di-
rector of the Surface Transpor-
tation Policy Project, said he
“basically” is pleased with the
bill, and that by boosting
funding for the Congestion Miti-
gation and Air Quality Improve-
ment Program, “they're putting
some money where their mouth
is.”
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

A better way |
for BART and SFO

IS IT really worth over a bil-
lion dollars to bring BART all the
way into the San Francisco air-
port? That would include dis-
count rides  for airport
employees. We would pay higher
rates for airport employee bene-
fits. : S
It would be so much cleaner
and cheaper to just run BART by
SFO and let people transfer to
the new light rail they are putting
in. The BART trains would not
have to slow for the funny turns
and then back out of the ter-
minal, slowing everything down.

It is supposed to be rapid
transit, not some convoluted
corkscrew.

Mark Hendricks
Oakland
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BART’s inaction
threatens funds for

airport extension

SAN FRANCISCO — San Fran-
cisco airport officials say slow action
from Bay Area Rapid Transit officials
could ruin the chance to secure $750
million in federal funding for a
BART-to-airport extension.

At issue is a letter that BART of-
ficials have been asked to write to
the Federal Aviation Administration.
The letter would support the airlines’
belief that use of airport money for
transit projects should be sharply
limited. In return for the letter, air-
line industry officials have said they
will withdraw their opposition to fed-
eral funding for the BART extension.

But BART officials haven't writ-
ten the letter.

“The letter represents a big prob-
. lem for us,” BART spokesman Mike
Healy said, though he declined to
discuss why.

Airport Director John Martin
asked that the matter be concluded

by 4 p.m. Tuesday. But that deadline

came and went with no action.

“I am very concerned that we are
losing a window of opportunity to
conclude a deal,” Martin warned in
a letter to BART this week. “BART’s
action threatens to derail the agree-
ment.”

Also Contra Costa Times



Transit agency balks
at asking FAA to
redo money rules -

By Erin McCormick

OF THE EXAMINER STAFF

A week after BART publicized .
its “generous” offer to settle the .:

dispute over funding BART-to-
the-airport, San Francisco officials

say the transit agency’s refusal to

agree to the deal is threatening to
derail the project.

“The ball is clearly. in BART’s
court,” Stuart Sunshine, an aide to
Mayor Brown, said Tuesday. “We
think this project should move for-
ward, and we think that depends
on BART.”

Brown, San Francisco Interna-
tional Airport officials and airline
industry representatives have all
signed an agreement aimed at end-
ing the airlines’ opposition to
BARTs plan to use airport money
for the SFO extension.

But BART officials are holding
up -the deal over a term that re-

quires them to write a letter to

federal officials supporting the air-
lines’ belief that use of airport

money for transit projects should

be sharply limited.

In a letter to BART Monday,
Airports Director John Martin
warned that time might be running
out for the project, which has been
stalled for a month by an airline
industry lobbying campaign that
_ has kept Congress from approving
$750 million in federal funding.

“I am very concerned that we
are losing a window of opportunity

Ban Fancisco Hxaminer

Wednesday, March 12, 1997

BART holding up
SFO funding plan

“BART’s action threatens to derail
the agreement.” .
Martin asked that the parties

try to conclude negotiations by 4.

p.m. Tuesday. But that deadline
came and went with no action.
“There are no negotiations go-
ing on right now,” BART spokes-
man Mike Healy said Tuesday.
The 8.2-mile extension would
add tracks from Colma, where the
system now ends, to South San

Francisco, San Bruno, SFO and -

Millbrae.
The $1.2 billion project is expec-

ted to take four years and create -

10,000 jobs.

The deal that was supposed to

have ended the dispute was worked
out in a month-long round of nego-
tiations organized by Sen. Dianne
Feinstein, D-Calif.

"But San Francisco officials say
BART board President Margaret
Pryor.signed the deal only after
crossing out three key words, a

change that made it unacoeptable -

to the airlines.

The deletion eliminated the re-

quirement that BART co-sign a
letter to the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration asking the agency to
revamp its policy on when airport
money can be spent on public tran-
sit projects.

“The letter represents a big-

problem for us,” said Healy, who
declined to discuss why.

‘ If the FAA revamped its policy,
it could limit the amount of airport
money that can be used by transit

" projects around the country trying

to link to airports. One project that
could be affected is BART’s plan to

' build a monorail to Oakland Inter-

to conclude a deal,” Martin wrote. ' national Airport.

The airline industry is con-
cerned that airport revenue, which
comes mainly from airlines, could
be raided by cash-strapped local
governments. Airline officials in-
sist that they will not agree to a
deal without the letter to the FAA.

“BART is asking us to go to
Congress and help them get a full.
funding agreement,” said Ed Mer-

. lis of the Air Transport Associa-

tion, an airline industry group. “I
don’t think it's too much to ask

- them to sign a letter.”

The sides already have agreed to
the weightier issue of how much
airport money should be devoted to
the project. In the negotiations, the
airport’s contribution was reduced
from $200 million to $113 million.

_In addition, BART agreed to pay

$2.5 million a year to the airport
for 50 years and give a fare dis-
count to airline employees.
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Rulers always
get their way

THE SAN Mateo County Su-
pervisors have clearly shown that
they are the political elite who
control transportation in The
County.

When Tom Huening wants a
bike trail, all our rulers concur
regardless of the safety hazard,
increased costs for CalTrain and
the objections of citizens.

To avoid city objections, they

" had to sneak around to find Cal-
Train property in an unincorpo-
rated part of The County so they
could impose their will.

Even though United Airlines
contributes more to The County
than any batch of supervisors
ever will, it is not above our elite
to resort to threats.

When BART wants to spend an
extra $200 million to prevent Cal-
Train from connecting directly to
SFO, our rulers use CalTrain
property that was bought for
“CalTrain improvements.”

In the 4% years since taking
over the right of way, SamTrans
and the Transportation Authority
have made no improvements to
service. SamTrans has claimed
for years that it can’t afford time
or money to improve tracks or
train frequencies, but all of a
sudden they have money for the
supervisors’ bike trail.

CalTrain fares and ridership
are up due to pent-up demand.
The Joint Powers Board with
{(until last month) two Daly City
representatives and none from
cities along the CalTrain routes,
has complied with all of BART's
wishes while preventing CalTrain
improvements.

When was the last time the au-
thority, the JPB or SamTrans de-
fied our rulers?

Vaughn Wolffe

San Mateo



'SB losing
patience with
developer

BY SHERI BAKER RICKMAN
iReporter

T Bruno officials are becom-
ing mncreasingly skeptical about
a proposed plan to bring hotels
and a multi-transit station to
the city limits.

Christian Frere of the develop-
ment firm GEST, Inc. first pro-
posed placing three hotels and a
multi-transit station connecting
CalTrain, Bay Area Rapid Tran-
sit, Airport Light Rail and the
proposed high speed rail in San
Bruno last December.

Only days before a presentation
of project details scheduled for
Feb. 3, Frere cancelled his public
meeting with the city’s Business
and -Economic Development
Committee saying he needed
more time to prepare.

Mayor Ed Simon said can-

. celling the meeting on such
short notice has made him ques-
ton the credibility -of the pro-
posal and the developer.

&™ere has] lost a lot of credibil-

MILLBRAE-SAN BRUNO SUN
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'fransit hub’

plan meets
[epticism

ity w1th me," said Simon during
a recent council meeting.

Simon later said Frere has not
contacted the city since then,
nor has he made presentations

_to any other cities or agencies

that may be affected by the pro-
posed project.

Simon also said Frere originally
wanted to give a private presen-
tation for only city officials.
Simon rejected the idea.

*If this proposal has any credi-
bility, then it should be shown
to everyone,” Simon said. "There
will be no closed meetings, espe-
cially on this topic.”

The mayor said even though he
has doubts about the proposal,
he still favors allowing Frere to

' make a presentation to the city.

"We haven't withdrawn the
invitation [to'make a presenta-
tion),” Simon said. “But if [Frere]

‘wants to make a presentation,

he will make it in front of every-
one and all the council.”

Frere said modifications have

been made to his original pro-
posal, however more informa-
tion is still needed before a
detailed presentation can be
made to the city.

Simon speculated ' that Frere
may have postponed the meeting

with San Bruno officials so he
could first meet with transit
agencies.

“He probably wants to work
things out with BART,
CalTrain, and Airport Light
Rail before he talks to us,”
Simon said.

Frere said he is presently
preparing to bring a high
speed rall delégatién to~the
Bay Area to meet with local
agencies and BART on March
28.

It was after the California
Intercity High Speed Rail
Commission designated the
Peninsula as a possible target
for future tracks that Frere
said he decided to make his
proposal to San Bruno
officials.

The proposed high speed
rail, if built, would link
several California cities from
San Diego to Sacramento.



Rirlines need BART

Editor:

Buried beneath the quagmire
of fiscal wrangling over BART
into San Francisco International
Airport ("SFO") is the vital need
the project fulfills, a need
which won't diminish even if
project funding does. BART into
the airport wasn’t conceived on
a whim; it was conceived — and
approved twice by voters —
because of the dire necessity of
providing rail transit to an
increasing  population of
people.

The following facts illustrate
the fundamental importance of
BART into the airport:

» SFO has undertake a $2.4
billion master plan implemen-
tation program. The centerpiece
of the airport's construction
program is the new 24-gate
international terminal, which is
anticipated to accommodate
the increased demand of 11 mil-
lion - international passengers,
up from 5.5 million in 1995.

 After Chicago, Los Angeles,
Dallas, and Atlanta, SFO is the
nation's fifth busiest airport
‘(seventh  worldwide  after

London and Tokyo). serving -

38,500,000 passengers in 1996
or nearly 100,000 passengers
daily. More than half of those
passengers began or ended their
trip at SFO. Applying an avia-
tion industry estimate that, for
éach air traveler, 1.5 persons vis-
it the airport as well-wishers,
meeters andfor greeters, the
average daily airport usage rises
to nearly 250,000 persons or
ever 86 million annually. The
airport’s annual payroll is more
than $1 billion supporting over
28,000 employees.

* More than half of the air-
port’s perimeter is bounded by
water (San Francisco Bay), the
other half by Highway 101; such
geographic features limit pas-
senger access alternatives and
plans for future expansion.
Because 74 percent of all visitors

MILLBRAE-SAN BRUNO SUN
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to San Francisco arrive by air,
rail transit access is essential to
the airport. o

+ SFO is the single largest gen-
erator of traffic on the San
Francisco Peninsula freeways;
currently more than 72 percent
of air passengers and 88 percent
of airport employees drive to the
airport. The airport’s annual air
traffic projected increases will
generate an additional 65,000 to
70.000 cars per day. Traffic on
Peninsula freeways near SFO

regularly exceeds highway
capacities, particularly during
peak commute periods.

Opportunities to increase high-
way capacity are completely con-
strained by right of way and
environmental obstacles, ren-
dering BART virtually the only
alternative  for  ‘materijally
increasing access capacity.

* More than 70 percent of
SFO's active property is sur-
rounded by water and most of
the balance is segregated by
Highway 101. The airport occu-
pies 5,171 acres, of which only
2,300 acres have been developed
for airport use. The remaining
2,788 acres are tidelands. SFO-
has the highest number of pas-
sengers originating or terminat-
ing their trip, on a peracre
basis, of the top 10 airports in

 the United States today, SFQ's

phenomenal growth in the
recent past, coupled with the
projected growth in flights des-
tined for the Pacific basin, vis-a-
vis its constrained locational

characteristics, demand
. development of rail rapid
transit . access_ to  ensure

survival of its high passengét
level-of-capacity, reliability and
passenger convenience. SFO
forecasts more than $1 million
annual enplaning passengers
in the year 2010. Rail transit
access significantly improves
reliability of on-time airport
ground  transportation by

providing an alternative free of
the highway access system.
Given the facts, it's clear that
BART into the  airport is
supremely indispensable. Such
is why elected officials, BART
officials and airport officials
have worked assiduously for
more than a decade to ensure
fruition; it's why San Mateo
County and San Francisco
voters have overwhelmingly
approved it; it's why the
airlines — despite their fiscal
objections — will benefit from
it and must pay their fair share.
Most importantly, it's why BART
into the airport mustn't be
thwarted by special interests
whose obstructionist behavior,
if successful, will yield
innumerable appalling results
which all Bay Area residents
will bear.
Senator Quentin L. Kopp
(Independent —San
Mateo/San Francisco)
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

This isn’t
good transit
A RECENT writer said the Bay
Area needs good, sound, regional
transit. I know of no one who dis-
agrees. The writer is mistaken in

thinking that and BART are one
and the same,

Good, sound transit does not

destroy affordable housing where
it's in critically short supply. Nor
does it increase traffic congestion
and air pollution, elevate crime,

stick stations where convenient |

access is only by car, wear an al-
batross of $1 billion in deferred
maintenance, cost $150 million
per mile when federal funds are
shrinking, suck money from
-other transit, leave large transit
needs unmet due to an inability
to serve them economically or
drop travelers far from their
flights at SFO — all of which
characterize BART and its would-
be Millbrae extension.

At an average of 37 miles per
hour, BART is not even rapid
transit.

. As for an “orchestrated cam-
‘paign” against BART, 1 say
what's in my mind, not someone
else’s. Orchestration takes money
and political power, two things
BART's pushers have far more of

than do opponents like me.
James W. Kelly

San Bruno

Who will use
this transportation?

I AGREE with the letter to the
editor regarding BART to SFO. I,
too, have long wondered who will
use this type of transportation to
or from San Francisco.

Travelers with normal
amounts of luggage will not want
to be taken from the airport by
BART to the city and then be
dumped off at a BART station,
struggle with their luggage to the

street level and then seek out an- .

other means of transportation to
their final destination.

