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2.  AB 1779 & SB 1225 

UPDATE



Progress 

Á March 28 ðAB 1779 in Print 

Á May 30 ðAssembly Vote on AB 1779 (64-11)

Á May 30 ðSenate Vote on SB 1225 (38-0)

Á July 3 ðSenate Trans. Comm. Hearing (8-0)

Á August 16 ðSenate Appropriations Hearing (6-1)

Á August  29 ðSenate Vote on AB 1779 (31-3)

Á August 30 ðAssembly Concurrence (62-16)

Á August 31 ðSB 1225 Passes Assembly/Senate

Á Sept. 29 ðGovernor Signs AB 1779 & SB 1225





Á The board shall be organized when at least six 

of the jurisdictions (member agencies) elect to 

appoint a member to serve on the board. 

Á If rail service boundaries are extended, an 

additional member from each additional county 

may be added to the board through a decision of 

the board.

Potential Member Agencies (11 Counties)



Á Bi-Partisan Co-Authors: Galgiani, Dickinson, Olsen, 

Perea, Cannella, Padilla, Wolk

Á Amends Existing Government Codes 

Á AB 1779 is Permissive, not Mandatory

Á Extends Transfer Agreement Deadline to June 30, 2015

Á Identifies Composition of San Joaquin JPA

Á Requires San Joaquin JPA to Protect Existing Services 

and Facilities and Seek to Expand Services as 

Warranted by Ridership and Available Revenue

Á Requires Administrative Cost-Savings

AB 1779 



Á Provides 3-Year State Funding Guarantee After Transfer 

of Administrative Responsibilities

Á Maintains State Role in Policy and Service Integration & 

Coordination

Á Maintains State Ownership of Trainsets

Á Protects Extensive Feeder Bus Network

Á Requires Consistency with Future State Rail Plans and 

Future CHSRA Business Plans 

Á Local Funds Can be Used to Expand San Joaquin Service 

or Address Funding Shortfalls As Determined by Local 

Agencies

AB 1779 



Letters of Support

Ã Central Valley Rail Working 

Group (sponsor)

Ã SJV Regional Policy Council 

(sponsor)

Ã Sacramento RT (sponsor)

Ã San Joaquin RRC (sponsor)

Ã CA Partnership for SJV

Ã Stanislaus COG

Ã San Joaquin COG

Ã Madera CTC

Ã Merced CAG

Ã Tulare CAG

Ã Sacramento Area COG

Ã Fresno COG

Ã Mayor of Fresno

Ã Steve Cohn, Sacramento City 

Council, CCJPA Board member

Ã City of Modesto

Ã City of Merced

Ã City of Lodi

Ã City of Elk Grove

Ã City of Sacramento

Ã City of Visalia

Ã City of Corcoran



Letters of Support

Ã City of Stockton

Ã City of Selma

Ã City of Mendota

Ã City of Turlock

Ã City of Huron

Ã City of Fowler

Ã City of Kingsburg

Ã San Joaquin RTD

Ã Los Angeles-San Diego-San 

Luis Obispo (LOSSAN) Rail 

Corridor Agency

Ã Fresno County

Ã Contra Costa County Board of 

Supervisors

Ã Fresno Regional Workforce 

Investment Board

Ã SJV Air Pollution Control District

Ã Greater Stockton Chamber of 

Commerce

Ã California CV Economic 

Development Corporation

Ã Capitol Corridor Joint Powers 

Authority

Ã CA Transit Association



Letters of Support

Ã City of Manteca

Ã City of Tracy

Ã Contra Costa Transportation 

Authority

Ã Greater Fresno Area Chamber 

of Commerce

Ã Sacramento Metropolitan 

Chamber of Commerce

Ã San Joaquin Partnership
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3. DRAFT STATE RAIL PLAN  

DISCUSSION



Ã Began work in June 2011

Ã Administrative Draft to Caltrans: October 2012

Ã Revised Administrative Draft: December 2012

Ã Draft State Rail Plan: February 2013

Ã Public Workshops: February 2013

Ã Final State Rail Plan:  May 2013

ÃòThis rail plan will be the first planning document that 

fully integrates the planned California high-speed 

rail system with the existing and proposed 

conventional rail systemó.

DRAFT STATE RAIL PLAN



Ã The Draft State Rail Plan should commit the 

state/Caltrans DOR to working in partnership with 

local and regional agencies and other stakeholders 

throughout the San Joaquin Corridor in determining 

the future development, improvement, and optimal 

schedule of the San Joaquin intercity rail service.

Ã The Draft State Rail Plan should include detailed 

information regarding to AB 1779 and SB 1225 and 

the experience of the CCJPA and its partnership with 

Caltrans DOR.

