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(d)��A��formal��response��and��full��analysis��of��the��April��18,��
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As��a��result��of
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Figure��1:��Possible��Blended��System��for��Peninsula��
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Since��June,��Caltrain��has��made��significant��progress��
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determine if and where grade separations will be needed to support the “blended system.”  
Approvals��by��the��PUC��would��be��required.����

�x A��blended��solution��will��require��careful��and��robust��operations��planning��between��the��two��
railroads.����With��two��railroads��operating��on��a��shared��track��system,��there��is��the��potential��for��one��
service��performance��affecting��the��other.� � � �The��success��of��high�rspeed��rail��is��very��dependent��on��
punctual��and��reliable��service,��thus��aspects��of��reliability��and��punctuality��will��need��to

rail��

and�� ��will

rail one��system,punctualnctual[3>TjrTT0v
serviceaspecghtopunc[(T0 1 dg1 Tf -0.0016 Tc 0.333 Td (service)Tj /C2_0 1 Tf 0 Tc 0.499 0 Td <0003ove0 T0 1 Tf -0.0009 Tc 10.306 0 Td (of)Tj /C2_0 1 Tf 0 Tc10.836 0 Td <0003jthbTT0 1 Tf -0.0009 Tc 0.Tc <0003>tem,)Tj /C2_0 1 Tf 0 Tc61.541 0 Td <0003>Tau 07t
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high�rspeed��and��Caltrain��trains.����The��$2.6��billion��cost��of��this��project��is��not��currently��included��in��the��$5.3��
billion��estimate��for��the��blended��service��described��above.������

As��the��Authority��needs��to��make��prudent��use��of��limited��public��funds,��the��Authority��has��identified��the��4
10�� �r



��





1��
��

A PRIL 18,  2011 

ESHOO ,  SIMITIAN ,  GORDON STATEMENT ON H IGH -SPEED 
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Attachment��(2)����

July��19,��2011��Bay��Area��Council��letter��from��CEO��Jim��Wunderman��to��MTC��
Chair��Adrienne��Tissier��
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voice, and we have always struggled when we have squabbled amongst ourselves.  Currently, our region 
is speaking with many voices about high speed rail and Caltrain, and the multitude of voices obscures 
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April��25th,��2011��Authority��letter��to��Senator��Simitian��
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Caltrain/HSR Operations Simulation Preliminary Findings
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Caltrain/HSR Operations Simulation Preliminary Findings

TrainOps® Model Calibration and Validation



Caltrain/HSR Operations Simulation Preliminary Findings

Simulation Methodology
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Caltrain/HSR Operations Simulation Preliminary Findings
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Caltrain/HSR Operations Simulation Preliminary Findings

Scheduling 
(With Baseline HSR Infrastructure)

Infrastructure 
(With Rescheduling)





Caltrain/HSR Operations Simulation Preliminary Findings

Simulation Methodology
Train Control





Caltrain/HSR Operations Simulation Preliminary Findings

• Overtakes should improve integration of commuter and 











Caltrain/HSR Operations Simulation Preliminary Findings





Caltrain/HSR Operations Simulation Preliminary Findings

Preliminary Findings 
79/79 Scenario



Caltrain/HSR Operations Simulation Preliminary Findings





Caltrain/HSR Operations Simulation Preliminary Findings

Preliminary Findings 
TrainOps Video - 79/79 Scenario with 6/4, Midline Overtake
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Caltrain/HSR Operations Simulation Preliminary Findings

79/79 Scenario – Midline 4 Track Overtake 
4 HSR Peak TPH – Caltrain Rescheduling – 7 - 9 AM
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Caltrain/HSR Operations Simulation Preliminary Findings

• No specific signal system capacity “pinch points” were 
highlighted by simulation 

g suppoablenheadwaysSS witwaysident signs.on 



Caltrain/HSR Operations Simulation Preliminary Findings

Conclusions –
Only Baseline HSR Infrastructure Scenarios

• Sufficient capacity available for HSR up to 2 peak TPH 
(3 TPH produces cascading delays to Caltrain, 4 TPH 
infeasible),

• Caltrain rescheduling to create slots for HSR are critical 
in peak period,

• Caltrain rescheduling produces less uniform service 
delivery at high ridership (6 TPH) stations,

• Caltrain AM peak t4sua1i768/6<e 39 reluta1iltr79vice 