Likewise, can you imagine a
tourist attempting.to taxi to’'a
BART station, struggle with his
luggage through a BART station
and then board a BART train to

the airport and again struggle

“with luggage while attempting to

reach an airline ticket counter?

The practicality of this entire
scenario is beyond my compre-
hension. Can someone please de-
scribe to me how all this will
work?

Oh, yes, and where does one
store luggage on a BART train? 1

‘have tried this style of transporta

tion once in my foreign travels —
never again, ‘
: John H. Sherratt

Looking for
unbiased answers

THE ELECTED officials and
appointed staff people in favor of
the BART-SFO extension flood
the medija with half-truths.

These people are intent on the
BART experience even when
questions are raised about BART
south of the airport and financial
backing.

Local officials appear to follow
all information from BART and
look no further for less biased
details.

The BART system is outdated,
and existing rails and trains des-
perately need repair.

Many of us wonder how BART
has been given this almost sacred
place and why the media don't
thoroughly investigate. It con-
fuses those of us who belong to
groups that are not pro-BART.

What is that keeps the readers
uninformed about the true facts
of BART's costs? Where do we

. look for an unbiased description

of the transit issues?
Patricia Burke
South San Francisco
Burlingame
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‘Student Discounts on BART

! OW THAT BART is willing — even
g eager — to offer a 25 percent dis-
i count to San Francisco International
Airport employees, it is fair to inquire why
the directors are so resistant to giving a fare
break to teenage students.

- Granted, the transit system is doing ev-
erything it can to appease the airlines that
oppose the proposed $1.2 billion BART-to-
the airport project,
and offering an

SFO employee dis-

Why are count ispa nice la-
BART gniappe to grease
. the negotiating
directors so skids. BART is also
resistant to offering to cut the
airlines’ share of

a student the construction
discount? costs by $87 mil-

lion. And we don't
begrudge it.

But if BART can toss around big cash
bonuses to airlines, the least it could do is
give its 171,000 paying teenage riders a
break, as do most of the other area transit
systems, including AC Transit, the San
Francisco Municipal Railway, CalTrain and
SamTrans.

~ Currently, BART provides a 75 percent
discount for children, ages 5 though 12, but
teenagers are required to pay full fare

chool boards in San Francisco, Alame-

da and Contra Costa counties have each
passed resolutions calling for the same dis-
count to school kids, an increasing number
of whom are commuting out of their neigh-
borhoods and beyond their districts.

BART spokesman Mike Healy said such a
discount would cost between $1 million and
$2 million a year. But that's chicken feed for
the system that carried a record 74.2 million
passengers last year and took in $157 mil-
lion.

The BART board of directors heard ar-
guments for the discount fares on February
20, then left the matter to languish in com-
mittee, “while the board awaits further in-
formation,” said Healy.

While the board waits, the directors
should reflect on the fact that many of the -
256,760 daily passengers are students and
parents of students.

A student discount would be a proper
reward for passenger loyalty as well as a
shrewd public relations move for BART,
which needs all the support it can get for its
struggling BART-to-the-airport campaign,
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BART opposition
out of touch

WHEN WILL the rights of
voters be accepted? I am most
curious as to how many of the
people in San Mateo County op-
posed to BART to SFO and Mil-
Ibrae have ever ridden on BART,
or, for that matter, ever driven
into San Francisco, be it for busi-
ness or pleasure, and have been
stuck in traffic time and again.

It seems clear that those op-
posed to the BART-SFO exten-
sion are out of touch with the
majority of the residents in The
County. How else to explain why
so few people signed a ballot peti-
tion aimed at stalling the project?

Organizers of the initiative car-
ried petitions for six months, and
still managed to gather only
6,000 of the 22,000 signatures
needed to put the matter to a
vote.

That's a pretty bad misjudg-
ment by folks who claim to know
what's best for our communities.

What appears to have hap-
pened is that common sense pre-
vailed over a steady stream of
misinformation meant to create
alarm and concern.

Ordinary men and women,
taxpayers and voters, recognized
the importance of moving for-
ward with this project. The over-
whelming majority of people in
The County want an expanded
BART service.

They want BART to go to the
airport. They want a BART-Cal-
Train connection in Millbrae.

Let's hope the message gets
back to Washington, D.C. before
it's too late. Let's get on with this

project.
Mary L. Hunt

Burlingame
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BART agrees to meet airlines’ demands

By ROBERT OAKES

Staff writer .

OAKLAND — After months of bit-
ter negotiating, BART officials agreed
late Thursday to meet demands of
airlines that opposed a $1.17 billion
rail extension to San Francisco In-
ternational Airport. '

If airlines approve, the offer
would remove one of the last re-
maining obstacles to construction of
the airport line. Airline representa-
tives reached Thursday said they had
not seen the proposal and would not
comment.

Other representatives couldn’t be
reached.

BART agreed to pay $2.5 million
a year in rent to the city-owned air-
port, plus give a 25 percent train fare
discount to airline employees.

The Air Transport Association, an
industry group, and United Airlines

had objected to previous terms and
said airlines were being asked to pay
too much in higher landing fees. The
BART line will include a station in-
side a new international terminal,
currently under construction.

“Though we had to swallow hard
on the payment provision, this pro-
ject is too important to the people of
the Bay Area not to reach agree-
ment,” said BART board president
Margaret Pryor.

“We trust this deal will end air-
line opposition to the project.”

BART announced the offer after
Air Transport Association offices in
Washington, D.C., had closed.

A spokesman could not be
reached for comment.

A tentative deal fell through in
late February, but negotiations con-
tinued.

Under the BART plan, the air-
lines’ share of project costs would

drop from $200 million to $113 mil-
lion.

Tony Molinaro, a United Airlines
spokesman, said he hadn't seen the
BART proposal and couldn’t com-
ment.

United is the major carrier at San
Francisco and also operates a 144-
acre aircraft maintenance facility on
airport property.

San Francisco is the nation’s fifth-
busiest airport with about 33 million
annual passengers.

BART and the San Mateo County
Transit District, a funding partner in
the extension, will determine how to
make payments to.the airport.

Payments would be made for 50
years.

“All we're saying is BART has
gone the extra mile to reach an
agreement and meet the airlines’ de-
mands,” said BART spokesman Mike
Healy.
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Airport lawsuit goes to judge

Firm argues panel
had no authonty
to ignore human
rights requirement
By Eric Brazil

OF THE EXAMINER STAFF

Admittedly weary after three in-
tense hours of brain-befogging le-
gal argument, Superior Court
Judge William Cahill began pon-
dering anew whether San Francis-
co’s Human Rights Commission
has the power in practice that it
seems to have on paper.

At issue is whether a $137 mil-

lion bid by Mitsubishi Heavy In-

dustries America Inc. to build a
“people mover” at San Francisco
International Airport was properly
awarded by The City’s Airports
Commission.

The commission, on a 3-2 vote,
awarded Mitsubishi the contract in
December, despite a finding by Hu-
man Rights Commission Execu-
tive Director Marivic Bamba that
its bid was defective because two
minority subcontractors were mere
conduits for bigger, non-minority
owned firms.

Mitsubishi’s bid was $19 million
lower than that of its competition,
ADB Daimler-Benz Transporta-
tion, Inc., known as Adtranz. The
company petitioned the court to
throw out the bid as invalid.

On Feb. 10, Cahill ruled in Ad-
tranz's favor, ruling that depart-
ments such as the Airports Com-
mission *do not have the power to
override” the Human Rights Com-
mission and make “independent
determinations.”

In an unusual move, The City
and Mitsubishi went back before
Cahill Friday to urge him to recon-
sider.

Arguments for reversal

The City argued that Cahill had
misread the 1996 City Charter and
that the Airports Commission had
properly exercised its jurisdiction.
Mitsubishi said the Human Rights
Commission’s finding was “indeli-
bly sullied” because Adtranz had
hired former Chief Deputy District
Attorney David Millstein, shortly
before Millstein left office, to lobby
commission staffers “to sabotage
(Mitsubishi’s) bid.”

Cahill commented several times
Friday on the intensity of the de-
bate and how tired he and several
of the participants were. He gave

no indication of when he would
rule.

The Human Rights Commis-
sion is empowered to implement
The City’s affirmative action ordi-
nances, including the law setting
out standards for minority- and
women-owned businesses.

But Deputy City Attorney Den-
nis Aftergut argued that the power
to award contracts at the airport
was “vested by city law exclusively
in the Airports Commission.”

The Human Rights Commis-
sion has many powers, but “the
power to make the (contract) de-
termination reposes in the depart-
ments,” he said. “The Human
Rights Commission can jump and
scream and do many things after
the award is made.”

It's plain, Adtranz says

Adtranz attorney Gayle Athan-
acio said the plain wording of the
City Charter empowered the Hu-
man Rights Commission to invali-
date a bid if the bidder failed to
comply with the ordinances it was
charged with implementing,

“For Adtranz to be right here,

everybody else has to be wrong,”
Aftergut said.

“But they could have been
wrong forever, couldn’t they?”
Cahill replied.

Adtranz is the first bidder to
challenge The City’s practices.

Adtranz has a virtual monopoly

‘on building people movers in the

United States. The SFO contract
would be Mitsubishi’s first in this
country.

The people mover, a light-rail
shuttle system that will transport
passengers and workers to termi-
nals, is a key feature of SFO’s
$2.4 billion expansion plan. Air-
ports commissioners envision it as
a 52-month project, and they're
worried about the delay that the
litigation is causing, although Air-
ports Director John Martin says
the fight won’t slow the rest of the
expansion.

Even with the delay, commis-
sion chairman Henry Berman said
after Friday’s hearing, “$19 million
is worth fighting about.”



FRIDAY, MARCH 7, 1997

BART, Airlines Reach
Agreement on Extension

By Benjamin Pimentel
Chronicle Peninsula Bureau

“After weeks of bitter squab-
bling, BART and the airlines op-
posing its planned extension to

San Francisco’s airport have final-.

ly agreed on how much money
each side is supposed to pitch in
for the $1.2 billion project.

But the deal could be threat-
ened if BART decides not to join
the airlines in signing a letter to
the Federal Aviation Administra-
- tion that asks for a policy change.

BART officials announced yes-

terday that the transit agency has
accepted the airlines’ major eco-
‘nomic demands, including an an-
nual $2.5 million in rent for 50
years and a 25 percent fare dis-
count for airline employees. The
transit agency had hoped to keep
the payments to 30 years, and not
provide the discount — valued at
$1.5 million — at all.

“Though we had to swallow
hard on the payment provision,
this project is too important to the
people of the Bay Area not to
reach an agreement,” BART Board
President Margaret Pryor said in a
statement. “We trust that this deal
will end airline opposition to. the
project.”

_ The airlines, which include
United Airlines, one of the largest
employers in the Bay Area, are
represented by the Air Transport
Association in . Washington, D.C.
They have agreed to- contribute
$113 million to the 8.2-mile exten-
sion, to be paid through higher air-
line rates and charges. The air-

lines’ contribution will not exceed
$7.5 million a year.

The rest of the money for the
project’s construction cost on air-
port property will be shouldered
by SFO through means that do not

. involve the airlines, such as raising

concession fees and cutting costs.
The airlines were satisfied with

the financial plan, said Ed Merlis,

the transport association’s senior

" vice president for government af-

fairs. But he said they also want
BART to sign a critical joint letter

to Congress and the federal gov-

ernment.
In the proposed letter, the air-

lines will endorse the signing of a-

antee up to $750 million in federal
dollars for the BART extension.
BART has been waiting for this
agreement for months, and has ac-
cused the airlines of lobbying
against its approval in Washing-
ton.

In the same joint letter, the air-

‘lines want BART to support their

demand that the FAA change its

policy regarding the use of airport

revenue for transit projects, Merlis
said. '

The airlines want the FAA to
return to an earlier policy that
strictly limits the use of airport
revenue to items and systems

owned and controlled by the air-.

port. The policy was modified in
October to accommodate the
BART project, he said.

BART officials appeared trou-
bled by this demand, although

spokesman Mike Healy said they .

are considering it.

San Francisco EYrouide

BART board member Dan
Richard said he hoped the airlines
would be satisfied with their eco-
nomic concessions, adding that he
did not think it was BART’s role to
ask a federal agency to change its
rules. , . :

“What we focused on was what
the airlines said they wanted in
terms of dollars,” he said. “It isn’t
our place to tell the FAA how they

‘should handle this policy.”

However, Merlis made it clear
that the letter is a big deal for the
airlines, which fear the BART ex-
tension could set a precedent that
could lead to airlines paying mil-

- lions of dollars for transit projects

in other cities. -

State Senator Quentin Kopp,
independent-San - Francisco, said
he thought the request was im-
proper, adding that he applauded
BART for resisting the demand to
sign the letter.
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On-again, off-again airport BART back on again

By Ronna Abramson
STAFF WRITER

BART's extension to San Francisco Inter-
national Airport moved a step -closer
Thursday, but it will be far more costly for
taxpayers because the transportation
agency has surrendered to financial de-
mands of the airlines.

In accepting the airlines’ terms, BART of-
ficials said they would:

» Pay a $2.5 million annual rental fee to
the airport for 50 years for the BART sta-
tion on airport property. BART had wanted
a 30-year payment period.

» Agree to the airlines’ proposal of a 25 °

percent ridership discount for airline em-
" ployees, which would cost the transit dis-
trict an additional $1.5 million a year.

“BART has made the decision to capit-
ulate to the airlines’ terms and put in a fin-
ancial contribution so that we can get this
moving and create a transit system for the
Bay Area,” said BART Director James
Fang, who likened the airlines’ tactics to
“blackmail.”