GENERAL COMMENTS





Ã There should be a section or chapter of the Draft 

State Rail Plan that is focused on the San Joaquin 

Rail Service that would include an Appendix with 

detailed information on the San Joaquin service.

Ã There should be corridorwide data presented 

(like totals for the service ridership, revenue, 

farebox ratio, customer satisfaction, etc.)

EXISTING SERVICE 



Ã There should be detailed information provided 

within the corridor (for example: ridership at each 

station, station-to-station ridership, performance 

information for the different San Joaquin trains, 

and detailed data regarding the various 

connecting bus services).

Ã There should be a table of detailed historical 

data for the service provided (from its inception 

to today) which includes ridership, financial and 

frequency of service information. 

EXISTING SERVICE 





Ã The Draft State Rail Plan needs to model and 

present a range of San Joaquin trains that would 

utilize the new HSR infrastructure. 

ÃAll alternatives/ridership forecasts should 

maintain through service on the existing San 

Joaquin rail line between Madera and 

Bakersfield.

Ã Include alternatives/ridership forecasts that 

maintain the current number of through trains on 

the existing San Joaquin line (6 round-trips). 

FOR 2020 SERVICE 



ÃDo òconservativeó (with at least 8 round trips) and 

òoptimisticó (with at least 11 round-trips) 

alternatives for the number of San Joaquin trains 

for 2020.

ÃModel and consider having additional stations for 

the existing BNSF line between Madera and 

Bakersfield at North Fresno and North/West 

Bakersfield.  In addition, Allensworth State Park 

could be a stop for special events.  

FOR 2020 SERVICE 



Ã Assess additional stations at Elk Grove and 65th

Street in Sacramento along the UPRR line (Fresno 

Subdivision) to Sacramento.

Ã Assess the benefits/drawbacks of having the last 

Northbound San Joaquin train to Sacramento arriving 

earlier.

Ã Rail improvements to Sacramento should be focused 

on the UPPR (Fresno Subdivision) line.  Do notinclude 

alternatives/ridership forecasts with service to 

Sacramento on the WPRR (Sacramento Sub.) line. 

FOR 2020 SERVICE 



ÃModel Berkeley and Hercules station stops for 

some of the San Joaquin trains on the line to 

Oakland.

ÃFor òoptimisticó growth alternatives, study having 

first trains timed so they can reach end-points 

earlier in the morning.  This will require some 

early morning trains beginning mid-corridor in the 

Central Valley.  Also study having last trains from 

end-points terminate in the Central Valley.

FOR 2020 SERVICE 



ÃModeling should take into account use by 

potential business travelers who may use the 

intercity trains.

ÃAssess having òinfilló service between Bakersfield 

and Madera on existing BNSF line to act as a 

feeder service to the San Joaquin trains that 

would use the HSR infrastructure.   

FOR 2020 SERVICE 



ÃModel having the through service that remains on 

the existing BNSF line, and the òinfilló service be 

priced at a reducedrate (òlocal serviceó) as 

compared to the òexpressó service that uses the 

new HSR infrastructure.

Ã Include assessment of double-tracking the BNSF 

line from the southern point of the new HSR 

infrastructure to the Bakersfield downtown station.

ÃProvide detailed assumptions and results for 

connecting bus services for forecasts.

FOR 2020 SERVICE 







ÃAll alternatives with the HSR initial operating 

segment (IOS) should have the northern terminus 

of the IOS in Merced (as depicted in the CHSRAõs 

Revised 2012 Business Plan).

ÃModeling should include alternatives with 

substantially improved conventional services from 

Merced to Sacramento, Oakland, and San Jose 

(via direct use of ACE corridor), with much higher 

frequencies and significantly improved travel 

times.

FOR 2025 SERVICE 



ÃSan Joaquin service must continue through 

service along the existing BNSF line to 

Bakersfield.

FOR 2025 SERVICE 







ÃThe Sacramento-Merced Section and the 

Altamont Corridor Rail Project should be 

included as òcompletedó in CHSRA 

modeling beyond 2030.

ÃSan Joaquin service must continue through 

service along the existing BNSF line to 

Bakersfield.

FOR SERVICE BEYOND 2025 
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4. DRAFT JEPA  DISCUSSION



This Agreement is made and entered into in the State of 

California by and among the following public agencies 

that are parties ofto this Agreement: 

a) Sacramento Regional Transit District (Sac RT) 

b) San Joaquin Regional Rail Commission (SJRRC) 

c) Stanislaus Council of Governments (StanCOG) 

d) Merced County Association of Governments (Merced 

CAG) 

e) Madera County Transportation Commission (Madera 

CTC) 

INTRODUCTION 



f) Fresno Council of Governments (Fresno COG) 

g) Kings County Association of Governments (Kings CAG) 

h) Tulare County Association of Governments (Tulare CAG) 

i) Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) 

j) Contra Costa Transportation Authority (Contra Costa TA) 

k) Alameda County 

All of whom collectively are sometimesThe foregoing 11 

entities are hereinafter referred to as the òMember 

Agenciesó. 

