
 
GATEWAY CITIES COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
 

AGENDA 
 

Chair – Bonnie Lowenthal, Director, MTA 
 

March 7, 2007, 4:30 PM 
Gateway Cities COG Offices 

16401 Paramount Blvd. 
Paramount, CA 

 
           Recommended 
Item No. Description         Action  
 

I. Call to Order –  Self Introductions     
  
II. Pledge of Allegiance 
 
III. Approval of Meeting Minutes of February 7, 2007        Receive & File 
 
IV. Reports: 
 

1. Congestion Mitigation Plan Fee - Update           Receive & File 
 
2. 2007 Call for Projects – Update          Receive & File 

                       
3.     February 22, 2007 – MTA Goods Movement        Receive & File 

                     Gateway Service Sector General Manager 
 

4.     Gateway Sector Report-Alex Clifford         Receive & File 
        Gateway Service Sector General Manager 
 
5.     OCTA/MTA Activities           Receive & File 

 
6.     Update – I-5 JPA            Receive & File 

7.     Update – I-710 COG Air Quality Action Plan (AQAP)       Receive & File 

8.     Update – SR 91/ I-605/I-405 Major Corridor Study       Receive & File 

9.   New Business/Date of Next Meeting          

10.   Adjournment 

 
IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE AMERICAN WITH DISABILITIES ACT, IF YOU NEED SPECIAL ASSISTANCE TO PARTICIPATE IN 
THIS MEETING, PLEASE CONTACT THE COG OFFICE AT (562) 663-6850.  NOTIFICATION 48 HOURS PRIOR TO THE 
MEETING WILL ENABLE THE COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS TO MAKE REASONABLE ARRANGEMENT TO ENSURE 
ACCESSIBILITY TO THIS MEETING. 
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Item III 
 

Approval of Minutes for the Meeting of   
February 7, 2007
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MINUTES OF THE MEETING 
OF THE GATEWAY CITIES COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
Chair – MTA Director Bonnie Lowenthal 

Gateway Cities Office, 16401 Paramount Blvd. , Paramount 
February 7, 2007 

 
Call to order and roll call. The meeting was called to order by Chair Lowenthal at 4:38 
p.m.  Roll call was taken by self introduction. 

 
COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT:  Bonnie Lowenthal – Long Beach, Stan Carroll – 
La Habra Heights, Bill Pagett,– Paramount, Ray Harris – Supervisor Knabe’s Office, 
Brynn Kernaghan – Long Beach Transit, Mohammed Mostahkami – South Gate, Gene 
Daniels – Paramount, Sumi Gant – Long Beach . 

 
COMMITTEE MEMBERS ABSENT:  Elba Guerrero – Huntington Park, Fred Latham – 
Santa Fe Springs, Larry Nelson – Artesia, Frank Gurule – Cudahy, Ken Farfsing – 
Signal Hill, Gary Milliman – South Gate, Kerry Cartwright – Port of Long Beach. 

 
OTHERS PRESENT:Sharad Mulchand - Metro, Michael Sieckert,– Metro, Richard 
Powers – Gateway Cities COG, Karen Heit, Deborah Chankin – Gateway Cities COG, 
Jerry Wood – Gateway COG, Wally Shidler – Gateway Sector Council, Alex Clifford – 
Metro, Ernest Morales – Metro, David Hershenson – Metro, Jack Joseph – Gateway 
Cities  COG, Hassan Fakhro - Metro. 

 
A quorum was reached and the Minutes of the January 18, 2007 meeting were 
approved. 
 
Karen Heit, Transportation Deputy to Director Lowenthal reported on the CMP Fee 
process at the MTA.  In response to many of the concerns raised by the Gateway Cities, 
a set of Guiding Principles was developed.  Earnest Morales, MTA - Gateway Cities 
Area Team Director further explained the Principles and how they would guide the 
development of the Fee program. A Motion was passed to ask that the Guiding 
Principles be circulated to LA County cities and the Policy Advisory Committee for 
review before they are approved by the MTA Planning and Programming Committee.  
Director Lowenthal stated she would propose a Motion at the Committee to that effect. 
 
Heit also reported on the January 29th, MTA Board Goods Movement Workshop; 
explaining what the various speakers discussed and the high level of interest of the 
MTA Board.  There was a discussion of previous Board actions on developing an LA 
County Plan  and an anticipated plan to from Director’s Lowenthal and Fasana to 
develop an LA County strategic goods movement plan. 
 
Alex Clifford, Gateway Sector General Manager, reported on the various service 
changes proposed for June ’07. He went over the need to delete poor performing 
service in light of the operational budget deficit. He discussed the line cancellations and  
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the additional service hours on some lines. He also reviewed the Gateway sector lines 
that will have the .50 fare.  Councilman Daniels brought up criminal activity at the 
Artesia Blue Station and the Artesia Transit Center.  
 
Jerry Wood, I-5 JPA Executive Director, gave an update on the I-5 project: The I-5 /605 
South EIR/EIS is in public circulation.   
 
