GATEWAY CITIES COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

Transportation Committee
AGENDA
Wednesday, April 5, 2017
5:00 p. m. Meeting
Gateway Cities Council of Governments
16401 Paramount Boulevard, 2nd Floor Conference Room
Paramount, California

STAFF REPORTS AND OTHER WRITTEN DOCUMENTS ARE AVAILABLE IN THE
GATEWAY CITIES COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS OFFICES, 16401 PARAMOUNT
BOULEVARD, PARAMOUNT, CALIFORNIA. ANY PERSON HAVING QUESTIONS
CONCERNING ANY AGENDA ITEM MAY CALL THE COG STAFF AT (562) 663-6850.
FOR YOUR INFORMATION: The Transportation Committee will hear from the public on
any item on the agenda or an item of interest that is not on the agenda. The
Transportation Committee cannot take action on any item not scheduled on the agenda.
These items may be referred for administrative action or scheduled on a future agenda.
Comments are to be limited to three minutes for each speaker, unless extended by the
Transportation Committee, and each speaker will only have one opportunity to speak on
any one topic. You have the opportunity to address the Transportation Committee at the
following times:
A.

AGENDA ITEM: at this time the Transportation Committee considers the agenda
item OR during Public Comments, and

B.

NON-AGENDA ITEMS: during Public Comments, comments will be received for a
maximum 20-minute period; any additional requests will be heard following the
completion of the Transportation Committee agenda; and

C.

PUBLIC HEARINGS: at the time for public hearings.

Please keep your comments brief and complete a speaker card for the Chair.
I.

CALL TO ORDER

II.

ROLL CALL – BY SELF INTRODUCTIONS

III.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
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IV.

AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA - This is the time and place to change the
order of the agenda, delete or add any agenda item(s).

V.

PUBLIC COMMENTS - Three minutes for each speaker.

VI.

MATTERS FROM STAFF

VII.

CONSENT CALENDAR: All items under the Consent Calendar may be enacted
by one motion. Any item may be removed from the Consent Calendar and acted
upon separately by the Transportation Committee.
A.

Approval of Minutes – Minutes of the Transportation Committee Meeting of
March 1, 2017, are presented for approval.

CONSENT CALENDAR ACTION:
A MOTION TO APPROVE THE RECOMMENDATIONS FOR CONSENT
CALENDAR ITEM.
VIII.

REPORTS
A.

MTA Board Recap – March Metro Board Meeting and Other Topics of
Interest - Oral Report by Director Robert Garcia

SUGGESTED ACTION: A MOTION TO RECEIVE AND FILE REPORT,
POSSIBLE ACTION AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF
B.

Metro Eco-Rapid Transit P3 Update – Presentation by Dr. Joshua Schank,
Chief Innovation Officer, Metro Office of Extraordinary Innovation

SUGGESTED ACTION: A MOTION TO RECEIVE AND FILE REPORT,
POSSIBLE ACTION AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF
C.

Nomination of Community Members to the Metro Gateway Cities Service
Council

SUGGESTED ACTION: A MOTION TO RECEIVE AND FILE REPORT,
POSSIBLE ACTION AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF
D.

Support for SB 1 (Beall): State-Local Transportation Funding Program

SUGGESTED ACTION: A MOTION TO RECEIVE AND FILE REPORT,
POSSIBLE ACTION AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF
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E.

Support for SB 4 (Mendoza)

SUGGESTED ACTION: A MOTION TO RECEIVE AND FILE REPORT,
POSSIBLE ACTION AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF
IX.

REPORTS – COMMITTEES/AGENCIES
A.

Strategic Transportation Plan (STP) Update by Yvette Kirrin, Gateway Cities
COG Transportation Engineer – Oral Report

SUGGESTED ACTION: A MOTION TO RECEIVE AND FILE REPORT,
POSSIBLE ACTION AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF
X.

MATTERS FROM TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE MEMBERS

XI.

