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AND EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 
 

Wednesday, July 7, 2021 
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Register in advance for this webinar: 
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After registering, you will receive a confirmation email containing information 

about joining the webinar. 
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AGENDA 
 

AGENDA REPORTS AND OTHER WRITTEN DOCUMENTS ARE AVAILABLE ON 
THE GATEWAY CITIES COG WEBSITE AT WWW.GATEWAYCOG.ORG. 

 
ON MARCH 4, 2020, GOVERNOR NEWSOM PROCLAIMED A STATE OF 
EMERGENCY TO EXIST IN CALIFORNIA AS A RESULT OF THE THREAT OF 
COVID-19. THE GOVERNOR HAS ISSUED EXECUTIVE ORDERS THAT 
TEMPORARILY SUSPEND REQUIREMENTS OF THE BROWN ACT, INCLUDING 
ALLOWING PUBLIC AGENCIES TO HOLD PUBLIC MEETINGS VIA 
TELECONFERENCING AND TO MAKE PUBLIC MEETINGS ACCESSIBLE 
TELEPHONICALLY OR OTHERWISE ELECTRONICALLY TO ALL MEMBERS OF 
THE PUBLIC. 

 
PUBLIC COMMENTS: To address the Board of Directors on any agenda item, 
please provide written comments by 3 p.m., July 7, 2021, the day of the 
meeting, via email to info@gatewaycog.org. All written comments timely 
submitted will be distributed to the Board members and will become part of the 
official record. 

 
I. CALL TO ORDER 

 
II. ROLL CALL 

 
III. STUDY SESSION: HIGHWAY PROJECT STUDY SESSION WITH FOCUS 

ON THE I-710 SOUTH CORRIDOR PROJECT 
  

A. Welcome and Purpose of the Dialogue Session & Guest Introductions – 
Fernando Dutra, Metro Board Representative, Gateway Cities (5 min) 

https://us02web.zoom.us/webinar/register/WN_b5lbVPwUQ6i_RdMchLUICQ
https://us02web.zoom.us/webinar/register/WN_b5lbVPwUQ6i_RdMchLUICQ
http://www.gatewaycog.org/


 
B. Remarks from Los Angeles County Supervisors  

 
1. Janice Hahn, Supervisor, District 4, Metro Board Member (5 min)  
2. Hilda Solis, Supervisor, District 1, Metro Board Chair (5 min) 

 
C. Review of Stated Purpose and Need for Gateway Cities Highway Projects – 

Nancy Pfeffer, Gateway Cities COG Executive Director, and Noe Negrete, 
Director of Public Works, City of Santa Fe Springs, Chair, 91/605/405 
Technical Advisory Committee (10 min) 
 

D. I-710 South Corridor Project Informational Update (40 min) 
 

1. Project History – Stephanie Wiggins, Chief Executive Officer, Metro; Jim 
de la Loza, Chief Planning Officer, Metro; Ernesto Chaves, Deputy 
Executive Officer, Program Management, Highway Program, Metro (20 
min) 

2. Current Planning Context – Tony Tavares, Caltrans District 7 Director 
(20 min) 

 
E. Additional I-710 Funding Partner Perspectives (15 min) 

 
1. Kome Ajise, Executive Director, Southern California Association of 

Governments 
2. Tony Gioiello, Deputy Executive Director of Development, Port of Los 

Angeles 
3. Representative, Port of Long Beach  
4. Board Member, I-5 Joint Powers Authority 

  
F. Recommended Actions – Nancy Pfeffer, COG Executive Director (5 min)  

1: Form an Ad-Hoc Committee of the COG Board to return with 
recommendations regarding the future of highway projects in the 
Gateway Cities, including potential use of Metro’s new CBO partnering 
strategy; request preliminary recommendations at 4 months, final 
recommendations at 6 months. 

o Option 1.1:  Ad-Hoc Committee focuses on the I-710 Corridor. 
o Option 1.2:  Ad-Hoc Committee considers highway projects 

throughout the Gateway Cities. 

2: Authorize staff to send a letter to Metro and Caltrans requesting 
participation of the COG member jurisdictions in the development of 
new highway principles.  



3: Authorize the Gateway Cities Metro Board Representative to sign on to 
a joint letter with Metro to state and federal agencies requesting that 
they provide early funding to deploy a Clean Truck Program on I-710. 