Blackmail or not, BART's move was seen
primarily as one to gain airline support to
break loose $750 million in federal funding
that has been stalled in a U.S. Senate trans-
portation subcommittee. The airlines have
been working against the funding.

FRIDAY, March 7, 1997

Thursday's announcement,
however, does not end negotia-
tions between the airlines and
the Bay Area Rapid Transit.
There still are differences be-
tween the two on issues unre-
lated to financing.

With BART's rental fee pay-
ments increased, the airport's
previous pledge of $200 million
toward the 8.2-mile extension
would drop to $113 million.
Landing fees could increase

. only by 87.5 million a year,

limiting airlines’ financial expo-
sure.

The economic terms, said Ed
Merliss. senior vice president of
federal affairs and airports for
the Air Transport Association
trade group, are “part of a
package.” Adding a note of cau-
tion, Merliss said to “drop out
elements of the package ... is
not going to move this forward.”

The remaining point of con-
tention centers on a letter to the
Federal Aviation Administration
recommending national policy
be set to address how airport
revenues can be used for transit
projects. BART refuses to sign
the letter, which BART Director

.problem,”

Dan Richard said was never
agreed to in a key Valentine's
Day meeting.

Further, Richard said, it is
not up to BART to “tell the fed-
eral government and everyone
else that this should be national
policy.”

BART and the San Mateo
County Transit District, a
partner in the project, have not
yet determined how to cover the
$2.5 million rental fee, but a
surcharge on tickets is clearly a
possibility, BART officials said.

“Basically, it is BART's
said San Mateo
County Supervisor Mike Nevin,
adding SamTrans will work
with BART on finding an an-
swer.
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BART agrees to airlines’ demands

Transit officials hope latest offer will help airport extension fly

By ROBERT OAKES

Staff writer

OAKILAND — After months of bit-
ter negotiating, BART officials agreed
late Thursday to meet demands of
airlines that opposed a $1.17 billion
rail extension to San Francisco In-
ternational Airport.

If airlines approve, the offer
would remove one of the last re-
maining obstacles to construction of
the airport line. Airline representa-
tives reached Thursday said they had
not seen the proposal and would not
comment. Other representatives
couldn’t be reached.

BART agreed to pay $2.5 million
a year in rent to the city-owned air-
port, plus give a 25 percent train fare
discount to airline employees.

The Air Transport Association, an
industry group, and United Airlines
had objected to previous terms and
said airlines were being asked to pay
too much in higher landing fees. The
BART line will include a station in-
side a new international terminal,
currently under construction..

“Though we had to swallow hard
on the payment provision, this pro-
ject is too important to the people of
the Bay Area not to reach agree-
ment,” said BART board president
Margaret Pryor. “We trust this deal
will end airline opposition to the pro-
ject.”

BART announced the offer after
Air Transport Association offices in
Washington, D.C., had closed. A
spokesman could not be reached for

comment. :

Under the BART plan, the air-
lines’ share of project costs would
drop from $200 million to $113 mil-
lion.

Tony Molinaro, a United Airlines
spokesman, said he hadn't seen the
BART proposal and couldn’t com-
ment. United is.the major carrier at
San Francisco and also operates a
144-acre aircraft maintenance facil-
ity on airport property.

San Francisco is the nation’s fifth-

‘busiest airport with about 33 million

annual passengers.

BART and the San Mateo County
Transit District, a funding partner in
the extension, will determine how to
make payments to the airport. Pay-
ments would be made for 50 years.
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'BART offers airlines an

$87 million break

SFO would pay far
less in system’s new

proposal for funding
$1.2 billion project

By Erin McCormick
OF THE EXAMINER STAFF

After a month of talks aimed at
ending the airline industry’s fierce
opposition to the BART-to-the-
airport project, transit system offi-
cials say they will agree to the air-
lines’ financial demands and knock
$87 million off the airport’s share
of the costs.

The concession, they say,
should eliminate the airline’s big-
gest concerns — and pave the way
for final congressional approval of
BART’s $1.2 billion plan to extend
trains. to San Francisco Interna-
tional Airport.

“Even though it’s not the final
agreement, I think this is the turn-
ing point,” BART spokesman
Mike Healy said Thursday, adding
that some non-monetary issues
still need to be worked out. “We've
really gone the extra mile to ad-
dress the airlines’ concerns.”

Originally, BART asked the air-
port to contribute $200 million to
the construction costs of the proj-
ect — money that essentially
would come directly from the air-
lines. Under the new BART pro-

posal, the airport would pay
$113 million and BART would re-
imburse the airport $2.5 million a
year for 50 years.

BART would also give airline
employees a 25 percent fare dis-
count.

Airline industry representative
Ed Merlis, of the Air Transport
Association, said he had not yet
seen the full terms of the agree-
ment BART is willing to sign.

“It sounds wonderful,”. Merlis
said. “But I don't know what it is.
Are they talking about the agree-

" ment we proposed or have they

modified it?”
He said he would welcome an

" end to the dispute, at which point
. the Air Transport Association

would call off its lobbying cam-

_ paign, which has stalled the proj-

ect’s federal funding.

“We’re fully willing to pay
$113 million and walk arm in arm
with BART up Capitol Hill to get
them a funding agreement,” Merlis
said.

BART hopes to start construc-
tion on the extension later this year

if the federal funding comes.

through. The line to the airport

* and Millbrae would open sometime

after 2000.

Merlis said one remalnmg hltch
could the airlines’ demand that
BART send a letter to the Federal
Aviation Administration, asking
the agency to change its policy on
how much airports are allowed to

pay for public transit projects.

He said the airlines, which fear
that this project could set an ex-
pénsive precedent in other cities,
would insist that BART write such
a letter before they sign any agree-
ment on the SFO extension.

But BART officials said they
had offered plenty of compromise.

“After difficult negotiations, our

. agreement to make an annual pay-

ment for this project and offer an
employee discount should close the
deal,” BART board President Mar-
garet Pryor said. “Though we had
to swallow hard on the payment
provision, this project is too impor-
tant to the people of the Bay Area
not to reach agreement.”
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Delay of CalTrain station
will make it more expensive

But railroads’ board
hears money may

be available

Bjr Eve Mitchell

SPECIAL TO THE EXAMINER

SAN CARLOS — Delaying
groundbreaking for a new CalTrain

station in downtown San Francis--.

co until 2005 would push its price
tag to nearly $1 billion but proba-
bly. make it easier to fund, accord-
ing to an environmental impact re-

port. . '

The funding issue is one of the
major findings of the report out-
lined Thursday before the
tri-county Peninsula Corridor

Joint Powers Board, which runs

the commuter rail service between
San Francisco and Gilroy.

The nine-member board took
no action on the report, which is
expected to be made available to
the public sometime next week. It
will be debated at two public meet-

ings in April in San Francisco and

San Carlos. »
The project calls for extending
service from the current CalTrain

terminal at Fourth and Townsend
streets to a new downtown under-
ground station at the site of a razed
Transbay Terminal at First and
Mission streets. o

In 1995, total project costs were
estimated to be $656 million, with
funding coming from federal, state
and local sources, project manager

Andy Nash said. Based on 3.5 per- .

cent yearly inflation, that figure
jumps to more than $800 million
for a project that starts in 1999 and
is completed in 2004. '

The price tag goes up to
$960 million for a project that be-
gins in 2005 and is finished in 2009.

Because federal transportation
dollars have already been pledged
to buy new BART and Muni light-
rail cars through 2004, the Cal-
Train extension project would

have only about half the money’

needed  if construction starts in
1999, Nash said. It would be short
only 20 percent of the total if work
doesn’t start until 2005, he said.

The projected price tag calls for
a six-track station, which would be
able to accommodate future plans
for high-speed rail.

San Francisco is planning to
build a new street-level bus termi-
nal at Mission, Main and Beale

streets. The bus station would be
connected by an underground con-
course to the proposed CalTrain
station.

“The importance of this (Cal-
Train) project is that it connects all.
the regional transit systems in the
heart of downtown San Francisco,”
Nash said. “It’s a policy and politi-
cal decision as to what happens
next.”

Mayor Brown said last year that
he would not support a downtown

‘CalTrain extension, saying .it

would be too costly and too disrup-
tive to The City’s businesses.’
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Penalties needed

REGARDING THE false lion
attack which Sean Dean Cauthen
filed, will he be required and/or
ordered to reimburse the state of
California for all the costs in-
curred in the investigation, such
as the police units, Fish & Game
Department, laboratory services,
etc.? Our tax dollars are already
stretched. ‘

In addition, why would
someone want to jeopardize his
reputation? .

Many thanks to you and to the
entire staff at the Oakland Tri-
bune for providing such an excel-
lent, well-organized paper. Please
pass on my personal gratitude for
the color Ceffee Break section;
humor is one of the best ways to
enjoy life, which is too short. I
read this section while traveling
home on another great service —
the BART.

Kathleen Ross
— " Hayward
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BART extension to SFO gets
2-party support

Staff and wire

WASHINGTON — Bay Area of-
ficials said they’re optimistic after
a meeting Tuesday with a key sen-
ator who raised last-minute ques-
tions about a proposed BART ex-
tension to San Francisco
International Airport.

Sen. Barbara Boxer, D-Calif.,
asked nine executives from Bay
Area businesses to meet with Sen.
Richard Shelby, R-Ala., chairman

of the Senate Appropriations Sub-
committee on Transportation.
Shelby said he was concerned
about $750 million in federal funds
BART wants to help build the $1.17
billion extension.

“I think the ground has shifted .

a little bit in our favor,” Boxer said
after the meeting in Washington,
D.C.

Boxer said Rep. Tom Campbell,
R-Campbell, participated in the ses-
sion and helped show bipartisan
Bay Area support for the project.

BART needs funding approval
soon from Congress to break
ground on the extension.

Business representatives said
the Bay Area economy will bene-
fit from the project, under discus-
sion for more than 20 years.

“We’re frustrated it's been so
long in coming,” said Russ Han-
cock of the Bay Area Council, a
business-backed public policy
group.

We're frustrated it’s been so long in coming. 5

— Russ Hancock of the Bay Area Council.
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BART-SFO Misinformation

Editor — An Open Forum arti-
cle by Pam Rianda of Belmont,
published February 24, with a
headline, “Blame BART for SFO-
Extension Fiasco,” was flat-out
wrong when it stated that BART
Pplanned torun one train an hour
into the San Francisco Interna-

* tional Airport. But then this is-
typical of the misinformation and
distorted facts being put out by
opponents of the BART/SFO pro-
ject,such as COST.

In fact, the level of service for
initial airport operation will
translate into a train carrying
passengers into the dgirport from
the north every 13.5 minutes.
This service level was presented
in the project’s Environmental
Impact Report, which the oppo-
nents are certainly very familiar
with. Additionally, a shuttle train
will also depart the Millbrae sta-
tion from the south approximate-
ly every 15 minutes. The service
level will be increased as the de-
mand grows in the years to come.

The rest of the op-ed piece is
the same old misinformation we
have been hearing and seeing
right along from these small fac-
tions of project opponents. The

main distortion that has been
consistently put forth is that
BART will compete with CalTrain
and ultimately put CalTrain out
of business. Nothing could be fur-
ther from the truth.

It should be well understood
by now that the BART/SFO pro-
ject is not just about going into
the airport, it is in fact about link-
ing up with CalTrain at Millbrae
to create an optimum intermodal
transportation hub in partner-
ship with SamTrans and Cal-
Train.

Also, the new tack by oppo-
nents seems to be to call for mak-
ing the station in the airport the
end-line términus. Not only
would the airport not allow it, it
would not serve the people of San
Mateo County well, primarily be-

~ cause there would be no access

and no parking.

Put simply, it’s time to knock
off all the nonsense and build this
long-awaited extension.

RUBEN BARRALES'
Supervisor, District 4
San Mateo County
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Huge impact on County riders

. YOUR POSITION supporting
BART in its one-sided turf battle
against CalTrain is hard to un-
derstand.

State Sen. Quentin Kopp’s po-
sition, I understand. He rep-
resents San Francisco interests,
and the small part of San Mateo
County he represents isn't a big
CalTrain user.

However, The County from
San Bruno south to Menlo Park
has been served faithfully by Cal-
Train for 100 years. Currently,
the better part of the 20,000 daily
riders work or live in this area.
The Times position ignores the
impact on these people.

BART seeks to force these pas-
sengers to transfer to BART for a
longer, costlier commute. This is
not increasing public transit ca-
pacity. It is robbing Peter to pay
BART.

I would think The Times
would have one objective reporter
who could easily figure out that
CalTrain could quickly be up-
graded for a fraction of the cost
of extending BART beyond Colma
and, in the process, take thou-
sands of commuters off the
highway all across The County.

The same person could
quickly verify the figures that it
would be far less expensive to

provide free shuttle service be-

tween Colma and SFO forever
than to extend BART to the air-
port.

G.R. Green

Belmont

Divert BART money
to Bay Bridge

WHILE THE Bay Bridge car-
ries 274,000 cars a day, it des-
perately needs a new,
earthquake-resistant span built,
costing about $1.7 billion.

But money seems to be hard
to find, despite the bridge’s ex-
pected vital role in case of a dis-
aster.

Meanwhile, we are just about
ready to squander about $2 bil-
lion on a BART extension to San
Francisco International Airport
which might serve a few thousand
passengers a day.

And oh yes, we would also
pledge to subsidize forever every
ticket purchase to the tune of $5
for each dollar the -passenger
spends, just to cover the real op-

erating expenses.

Are we also going to buy $600
military toilet seats for BART?

So why not just divert the
BART money to the Bay Bridge
and use the interest on the sav-
ings to provide free Colma to air-
port or home to airport shuttle
services direct to the airline coun-
ters free to all? _

Thomas K. Jona
Redwood City

Let’s get this
job done

YOUR RECENT editorial was
right on target. The airlines using
SFO are certainly benefiting from
the airport’s expansion and must
therefore contribute to mitigating
the resulting traffic impact to our
community.