ADJOURNMENT

NOTICE: New items will not be considered after 5:30 p.m. unless the Transportation Committee
votes to extend the time limit. Any items on the agenda that are not completed will be forwarded to
the next regular Transportation Committee meeting scheduled for Wednesday, May 3, 2017 5:00
PM.
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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VII. CONSENT CALENDAR
Item A

Approval of Minutes
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Transportation Committee Meeting Minutes
March 1, 2017

MINUTES OF THE MEETING
OF THE GATEWAY CTITIES COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
TRANSPORTATION COMMITEE
Chair - MTA Director Robert Garcia

Gateway Cities COG Office, 16401 Paramount Blvd., Paramount, CA 90723
March 1, 2017
The Meeting was called to order 4:35 pm, roll call taken by self-introduction:
MEMBERS PRESENT: Al Austin – COG President - City of Long Beach, Cinde Cassidy –
City of Avalon, Sal Alatorre – City of Lynwood, Mayor Robert Garcia – MTA Director, Gene
Daniels – City of Paramount, Diana Tang – City of Long Beach, Bill Pagett – Public Works
Officers, Mike Egan – City of Norwalk - Chair, City Manager’s Steering Committee, Jose
Pulido – City of Cudahy - City Manager’s Steering Committee, Mohammad Mostahkami –
City of Downey – Public Works Officer, Debra Johnson – Long Beach Transit, Doug
Drummond – Port of Long Beach,
OTHERS PRESENT: Kekoa Anderson, Yvette Kirrin – GCCOG Consulting Engineers,
Nancy Pfeffer, Karen Heit, COG staff, Kevin Gilhooley – Regional Affairs Officer – SCAG,
Michael Kodama – Executive Director – Eco-Rapid Transit, Tonya Martin Field
Representative – Senator Ricardo Lara, Maryam Adhani – City Services Bureau, County of
Los Angeles, Wally Shidler – Gateway Cities Service Sector Council, Lillian deloza
Gutierrez – LACMTA.
There were no amendments to the Agenda, or matters from staff or public comment.
The Consent Calendar was approved with Cinde Cassidy abstaining.
Mayor Garcia reported on the February MTA Board Meeting highlighting the
comprehensive change in the policing strategy. MTA staff recommended changing from a
single provider (LA County Sheriff’s Department) to a multi-agency approach. The Police
Chiefs from the cities of Long Beach, Los Angeles and the Sheriff signed an MOU of
cooperation dividing the County into Los Angeles, Long Beach sectors and agreed upon
other county issues. The expectation is that the response times will reduce countywide as
a result of this action.
Mayor Garcia discussed a number of improvements associated with a Garcetti, Garcia,
Hahn Motion to improve service on the Blue Line, including additional safety improvements
and a possible grade separation between the Expo Line and the Blue Line where the lines
intersect. He also mentioned the possibility of implementing an express Blue Line train
from downtown Long Beach to downtown Los Angeles and the possibility of interlining with
the West Santa Branch/Eco-Rapid Transit project. Questions were asked about possible
physical space for an additional trackage. He announced that he was discussing
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significant money left over from Measure M and trying to secure those funds.
Lillian deloza Gutierrez, MTA San Gabriel Valley Public Affairs Manager, presented
findings for the Metro Gold Line Eastern Extension Phase II results. She discussed the two
chosen “Build” alternatives; the SR-60 and the Washington Blvd. Alignments. She
discussed the outstanding issues with both alignments – the aerial structures for
Washington Blvd. and the various regulatory agency objections to the SR-60 alignment.
Resolutions of these issues have been under study for the past 18-months. The Superfund
issue has to bypass the site by crossing the SR-60 which may prevent Caltrans from
expanding the SR-60 in the future. There are issues with Southern California Edison and
the height of powerlines as well as an issue with the US Army Corps of Engineers
concerning keeping the Whittier Narrows flood plain clear.
Gutierrez explained how avoiding the Garfield aerial aesthetic issue might be resolved by
moving the alignment to potential additional alignments along Arizona, Atlantic and
possible undergrounding on Garfield. The Garfield alignment is characterized by lots of
underground utilities. The Arizona option has the width but land uses are largely residential
and a junction would be required in East Los Angeles. Atlantic is a commercial street with a
narrow profile, and which eliminated a potential at-grade potential alignment. There are
other challenges that make an at-grade alignment doubtful, MTA is examining the
possibility of using a deep bore tunnel option and tunneling from the City of Commerce
north. The cut and cover method would be required for construction of the stations. There
is insufficient funding in Measures R & M to build both alignments so one alignment would
be built post 2057. She went on to explain that it is possible to operate both trains although
some trains might go from Azusa to Whitter. The results of the report will go to the MTA
Board in April.
Kekoa Anderson gave the Strategic Transportation Plan (STP) update discussing the
project’s transition from planning to the implementation phase. He cited the Complete
Streets project development work that is currently underway. He discussed how the STP
has provided the foundation for the complete streets plan.
Nancy Pfeffer gave the Cap & Trade update. She indicated that the program is officially
extending through 2020. She reported on the COG’s application for a Sustainable Action
Plan Framework, the COG only received $50 thousand and could use more funding. She is
looking at the California Energy Commission for a grant and the limited to cities under
150,000 population which makes for all Gateway cities but Long Beach eligible. Long
Beach is doing its own plan.
There was no report on the I-5 Corridor Project. Anderson gave the I-710 update. The I710 TAC voted to move the Early Action sound-wall program forward and construction
plans and bid documents are being readied for construction procurement. Anderson
reported on the I-710 Project Committee and the items that addressed the community
concerns covered by Motion 22.1. He went on to explain how non-mitigation items and
community desires are being addressed outside of the actual project. Mayor Garcia
mentioned that the I-710 corridor is on the top of the California National Governor’s
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Association list of infrastructure projects. The MTA also requested that the project be
placed on that list.
Anderson reviewed SR-91/I-605/I-405 activities. He talked about the SR-91/I-710 work
that is being narrowed down to be included in the forthcoming environmental document.
He talked about the I-605/5 and I-605/60 interchange and the public outreach for project
development and sharing of the Project Study Report. Anderson mentioned that some of
the local off-freeway hotspots project development was underway.
There was no LOSSAN report.
The Eco-Rapid Transit report was given by Mike Kodama. He talked about the
environmental process that is slated to begin and the MTA’s proposal for the development
of a Technical Advisory Committee for the participating cities. A questioned was asked
about the date of the first meeting.
Meeting adjourned at 5:15 pm.
.
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VIII. REPORTS
ITEM C