 
G. Public Comment: The limit for each speaker is three minutes unless otherwise 

specified by the Chair.  Please use the “Raise Hand” feature on Zoom to indicate 
that you wish to make a comment.  If you are calling in, please dial *9 to use the 
“Raise Hand” feature. 

 
H. Board Discussion and Possible Action on Recommendations 

IV. ADJOURNMENT 
 

IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE AMERICANS 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. 



Board of Directors Meeting Agenda of July 7, 2021 
 

TO:  Board of Directors 
 
FROM: Nancy Pfeffer – Executive Director 
  Karen Heit – Transportation Analyst 
 
SUBJECT: Special COG Study Session – Gateway Cities Highway Projects, 

with focus on the I-710 Corridor Project 
 
Background   
Since the late 1990’s, Caltrans, LA Metro, the Gateway Cities COG, and the I-710 
Corridor cities have been trying to resolve the air quality, congestion and safety 
issues associated with the I-710 Freeway Corridor and the surrounding 
communities. Studies have included a Major Corridor Study, and an environmental 
review utilizing both the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). All of these studies and project development 
activities have been done through a partnership of seven funding agencies: the 
Gateway COG and Corridor cities, LA Metro, Caltrans, SCAG, the I-5 JPA, and the 
two San Pedro Bay Ports. The environmental review process commenced in 2009 
and has progressed to anticipated release of the final document later this year. 
 
The I-710 project was included as a subregional priority in Measure R and as a 
Major Project in Measure M. These measures allocate over $1 billion in local sales 
tax proceeds for the project. Progress on the project corridor has included local 
projects that provide relief and the advancement of a comprehensive 
environmental review for the entire alignment.  
 
In 2018, the Metro Board pursued a change in definition of eligible projects for 
highway funding. The new guideline definitions allow, but do not require, 
subregions to fund multi-modal projects using Multi-year Subregional Program 
funding. These guidelines were adopted this June. The I-710 Corridor has always 
included multi-modal elements as part of the project.  
 
The update expands the use of funds to consider and incorporate more pedestrian 
and bicycle use of the roadways and consideration of multimodal access in the 
project development process. The updated guidelines encourage but do not 
mandate such improvements. Project sponsors will have the flexibility to scope, 
develop, and implement eligible and beneficial active transportation and complete 
streets elements that would diminish roadway congestion and improve roadway 
mobility and safety, either as elements of a related highway improvement project 
or as a stand-alone project.  
 
Issue  
In May of this year, work on the I-710 Corridor environmental analysis was 
suspended by Caltrans and the Metro Board of Directors. There are two factors 
that influenced this decision. In March of this year, the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) wrote a letter citing the project as a “Project of Air Quality 
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Concern.” In May, Caltrans Director Toks Omishakin stated that the existing project 
thinking is no longer in step with Caltrans direction or thinking – that the project 
requires “reimagining.”  
 
This study session will provide the COG board and the Corridor cities with the 
opportunity to discuss the new directions for the I-710 Corridor as well as for other 
COG major highway initiatives like the I-5 and I-605 “Hot Spots”. The context of 
this discussion should include an awareness that there will most likely be funding 
available at the state and federal levels to support highway modernization efforts.  
 
To assist the Board in this discussion we have provided selected documents that 
provide historical or background information and current policies and actions that 
impact and illuminate our highway initiatives.  
 
Recommended Action  
 
In order to resolve subregional issues with the highway program and determine a 
COG direction, it is recommended that the COG Board consider any or all of the 
following actions: 

1: Form an Ad-Hoc Committee of the COG Board to return with 
recommendations regarding the future of highway projects in the Gateway 
Cities, including potential use of Metro’s new CBO partnering strategy; request 
preliminary recommendations at 4 months, final recommendations at 6 
months. 

o Option 1.1: Ad-Hoc Committee focuses on the I-710 Corridor. 
o Option 1.2: Ad-Hoc Committee considers highway projects 

throughout the Gateway Cities.  
 

NOTE:  In 2018, following selection of the Locally Preferred Alternative by the 
Metro Board, the I-710 Project Committee and Corridor Advisory Committee 
were disbanded, as the policy decision had been made. Now there is once 
again a need for policy discussion and decisions in the I-710 Corridor. 