Anyone using BART to SFO
most certainly will be involved in
the airport operation, vendor or
employee.

I agree that all parties should
get back to the table and work
this out. We've waited too long.
Let's get it done.

Tim Auran

Burlingame



BART opponents misinform public

8Y DANIEL P. uiGw

Millbrae Mayor
As Mayor of Millbrae, I am
dismaye d at t he

misinformation to which our
residents have recently been
subjected in the form of fliers
regarding the BART Extension,
distributed to the homes of
citizens by the group called
COST.

I have received many
complaints from citizens about
the fliers, which have been
irresponsibly -thrown onto our

lawns and walkways, and have

been illegally placed in mail
boxes in violation of .federal
law. .

Free speech  protection
precludes us from dealing with
this litter problem. However,
we have informed the local
postal authorities of the misuse
of private mail boxes. aitd they
will deal with t hat
appropriately.

Flyers contaln misinforma-
tion about Millbrae’s public
review process

The Coalition for a One Stop
Transit (COST) organization has
implied in the fliers that the
City Council is acting in a
irresponsible and hasty
manner with regard to the
BART Extension Project and in
the consideration of a Draft
Comprehensive Agreement
with BART.

The fliers have accused the
Council of acting behmd closed
Aogts, This.ds cled
case, as the, record of mee 3
will indicate. The following s a
schedule of dates when the City
Council has met in noticed
meetings and reviewed the
Comprehensive A greement
with BART. All meetings were
noticed in accordance with the
Brown Act.

MILLBRAE-SAN BRUNO SUN
Wednesday, March 5,1997

Schedule of noticed public

hearings for review of draft

comprehensive agreement

¢ October 30, 1996
Noticed Council

Session -

* December 17,1996
Regularly Scheduled and

Noticed Council Meeting

s January 21, 1997

Study

Noticed Council Study
Session

* February 3, 1997

Noticed Council Study

Session with Counsel Meyers

e February 11, 1997
Regularly Scheduled and

Noticed Council Meeting (Issue

deferred — not discussed)

* February 20, 1997
Noticed Council

Session

* February 25, 1997
Regularly Scheduled and

Noticed Council Meeting

Study

Ongoing Opportunity for
Public Participation in
Project Review

Citizens who are interested in
reading one of the eight drafts
which have been reviewed by
the Council are welcome to
come to City Hall and get a copy,
where all the drafts have been
available as they have been
developed. Your comments will
be carefully considered. The
Council has already
painstakingly considered public
comment which has been made
to date and has incorporated
significant publicly proposed
amendments.

Responses to COST fliers

The baseless charges of COST
are addressed below in detail.
The bottom line is that Millbrae
asisresponsily A e vl
trying.-to- maintain} :the upper
hand for the interest of the

cominunity in (hc face of a
strong and motivated transit
organization which wijelds
signiticant power to develop
and extend its system. We think
Millbrae will be the better for
our vigilance and ongoing
efforts to controland shape the
project rather than just say no

and wait for BART to stearmn into
town.

* “ Why is our city in such a
rush to cut a bad deal with
BART”

The City Council has worked
steadily over the past four years
to ensure that the proposed
BART Alternative VI-A does not
negatively impact the City of
Millbrae. Significant effort was
made to gain proper mitigations
in the environmental process
and the effort to review the
plans and specifications for the
project are a massive ongoing
effort being carried out by staff,
consultants and Council. If the
Council is able to return a
Comprehensive A greement
draft favorable to the City prior
to full funding of the project,

the City may have more leverage

to ensure the project is suitable
to Millbrae.

¢ “ Our council continues to
hide its dealings”

The City Council has met to
discuss the Comprehensive
Agreement in the above noted
publicly noticed meetings,.
which were all noticed in
accordance with the Brown Act.
The City Council has met
repeatedly on this important
issue and has attempted to turn
the Agreement around quickly
for resubmittal to BART while
ensuring that the Agreement



cont...
BART:

properly represents Millbrae's
interests. No discussion of the
issues has occurred outside the
publicly noticed hearings, which
have all been attended by
members of the public.

« “ Special councif meetings
have been called on the
shortest of notices”

All meetings have been
scheduled and publicly noticed
in accordance with the Brown
Act. The Council's intention has
been to craft an Agreement
suitable to Millbrae's interests
and return the Agreemcnt
before full funding of the
project to increase the City's
leverage to get what is right for
Millbrae.

e “ Why Is our city so anxious
aﬁ&nutﬂmuﬂludadﬁhymun ey
It js i phe ugte.rgs& of the Cltyk
of Milibrae to put pressure on
BART to agree to terms suitable
to Millbrae before full funding is
in place. BART has less
motivation to agree to our terms
after full funding has been
granted. BART's sovereign
powers to build and operate this
project are granted by the State
of California, are superior to try
to bring them to agreement
while we have leverage, before
the full funding agreement is
approved. With this in mind. the
Council has been meeting
repeatedly ‘to work this
Agreement out for the benefit of
the City of Millbrae.

. “ Millbrae Citizen's
Advisory Committee
overwhelmingly voted against
BART”

The Citizens Committee voted
in the following fashion:

1. The Committee voted 144 in
favor of BART being extended to
the Airport.

2. The Comiittee voted 14-3
against BART entering Millbrae.

MILLBRAE-SAN BRUNO SUN
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3. The Committee voted 171 in
favor of Alternative VI, if BART
was to be extended to Millbrac.

4. The Committee voted 14-0

(4 abstentions) for the City's
Station Area Concept Plan, if
BART comes to Millbrae.
(Meeting of Feb. 22, 1997, 19
members present, Chair Mason
(not voting).

* “ Flve years of maximum
gridlock on Millbrae Ave.”
The City's new Overpass has
more than sufficient capacity to
property handle traffic during
construction of the BART
project. In addition, BART
construction plans call for entry
to the proposed station arca by
construction vehicles from the
east, but very little east to west
travel across the overpass.
BART’s haul routes are proposed
to be established under the
overpass, and out Adrian to
Millbrae Ave. eastbound. then
onto the US 101 southbound.

* “ Permanent gridlock on
and around Millbrae Ave,
when the station is finished"
The City has worked hard to
ensure  that traffic and
circulation facilities are more
than adequate around ‘the
station. The City fought for and
got §3.4 million in financing
from BART for the Millbrae
Ave/US 101 interchange
reconstruction. That project is
being sponsored by Millbrae
and is designed ‘and under
review by CalTrans already.
iBART, js. also. contributing $5.1..
million for t r affic
improvements and mitigations
on the west side of the station
area. The City insisted that
BART include a second exit for
the station, under the overpass
and out to US 101 for the
evening peak traffic hour. This
plan is included in the proposal.
West side circulation around
the station is being reviewed

and improved by SamTrans, the
JPB. BART and the City. The City
has carefully studied these
traffic issues and has included
standards  for all these
mitigations in the
Comprehensive Agreement

« “ A 15.1 acre statlon with
three sets of tracks above
ground, three storles high’

The station will have two
CalTrain tracks and three BART
tracks. The station itself is
about 220 feet wide and 750 feet
long. The station is about 82
feet high. The garage is four
stories, containing 2,200
parking spaces. 800 more
surface spaces will be provided
in the 15 acres station, as well
as circulation roads and a bus
terminal. -

« “A 3,000-space parking
garage is planned for 4
stories high”

The garage will be four
stories high and contain 2,200
spaces. 800 additional surface
spaces will be provided.

« “ City-flnanced planning
and economic studies
concluded that the economic
development surrounding a
BART station was unlikely
and unrealistic”

The City's Millbrae Ave.
Station Area Concept Plan
concludes the exact opposite,
and lays out a conceptual plan
for the City to take maximum
advantage of the hotel, office,
entertainment and retail
markets to generate revenucs
for the City. while containing
the impacts of the proposed
station. '
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BART:

The City's comment of the
environmental document was
based fully on the Concept
Plan, and the City has
earmarked funding to develop
a Specific Plan to detail and
control development an
infrastructure improvements.

The Millbrae BART Citizen's
Advisory Committee voted
overwhelmingly that .if the
project were to be built in
Millbrae it should be built
according to the Concept Plan
to, take advantage of economic
!apportumﬂgs."_“"i;_ A
Nflllbrae has carefully
studied the project for years

Since 1987, when a San Mateo
County-wide vote of the pcople
indicated approval for a BART
project into the county to the
San Francisco International
Airport, the Millbrae City
Council has been grappling
with ways to ensure that
whatever alternative project is
proposed and built will not
radically impact the City in a
negative fashion.

Untold hours of study and
negotiation and public
meetings, hearings and
testimony have occurred, as the
Council has attempted to steer
a prudent course in the
conumunity between qualified
support for a properly designed
and mitigated projeet and
outright opposition to -this
major urban transit system.

The BART Citizen's Advisory
Group held 26 meetings to
provide advisory information
to the Council which has
provided a basis for Council
decision making regarding the
project.

MILLBRAE-SAN BRUNO SUN
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Milibrae Avenue Station Area
Concept Plan

In looking for a solution to
this project which would be
acceptable to the City and its
citizens, the City of Milibrae
helped initiate Alternative VI,
with an intermodal station
with CalTrain in the rail
corridor north of Millbrae
Avenue. The City commissioned
the Millbrae Avenue Station
Area Concept Plan to identify
both suitable mitigations to
the project and opportunities

_for economic development

around the station.

With the seemingly
insurmountable issues such as
endangered species and
wetands replacement set aside.
it was felt that other

alternatives proposing west of

Bayshore intermodal stations,
with or without parking assets.
would have a severe impact on
Millbra e streets and
neighborhoods without

providing any economic

opportunity whatsoever, and
would be unacceptable to the
citizens of the city.

Millbrae continues to review
the project today

Today, the BART Extension
project hangs in the balance of
national funding priorities, yet
the Millbrae City Council
continues to look to the

Ainterests of the:¢omimunity by
. carefully

reviewing and
developing the Comprehensive
Agreement with BART to
establish ground rules for the
construction of the project and
the protection of the City of
Millbrae. In the seven publicly
noticed meectings mentioned

above, aver the past four
months the Council has
painstakingly crafted an
Agreement to deal with rthe
impacts of the project.

The consideration of this
Agreement is not a precipitous

© action taken under pressure to

placate BART. It is clearly in the
City's interest to try to establish
ground rules on its own terms,
rather than deal with BART
after the project is funded and
no further local support is
necessary for the construction
of the project.

Citizen participation crucial
to the process

The Millbrae City Council
always weicomes * ‘and
encourages the participation of
the people of Millbrae. Please
attend our meetings and make
your views known and help us
shape the future of the City.



BARYT — geton
with it |

Editor:

Over the past several months,
there has been considerable
press detailing the commuter
problems, limitations and
potholes {pardon the pun} that

and listen. to these grim
chronicles and wonder just
what it will take for us all to’
understand and believe that an
" integrate d public

transportation s y stem,
efficiently connecting all
points of the area, is the Key to
the problem. )

I alternate between SamTrans
and CalTrain to get to The City,
and then connect to Muni to
reach my office. In the process,
I see countless cars with a
single occupant, Are they
unaware of public
transportation, inaccessible, or
do they just not care? While 1
am not naive enough to suggest
that a quick fix is available, [
believe that the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission
must focus on making public
transportation convenient and
available to all areas of the
region, and then focus on
helping and ercouraging
people to use it.

Extending BART to Millbrae
and eventually to the airport
makes sense as part of an
overall regional approach to
mass transit. The citizens of
San Mateo County have
overwhelmingly  expressed
their desire. to extend BART
throughout the county. Let’s
move forward with it}

Dlane Butler
$an Mateo

‘,nggy;_, the Bay Area. As a_
Pe Rin9Y § ¢ in¥
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We shouldn’t pay
for BART parking

BART IS not in the rail transit
business. It Is. in the parking lot

- business.

This is made evident by its
own spokesman, Mike Healy.
who sald BART will not work

without parking,

Do I, a8 a taxpayer, have to pay
for a BART commuter's free
parking space?

If you go to San Francisco.
there are no frecbies. You pay
$10 to 815 a day to park your car
there.

I do not think the federal gov-
ernment should give rail trans-
portation meney to .BART to
build these massive parking lots
which, in turn, cause many {raffic
problems, crime, etc., for the
cities they are located in.

This also costs the cities to
hire more police and street main-
tenance workers, Why do we need
huge parking lots if BART is only
going to go to the airport?

During the morning and eve-
ning commute hours, the users
still have to drive their autos to
and from the parking lots.

‘In 1987, San Mateo County
voters were lled to In a voter
pamphlet which stated there
would be no tncrease in taxes and
that no homes or business prop-
ertles would be Impacted. BART
is now going past the airport to
Millbrae and Burlingame, taking
out some housing units.

The afrport station would be
outside the alrpoit west of
Highway 101, BART says now the
station {s BART only inside the
airport,

It's §1.2 billion for only eight
miles of track. Those massive
parking lots must be costing
more money than the rail line.

BART could bulld 30 miles
down the center of Interstate 280
and service more cities for the
same amount of money.

Henry W. Crosby
San Bruno

- good?

Pull BART frem hog
Editor:

It seems so logical to include
the BART extension in the San
Francisco International Airport
Expansion project and so
backward to see this
opportunity for an essential
component of a world class
public transportation system
get bogged down in
Washington, D.C,

Buy what can we expect when
we have a government system
which allows the issues
represented by special interest
gioups to supersede the greater

Let's "Continve to urge our

‘congressional representatives to

influence key legislators before

delays cause the cost of this

imporrant  exteiision to

skyrocket. Or worse yet, for the
opportunity to be entirely lost.