Nomination of Community Members to
the Metro Gateway Cities Service Council
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TO:

Transportation Committee

FROM:

Diane Dubois, MTA Director

BY:

Karen Heit, Transportation Analyst

SUBJECT:

Nomination of Community Members to the Metro Gateway Cities Service
Council

Background
In September 2002, the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA)
Board of Directors adopted a policy for the establishment of Service Councils for its newly
created service sectors. One of the five sectors coincides almost exactly with the Gateway
Cities COG territory. The COG requested and received recognition as the convening
coalition charged with nominating Governance Council members.
At this time, the seat for two vacancies, held by members of the community, will be filled.
Issue
In accordance with the policy and procedures, applications for transit consumer positions
were accepted from February 17 through March 15, 2017. The vacancies were announced
on the COG website, the MTA website, by newspaper advertising and by personal contact.
Two applications were received, from Mr. Sam Pena and Mr. Joseph Strapac, both current
members of the Service Council.
In accordance with the COG procedure for filling this vacancy, the Transportation
Committee will forward their recommendation verbally to the Board at the meeting.
Recommended Action
It is recommended that the Transportation Committee forward nominations to COG Board
and direct staff to submit the Board’s nomination to the MTA Board of Directors for final
approval.
Attachments
• Gateway Cities MTA Service Sector Council Nominating Policy and Procedure.
• Applications
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Attachment 1
Gateway Cities MTA Service Council
Nominating Policy and Procedure
As amended June 1, 2005

