COMMUNLICGATLIONS
March 15, 2006
TO: California Transportatidn Commission Members

FROM: California‘s Intercity Rail Corridors:
Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority (CCJPA)
Los Angeles-San Diego-San Luis Obispo (LOSSAN)
Rail Corridor Agency,
San Joaquin Valley Rail Committee (SJVRC),
Coast Rail Coordinating Council (CRCC)

RE: ~  Statewide Rail-Transit Projects and Available Public -
Transportation Account (PTA) Revenues

We understard the programming dilemma faced by the California

Transportation Commission and its staff. While there is a funding
shortfall for highway projects, there are insufficient projects to fully utilize the projected $1.3 billion in
programming capacity for statewide rail and transit projects in the Public Transportation Account (PTA).
As PTA funds provide operating and capital funds to California’s intercity rail corridors, we feel obligated to
resolve this dilemma. We are grateful that the draft 2006 Interregional Transportation Improvement
Program (ITIP) includes $34 million for new intercity rail programming, yet the release of additional PTA

" funds would allow many ready-to-go, critically needed intercity rail projects to move forward (such as new
rolling stock for expanded services and routes, highway grade-separations, and goods movement
improvements in shared frenght rail corrldors)

We acknowledge that the Commission’s flex:bnlxty is limited. The Commission is statutorily restricted to the
"75/25 split” for the regional and interregional programs. While the intercity rail corridors are recognized
recipients of PTA funds, we are aware that our colleagues and peers in the transit agencies across the State -
stand to gain from any additional PTA funds. We, the intercity rail agencies, are available to work
with other PTA-eligible agencies to assist the CTC and free up the unintended constraints on the
ability of the Commission to program and allocate the unprogrammed capacity in the PTA.

Over the past fifteen years, the State has invested over $1.75 billion in intercity rail corridors primarily
through allocations from the CTC, resulting in the nation's most successful state-supported intercity rail

" program. These investments have resulted in faster, more frequent and convenient intercity train service,
lmproved stations and increased train ridership that has reached record levels.

We stand ready to work with the Commission and other PTA eligible transit agencies to get more PTA funds
flowing into the State's public transit system. Thank you and we look forward to working with you to find a
way to fund these important projects with PTA funds. :

Dho.. W

HON. ART BROWN, HON. ROGER DICKINSON, HON. HARVEY HALL, HON. DAVE POTTER,
Chair, LOSSAN Chair, CCJPA - Chair, SJVRC Chair, CRCC :

Cc:  Sunne Wright McPeak, Secretary; Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
Will Kempton, Director, Caltrans
William D. Bronte, Chlef Caltrans Division of Rail
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Attachment 2 -

March 8, 2006

s TO: Conference Committee on Infrastructure Bonds:
LOSSAN | ‘ Honorable Dennis Hollingsworth
Honorable Kevin Murray_
L) i Honorable Wesley Chesbro
' ' Honorable John Laird

Honorable Judy Chu

Honorable Rick Keene

FROM: California’s Intercity Rail Corridors

SUBJECT: SUPPORT FOR INTERCITY PASSENGER RAIL

The Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority (CCJPA), San Joaquin Valley Rail Committee (SJVRC),
Los Angeles-San Diego-San Luis Obispo (LOSSAN) Rail Corridor Agency, and the Coast Rail
Coordinating Council (CRCC) urge you to support increased infrastructure bond funding for the
state’s intercity passenger rail program.

The Governor has included $500 million for intercity rail in the Strategic Growth Plan. While this is
an excellent start, there are additional needs that can help build upon the success of intercity rail
in providing alternatives to driving our busy freeway corridors. California is second only to New
York in ridership.

The Majority Report proposes $1 billion in a consolidated rail/transit program. While we are
‘encouraged by the Report's inclusion of intercity rail, a look at the details shows that intercity -
services would be eligible for only $61 million of these funds, or 6 percent.

We urge you to consider the attached list of strategic principles:

e Establish an intercity rail improvement account.

« Promote the ability of rail agencies to spend over the short-term.

» Allocations should follow a known process (e.g., Proposition 116)

e Capital invested in private rights-of-way should require a public benefit

« Funding for grade separations/sealed corridors/crossings should be a separate funding source

Over the past fifteen years, the State has invested over $1.75 billion in our intercity rail corridors,
the result of which has been faster, more frequent and convenient service, improved stations and
increased train ridership to record levels. Intercity rail proceeds from the $3 billion in bond
measures approved in the early 1990's have been exhausted. We urge you to support additional
funds for intercity rail and look forward to working with you on its passage.