Jerry Wood also gave an update on the I-710 EIR/EIS process, the responses to the 
RFP are in and under review, a recommendation is expected to the MTA Board in April 
with work to commence in May.  The I-710 Corridor Air Quality Action Plan (AQAP) is 
under early development with interviews being conducted with Tier I and II 
stakeholders. A draft of the results is due in March.  
 
Lastly Mr. Wood said the SR-91/I-605/405 traffic modeling definition work began; the 
TAC/Board will meet next month.  The project would be discussed during the next 
OCTA/MTA Meeting.   
 
The next Transportation Meeting will be March 1st.  
 
The meeting adjourned at 5:35 p.m. 
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IV.  Reports 
1.  Congestion Mitigation Fee 

Update 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Transportation Committee Agenda 
March 7, 2007 

6 

 
TO:  Transportation Committee 
 
FROM: Bonnie Lowenthal, Chair  
 
BY:  Karen Heit, Transportation Deputy  
 
SUBJECT: Congestion Mitigation Plan Fee – Update 
 
Issue 
 
The MTA has been working on an alternative to the existing system of 
debits/credits for the Congestion Management Plan. The Gateway Cities City 
Manager’s Steering Committee has taken the lead in determining the impacts of 
this new program.  The MTA initiated a Policy Advisory Committee to help guide 
the implementation of this program.  Members of the City Manager’s Steering 
Committee have attended these meetings and have raised issues with the MTA 
and consultant team.  
 
Background 
 
The MTA has responded to the GCCOG’s concerns and the concerns of others 
by developing a set of guiding principles to provide a framework for continuing 
project development.  
 
At the last Transportation Committee meeting, it was suggested that the Guiding 
principles needed to be reviewed by the cities and the PAC before being 
approved by the MTA Planning and Programming Committee. Director Lowenthal 
authored the attached Motion to provide for a comment period. The MTA has 
requested comments by March 28th; the Guiding Principles will be presented at 
the April Planning and programming Committee meeting. 
 
Directors Lowenthal and Burke also instructed staff to look into the applicability of 
the Statewide Community Infrastructure Program (SCIP) as a possible 
mechanism for funding the fee. 
 
The guiding principles are attached.  At the February 28th PAC meeting there 
was considerable discussion concerning the guiding principles and other issues 
associated with the program implementation. 
 
Issues raised were: 

• Fees to mitigate new impacts will be ineffectual as there are insufficient 
funds for underlying transportation needs 

• No agreement as to whether fees set on a subregional basis would deter 
economic development. 
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• The CMP fee might constitute a “tipping point” for fees; there needs to be 
consideration for the cumulative AQMP fee proposal and the potential for 
a container fee. 

• How will regional projects be defined?  How will local mitigations be 
defined in a regional context?  

• How would a commonality of purpose for setting a fee be determined at a 
subregional level? 

 
Recommendation  
 
The potential impact of the fee to Gateway Cities has been analyzed in a 
theoretical manner. In order to definitively determine whether the fee proposal 
will work for Gateway Cities or function as a deterrent to development, it is 
recommended that a survey be developed to allow each city to assess impacts of 
the fee proposal on development or projects. 
 
Some suggestions for the survey questions (list not comprehensive) might 
include: 
 

• Providing each City with a profile of CMP status under the existing 
system. 

• Provide each City with a profile of CMP eligible development (from prior 
CMP submittals). 

• Ask if City supports the implementation of the fee, 
• Importance of the maintenance of effort for regional transportation funding 
• Ask cities to identify local projects of regional significance 
• Acceptable amount of fee (range $2000 - $6000 per residential unit 

equivalent) 
• Desirability of CEQA streamlining associated with regional 

project/mitigation development. 
• Ask cities what percentage of new development occurs in redevelopment 

areas and percentage of city subsidy.  
 
The results of the survey should help define a Gateway Cities position on the 
CMP Fee and determine impacts. 
 
Attachments: 
 
Guiding Principles 
Lowenthal Motion 
Burke/Lowenthal Motion
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IV.  Reports 
2.  2007 Call for Projects 

Update 
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TO:  Transportation Committee 
 
FROM: Bonnie Lowenthal, Chair  
 
BY:  Karen Heit, Transportation Deputy  
 
SUBJECT: 2007 Call for Projects - Update 
 
On January 26th, the MTA closed the process for submitting project applications for the 
2007 Call for Projects.  A total of 402 applications were received. 
Applications received by transportation modal category breakdown are as follows: 
 

Modal Category Total  
Regional Surface Transportation Improvements * 119 
Signal Synchronization 44 
Transit Capital 61 
Bikes 35 
Pedestrian Improvements 61 
Transportation Demand Management 30 
Transportation Enhancement Activities 41 
Supplemental Mode 11 
Total 402 

* Goods Movement applications are submitted through the RSTI modal category.  By March, MTA staff 
will be able to report on the number of applications that were received for these types of projects. 
 