Council composition
The Council was initiated with seven members including a majority of public transit
users and not to exceed three (3) elected officials. The COG (acting as the
convening coalition) exercised its right to expand the Council to nine (9) members
on June 1, 2005. These nine (9) members shall include a majority of public transit
users and not exceed four (4) elected officials.
Nomination procedure
When one or more vacancies occur, it will be determined how many of the
vacancies may be held by elected officials. For elected official vacancies, if any, all
applications received will be compiled and forwarded to the COG Board of Directors
for its decision. For non-elected official vacancies, if any, all applications will be
reviewed by the MTA Sector Subcommittee of the Transportation Committee after
all elected official vacancies have been decided. The Subcommittee will
recommend candidates for each vacancy to the Board of Directors for nomination to
the Sector Council. All of the Board of Director’s nominations will be forwarded to
the MTA Board of Directors for its review and approval. In selecting among the
applicants, the Subcommittee will strive for diversity of perspectives, expertise,
geographic representation, and transit use including consideration of populations
with special transit needs such as the elderly and the disabled.
III.

Outreach
Applications will be accepted for a minimum period of three weeks. Notice of
available applications will posted on the COG website and mailed to all mayors,
councilmembers, county supervisors, city managers and municipal transit providers
in the Sector area as well as the Gateway Cities Partnership. A press release will
also be issued.
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VIII. REPORTS
ITEM D
Support for SB 1 (Beall): State-Local
Transportation Funding Program
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TO:

GCCOG Transportation Committee and Board of Directors

FROM:

Richard Powers, Executive Director

BY:

Karen Heit, Transportation Analyst

SUBJECT: Support for SB 1 (Beall): State-Local Transportation Funding Program
Issue
Senator Jim Beall (D-San Jose) has introduced SB 1 to address the transportation funding
needs of both the state and local government. (Senator Tony Mendoza is a co-author of
the legislation) The $6.0 billion (annual) program provides funding for highways, local
roads, transit capital (urban rail and intercity rail, and freight transportation improvements.
Specifically, the bill provides $2.25 billion to support local streets and roads. The revenue
for this bill is generated from a 6¢ per-gallon gas tax adjustment plus, restoring the price
based excise tax, and a $38 increase in registration fees. This results in a $9.47 per month
increase for the average driver.
The bill contains significant revenue for the Cities. The following chart is the annual
revenue expected to be allocated to Gateway Cities:
Los Angeles County
(Annual $ at Full Phase in)
Gateway City Estimated
Allocations
ARTESIA
AVALON
BELL
BELLFLOWER
BELL GARDENS
CERRITOS
COMMERCE
COMPTON
CUDAHY
DOWNEY
HAWAIIAN GARDENS
HUNTINGTON PARK
INDUSTRY
LAKEWOOD
LA M IRADA
LONG BEACH
LYNWOOD
M AYWOOD
M ONTEBELLO
NORWALK

SB 1/AB 1 $2.2 billion

579,618
132,099
1,243,070
2,686,902
1,474,930
1,718,935
449,273
3,388,676
834,905
3,918,241
500,358
2,040,375

299,991
68,370
643,373
1,390,653
763,376
889,665
232,529
1,753,869
432,120
2,027,954
258,969
1,056,032

2,807,132
1,703,558
16,263,934
2,455,557
959,229

1,452,881
881,706
8,417,685
1,270,917
496,466
1,141,352

15,136

2,205,223
3,686,587
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PARAMOUNT
PICO RIVERA