2: Authorize staff to send a letter to Metro and Caltrans requesting participation 
of the COG member jurisdictions in the development of new highway 
principles. (Letter to be prepared) 

3: Authorize the Gateway Cities Metro Board Representative to sign on to a joint 
letter with Metro to state and federal agencies requesting that they provide 
early funding to deploy a Clean Truck Program on I-710. (Letter to be 
prepared) 

 
NOTE: The Metro board in 2018 dedicated $50 million of I-710 Corridor Project 
funding to the I-710 Clean Truck Program. In 2021 Metro Board Member 
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Supervisor Janice Hahn sent a letter to the California State Transportation 
Agency (CalSTA) requesting the state’s partnership in leveraging this 
commitment. The state budget includes a new commitment to fund one 
thousand zero-emission trucks statewide. A partnership of the COG and Metro 
could help direct a substantial portion of those trucks to our corridor, where 
they are most needed. 

 
Attachment: 
 
I-710 Corridor and Highway Program Briefing Package/Support Documents 
(contents list provided in the attachment) 



JULY 7 STUDY SESSION
BRIEFING MATERIALS  

OVERVIEW



PURPOSE OF JULY 7 MEETING
REVIEW AND DISCUSS:
• THE HIGHWAY PROJECTS WITHIN THE GATEWAY CITIES
• THE ISSUES AND PROBLEMS THAT NEED TO BE RESOLVED ON THE GATEWAY 

CITIES FREEWAY CORRIDORS
• HOW TO  PROMOTE SAFETY AND IMPROVE AIR QUALITY AND PUBLIC HEALTH, 

WHILE ADDRESSING TRANSPORTATION NEEDS, MOBILITY, AND GOODS 
MOVEMENT

• OVERARCHING PRINCIPLES SUCH AS:  EQUITY, SUSTAINABILITY, CLIMATE, 
ZERO EMISSION FREIGHT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM

• FUNDING OPPORTUNITIES
• A NEW POLICY DIRECTION FOR THE HIGHWAY PROGRAM
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ORGANIZATION OF BRIEFING MATERIALS

TO HELP INFORM THE JULY 7 DISCUSSION, A NUMBER OF 
BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS HAVE BEEN ASSEMBLED COVERING 
THE FOLLOWING MAJOR TOPICS:  
A. DESCRIPTIVE MATERIALS OF HIGHWAY PROJECTS IN THE GATEWAY CITIES
B. METRO BOARD MOTIONS AND HIGHWAY POLICY DIRECTION
C. RECENT STATE AND FEDERAL POLICY DOCUMENTS AND VISION
D. FUNDING OPPORTUNITIES AT THE STATE AND FEDERAL LEVEL
E. COMMUNITY-BASED ORGANIZATION ENGAGEMENT  

3



A. GATEWAY CITIES HIGHWAY PROJECTS
• THERE ARE SEVERAL HIGHWAY PROJECTS BEING UNDERTAKEN WITHIN THE GATEWAY 

CITIES COG SUBREGION ON I-710, I-605, SR-91, AND I-5.
• EACH OF THESE PROJECTS ARE CURRENTLY IN VARIOUS PHASES OF PROJECT 

DEVELOPMENT, RANGING FROM THE PLANNING PHASES TO CONSTRUCTION.
• WHILE THERE ARE SOME COMMON ISSUES, EACH PROJECT AREA COMMUNITY IS 

SEEKING TO RESOLVE PROBLEMS AND TRANSPORTATION NEEDS SPECIFIC TO THEIR 
CORRIDOR.   

• SOME MAJOR PROJECTS, SUCH AS THE I-710 CORRIDOR, HAVE BEEN STUDIED AND 
EXTENSIVELY EVALUATED OVER A PERIOD OF YEARS, EXAMINING A WIDE RANGE OF 
POTENTIAL TRANSPORTATION SOLUTIONS FOR BENEFITS, IMPACTS, VIABILITY, AND 
FEASIBILITY.

• THE PUBLIC HAS ACTIVELY PARTICIPATED IN REVIEWING AND EXAMINING POTENTIAL 
TRANSPORTATION PROPOSALS AT ALL LEVELS.
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B. METRO BOARD MOTIONS
• THE METRO BOARD HAS PLAYED AN ACTIVE ROLE, IN COOPERATION WITH CALTRANS AND THE 

GATEWAY CITIES COG, IN GUIDING THE DEVELOPMENT OF HIGHWAY PROJECTS IN THE REGION.
• A GREAT DEAL OF EMPHASIS HAS BEEN PLACED ON: REDUCING POTENTIAL RIGHT OF WAY 

IMPACTS, PROVIDING FOR CLEAN EMISSIONS TRUCKS, APPLICATION OF ADVANCED 
TECHNOLOGIES AND INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS, CLOSING GAPS IN THE 
BICYCLE/PEDESTRIAN NETWORK, AND COMMUNITY HEALTH BENEFITS.