As a comparison to past Call for Projects: MTA received: 

• 414 applications in the 1997 Call;  
• 437 in the 1999 Call, 359 in the 2001 Call; and  
• 363 in the 2003 Call. 

 
Gateway Cities submitted: 
 

Modal Category Total  
Regional Surface Transportation Improvements * 
(includes Goods Movement applications) 

11 

Signal Synchronization 7 
Transit Capital 15 
Bikes 6 
Pedestrian Improvements 8 
Transportation Demand Management 1 
Transportation Enhancement Activities 14 
Supplemental Mode 3 
Total 65 
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IV.  Reports 
3.  February 22, 2007  

MTA Goods Movement 
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TO:  Transportation Committee 
 
FROM: Bonnie Lowenthal, Chair  
 
BY:  Karen Heit, Transportation Deputy  
 
SUBJECT: February 22, 2007 MTA Goods Movement Motion 
 
Issue 
 
At the February Planning and Programming Committee meeting, MTA staff presented 
an update of the Multi-County Goods Movement Action Plan (MCGMAP). The plan, 
targeted for completion is March of ’07, will the subject of workshops held in five of the 
six participating counties to obtain feedback on the draft action plan.  The plan will offer 
projects, plans and strategies to address goods movement in the Southern California 
region.  
 
Background 
 
The MCGMAP has been underway since 2005.  Along the way the plan has expanded 
from the original five counties: Los Angeles, Orange, San Bernardino, Riverside and 
Ventura, to include San Diego County.   
 
The draft action plan will include an assessment of community and environmental 
impacts associated with increased goods movement activity, policy recommendations 
and a multi-county list of major regional projects, programs and strategies for potential 
inclusion in the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan and the county transportation 
commissions’ Long Range Transportation Plans.  
 
The MTA CEO committed to taking a leadership position on tackling the complicated 
goods movement issues in LA County: The MTA has taken the lead in creating the 
Multi-County Goods Movement Action Plan.  As an additional activity, the MTA Board 
held a Goods Movement Workshop, January 29th,  to examine Los Angeles County 
issues and strategies.  A Goods Movement Policy Statement was presented to the MTA 
Board for consideration. 
 
The expectation from the MCGMAP is that it will offer strategies that will rationalizing 
goods movement throughout southern California and create a common palate of 
projects all six counties can support and implement 
 
Even acknowledging that the six-county effort will produce a Southern California 
strategy there was still an identified need to focus on Los Angeles County issues as this 
county is on the front line of goods movement for the region and the nation. No other 
county experiences the 21-25,000 trucks a day that leave the San Pedro Bay Ports, nor 
the hours of delay in rail crossings in the Gateway area and the San Gabriel Valley, or 
the thousands of trucks per day that leave LAX.  
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To address the severity of the impacts of goods movement in Los Angeles County, 
Directors Fasana and Lowenthal crafted a motion that would require the MTA develop  
strategies that provide a finer focus on LA county issues, the attached 
Fasana/Lowenthal Motion approves or requests five specific actions: 
 

1. Approves the Goods Movement Policy Statement 
2. Requests the CEO make recommendations to the Board as to how the State 

Goods Movement Action Plan can be enhanced for LA County. 
3. As a result of the SAFETEA-LU Commission hearing conducted in LA February 

21 and 22 return with a review and recommendation of the suggested additional 
goods movement policy clarifications. 

4. After the MCGMAP is adopted in July, return to the MTA Board with a schedule 
and action plan to complete the Goods Movement Strategies Plan for Los 
Angeles County. 

5. The MTA Chair will appoint an Ad Hoc Goods Movement Committee of the MTA 
Board. 

 
The Motion was amended by Supervisor Mike Antonovich to include the examination of 
an inland port in the North County; however, through discussion that amendment was 
changed to include the study of an inland port to be located within Los Angeles County.  
  
Attachments: 
 
 Fasana/Lowenthal Motion 
 Antonovich Motion 
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    IV.  Reports 
5. OCTA/MTA Activities 
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TO:  Transportation Committee 
 
FROM: Bonnie Lowenthal, Chair  
 
BY:  Karen Heit, Transportation Deputy  
 
SUBJECT: OCTA/MTA Intercounty Transportation Study 
 
Issue 
 
Transportation Commissioners from Orange County and Los Angeles County 
Transportation Authorities (MTA Directors Knabe, Lowenthal) have been meeting 
quarterly to discuss cross-county transportation issues.  As a result of these meetings 
OCTA/MTA are doing an Intercounty Transportation Study.  This study will take an in-
depth look at the transportation issues affecting cross-county mobility. The study will 
produce the following products: 
 

• Data collection/travel demand forecasting – Defining the mobility problems within 
the corridor area. 

• Corridor Mobility Problem; Purpose and Need Statement – Evaluating specific 
problems and corridors assess existing traffic conditions; look at facility needs 
and service requirements. 

• Scoping – Develop conceptual alternatives in a range of multi-modal 
improvements for the study area. 

 
Attachment: 
 
Study Area Map 
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