1,902,428
2,207,906

SANTA FE SPRINGS

606,381
398,532
3,321,285
4,231
2,991,073

SIGNAL HILL
SOUTH GATE
VERNON
WHITTIER

984,635
1,142,741
313,843
206,267
1,718,990
2,190
1,548,082

In the last week of March the Governor’s office and the Legislative leadership will be
working on a compromise deal between SB 1’s $6 billion package (Column 1) with return to
the cities as shown above and the Governor’s $4.6 billion package (Column 2).
Assemblyman Jim Frazier (D-Oakley) introduced AB 1, which contains similar funding
provisions to the SB 1. SB 1 is moving at a quicker pace than AB 1, both bills are similar.
Additionally, Governor Brown included in his proposed budget a transportation funding
proposal which includes provisions which contain level of funding below the investments of
SB 1 and AB.
Background
According to Senator Beall enactment of SB 1:
“Provides 25 million drivers with smoother, safer, stronger bridges and roads; a reliable
transportation system that can withstand natural disasters. Businesses will benefit from
improved transportation corridors that will cut down their shipping costs and bring more
Pacific Rim tonnage through California ports, making them indispensable in a highly
competitive race with Pacific Northwest ports. And, the bill pumps more funding into mass
transit to reduce congestion and greenhouse gases. Just as important, the bill begins the
process of repairs now — 87 percent of California’s roads are rated in fair or poor condition
— avoiding wasted billions spent in higher costs for deferred maintenance. For the cost of
$9.47 per month for an average driver — a 6¢ per-gallon gas tax adjustment plus, restoring
the price based excise tax, and a $38 increase in registration fees — the state can restore
and improve its transportation for the new century.”
Senator Beall has been exploring the inclusion of an amendment in SB 1 providing for a
direct linkage between transportation investment and workforce development. Recently,
the Eco Rapid Transit Board of Directors took a support position on this bill and has
discussed with the staff of Senator Mendoza the concept that would establish transit
corridor focused workforce development training program. The MTA Board has also taken
a support position on this bill.
Recommended Action
It is recommended that the Transportation Committee:
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•

Recommend that the COG Board issue the attached letter of support for SB 1
and work with Senator Mendoza, the bill’s co-author, to secure an amendment
to include a provision to establish a demonstration program focusing on transit
corridor focused workforce development and training program.