Sincerely,
HON. ART BROWN, HON. ROGER DICKINSON,  HON. BOB WATERSTON, HON. DAVE POTTER,
Chair, LOSSAN .Chair, CCJPA Chair, SIVRC Chair, CRCC

Cc: Sunne Wright McPeak, Secretary, Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
Will Kempton, Director, Caltrans
William D. Bronte, Chief, Calirans Division of Rail
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Rail is Critical to California
and a State Priority

Railroads were central to the development of

California. Today, passenger rail in California
is a success story — called a “national
model” — and remains a state priority. In
the early 1990, Californians voted to invest
in rail, through two bond measures, Prop
108 and 116. The bonds have purchas‘ed
new trains, built stations and maintenance
facilities, added tracks and signals that have
allowed faster, more frequent and convenient

" service.

This investment has produced three well
developed intercity passenger rail services
(the Pacific Surfliner, the Capitol Corridor
and the San Joaquins) and they are now
the second, third and fifth most heavily
traveled services in the Amtrak system, and
20 percent of all Amtrak passengers travel
California trains. California is second only to
New York in state ridership. |

. One hundred percent of the bond funds

dedicated to intercity rail have been invested
or are currently programmed. To continue
the development and improvement of
California’s intercity rail system,.additional
funds are necesséry.

Statewide Intercity Rail 10-Year Infrastructure Needs

Qver $3 billion of projects have been
identified that will purchase new trains
and allow more service, faster trip times
and improved reliability on the three state-
supported corridors, and to allow the
start-up of new, much needed service, such
as the Coast Daylight (Los Angeles to San
Francisco). Furthermore, impravements to
the rail infrastructure also benefit freight
goods movement and intercity passenger
and commuter rail.

A separate account for intercity rail
investment will allow the benefits of
passenger raif and freight goods movement
to continue, such as: improved mobility,
economic development, air quality and
environmental protection.

Strategic Principles
1. Establish an Intercity Rail Improvement

Account, Account will provide investment

in projects that benefit intercity rail corridor

services.

»  The $2.7 billion need includes $125
million for rolling stock.

»  Account should allow for flexibility in
allocating funds to the projects that

(Continued on reverse)

Infrastructure Needed
(% millions)

Capitol
Corridor

Grade Separations
and Safety

Rolling Stock

Capacity Expansion

Rail Rehabilitation

Total Capital Needed:

 *statewide
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Pacific Surfliner | San Joaquins
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are of highest priority and ready-to-go.
»  Priorities include those that also benefit
commuter rail and freight goods
movement and receive matching funds
from other sources.
»  Governor's Strategic Growth Plan
endorsed funding for intercity rail.

2. $975 million in projects have been
identified that can be invested in the next 5
years for routes listed in Section 14035(d) of
the Government Code.

»  Padific Surfliner, Capitol Corridor, San
Joaquins, Coast Corridor, Los Angeles
to Coachella Valley, Sacramento to Reno,
San Francisco to Monterey.

3. Process for allocating funds will be as

follows:

»  Modeled after the process for allocating
Prop. 116 funds (Section 99613 of
the Public Utilities Code). The funds

State Supported
Intercity Rail
and
Feeder Bus
Routes

2005

13

are allocatea Dy the C1C Dased on a
“Project Application” with the general
criteria established by the CTC (Section
99660 of the Public Utilities Code
after consultation with appropriate
intercity rail corridor advisory agencies,
Amtrak, CCJPA, regional transportation
agencieé. :

» Following approval of the Project
Applications by the CTC, the Department’
Division of Rail will request allocation of
the approved funds from the CTC.

4. Capital invested in private right of way
should require a public benefit in return
for the investment, such as level of service,
reliability, or trip time reduction.

5. Funding for highway g‘lrade separations,
sealed rail corridors and crossing improvements
that would be built by private highway

contractors would be identified from a

separate funding source.

»  Funding should be an additive program;
well funded to reflect safety needs of
the community, highway users and rail
operators and passengers.

»  Funding for grade separation and other .
vehicular safety and capacity projects at
railroad crossings should be drawn from
a variety of sources, includﬁﬁg but not
Jimited to the following sources, thereby
greatly increasing the total funding for
these projects:

»  Highway funds

» Intelligent Transportation System
funds for innovative technologies

»  Aseparate grade separation account
{i.e., bond measure) _

»  PUC would continue to work with
Caltrans to identify highest priority
projects for grade separations or
crossing improvements.

January 2006
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