INTRODUCTION 



Ã WHEREAS, intercity passenger rail serviceis environmentally 

friendly, and the state has a continuing interest in the 

provision of cost-effective and efficiently administered 

intercity passenger rail services; and

Ã WHEREAS, with more efficient administration, stronger local 

and regional support, and the ability to better partner with 

local agencies, a regionally managed San Joaquin intercity 

passenger rail service will result in improved service that will 

attract greater ridership ðcreating jobs, improving air 

quality, and promoting sustainable development.  Local 

decision-making will also be more responsive and 

adaptivebetter adaptedto passenger issues; and 

RECITALS 



Ã WHEREAS, it is in the best interests of the Member Agencies 

to combine their efforts to protect the existing San Joaquin 

RailCorridor services and facilities while seeking to expand 

service as warranted by ridership and available revenue; 

and  

Ã WHEREAS, as provided by the Intercity Passenger Rail Act of 

2012 and other provisions, the Member Agencies possess 

collectively, the powers, among others, to plan, budget, 

apply for grants, hire consultants and staff, exercise eminent 

domain, own, maintain, operate, lease, contract for, and 

operate railroad services and facilities for the purpose of 

transporting passengers within and outside their respective 

boundaries; and

RECITALS 



Ã WHEREAS, an act to amend Sections 14031.8, 14070.2, 

and 14070.6 of, and to repeal and add Article 5.4 

(commencing with Section 14074) of Chapter 1 of Part 5 of 

Division 3 of Title 2 of, the Government Code, relating to 

transportation and known as the Intercity Passenger Rail Act 

of 2012 for the San Joaquin Corridor (AB 1779); and 

creatingthe Intercity Passenger Rail Act of 2012 providing 

for, among other things, the San Joaquin Joint Powers 

Authority (SJJPA) which, if certain requirements are met, 

principally the execution of an interagency transfer 

agreement by December 31, 2014 with the State of 

California, will manage the San Joaquin intercity passenger 

rail service (òSan JoaquinRail Serviceó); and

RECITALS 



Ã WHEREAS, it is the intention of the Member Agencies to 

negotiate for, and to enter into an interagency transfer 

agreement by December 31, 2014; and

Ã WHEREAS, the San Joaquin Joint Powers 

Authority(SJJPA) will bring a more focused relationship 

with the host freight railroads, providemore aggressive 

advocacy efforts and afford a governance structure 

that is more accessible to the public that is servedand to

the service contractors; and   

RECITALS 



Ã WHEREAS, the SJJPA recognizesMember Agencies recognize the 

importance of working in partnership with Caltrans on policy, 

programming and statewide consistency objectives where the 

state brings its greatest strengths; and  

Ã WHEREAS, the State shouldwill maintain funding in an amount to 

support at least the currentlevel of service in the San Joaquin Rail

Corridor at the time of the transfer for not less than a three-year 

period following the transfer of administrative responsibility offor

the San Joaquin Rail Service to the SJJPA.  After that three-year 

period, it is understood thatthe State will continue to be 

responsible forhave responsibility toward thefunding of the 

operating, administrative, and marketing needs of the San 

Joaquin Rail Service and its feeder bus services; and

RECITALS 



Ã WHEREAS, each Member Agency is authorized to contract with 

each other for the joint exercise of any common power under 

Article 1 (commencing with Section 6500) of Chapter 5of Division 

7 of Title 1 of the Government Codeof the State of California; 

and

Ã WHEREAS, the level of service funded by the State shall in no 

event be less than the current number of intercity round trips 

currently operated in the San Joaquin RailCorridor, and shall also 

include feeder bus service with substantially the same number of 

route miles as the current feeder system.; and

Ã NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the recitals, the parties to 

this Agreement agree to the following:

RECITALS 



Ã 1.1  Governing Boardmeans the governing body of the SJJPA, 

which shall assume administrative responsibility for the San 

Joaquin Rail Service.  Each Member Agency will appoint one 

member as definedprovidedin Section 14074.2 (a) of California 

Government Code.  Each Member Agency shall also appoint an 

alternate.

Ã 1.2  Business Planshallmeansthe business plan to be submitted 

by the SJJPA to the Secretary of the Business, Transportation and 

Housing Agency, as mandated by Section 14070.4 of the 

Government Code, and updated and submitted annually 

thereafter.

1.0  DEFINITIONS 