Attachments
A- Key Provisions of SB 1
B- Letter of Support
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Key provisions of SB 1
Additional Revenues (Approximate)
• $1.8 billion from a 12-cent increase to the gasoline excise tax, adjusted every three years
for inflation. The revenue generated from this particular increase will help restore the gas
tax’s lost purchasing power due to inflation. The funds attributable to the 12-cent increase
would be transferred to the newly created Road Maintenance Rehabilitation Account
(RMRA) for distribution: Key Difference: SB 1 phases in the 12-cent increase over three
years, while AB 1 does not include a phase-in period.
• $1.1 billion from ending the Board of Equalization “true up” and resetting the rate to the
historical average of 17.3 cents per gallon, adjusted every three years for inflation. This
provision “resets” the price based excise tax on gasoline to its original rate of 17.3 cents.
Funds would be distributed using current formulas.
• $1.3 billion from a $38 increase to the Vehicle Registration Fee, adjusted every three
years for inflation. After the California Department of Motor Vehicles deducts its
administrative costs from imposing and collecting the fee, the funds from the increase will
be deposited into the RMRA for distribution.
• $500 million from restoration of half the truck weight fees to transportation projects.
Phase-in restoration of truck weight fee revenue over a five-year period and half will no
longer be allowed to be transferred out of the state highway account (SHA) after FY 202021. The funds remain in the SHA, which prevents Highway Users Tax Account (HUTA)
funds from the variable gas tax from having to offset the SHA weight fee transfer. o Key
Difference: SB 1 phases-in a percentage of the truck weight fees back to transportation
projects, while AB 1 phases-in specific weight fee amounts every year. SB 1 caps the
weight fee transfer at 50 percent in FY 2020-21, while AB caps the weight fee transfer at
$500 million in FY 2020-21.
• $600 million from a 20 cent per gallon increase to the diesel excise tax, adjusted every
three years for inflation. The funds attributable to the 20-cent increase to the diesel excise
tax would be transferred to the Trade Corridors Improvement Fund (TCIF). Federal FAST
Act funds for freight will be deposited into the TCIF.
• $300 million from unallocated Cap-and-Trade funds. This continuous appropriation of
Cap-and-Trade funds is estimated to double the amount going towards the Transit and
Intercity Rail Capital Program and the Low Carbon Transit Operations Program.
• $263 million from 3.5 percent increase to the diesel sales tax. The funds generated
through the additional 3.5 percent increase to the diesel sales tax are estimated to deposit
$263 million into the State Transportation Account for transit and intercity rail purposes:
Key Difference: SB 1 would impose an additional 0.5 percent to this sales tax which would
generate a $40 million set aside for intercity rail and commuter rail.
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• $60 million from miscellaneous transportation revenues. Deletes the transfer of
miscellaneous revenues to the Transportation Debt Service Fund and instead redirect the
funds to the RMRA.
• $20 million from Vehicle Registration Fee on zero emission vehicles, starting in the
second year of ownership, adjusted every three years for inflation. Per the authors, 4 this
provision will help make up for the fact that owners of zero emission vehicles do not pay
any gas tax to maintain the roads they drive on. Revenues would be deposited into the
RMRA for distribution. o Key Difference: SB 1 imposes a $100 Vehicle Registration Fee on
zero emission vehicles generating, while AB 1 imposes a $165 Vehicle Registration Fee.
The revenues generated from these proposals, would provide the following allocations:
From the $3.2 billion in the RMRA:
• State Highway System — $1.45 billion annually for maintenance and rehabilitation of the
state highway system.
• Local Streets and Roads — $1.45 billion annually for maintenance and rehabilitation of
local streets and roads.
• Self-help counties — $200 million for existing and aspiring self-help counties.
• Active Transportation Programs — $80 million annually for Active Transportation and up
to an additional $70 million through Caltrans efficiencies.
• Advanced Mitigation — $120 million one-time funds for implementation of the Advanced
Mitigation program over the first four years.
• California State University — $2 million for transportation research and workforce training.
Key Difference: University of California — $3 million under AB 1 for the Institute for
Transportation Studies.
From restoration/returned revenue from the HUTA:
• State Transportation Improvement Program — $770 million annually for capital projects
and improvements on the state’s highway system.
• State Highway Operation and Protection Program — $210 million annually for
maintenance and rehabilitation of the state highway system.
• Local Streets and Roads — $770 million annually for local streets and roads. From Capand-Trade revenues and diesel tax increase.
• Transit and Intercity Rail — $563 million annually for transit and intercity rail capital
projects and operations, $40 million additionally set aside for intercity and commuter rail
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under SB 1.
From the TCIF:
• Freight, trade corridors, and goods movement — $600 million annually for freight, trade
corridors, and goods movement. From loan Repayments: • $706 million one-time funds for
transportation loan repayment.
From loan Repayments:
• $706 million one-time funds for transportation loan repayment
Structural and Administrative Changes
• Establishes local reporting requirements. Requires cities and counties to send the
California Transportation Commission (CTC) a list of projects they propose to fund with
Road Maintenance and Rehabilitation Account (RMRA) funds, specifying the location,
description, proposed schedule, and estimated useful life for each project each fiscal year.
• Requires cities and counties to maintain existing general fund levels for transportation
funding. Requires cities and counties to maintain their general fund transportation levels at
equal to or greater than their annual average expenditures during FY 2009-10, 2010-11,
2011-12, which is known as a maintenance of effort requirement. Authorizes the State
Controller’s Office to audit local governments for compliance and subject local
governments to reimbursing the state for non-compliance.
• Makes permanent the National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) delegation authority.
Permanently extends the authority for Caltrans to participate in the federal NEPA
delegation pilot program, which allows projects involving federal funds to be delivered
faster.
• Promotes employment and training opportunities through pre-apprenticeship. Requires
state and local agencies to create programs that promote employment in advanced
construction through pre-apprenticeship as a condition of receiving RMRA funds.
• Incorporates “complete streets” design concept into the Highway Design Manual.
Requires Caltrans to incorporate the “complete streets” design concept into the Highway
Design Manual.
• Restores independence to the CTC. Moves the CTC from the California State
Transportation Agency, establishing it as its own entity within state government to help it
fulfill its oversight role.
• Creates the Office of Transportation Inspector General as an independent entity and
office within state government. Its role will be to ensure that all other state agencies that
receive state transportation funds are operating efficiently, effectively, and in compliance
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with federal and state laws. The Governor appoints the inspector general to a six-year term
and the inspector general will be authorized to conduct audits and investigations involving
state transportation funds with all affected state agencies.
• Permanently extends and expands the limited CEQA exemption for transportation repair,
maintenance, and minor alteration projects to existing roadways. Deletes the Jan. 1, 2020
sunset of the existing law and expand the exemption to cities and counties with populations
greater than 100,000 and apply the exemption to state roadways.
• Creates an Advanced Mitigation program for transportation projects. Authorizes the
Natural Resources Agency to prepare, approve, and implement advance mitigation plans 3
for one or more planned transportation projects. An advanced mitigation plan is defined as
a regional or statewide plan that estimates the potential future mitigation requirements for
one or more transportation projects and identifies mitigation projects, sites, or credits that
would fulfill some or all of those requirements. Authorizes the agency to administer the
program, establish mitigation banks, secure areas for the purpose of providing mitigation,
and allow transportation agencies to use mitigation credits to fulfill mitigation requirements.
The program’s intention is to supplant existing CEQA requirements, not substitute for them.
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DRAFT SUPPORT LETTER
To:

Jim Beall/ Tony Mendoza Ricardo Lara

Re:

Support for SB 1

Dear Senators B/M/L,
The 27 cities and County unincorporated communities that comprise the Gateway Cities
Council of Governments (COG) would like to express their support for SB 1 (Beall). This
proposal presents an opportunity for the new legislature to advance a comprehensive
framework to address the overwhelming backlog of repair and deferred maintenance as
well as other transportation needs in the early part of 2017.
Our cities are acutely aware of the need to address the $73 billion unmet funding need for
local streets and roads as well as the $72 billion backlog to the State’s Highway System.
And as we’ve experienced firsthand, the recent storms have only exacerbated our longneglected roads, bridges and transportation infrastructure. Most of our cities experience
significant goods movement activity and traffic generated by the San Pedro Bay Ports. The
state of repair to our roads and highways is a matter of economic health and safety to our
resident’s communities.
With the expressed commitment of Legislative Leadership and this Administration to getting
this done in the early parts of 2017, we urge this legislature’s immediate attention to this
proposal as the vehicle to deliver this victory for California.
In addition to raising revenue, the COG also supports the proposals to improve efficiency,
transparency, and accountability, such as restoring independence to the California
Transportation Commission, creating the Office of the Transportation Inspection General
with audit and investigation authority over the state’s transportation spending, and
establishing local reporting requirements on local transportation spending. We support the
bill permanently extending and expanding on the limited exemptions to California’s
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for repair, maintenance, and minor alteration projects on
existing roadways to cities and counties with populations greater than 100,000.
We support making permanent the National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA)
delegation authority for Caltrans to permanently participate in the federal NEPA delegation
pilot program, which allows projects involving federal funds to be delivered faster.
Lastly, we would like to see a requirement that promotes employment and training
opportunities through pre-apprenticeship. The Gateway Cities sub-region has long been
plagued by some of the highest unemployment rates in the state; requiring state and local
agencies to create programs that promote employment in advanced construction through
pre-apprenticeships and other programs will help resolve this situation. We are particularly
interested in seeing a workforce development and training program demonstration program
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focusing on a transit corridor such as the West Santa Branch/Eco-Rapid Transit Project.
We urge your immediate action on addressing state and local transportation needs. If you
have any questions regarding the COG’s position on this bill, please do not hesitate to
contact Richard Powers, COG Executive Director at (562) 663-6850 or via email at
rpowers@gatewaycog.org

