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Glossary 

 
 
 
 

Transbay Transit Center (TTC): the replacement for the Transbay terminal and the future end of the High-speed rail (HSR) and Caltrain Rail Lines 

4th/King Railyard (or Railyard): Caltrain’s operation, storage, and maintenance facility located along King Street from 4th -7th streets  

Alignment: the path rail would take between existing rail tracks and the Transbay transit center 

DTX: Abbreviation for the “Downtown Rail Extension,” the environmentally-cleared alignment for high-speed rail and Caltrain to reach the 
Transbay transit Center 

Component: For the RAB study, there are 5 components. Or topic areas,  under study: Rail Alignment into TTC, Transbay Transit Center Loop, 
Reconfiguration/relocation of 4th/King railyard, Boulevarding I-280, and Opportunities for Public Benefit 

Option: a choice for solving a particular Component in the study. Each component attempts to solve at least one challenge in the area. There may be 
multiple options for each Component 

Alternative: a combination of a group of options that may be studied under environmental review 

Cut and Cover: a construction method in which you dig up the street, construct the tunnel and then replace the street  
over the construction. E.g., Market Street Bart/Muni Tunnel;  DTX along Townsend as proposed 

SEM: a mined tunneling method whereby the tunnel is excavated sequentially and supported throughout construction.  support 
methods can be varied in the field to address the specific ground conditions being encountered. E.g., DTX along 2nd street as proposed 

Tunnel Boring: Uses a machine to excavate tunnels through soil/rock underground with minimal impact to  
the Street surface. E.g., Central Subway 

CHRSA: California high speed rail authority, the state agency established to develop and implement high-speed intercity rail  service 



DTX elements 

Source: TJPA, 2016 

CHANGES TO ORIGINAL DTX DESIGN (SEIS/R – Dec 2015) 
1. Extended Train Box 
2. Added Ventilation Structures & Proposed Locations 
3. Added Intercity Bus Facility 
4. Defined Alignment for Bart/MUNI Pedestrian Connector 
5. Widened Throat Structure 
6. Modified Fourth/Townsend Underground Station 
7. Added Tunnel Stub for Future Grade Separation 
8. Added Turn-back and Maintenance-of-Way (MOW) tracks 



DTX Proposed Funding Plan 

Source: TJPA, 2016 



DTX Proposed Schedule 

Source: TJPA, 2016 Note: Earliest construction – 2019; earliest opening 2026 



Existing Grade-Separation Near West Oakland Bart Station at 
 7th Street 

Source: CHSRA (2010), developed when HSR was to have it’s own  
tracks. That has changed and HSR will share the tracks with Caltrain. 

Existing Grade-Separation at Cesar Chavez  

Potential Grade-Separation of 16th Street 

EXAMPLES OF GRADE-SEPARATED ROADS 

Potential Grade-Separation of Mission Bay Drive 

Source: CHSRA (2010), developed when HSR was to have it’s own  
tracks. That has changed and HSR will share the tracks with Caltrain. 



Approx. Length of Potential Trenching 

 
 
 
 



The Eastern Neighborhoods 
Transportation Implementation 
Planning Study (EN TRIPS) 
classifies 16th Street as a High 
Priority Corridor 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING IN THE AREA -  
CITY OF SAN FRANCISCO PLANNED 16TH STREET 

Here’s a look at EN TRIPS with 22 Fillmore BRT lanes (proposed) 



CHSRA SCHEMATIC of 4th/King (Interim Station) 

 
 
 
 

Source: CHSRA, 2010 

• Platforms 1 & 2 must be lengthened and widened for CHSRA use (purple) 
• Currently there are 6 platforms (all used by Caltrain) each serving 2 tracks –total 12 tracks; widened platforms result 

in loss of one and a half platforms for Caltrain use (number of tracks go from 12 to 11 but only 5 will be used by Caltrain). 
• Likely re-track most of yard  



 
 
 
 

Schematic View of  
street cross section 



STUDY QUESTIONS 
 How do we get High Speed Rail and Caltrain to Transbay transit center? 

 
 How do we provide reliable travel times for all modes? 

 
 How do we provide better access to public amenities (e.g., UCSF, Medical Center, parks, etc.)? 

 
 Are we ok with trenching streets (16th and Mission Bay Drive)? 

 
 Is there an opportunity to improve additional infrastructure (e.g., 22nd Street Station, re-connecting the 

street grid, etc.)? 
 

 Should we continue to have a rail storage yard within the downtown core? 
 

 What opportunities are there for housing, open space, and employment in freed areas? 
 

 Could a boulevarded 280 from Mariposa north benefit the neighborhoods? 
 

 How is traffic tO/from I-280 best managed? 
  

 What are the Tradeoffs? 
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