Jill Gooding Opperud

San Mateo
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Leaders push for BART in Washington

By Ronna Abramson
STAFF WRITER

Bay Area business leaders lobbled a
key senator in the nation's Capitol
Tuesday, pushing the $1.2 billlon BART
extension to San Francisco International
Airport,

It remains uncertain whether U.S. Sen.
Richard Shelby, R-Alabama, will give the
final go-ahead on the project and dislodge
It from the transportation subcommittee
he chalirs.

In a 30-minute meeting with Shelby. a
contingent of 11 business leaders from
such compantes as The Gap and Bechtel
touted the 8.2-mile extension as a key in-
gredient to Bay Area econormic develop-
ment, U.S. Sen. Barbara Boxer said at a
press conference following the morning
meeting.

Boxer, D-Calif. and a member of
Shelby’s subcommittee, organized the
group to help win Shelby's approval of
the project.

Shelby has asked the Federal Transit

We're back on
track with BART to
the airport.”

Sen. Barbara Boxer,

D-Calif.
member of the transportation
subcommittee

Administration to hold off on approving
$750 million in federal funding for the
extension while he reviews the project.

Staff in Shelby's office did not return
calls Tuesday seeking comment.

However, Rep. Tom Campbell, R-San
Jose, also at the meeting, said Shelby
raised fears that Bay Area Rapid Transit
would need more federal money in later
years of construction, when inflation
could cause costs to escalate.

Campbell said he assured Shelby the

federal share would be capped, and any
cost overruns would have to be paid lo-
cally. That presumably would mean by ei-
ther BART or SamTrans.

Boxer, however, took a more opti-
mistic view of the meeting, calling it a
“turning point,” and adding, “we're back
on track with BART to the alrport.”

Also stll unresolved is an agreement
between BART and the airlines, which
have been lobbying heavily against the
project.

BART and the airlines still are de-
bating how long BART should pay a $2.5
million rental fee to cover at least a por-
tion of the $200 million the airport has
agreed to pay for the project. They also
have yet to resolve whether airline em-
ployees should receive a 25 percent dis-
count on BART, which would cost the
transit district $1.5 millton a year.

The airport and airlines reportedly
have ironed out their differences.
agreeing that landing fees should cover
only $113 milllon of the airport's contri-
bution. The annual payment by the air-
lines would be capped at $7.5 million.
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BART extension to SFO
receives bipartisan support

Staff and wire

WASHINGTON — Bay Area
officials said they’re optimistic af-
ter a meeting Tuesday with a key
senator who raised last-minute

" questions about a proposed BART
extension to San Francisco Inter-
national Airport.

Sen. Barbara Boxer, D-Calif.,
asked nine executives from Bay
Area businesses to meet with Sen.
Richard Shelby, R-Ala., chairman
of the Senate Appropriations Sub-
committee on Transportation.
Shelby said he was concerned
about $750 million in federal
funds BART wants to help build
the $1.17 billion extension.

“I think the ground has shifted
a little bit in our favor,” Boxer said

after the meeting in Washington,
D.C. '

Boxer said Rep. Tom Camp-
bell, R-Campbell, participated in
the session and helped show bi-
partisan Bay Area support for the
project.

BART needs funding approval
soon from Congress to break
ground on the extension. Business
representatives said the Bay Area
economy will benefit from the
project, under discussion for more
than 20 years.

“We're frustrated it’s been so
long in coming,” said Russ Han-
cock of the Bay Area Council, a
business-backed public policy

group.

Also Contra Costa Times
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GOP Pressed
On Financing
For BART Plan

Senate panel holds key
to airport extension

By Carolyn Lochhead
Chronicle Washington Bureau

Washington

Bay Area business leaders lob-
bied the chairman of a Senate ap-
propriations subcommittee to urge
financing for the BART-to-San
Francisco airport project yester-
day and left the meeting encour-
aged that Republicans will not
stand in the way.

California Senator Barbara
Boxer led the presentation to Ala-
bama Republican Richard Shelby,
who expressed concern that the
BART project could wind up as an
open-ended drain on the federal
treasury.

The $1.2 billion extension will
require $750 million in federal
money, a major expenditure for a
local transportation project. The
8.2-mile extension has also been
the source of a dispute between
BART and the airlines over how
much each should contribute to
the $200 million needed to begin
work on the project.

“I think the ground has shifted

a bit in our favor,” Boxer said. “It
was a turning-point meeting. 1
knew it was different as Ilooked in
his eyes this time. He knows more
about the project, he knows it has
broad community support and he
knows it has bipartisan support.”

The meeting was not open to
the public, and Shelby was not
available for comment afterward.

Boxer was taking a chapter
from successful lobbying by Bay
Area businesses for the Presidio
Trust last year, when the show of
support from a traditional Repub-
lican base appeared to convince
GOP foes of the trust’s merit and
ultimately won their approval.

“There really is no opposition
to this,” said Jim Edwards, chief
executive officer of ICF Kaiser.
“The Bay Area has a wealth of di-
verse views, but anything that
Pete Wilson, Willie Brown and
Barbara Boxer can agree on is sort

" of noteworthy.”

The group of executives includ-
ed Walter Bell, president of a
Bechtel subsidiary, and William
Carlson, president of Atkinson
Construction — two construction
companies that would have an in-
terest in the project.

Larry Shushan, vice president
of the Gap, said his company has
3,000 employees in the Bay Area
and cited concerns about traffic
congestion, air quality and better
mass transportation access to the
airport.

* Boxer said the group tried to
assure Shelby that 85 percent of
operating costs would be paid by
fares and that no federal operating
money would be sought once the
extension is finished.

Edwards said the group told
Shelby that what is “at stake is the
development of the whole Bay Ar-
ea,” emphasizing that San Francis-
co is “the stepping-off point” for
trade between the United States
and the Pacific Rim. Edwards not-
ed that a cab ride from the airport
to his company in Oakland costs
$60. “To have a world-class busi-
ness center you have to have a
world-class transportation sys-.
tem,” Edwards said.

Boxer also stressed that the
project would relieve traffic con-
gestion and air pollution.
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Business Leaders to Lobby Senate for BART to Airport

By Benjamin Pimentel
Chronicle Peninsula Bureau

U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer
will lead a delegation of key Bay
Area business leaders in Washing-
ton today in an attempt to con-
vince the Senate to support
BART’s planned extension to San
Francisco International Airport.

The delegation, which includes
executives from such companies
as The GAP, Bechtel Inc. and Par-
sons Brinckerhoff Quade and
Douglas Inc., flew to Washington
to present their arguments for the
controversial $1.2 billion project,
said David Sandretti, director of
communications at Boxer’s office,

“Senator Boxer is very con-
cerned that this project moves for-
ward, and she wants to maintain
the integrity of the extension,”
Sandretti said in Washington.

The business delegation is
scheduled to meet at noon with
Semator Richard Shelby, R-Ala-

bama, the newly-appointed chair-
man of the Senate Appropriations
Subcommittee on Transportation,
which will decide how much fed-
eral money the project will get.

In January, Shelby disappoint-

- ed BART officials and supporters

when he asked the Federal Transit
Administration to postpone the
scheduled approval of an agree-
ment that would guarantee up to
$750 million of federal financing
for the airport extension.

Shelby said he needed time to
study concerns about the project.

After Shelby’s announcement,

Boxer began organizing the Bay
Area business delegation, compos-
ed of “people we think Senator
Shelby will be persuaded by,” San-
dretti said.

He said the business leaders
will outline the reasons why
BART’s plan to take trains to the
airport and on to Millbrae will

greatly benefit the Bay Area and

California.
The rail extension would make

SFO, now the fifth largest airport .

in the country, an even more im-
portant gateway to Asia and the
Pacific Rim, he said.

“We want to lay out the cost-ef-

fectiveness of this project and how
productive this extension would

be,” he said. “There is a long list of

very compelling arguments.”

Today’s meeting could serve as
a much-needed boost to BART,
which has been having a hard time
convincing congressional leaders
to endorse the project.

But winning Shelby over may
be just the first step as other con-
gressional leaders, most notably
Representative Frank Wolf, R-
Pennsylvania, and Senator John
McCain, R-Arizona, have ex-
pressed concerns about the pro-
ject’s financial feasibility.

McCain said he was particular-
ly concerned that the project

might violate a federal policy that
prohibits the use of airport reve- .
nues on nonairport-related pro-
jects. The Federal Aviation Admin-
istration has assured him that the
project would be in compliance
with the policy.
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No raise for BART directors

t’s not bad enough that BART di-
I rectors are seeking a pay raise for

themselves right before a major
fare increase is implemented, these

folks want a whopper of an increase. -

Directors want to double their pay
from $6,000 a year to $12,000 a year.
They say they work hard and deserve
' more compensation. That may be. But
doubling their pay? Now that’s a
sweet deal. Who wouldn’t want to
have their pay doubled?
~ But the directors should set this
wishful thinking aside for a couple of
reasons. First, it’s bad timing. The last
of a three-year cumulative 45 percent
fare increase goes into effect April 1.
Seeking a raise now sends the wrong
message to the public.

_ Then there is the issue of the -
amount. Does a board whose agency
has been plagued with service prob-
lems and mounting customer com-

plaints really deserve a 100 percent
raise? Does anybody, anywhere de-
serve a 100 percent pay raise?

By asking for a big raise now, di-
rectors are telling consumers that
they don’t care that it costs more to
ride BART. They send the message
that they don't care that BART isn’t
doing as good of a job as it should.
Most of all, they are saying that they
don’t see a connection between pay
and performance. And that’s bad pub-
lic policy.

. That they could seek to double their
pay with a straight face and that
they’ve found a legislator (Louis Pa-
pan, D-Millbrae) to carry the legisla-
tion is astounding. If this bill finds its
way to the entire Legislature, it should
be voted down with gusto.

After all, these folks knew what this
part-time job paid when they asked
voters to elect them to it.

Also Contra Costa Times
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Bus service feels subsidy pinch

By ROBERT OAKES

Staff writer

CONCORD — County Connection wants to
raise its $1 adult fare to $1.25 to make up for de-
clining state and federal subsidies.

Fares last went up in 1992, when the cost of a
one-way trip rose from 75 cents to $1.

Fares pay about 18 percent of operating costs,
a typical level for a suburban bus operator. Gov-
ernment subsidies make up the rest.

An adult 40-trip monthly pass would remain
at $35, said General Manager Robert Patrick. Pub-
lic hearings will be scheduled soon about the pro-
posed increase, and higher prices could start in
September.

Several Bay Area bus agencies have increased
fares in the past few years.

“We haven't been increasing our fares as
quickly as the other operators have,” Patrick said.
“Riders can still buy our pass at the same price,
and it’s a pretty good discount.”

Riders said they don’t Took forward to paying
more per ride.

“It would be a little harder for me to pay, but
[ don’t have a car,” said Raychelle Washington, a
temporary worker who caught a bus Monday at
the Concord BART station. “The bus is the only
way to get around.”

[C1BAY AREA BUS FARES

Adult one-way fare, regular trip:

MAC Transit, $1.25.

W County Connection, $1.

A Tri Delta Transit, 75 cents.

W Golden Gate Transit, $1.25 to $4.50.
M Livermore-Amador Valley Transit, $1.
M San Francisco Muni, $1.
M|SamTrans, $1.

MVallejo Transit, $1 to $3.

BWestCat, 75 cents.

Source: Metropolitan Transportation Commission .

“It seems like everything else costs more, 1
guess,” said Efram Rothstein, a community col-
lege student.

County Connection earns about $2.4 million
per year from fares. The $1.25 fare would gener-
ate about $400,000 more annually, about the same
amount the agency expects to lose in declining
federal subsidies.

Congress has already slashed financial sup-
port to public transit systems, and more cuts are
proposed. State transit support generated from
sales taxes could also be lower than expected,
Patrick said.

County Connection also plans to start new ser-
vice to the Dublin-Pleasanton BART station, sched-
uled to open this summer. Coaches would con-
nect Danville and San Ramon riders with the new
train stop.

BART will drop some of its BART Express bus
routes when new stations open, and local opera-
tors are supposed to pick up some of those lines.
County Connection wants BART to provide some
sort of subsidy for any routes the bus agency takes
over, but that’s still being discussed.

“All those things cost money,” Patrick said.

The agency operates 24 bus routes in Central
Contra Costa, San Ramon and Danville. Buses
carry an average of 16,500 passengers each week-
day.

Public transit agencies tend to lose about 4 per-
cent of their riders for every 10 percent fare in-
crease, according to the American Public Transit
Association. The County Connection increase
would be 25 percent, but ridership held steady af-
ter the last increase five years ago.

Patrick said he didn’t think another increase
would hurt ridership.

County Connection board members have tight-
ened the agency'’s financial belt by cutting poor-
performing routes and concentrating on more pro-
ductive runs, Patrick said. But that won’t make
up for falling government support.
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Express bus service
will turn to Wheels

By LISA VORDERBRUEGGEN

Staff writer

If it’s April 1 and that bus
rolling up to your stop does not
say “BART Express” on the 51de
it’s not a gag.

Wheels, operated by the Liv-

- ermore Amador Valley Transit Au-
thority, is taking over the BART
express service next month.

The public gets a chance
tonight to ask questions about the
switch and make comments dur-
ing a hearing.

It is part of BART’s plan to get
out of the bus business and save
$1.5 million a year. The BART
board decided it. would be
cheaper to let the local bus ser-
vices — which already have buses
and drivers on the streets — de-
liver commuters to its rail stations.

The routes, pick-up times and
destinations — the Hayward and
Bay Fair BART stations — will re-
main the same. Once the Dublin-
Pleasanton BART operation opens
later this year, the routes will
move to the new station.