• A GOOD EXAMPLE ARE BOARD MOTIONS RELATED TO THE I-710 CORRIDOR AND METRO 
HIGHWAY PROGRAM.   

• DUE TO COST, REGULATORY HURDLES, AND COMMUNITY CONCERNS, METRO HAS ALREADY 
BEGUN SHIFTING MEASURE R AND M INVESTMENT FROM LARGE, LEGACY HIGHWAY PROJECTS 
THAT SEEK TO RESOLVE ALL TRANSPORTATION NEEDS IN A CORRIDOR, TO SMALLER, MORE 
FOCUSED, OPERATIONAL AND SAFETY DESIGN IMPROVEMENTS TO THE FREEWAYS, AND 
MULTIMODAL IMPROVEMENTS TO ARTERIAL STREETS. 
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C. STATE / FEDERAL POLICY DIRECTION
• THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA HAS CONTINUED TO SHAPE ITS CLIMATE ACTION PLAN AND 

TRANSPORTATION PLAN.  THE CLIMATE ACTION PLAN FOR TRANSPORTATION INFRASTRUCTURE 
(CACTI) IDENTIFIES THE FOLLOWING GUIDING PRINCIPLES FOR TRANSPORTATION INVESTMENT:

 BUILDING TOWARD AN INTEGRATED, STATEWIDE RAIL AND TRANSIT NETWORK
 INVESTING IN NETWORKS OF SAFE AND ACCESSIBLE BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN INFRASTRUCTURE
 INCLUDING INVESTMENTS IN HEAVY DUTY ZERO-EMISSION VEHICLE INFRASTRUCTURE
 STRENGTHING THE COMMITMENT TO SOCIAL AND RACIAL EQUITY
MAKING SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS TO REDUCE FATALITIES AND SEVERE INJURIES OF ALL USERS
 ASSESSING PHYSICAL CLIMATE RISK
 PROMOTING PROJECTS THAT DO NOT SIGNIFICANTLY INCREASE PASSENGER VEHICLE TRAVEL
 PROMOTING COMPACT INFILL DEVELOPMENT WHILE PROTECTING RESIDENTS & BUSINESESSES FROM 

DISPLACEMENT 
 DEVELOPING A ZERO-EMISSION FREIGHT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM
 PROTECTING NATURAL AND WORKING LANDS
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C. STATE / FEDERAL POLICY DIRECTION
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• ON THE FEDERAL SIDE, THE BIDEN ADMINISTRATION ISSUED EXECUTIVE ORDER 14008 
ON JANUARY 27, 2021, WHICH CREATED A GOVERNMENT WIDE “JUSTICE40” INITIATIVE 
WITH A GOAL OF DELIVERING 40 PERCENT OF THE OVERALL BENEFITS OF RELEVANT 
FEDERAL INVESTMENTS TO DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES AND TRACKING 
PERFORMANCE TOWARD THE GOAL THROUGH AN ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 
SCORECARD.

• FURTHER, RECENT ACTIONS OF THE WHITE HOUSE AND THE U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY (EPA) ARE SIGNIFICANT AND PORTEND FURTHER POLICY AND 
LEGAL CHANGES THAT WILL SHAPE THE REGULATORY LANDSCAPE OVER THE COMING 
YEARS.  FOR EXAMPLE:
 THE ADMINISTRATION CREATED TWO NEW WHITE HOUSE COUNCILS TO ADDRESS EJ IMPLEMENTATION 

AND SOLICIT EXPERT ADVICE AND RECOMMENDATIONS, AND

 SIGNED LEGISLATION PROVIDING SIGNIFICANT FUNDING FOR EJ-RELATED PROGRAMS IN THE RECENTLY 
ENACTED $1.9 TRILLION AMERICAN RESCUE PLAN ACT.