Sincerely,

Al Austin, President
Gateway Cities Council of Governments

cc:

Board of Directors
Gateway Cities Council of Governments
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TO:

Transportation Committee

FROM:

Richard Powers, Executive Director

By:

Karen Heit, Deputy Analyst

SUBJECT: Support for SB 4 (Mendoza)
Background
Senate Bill 4 (Mendoza) presents an opportunity to make a significant step forward in
addressing goods movement challenges facing the state and the Gateway Cities Subregion.
This bill, subject to voter approval at the June 5, 2018, statewide primary election,
would enact the Goods Movement and Clean Trucks Bond Act to authorize $600,000,000
of state general obligation bonds for goods movement and transportation projects. This
bill would also revise the California Transportation Commission’s project prioritization to
expand eligible projects and specify amounts to be allocated from federal Fixing
America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act dollars.
The FAST Act funds that would be allocated under this bill as follows, assuming a total
$580,000,000 in available funds:
(A)
$150,000,000 for planned land ports of entry on the border with
Mexico;
(B)
$70,000,000 for grade separation projects jointly nominated by the
Department and a regional transportation planning agency (such
as MTA);
(C)
$360,000,000 for projects nominated by regional transportation
agencies and other public agencies in consultation with the
Department and consistent with corridor based targets contained in
the TCIF guidelines as amended (but excluding projects in San
Diego and Imperial Counties in light of the border project set
aside).
The bill would make a significant contribution by the state through the commitment of
general obligation bonds and ensure that federal freight funds are allocated to key
priorities in L o s A n g e l e s C o u n t y . The last major commitment of state funds to
transportation was through Proposition 1B that was passed by the voters in 2006. That
bond measure produced funding for the I-5 and other projects.
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Transportation Committee Meeting Agenda
April 5, 2017
Recommended Action
Staff recommends that the Gateway Cities COG Transportation Committee
recommend to the COG Board of Directors to support SB 4 (Mendoza).
Attachment
Draft Letter of Support
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Transportation Committee Meeting Agenda
April 5, 2017
Draft Support Letter
Senator Mendoza (cc: other Gateway Cities Senate delegation)

Re:

SB 4 (Mendoza)

Dear Senator Mendoza:

The 27 cities and County unincorporated communities that comprise the Gateway Cities
Council of Governments (COG) would like to express our support for SB 4.
The bill will make a significant contribution by the state through the commitment of general
obligation bonds and ensure that federal freight funds are allocated to key statewide
priorities including those in Los Angeles County. This bill is timely as the last major
commitment of state funds to freight transportation projects was through Proposition 1B
passed by the voters in 2006.
The Gateway Cities sub-region has a variety of transportation projects with national
prominence; the I-710, the SR-91/I-605/I-405, and I-5 Corridor projects. All of these
projects are high priorities in the California Freight Plan and well as the California
Sustainable Freight Plan and are critical pieces of the national freight network. All of these
projects have significant local funding but could move forward more expeditiously with the
allocation of state and federal funds.
We support your efforts in addressing state and local transportation needs. If you have any
questions regarding the COG’s position on this bill, please do not hesitate to contact
Richard Powers, COG Executive Director at (562) 663-6850 or via email at
rpowers@gatewaycog.org

Sincerely,

Al Austin, President
Gateway Cities Council of Governments
cc:

Board of Directors
Gateway Cities Council of Governments
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