Fares are going up on the same
day but not because of Wheels.
BART Express fares are rising,
the third increase in a three-year
rate hike plan.

[CIBART Bus SERVICE

What: BART/Wheels hearing

Where: Dublin Civic Center,
regional meeting room

When: 7 p.m. today

The one-way fare from a stop
in Livermore, Dublin or Pleasan-
ton into a BART station will go up
15 cents to $1.65. The return fare
will jump to $1.15.

Wheels is hiring up to 25 dri-
vers and will put 13 buses on the
streets as part of the BART
takeover, said Wheels spokes-
woman Merrie DuFrene. Many of
the drivers will even be the same
because some of the Express dri-
vers are applying to Wheels.

“We had already purchased 12
buses in order to handle the new
BART station customers after it
opened, so we are ready,”
DuFrene said.

BART will reimburse Wheels
for operations costs until July 1.
Then Wheels will be eligible to
collect up to $360,000 a year in
federal and state transit dollars to
subsidize the service. Meanwhile,
Wheels is moving ahead with its
plans for a new transit center in
downtown Livermore.
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Don’t divert- airport revenue

THE TIMES recently reported
that state Sen. Quentin Kopp
threatened to increase SFO air-
Hne landing fees and give money
to San Francisco in retaliation for
the afrlines’ resistance to pay for
BART's extension to the alrport.

This plays right into the air-
lines' worst fears: that unless
stopped by Congress, cities will
harmfully siphon off airport reve-
nues for non-airport projects.

Kopp's efforts would be better
directed to pressure the airlines
to pay thetr fair share of reducing
San Mateo County traffic conges-
tion caused by the $2.4 billion
alrport expansion that will put
70,000 more automobiles per
day on our roads,

The airlines have resisted even
modest proposals to loosen fed-
cral restrictions to allow
spending airport revenue for
gridlock-reducing improvements.

In 1992, as mayor of Belmont,
I was a member of the Clty
County Assoclation of Govern-
ménts board that finally got some
tentative promises from the air.
port for local transportation im-
provements, but only after we
threatened to sue.

In 1993, Kopp sponsored leg-
islation, at the request of the as-
sociation, to compel SFO to stick
to the same requirements to re-
lieve traffic congestion as thosc
imposed on the cities of San
Mateo County.

The state Senate passed his
bill, but despite the concerted ef-
forts, the Assembly defeated it be-
cause the airlines prevailed on
then-Speaker Willie Brown to kill
it.

Kopp goes too far nmow and
glves credence to the airlines’
fears by demanding the airlines
pay for a bloatcd BART project

that creates more traffic prob-
lems than it solves.

Kopp is especially wrong to at-
tempt to divert alrport revenue to

San Francisco. This shows where

his heart truly Hes. It is not in
San Mateo County.

Gary Orton
Betmont
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By Quentin L. Kopp

“All truth passes through three stag-
es. First, it is ridiculed. Second, it is
violently opposed. Third, it is accepted
as being self-evident.”

— Arthur Schopenhauer

N THE PUBLIC POLICY struggle to
i correct baneful contemporary Amer-

ican laws that grant preferences in
employment, higher education and pub-
lic works contracts on account of race or
gender, one should read the San Francis-
co Superior Court decision enjoining an
award by the San Francisco Airports
Commission of a multimillion-dollar con-
tract for construction of a light-rail sys-
tem as part of the $2.4 billion airport
i expansion.

In March 1996, the air-
port requested bids to
manufacture and install
the light-rail system. The
il request contained the cus-

Kopp tomary technical specifi-
cations but also required that bidders
obey the city and county’s mandate cov-
ering minority- and women-owned sub-
contractors, which required each bidder
to award subcontracts worth at least 12
percent of the bid to such firms. In calcu-
lating obedience to such a “goal,” credit
was awarded if the minority/woman-
owned firm was bona fide, serving a com-
mercially useful function and not acting
as a mere conduit.

Two firms bid. One was Mitsubishi
Heavy Industries, a Japanese company;
the other was ADB Daimler-Benz Trans-
portation (ADtranz) a German company.
On August 23, the bids were opened and
Mitsubishi’s was lower, at $137 million.

After the bids were announced, the
airport commission staff reviewed the
low bid to make sure it was in compliance
with requirements, and the San Francis-
co Human Rights Commission began re-
‘viewing whether it met minority- and

Bad Law ai ht Rail

PEOPLE MOVER GOING NOWHERE FOR NOW

San Francisco airport’s light-rail system,
which SFO hopes to have running by
2001, could take up to 3,100 people to
terminals, car-rental agencies and a
planned BART station. But the project has
been stalled since February 10, when
Superior Court Judge William Cahill
threw out Mitsubishi’s bid to build it.

Mitsubishi came in with the lowest offer,
but the city Human Rights Commission
ruled in November that the company did

not meet requirements for selecting
minority- and woman-owned
subcontractors. Despite the finding, the
Airports Commission in December gave
Mitsubishi the contract anyway — a
move Cahili called improper.

The only other bidder, ADB Daimler-Benz
Transportation (ADtranz), still wants the
contract. lts bid was roughly $20 million
higher than Mitsubishi’s.

gender provisions. Eventually, the HRC
found that three of Mitsubishi’s alleged
minority- or women-owned subcontrac-
tors were shams. One subcontractor,
listed to perform $4,171,800 of concrete
work, possessed only an empty office
with two desks — no material, equipment
or trucks were visible in its “office” — a
warehouse containing an ice cream firm!

Another “minority” firm, listed for
$5,006,160, was supposed to fabricate and
install steel. That company furnished the
wrong address — its “unused and unoc-
cupied office” was inside the yard of a
major crane and rigging company.

In November 1996, the HRC director
informed the Airports Commission that
Mitsubishi’s bid violated city require-
ments for minorities’ and women’s par-
ticipation. She also noted there was a
possibility of saving the bid. The Human
Rights Commission could find that Mit-
subishi made “good-faith efforts” to satis-
fy those requirements. Mitsubishi never
even submitted the legal form necessary
for that subjective finding.

Notwithstanding HRC findings, the
Airports Commission awarded Mitsubi-
shi the contract December 23. ADtranz
filed suit to prevent consummation of the
contract, trial commenced February 10,
and Superior Court Judge William Cahill

ruled that HRC’s findings supervened
the airport’s power to award contracts
and that the - Airports Commission
couldn’t award the light-rail system con-
tract to Mitsubishi, notwithstanding the
savings to taxpayers.

hat’s the lesson? That's easy: San

Francisco law discriminates on the
basis of race and gender. As the only
supervisor who voted against that law in
1983 — a law that costs, and will continue
to cost, San Francisco taxpayers hun-
dreds of millions of dollars — I'm not
surprised by the results. It produces
fraudulent bids. It produces false state-
ments by grasping contractors. It causes
public officials to ignore transparent bid-
ding deceit. It fouls the rubric of honest
government.

Instead of improving the people’s gov-
ernment, the racial and gender prefer-
ence law nullifies honesty and probity in
spending taxpayer funds, while complai-
sant supervisors and lick-spittle adher-
ents blissfully ignore the consequences
of a morally bankrupt and demoralizing
system.

State Senator Quentin L. Kopp, an indepen-
dent, represents San Francisco and San Mateo
counties.
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Suspects sought
in BART shooting

RICHMOND BART police are looking
for one and possibly two juveniles in
connection with a robbery and shooting
early Saturday at the Richmond BART
station, 1700 Nevin Ave. o

At 1:35 a.m., a man was accosted by a
youth described as about 16, 5-foot-9,
wearing a hooded puffy black jacket and
light blue jeans, police said. He threat-
ened the man at gunpoint and demand-
ed that he hand over his belongings.

The victim gave up his baseball cap
and started to run away when the youth
shot him twice in the leg, then ran west
down MacDonald Avenue, police said.
Officers believe a second juvenile may
have been involved.



San I

Huening and Rail Safety

Editor — Iam sorry, but Supervi-
sor Tom Huening js wrong again

about rail safety. What he did not say
was that the San Mateo County Trans-
portation Authority researched how
many people were hit by flying ob-
Jects since the Joint Powers Board
took over the commute service,

For 120 years, the commute trains
were operated by Southern Pacific.
Objects that were hit by trains were
generally placed on the tracks by ju-
veniles who would hide on the
boundaries of the rightof-way, to see
what would happen. :

Today we have 60 comrnute trains
being operated by people with
enough c&ncerm to place “Active
Raliroad No Trespassing” signs, at a
cost of $125,000 to the taxpayer. The
penalty Is a violation of the penal

code.
If someone in thelr right mind ‘
was hit by a flying object while they
"were trespassing within the right-of-
way, do you think they would report
it to the authorities? I do not believe
they would, because they would have
10 pay a fine for getting injured.
JAMES BARRY
Brotherhood of Locomotive
Engineers
San Jose

ucisce Chronicte

Friday, February 28,1997

Weighing In on !xiensiop

Editor — Heré we are again with
a very clear message that the majori-
ty of San Matco County wants the
BART-SFO extension. :

Now, let me see: 'nxerq was re-
cently an anti-BART petition circulat-
ed for six months and only 6,000 peo-
ple signed it, short of the 22,000 that
are needed for it to be voted on. The
county voters have already endorsed
BART projects in 1985 and 1967,

I think Sena‘t:i; Q?en:n P lf:;d
it the way it is: “The (anf }
ple have beet:eadcmins all the ;ub.
licity while lent majorityes-
chos et vy s

rt

The signal has been sent again in
1997. The taxpayers and voters realize
that we must move this project
ahead. We want the expansion of
BART service, we want BART to go.
to the airport, We want a BART-Cal-
Train connection in Millbrae,

What fs it goi';x_g to take to get this
roject to move
P I hope Washington, D.C., s paying

attention. CAROL TANZY
Burlingame
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Connect to Millbrae

Editor — Citizens of the entire
Bay Area, not just those living and
working on the Peninsula, would be
better served by having a BART-Cal-
Train and SamTrans connection in
Millbrae,

" Not only would their travel chofc-
es be expanded by this intermodal
connection, it would offer greater
convenlence for accessing the San
Franclsco Afrport as well. It would
. additionally reduce traftic conges-
tion on the freeways and bridges, re-
;‘ulﬂng in a positive effect on air qual-

ty,
We've had years of talking, but
now it's time for action. BART now!
BILL TEN BENSEL
San Mateo

ce Clronicle

Extend BARY

Editor — Every station added to
the BART system offers more utility
to passengers from other stations and
increased ridership. Each new rider
reduces the unit cost of operating the
system. Each new rider decreasesthe
number of autos clogging our high-
ways and streets.

‘The proposed extension of BART
to South San Francisco, San Bruno,
the airport and Milibrae will serve
hundreds of thousands throughout

" theBay Area.

. Each delay in funding the pro-
posed expansion results in unneces-
sary additional costs to all.

We cannot afford not to get going

on this project.
MELVIN PINCUS
: Millbrae
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BART-to0-SFO project shifts focus

Officials eye
Congress funds

—_———

By Ronna Abrarmeon

and Dan Seaver
STAFF WRITERS

While officials continue to
spar over financing for the
BART extension to San Fran-
clsco International Atrport,
some of the focus is ehlﬁh;rg to
winning federal funds from
Cangress,

Project supparters would like
to have backing from the air-
lines, given the industry’s lob-
bying power in Congress, but lo
the of an ongolng dispute
over sharing the costa of n air-
port BART station, they Insiat it
fsn’‘t crucial.

Alrlines opposing the 8.2
mile extension to the awrport
and Miilbrae appeared to have
resolved their differences with

BART during a Feb. 14 meeting
in San Franeisco.
But that tentative agreement

" that had alrlines sharing the

cos{ of the airport statton has
since unraveled.

"l am very disappointed in
tone of negotiatfons,” BART
General Manager Tom Mar,
satd Thursday after talking with
alrport and airline officials. ~It
is very disconcerting that we are
not making any progress.”

Edqually disappolnited was Ed
Mcrlis, sendor vice president for
the Atr Transport Association,
who negotiates on the airlines’
behalf. :

Both sides accused thelr
counterparts of reneging. the
teniative deal. and the argument
over who should pay what has
resumed,

Giving the slow and pesst-
mistic tonc of nepotiations.
some BART supporters are
looklng past the alrlines to Cou-

ess, where flnal approval of

e 8750 milifon federal share

of the £1.67 billion project will
be granted.

"It would be helpful to have
the airlines’ support, but the
real decision is made in the
halls of Congress." said San
Mateo County Supervisor Tom
Huening, who sits on the Sam-
Trans board. “The inability to
strike a deal does not mean an
¢nd 1o the airport expansfon.”

SamTrana s providing the
local funding for the extension
project. o

U.S. Sen. Dianne Feingtein
had urged that talks betwesn
DART and the airlines continue,
bul she said her support for
BART does not hinge on a deal
with alrlines.

"I will fully continue to fight
for this funding, she satd.

The current funding proposal
has the rt covering $113
milion of the $197 mililon for
construction on airport prop-
crty. The atriines’ portion of
that would be an estimated 87.5
milion ayear.
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funding pact

Federal money
will be hard to get

without agreement
By Erin McCormick

OF THE EXAMINER STAFF

San Francisco International
Airport officials are trying to revive
negotiations between BART and
the airline industry in hopes of
quelling the airlines’ opposition to
the BART-to-the-airport project.

‘But a round of telephone ne-
gotiations Thursday between Air-
ports Director John Martin and
officials of BART and United Air-
lines failed to make any progress
toward ending the impasse, which
has stalled congressional approval
of the $1.2 billion funding package
for the project.