D. FUNDING OPPORTUNITIES
• CURRENTLY, THE U.S. CONGRESS ALONG WITH THE BIDEN ADMINISTRATION ARE 

DELIBERATING ON A MAJOR FEDERAL INFRASTRUCTURE INVESTMENT PROGRAM, 
INCLUDING AN UPRECEDENTED AMOUNT OF FUNDING TO SUPPORT TRANSPORTATION 
INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS.  

• WHILE FINAL CONGRESSIONAL ACTION ON THE SPECIFIC SURFACE TRANSPORTATION 
PROGRAMS AND FUNDING LEVELS ARE STILL PENDING, PROPOSED PROGRAMS INCLUDE 
POTENTIAL FUNDING SOURCES TO SUPPORT KEY ELEMENTS OF THE I-710 CORRIDOR 
PROJECT AS WELL AS OTHER HIGHWAY PROJECTS IN THE GATEWAY CITIES:
 HIGHWAY/ARTERIAL IMPROVEMENTS

 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENTS

 EQUITY-ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE FOCUSED PROGRAMS

 CLEAN TRUCKS PROGRAM

 LOCAL-HIRE/WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS 
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D. FUNDING OPPORTUNITIES
• AT THE SAME TIME, THE CALIFORNIA STATE LEGISLATURE AND THE GOVERNOR 

HAVE AGREED ON ELEMENTS OF THE FINAL FY 2022 STATE BUDGET.  WHILE MORE 
DETAILED LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS RELATING TO PROGRAM IMPLEMENTATION 
WILL BE DEVELOPED, THE BUDGET INCLUDES:
 HEAVY-DUTY ZERO EMISSIONS VEHICLES AND SUPPORTING INFRASTRUCTURE TO DEPLOY OVER 

1,000 ZE DRAYAGE TRUCKS, 1,000 ZE TRANSIT BUSES AND 1,000 ZE SCHOOL BUSES ($1.4 
BILLION TO BE DISPERSED OVER THREE YEARS)

 ACTIVE TRANSPORATION PROGRAM ($500 MILLION)

 STATE HIGHWAY REHABILITATION, BRIDGES, AND LOCAL ROADS ($2 BILLION)
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E. COMMUNITY BASED ENGAGEMENT
• LASTLY, THE BRIEFING MATERIALS INCLUDE A MAY 5, 2021 LETTER WRITTEN BY THE 

COALITION FOR ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH AND JUSTICE (CEHAJ), WHICH OUTLINES  
THEIR GOALS AND OBJECTIVES FOR THE I-710 CORRIDOR.  

• WHILE THE GATEWAY CITIES COG HAS RECEIVED HUNDREDS OF PUBLIC COMMENT 
LETTERS ON THE I-710 PROJECT OVER THE YEARS, THIS STATEMENT BY CEHAJ 
ENCAPSULATES MANY OF THE PUBLIC CONCERNS THAT HAVE BEEN VOICED TO DATE AND 
PLACES THEM IN A CURRENT CONTEXT.

• ALSO INCLUDED IS A FLYER ON THE FINAL RECOMMENDATIONS FOR METRO’S 
COMMUNITY-BASED ORGANIZATION (CBO) PARTNERING STRATEGY WHICH REPRESENTS 
A MAJOR, RECENT INITIATIVE IN COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY   
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A. Descriptive Materials of Highway Projects in the
Gateway Cities COG Subregion

The following background documents are intended to provide an overview of various highway
projects in the subregion, the underlying transportation problem(s) they are aiming to solve, and
more detailed information on the history and development of the I-710 Corridor Project.

 Status of Highway Projects in the Gateway Cities COG Subregion

 SR-91/I-605/I-405 Guiding Principles (2007)

 Gateway Cities COG – Freeway Program Purpose & Need Summary Statements for the
following projects:

o I-710 Corridor Project EIR/EIS (2017)

o I-5 (Orange County Line to I-605) EIR (2007)

o Eastbound SR-91 Atlantic Ave to Cherry Ave Auxiliary Lane Improvement Project
(2021)

o SR-91 Central Avenue to Acacia Court Improvement Project (2021)

o I-605/Valley Boulevard Interchange Improvements Project (2021)

o I-605/I-5 Interchange (2014)

 Timeline of I-710 Corridor Studies and Evolution of Findings

 I-710 Corridor Project Fact Sheet (2018)

 I-710 Early Action Program Description (2021)