Airport spokesman Ron Wilson
said talks would continue Friday.
“These are really very delicate ne-
gotiations,” he said. '

The airlines’ lobbying against -

the funding scheme for the project,
which initially would have included
$200 million in airport revenue
contributed by the airlines, has put
the plan to extend BART into the
airport on hold indefinitely.
BART offered to lower the air-
port’s contribution to $113 million.
But neither side was happy with
the tone of the talks, and each
charged the other with underhand-
ed negotiating.
" Thursday’s discussions weren’t

exactly amicable,

“The talks were not productive
at all,” said Tom Margro, BART’s
general manager. “We've been try-
ing to address the issues, but they
won’t budge.”

Airline industry representative
Ed Merlis charged that BART had
moved the negotiations backward.

“We were disappointed that at-
tempts were made to renegotiate
issues that were already behind
us,” said Merlis, spokesman for the
Air Transport Association. “In this
call, issues that had been settled all
of a sudden cropped up again.”

BART officials argued that they
never promised some of the things
that the airlines are now agking for,
such as a 25 percent discount on
BART fares for all 40,000 airline

employees at SFO.
BART and the airlines have ex-
pressed concern that the talks,

- which started Feb. 14, are on the

verge of falling apart. Without an
agreement, BART will have a
tough time winning congressional
approval for the airport extension.

“It may make it a little harder
for us, maybe a lot harder,” Margro
said. “But we’re not going to give
Up." )
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Kopp’s plan is illegal

A RECENT article indicated
that state Sen. Quentin Kopp has
threatened to force an increase in
airline landing fees at San Fran-
cisco International Airport and
pass the money along to the city
of San Francisco in retaliation for
the airlines’ unwillingness to ac-
cede to BART's demands to pay
hundreds of millions of dollars
for BART’s proposed extension to
SFO and beyond.

Unfortunately for Kopp, his
threatened action is prohibited by
federal law, for good reason.

Virtually all airport revenues

P

It is unfair to ask
airport users to
pay for municipal
services which
they don’t
benefit from.

ultimately derive from air passen-
gers. For example, federal funds
come from the Airways Trust
Fund, generated by taxes on pas-
senger tickets. '

Airports derive local revenues -

from airline landing fees, which
are eventually passed on to pas-
sengers.

It is fundamentally unfair to
ask airport users to pay for var-
fous municipal services that they
don’t benefit from.

Why should airport users pay
higher airline fares in order to re-
duce the revenue needs of San
Francisco?

Federal law requires that air-

port revenues be used for the
capital and operating costs of an
airport, or for transportation sys-
tems that directly benefit air pas-
sengers.

The current SFO payment to
the city of San Francisco is
exempt, since it existed before
the federal law was passed.
BART's plans do not meet this
requirement.

Why should airport station pa-
trons pay a special, added fare, a
surcharge applicable only to
them, that goes into BART's gen-
eral revenue pot? Why should air
passengers be forced to pay the
entire cost of tracks passing
through the airport, which may
carry BART passengers to other
destinations instead?

BART, with its fares and sur-
charges and substantial tax sub-
sidies, expects others to pay
billions for its continual expan-
sion.

This is fundamentally unfair
and Kopp still doesn’t get it.

. Jon Twitchell

Transportation Consultant

Coalition for a One-Stop Terminal



§an Francizee EYronidde

THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 27, 1997

SFO Tries to Get
BART Extension
Talks Back on Track

Deal derailed by feud with airlines

By Benjamin Pimentel
Chronicle Peninsula Bureau

San Francisco airport officials will hold talks with
United Airlines today in an attempt to salvage negoti-
ations with airlines opposing BART’s planned exten-
sion to SFO. »

SFO General Manager John Martin said the talks
will be held through a series of telephone conversa-
tions and will involve mainly United and the airport
— although they hope to bring in- BART and other
interested parties later.

“We are going to be back at the table with United,
trying to move toward an agreement,” he said. “After
this first round of dlscussmn we need to bring all the
parties into it.”

Officials from United, one of the biggest employ-
ers in the Bay Area, could not be reached for com-
ment yesterday.

Talks between SFO, BART and the airlines broke
down this week, threatening the $1.2 billion project
that is struggling to get enough money to get off the
ground.

The three had met February 14 at City Hall and
agreed to share $200 million of the cost — the amount
to be used for construction on airport property.

The deal called for the airlines to pay $113 million
through higher airport fees, although their contribu-
tion will be limited to $7.5 million a year.

‘BART would pay $2.5 million in annual rent to

SFO, and the airport would raise
the rest of the money needed im-
mediately by such measures as
raising concession fees and cutting
costs, according to the agreement.

The airlines, represented by
the Air Transport Association, a

. Washington lobbying group, com-

plained that SFO was pushing a
side agreement that would have
made the airlines pay more than
$113 million. Martin said today’s
talks would try to settle that issue.

For its part, BART denounced
the airlines for demanding fare
discounts for their employees,
which the transit agency said
would have cost $1.5 million. BART
is also pushing to limit the rent pe-
riod to 30 years, as opposed to the
50 years demanded by the airlines.
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Also Contra Costa Times

BART airport talks resume
after negotiations stalled

Associated Press

SAN FRANCISCO — After briefly
stalling, negotiations between BART
and the airlines opposing its planned
extension to San Francisco Interna-
tional Airport are scheduled to re-
sume. ‘

The breakdown briefly threatened

- federal funding for the $1.2 billion
project. Project leaders are still strug-
gling to get financing from Wash-
ington despite- strong opposition
from the airlines.

Talks broke off Tuesday, airports
director John Martin said. But the
airport and United Airlines planned
to go back to the negotiating table
today, he said. .

“Everybody thought yesterday
they were off,” Martin said Wednes-
day. “But they are back on again.”

“We’re in a very sensitive stage of
the negotiations so I can’t go into de-
tails to explain what the topics of dis-
cussion are beyond saying that they
obviously apply to the financial terms
of the proposed agreement, which is
an agreement between BART, the air-
lines and the airport,” he added.

U.S. Sen. Dianne Feinstein, who
helped convene Valentine’s Day ne-
gotiations between the airlines and
BART, said she had hoped an agree-
ment could be reached that would
help Bay Area congressional leaders

lobby for the project.

“I'm profoundly disappointed,”
the California Democrat said. “What
is clear to me is that the airlines are
effectively opposing BART to the air-
port.”

The airlines and BART blamed
each other for the failure of the talks.

Negotiators for the airlines said
that it was agreed in the meeting that
the airlines, SFO and BART would
share the $200 million cost of get-
ting the project off the ground.

According to Ed Merlis, the Air
Transport Association’s senior vice
president for government affairs, the
deal called for the airlines to pay
$113 million through higher airport
fees, while BART paid $2.5 million
in annual rent to SFO.

SFO would raise the rest of the -

money needed immediately by such
measures as raising concession fees
and cutting costs.

But Merlis said SFO also pushed
a separate agreement to' make the
airlines pay more than $113 million.

BART board member Dan
Richard, however, blamed the air-
lines for making additional demands.

The transit agency agreed to pay
$2.5 million annual rent for 50 years,
despite strong opposition, he said.
But the airlines then added a demand
that BART give about $1.5 million in

fare discounts to airline employees.

SFO General Manager John Mar-
tin said he was “certainly not opti-
mistic” that a final agreement could
be reached.

‘e



BART plan
for line to
SFO hits
new snag

Anlines, transit
agency accuse each
other of reneging

By Erin McCormick
and Larry D. Hatfield

OF THE EXAMINER STAFF

The contentious plan to extend
BART into San Francisco Interna-
tional Airport has run into still
another roadblock with the airlines
and the transit agency accusing
each other of reneging on a deal on
who’s going to pay for it.

Lobbying from the powerful air-
lines, which oppose using $200 mil-
lion in airport money for the proj-
ect, has stalled congressional ap-
proval of the $1.2billion deal,
jeopardizing the plan’s future.

Now, BART officials said Tues-
day night, a compromise hashed
out two weeks ago with the help of

Sen. Dianne Feinstein, D-Calif.,

and Mayor Brown has fallen apart.
. BART blamed the airlines. The
airlines blamed BART.

Under the deal outlined in a
Valentine’s Day meeting in the
mayor’s office, the airline industry
would have dropped its protests
about the project’s cost if less of the
construction money came from the
airport’s coffers, which are stocked
with money paid by airlines for
landing fees and rent.

BART, in turn, would have had
to kick in extra money in the form
of yearly payments to the airport.

But negotiations broke down
over the details last weekend,
BART spokesman Mike Healy
said Tuesday night.

“I don’t think we'd characterize
the talks as falling apart — but
they’re not going well,” Healy said.
“We thought we had the makings
of a deal. And they kept adding
things.

Ban Francisco Hxaminer

Wednesday, February 26, 1997

“Money is the key. It's all about
money.”

Ed Metlis, senior vice president

. for government affairs of the Air

Transport Association, said it was
BART that kept adding things.

He said the airlines were willing
to live up to what was agreed to on
Feb. 14 and that it was BART that
was changing the conditions.

In the meeting, he said, it was
agreed the airlines, the airport and
BART would share the $200 mil-
lion cost of starting the project.

The airlines would pay
$113 million in higher airport fees
under the deal, he said, while
BART would pay $2.5 million a
year in rent and SFO would pay the
‘rest through higher concession
fees, cost-cutting and other mea-
sures.

But the deal unraveled, Merlis
said, when airport and city negotia-
tors pushed for a side agreement to
put more of the deal’s costs back on
the airlines.

Saying he was surprised that the

~airlines were being accused of re-

neging, Merlis said, “We were
ready to sign the term sheet agreed
to on Feb. 14. We’re not ready to
sign the side agreement.”

Indeed, in a letter sent to Fein-
stein Monday by United Airlines
Chief Executive Officer Gerald
Greenwald, the airlines said the
agreement reached in the Valen-
tine’s Day meeting “must be legally
binding” and the proposed side
agreement by The City and the
airport violates the pact.

Greenwald proposed that either
the Feb. 14 term sheet be honored
or, failing that, “we should extend
our ‘truce’ one week (until Feb. 28)
in order to establish an accord, and

not continue our individual lobby-

ing effort.”

The ATA, based in Washington,
D.C,, said it does not want a prece-
dent set under which cities could
use airport money to pay for tran-
sit projects off airport property.

In fact, opponents say, such an
arrangement would violate federal
laws requiring money raised by air-
ports to be spent to improve those
airports. They say BART has dra-
matically overestimated the costs
of the parts of the project that
should fall within the airport’s re-
sponsibility. :

BART General Manager Tom
Margro said the transit system had
offered to reduce the airport’s
share of the cost to $113 million
and agreed to pay $2.5 million a

year to the airport for 30 years.

He said the airlines had come
back late last week with a counter-
offer asking for BART to make
payments for 50 years, plus giving
airline employees 25 percent dis-
counts on BART tickets, a benefit
that Margro said would cost BART
$1.5 million a year.

“That’s just not possible,” Mar-
gro said. “I believe the airlines are
trying to take advantage of the sit-
uation.”

But if the airlines don't drop
their opposition, getting the
$750 million in federal grants that
have been all but promised for the
project could be nearly impossible.

BART hopes to start construc-
tion on the extension later this year
if the federal funding comes
through. The line to the airport

and Millbrae would open sometime
after 2000.
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‘Transit-First’ at SFO?

Editor — “S.F. Awrport Warns
Of Possible Delays” (Chronicle,
January 7) begs the question of
how SFO implements San Fran-
visco’s “Transit First” policy. Pas-
sengers who arrive via shuttles
and buses with many folks
aboard help relieve traffic con-
gestion while “kiss and fly” drop-
offs increase congestion, not only
during days when airport con-
struction activities reduce the
number of lanes available but
even during much of the days
when all lanes are available. As
those who arrive via “kiss and
fly” incur no cost, they flood the
airport and cause especially frus-
trating congestion during peak
times.

Aslunderstand it, SFO's new
layout when the expansion is
completed will force passengers
arriving or departing on shuttles
to use a transit center and trans-
fer to SFO's new airport light-rail
system. Will “kiss and fly” drop-
offs still be allowed to drive right
up to the terminal instead of be-
ing forced to use and pay for
short-term parking? If so, they
should have to pay a fee such as
. 82 per vehicle for causing traffic -
congestion at the airport ($5 dur-
ing the busiest times of the year?)
instead of using mass transit or a
shuttle. This would be a much
more appropriate manner to
raise any money necessary for
the expansion of BART into SFO
than a ticket fee which hits even
those being environmentally and
socially responsible.

KEN NIEMI
San Francisco
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Avoid delays to SFO
by planning ahead

FROM STAFF REPORTS

P} to keep the trav-
eling public informed about
construction projects at San
Francisco International Air-
port with ads and news bul-
letins, airport officials
nonetheless suggested that
the best way to avold missing
flights was to allow extra time
to get to the airport.

Construction on the
$2.4 billion airport expan-

sion, including a new Interna- -

tional Terminal, has closed

down lanes to and from pas-

senger terminals.

Lane closures are expected
to continue on and off for the
next two years, as builders
will construct the elevated
multi-story terminal, parking
garages and rafl stations for
BART and the airport light

‘rail systen Most of that
project wil span the roadway
connectitgg the Bayshore

Freeway vith the airline ter- - -

minals. ,

Afrport officials cite sev-
eral ways to find out about
possible ¢lays:

» Look for advertisements
in the bisiness and travel
sections d the newspaper.

» Tuns to SFO's radio sta-

tion, 1610 AM, for informa-

tion.

» Looxfor tramc informa-
tion on fte changeable mes-
sage sign o U.S. 101.

» And llave plenty of time
for travel t¢ and from the alr-
port, cspedally during peak
travel houry -

Motorist§ can also avold
traffic delayt by dropping de-
parting paséngers of on the
lower arrival; level.
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IN A recent letter attacking
state Sen. Quentin Kopp, I-San
Francisco, and BART regarding
the extension to San Francisco
Intemational Afirport, cardroom
owner Dennis Sammut again
claims to be just another con-
cerned citizen interested only in
the public good.

The reality may be far dif-
ferent.

Why else would he have re-
portedly spemt more than
$200,000 to lobby agatnst the
SFO exiension in Washington,
D.C?

His remarks can only be taken
in the context that he has con-
vinced himself that the adopted
BART plan would negatively af-
fect his business and real estate
holdings.

Sammut claims his plan costs
$300 million less to build and $7
million less to operate annually.
That's hardly a surprise, since 1t
doesn't include a station even
near the airport, nor another stop
in Milibrae.

It's hardly a surprise, since an
alrport extension would attract
significantly more passengers.

Sammut ‘ claims that this
project diverts money from other
Bay Area transit needs. Nothing
could be further from the truth.

This profect has attracted
8750 miilion in discretionary fed-
eral transit dollars back to the
Bay Area that otherwise would go
to some other region.

.

inere is also a substantial in-
vestment being made by San
Francisco International Airport
which would not have been made
without the afrport terminus as

. well as state investment.

- It should be recqgnized that
Kopp has a long and abiding in-
terest in public transit.

A staunch BART supporter, he
champloned the SFO extension
from the outset, and is widely
credited with bringing about an
agreement for an internal airport
station. :

: Melvin S§. Pincus
Milbrae
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San Bruno Being Wooed
As Next Bustling Hub

A Los Angeles developer s try-
ing to entice San Bruno to prepare
amaster plan to build four hotels
and a large petall and entertain-
ment complex at a transportation
hub near San Francisco Interna-
tional Alrport.

Chwistian Frece, president of
the development company Gest,
said the San Bruno station would
be similar to the great transporta-
tion hubs of Europe —a conllu.
ence of airline, auto and mass tran-
sit passengers that would draw en-
trepreneurs tothe area.

The profect could generate as
much as §4 miltion a year lor the
city In hotel tax revenue, Frere

told San Bruno officials.

“I do believe the people of San
* Bruno have a unique chance to
make something huge and make
something important,” Frere said
in a telephone interview.

San Bruno City Manager Frank
Hedley and Chamber of Com-
merce officials reviewed an infor-
mal proposal by Frere for a hotel/
office/entertainment complex a

 month ago, and Hedley said he’ll
present Frere's ideas to the City
Council at Monday's meeting.

_THE BULLET TRAIN: Frere is react-
ing to the recommendation last
month by the state Intercity High
Speed Rail Commission that a
high-speed train system be built to
run from San Diego to Sacramen:
to, with stations at Los Angeles and
San Francisco and a stop at SFO.

The $20.7 billion rail project —
expected to come to the public for
a vote by 2000 — would have trains
traveling atspeeds of 220 mph and
carry an estimated 20 million pas.
sengers a year.

That would include § million
passengers in and out of SFO,
Frere said.

Frere's concept calls for put-
ting a BART/CalTrain/high-speed
rail station at a parcel on the east-
ern edge of the city, adjacent to
the Bayshore and now occupied by
an elementary school, a Little
League field and wetlands.

But San Bruno's couneil, which -

has a contentious history over
BART, is on record supporting
construction of a BART station at
Tanforan Park Shopping Center,
and that’s the hub's rub.

PENINSULA
'INSIDER

- Mark Simon

Frere's site is about a mile away
from Tanforan, and even he ac-
knowledges "we are not going to
put astation at every mile.”

San Bruno officlals, not to men-
tion Tanforan officials, think a
BART station at the shopping cen-
ter would be a dandy idea, chocka-
block with chances to take advan-
tage of international air passen.
gers who would stop en route to
SFO for one last shopping binge.

But Frere said a station at Tan.

" foran “makes no sense for many

reasons. If you bave a station like
this, it should be connected to the
other transportation modes.”

A MASTER PLAN: The city, Frete
said, should do a master plan for
the area that includes a transporta-

" tion depot, and then sit back and

count the money.

“The minute there's a master
plan like this, then all the hotel
chains in the world are going to
jump on it,” he said.

“You can imagine the attrac-
tion and potential for San Bruno
when all these transportation
modes are rounded up in one sta-
tion,” Frere said.

Frere's proposal is rematrkably
similar to a transportation hub
long proposed by Dennls Sam-
mutt, owner of Artichoke Joe's,
the San Bruno card casino.

Sammutt has been concerned
that BART plans would have the
train system cut through his prop-
erty, and he has an extensive pro-
posal for a massive retail complex
built around a BART site just a lit-
tle farther down the line.

Sammutt “wants to connect all
the stations together at CalTrain,
and he'sright,” Frere said, adding
that he has no association with
Sammutt.
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United’s Unfriendly Skies

Airline’s Fight Against
BART Extension
Hurts Passengers

By Tom Hueniné

NITED AIRLINES’ skies over the
Peninsula have not been friendly
to the extension of BART to San
Francisco International Airport.
Through their industry group, the Air-
line Transport Association (ATA), they
are trying to kill the approved BART
“xtension directly into the airport.

With United’s support, the ATA has
lobbied Congress not to approve federal
" funds for the extension. They further
lobbied the San Francisco Board of Su-
pervisors not to approve the airport local
share of the project.

Officially, United supports the old
and rejected extension alternative that
stopped short of the airport across the
freeway. By continuing to support this
unbuildable version, they try to maintain
the myth of public mindedness and sup-
port for public transit.

In fact, they seem not to care how the
flying public actually gets to and from
their boarding gates. They seem uncon-
cerhed that the flying public is also the
driving public who will be caught in ever-

. increasing congestion near the airport.
Especially with the airport expansion un-

der way, traffic will grind to a halt with-
out adequate transit.

Pretending to support transit while
lobbying against it and preparing to sue
to stop this vital BART extension project
is not in the best interest of United Air-
lines or its passengers. Its stance against

the approved BART extension is certain-
ly not the action of a civic-minded corpo-
ration.

trong written support to Congress

for the currently approved and local-
ly funded alternative (directly into the
airport) would be strong evidence that
United -Airlines wants to be friendly on
the ground as well as in the skies.

San Mateo County appreciates Unit-
ed’s jobs and contributions to the com-
munity. United can show its appreciation
by publicly supporting the approved
BART extension plan and by publicly
disavowing the position of the ATA.

Tom Huening is a San Mateo County supervi-
sor, chairman of the San Mateo County Transit
District (SamTrans) and author of Measure K,
which proposes BART's extension to San Fran-
cisco International Airport.
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EDITORIALS

Airlines Try to Ambush
BART-to-Airport Plan

BART-t0-SFO plan is fast approaching

~one of its most critical thresholds. Bar-

ring intervention from Congress or the

Clinton administration, on January 27 the

Federal Aviation Administration will final-

ly be cleared to commit $750 million in

federal funds to extend BART to San Fran-
cisco International Airport.

If that happens, the airport would have
the goahead to
start construction,
with the goal of a

THE EXHAUSTIVELY contemplated

The latest

BART station at
. the nation’s fifth
scheme is busiest airport by
the year 2000.
not e erfect, Not so fast, say
but it the airlines.
. Their industry
is far better lobbying group —
than the the Air Transport
- . Association — has
-Stte been engaged in an
option all-out, last-ditch

effort to stop the

rizing the BART-to-
SFO funding. (See “Open Forum,” next
page). They have been working hard on key
legislators, such as Representative Frank
Wolf, chairman of the House Appropria-
tions transportation subcommittee. '
The airlines’ main argument is that the
project violates the federal law that airport
funding cannot be used for non-airport pur-
poses,. In essence, they claim that the BART-

FAA from autho-

to-SFO project is not really an-airport pro-
ject because the line would also carry pas-
sengers headed for other stops.

Their argument does not wash. This pro-
ject, quite clearly, is directly related to the
airport. Following their logic, the only way
BART would get full federal funding would
be to make the airport the end of the line.
Talk about government inefficiency.

The airlines’ real motive, skeptics sug-
gest, is that they do not want to contribute
to the project through higher SFO landing

. fees — which, by the way, are among the '

nation’s lowest.

ust to muddy the matter, the airline

lobbyists have carted out assorted old
arguments against bringing BART into the
International Terminal. They argue for the
considered-and-rejected plan to put the
BART station on the west side of Highway
101, which would force passengers to take a
bus or rail link to the terminals.

The latest scheme is not perfect, but it is
far better than the off-site option. BART
passengers will be able to walk or take a
short ride on the people mover to the do-
mestic terminals. :

This plan represents real mass-transit
service to the airport. The alternative does
not. This one also represents a very ardu-
ously achieved regional consensus.

Government policymakers need to
weigh the benefits of this venture — to the
economy, air quality, traffic — against the
narrow and shortsighted interests of the
airline mdustry
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Plain faots_about BART and SFO

A WRITER has suggested that
the BART-SFO extension is
widely opposed In San Malco
County and serfously questione 1
in Washington, D.C. Neither i:
true.

The airport exlension is sup-

ported by a majority of elected of- |

fictals in four of the five citles
along the route. The only opposi-
tion is found In Burlingame,

where the City Councit is split

over the matter.

As to Congress, it was due to
the concerns of a joint House-
Senate conference committee that
BART and SamTrans adopted the
current plan to reach the airport
by acrfal guideways over Highway
101, rather than bored tunnels
beneath the freeway.

The committce endorsed the
change, which BART made in re-
sponse to direction from the
committce to cut the project's
cost by $200 million. The com-
mittee also wanted confirmation
of local financing, which BART
fulfilled in late October with
adoption of a wide-ranging
agrcement with San Francisco In-
ternational Atrport.

So who is the opposition? The
writer acknowledges the promi-
nent role played by the owner of
Artichoke Joe's, a San Bruno
card room that will be impacted
by the project. He also mentions
the 1995 San Mateo County Civil
Grand Jury and Elected Officials
for Responsible Transit.

It should be noted that the
grand jury report on the exten-
slon was so riven with miscon-
ceptions and factual Inaccuracies
that it drew a rebuke from the
president of the San Mateo
County Board of Supervisors and
caused SamTrans to publish a
special newsletter Just to set the
record straight.

As to Elected Officials for Re-
spounsible Transit, it is a loosely-
organized group formed to op-
pose this project. In contrast,
consider that the City/County As-
soclation of Governments, or C/
CAG, which serves as San Mateo
County’s official congestion man-
agement and alrport planning
group, has deemed the BART-
SFO extension to be the most ef-
fective transit improvement now
on the drawing board. -

Finally, the writer advocates a
one-stop terminal west of the air-
port that could be shared by
BART, CalTrain and high-speed
rail, if and when that arrives.

He ignores the fact that both
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
and the California Department of
Fish and Game made clear their
strong opposition to such a plan
due to the presence of endan-
gered species in the wetlands
area once considered for such a
station.

Gordon L. Dito
Milborae
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LETTERS

Also The Independent

- Give the facts on
BART — then a vote

Editor: . ‘

A recent letter to the editor
stated “San Mateo County
voters are getting more transit
service- than ‘they  had

expected” with the addition of -

the Millbrae BART station. I
agree that voters. are getting
more than they expected.
However, given the fact that
SamTrans is contributing $230

“million’ to_the prOJect (whxch’

may cause a serio
"our bus services), glven the fact
that the extension beyond SFO
costs an . additional
million to build and given the
fact that by placing a 3,000-¢ar
parking facility in Millbrae the

traffic problems may increase .

-in that ‘area, shouldn't the
.voters have the right to decide
if they want it?

A lot has happened since
1987 when the people of San
Mateo County voted to extend
BART to a location near SFO.
~.When the public voted 10
years ago, they were voting on'a

concept. The route, the costs .

and the environmental impacts
-were not yet known. The 1987
measure was only meant to
give ‘direction with - the

~ understanding that final voter’
approval would be necessary at”

a later date,

Although Senator Kopp and I

-haven't agreed on much since
he gave his support to the

$250°

current BART extension, we do
agree that the 1996 San Mateo
County grand- jury's recent
recommendation regarding
BART was worded so vaguely

that it is hard to tell exactly

what it called for.
It has been said that only a
small minority opposes BART's
current extension plan. Where
have those people been for the
past 20 years?

Ever since the idea of BART
extending down the Peninsula
was. first introduced, the city of
Bur}mgame has~objected -
BART's efforts to enter its
borders. COST (Coalition for a
One Stop Terminal) currently
has over 700 members who
reside on the Peninsula ‘and
who object to the -BART
extension from SFO to Millbrae
and Burlingame. ,

Peninsula Rail 2000, Train
Riders Association of California

. (TRAC), a local chapter of the
Sierra Club, a. Millbrae . citizens

advisory group and San Mateo

- County’s 1995 grand jury have

all raised serious concerns and
objections to BART's current
expansion plan.

COST’s concept of a one stop
terminal west of SFO differs
significantly from a similar plan
previously . rejected for
environmental reasons. .

In COST’s model, the one stop

. terminal west of SFO has no

large BART parking facility. It
would be a “transfer only”
platform between CalTrain,

BART and the Light Rail. A large -

parking facility near SFO would
act as a “traffic magnet” and
exacerbate the problem .rather
than help to reduce it.. '

- By eliminating a large parking
facility from the . plan, the
negative -environmental impact
to the area and on Highway 101
would be greatly reduced. Public
Transit should be an alternative

“to the automobile!

~The future. of CalTrain,
SamTrans, Burlingame and the
Peninsula may be at stake. I will
be ready to “move on” when the -

- voters: are given all the facts as

well as the chance to decide. _
‘Glenn Mendelson -
Burlingame
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