 Range of Transit, Freight, and Operational Improvements That Have Been Studied to Date
within the I-710 Corridor (2008 – 2018)

 Community Participation Framework for the I-710 Corridor Project EIR/EIS (2008 - 2017)

A. Descriptive Materials of Highway Projects
in the Gateway Cities COG Subregion
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Status of Highway Projects in the Gateway Cities COG Subregion

Project
Planning

Phase
Environmental

Phase
Design
Phase

In
Construction

Funded (Not
Yet Started)

I-710 Corridor Project
(Ocean Blvd. – SR-60) X

I-605
(from Rt 60 south to 105, and along I-5
from the I-605 north to Rio Hondo)

X

I-605/I-5 Interchange X

I-605 at South St Interchange X X X

I-605 at Beverly Interchange X X

I-605 at Valley Interchange X

WB SR91 Mixed Flow Project
(Alondra to Shoemaker) X X

SR91 Aux Lane
(Cherry to Atlantic) X X

SR91 Central to Acacia Court Project
(Collector Distributer) X

I-5
(605 – South to OC County Line) X

I-5
(Paramount to I-710) X
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Map of Freeway System in the Gateway Cities

For your reference, the map below provides a schematic of the major freeways located within the
Gateway Cites.
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SR-91/I-605/I-405 GUIDING PRINCIPLES

Adopted by the SR-91/I-605/I-405 Corridor Cities Committee on
October 18, 2007

Continued mobility is essential to preserving local economies and enhancing quality of
life in the Gateway Cities and Southern California.  Since it is not possible to build our
way out of goods movement-related congestion via freeway construction without major
disruption to these economies and this quality of life, the Corridor Cities Committee
adopts the following Guiding Principles for SR-91/I-605/I-405 Corridors:

1. Confine new freeway construction (including adding lanes) to existing
State right-of-way in order to preserve and enhance local economies
and environments.

2. Address freeway operational deficiencies, relieve freeway congestion
“hot-spots” and decrease the impact of truck bypass traffic on
communities as soon as possible.

3. Secure funding for major corridor studies and improvements as soon as
possible without affecting the funding for the I-5 or I-710 Freeway
improvements

4. Support a separate freight movement corridor provided it is evaluated
and constructed along non-freeway (e.g., rail or utility) alignments using
minimally or non-polluting technologies.

5. Implement additional Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS)
improvements in the SR-91/I-605/I-405 Corridor and advocate a
broader regional approach to support this initiative.

6. Continue MTA/OCTA/GCCOG inter-county transportation planning
efforts.

7. Collaborate with SGVCOG to engage MTA in immediate development
of Los Angeles County Goods Movement Strategy.

8. Aggressively advocate with all responsible agencies to preserve and
enhance health and quality of life in the corridor.

9. Engage corridor cities in an ongoing process of city consultation and
interactive communication.
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Gateway Cities COG – Freeway Program
Purpose & Need Summary Statements

I-710 Corridor

I-710 Corridor Project - Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report/Supplemental
Draft Environmental Impact Statement and Section 4(f) Evaluation (2017)

 Project Need
o The I-710 Corridor is a vital transportation artery, linking the communities along it

and the POLA and POLB to Southern California and beyond. An essential
component of the regional, statewide, and national transportation system, it
serves both passenger and goods movement vehicles. As a result of population
growth, employment growth, increased demand for goods movement, increasing
traffic volumes, and aging infrastructure, the I-710 Corridor experiences serious
congestion and safety issues.

 Project Purpose
o The purpose of the I-710 Corridor Project is as follows:

 Improve air quality and public health
 Improve traffic safety
 Modernize the freeway design
 Accommodate projected traffic volumes
 Address increased traffic volumes resulting from projected growth in

population; and employment, and economic activities related to goods
movement

I-5 Corridor

I-5 (605/S) Freeway Widening Project EIR - Approved in June 2007
The primary purpose of the proposed project is to reduce existing and forecast traffic congestion
on Interstate 5 between SR 91 and I-605. The proposed project would include short- and long-
term strategies to improve regional air quality. The proposed project also implements Traffic
Control Measures (TMCs) that are included in the Statewide Implementation Plan (SIP).
Reconstruction of Interstate 5 would allow the State to implement current functional and safety
design standards, which would increase safety and overall operation of the facility. If no
improvements are made in the affected section of I-5, traffic delays caused by congestion would
substantially increase by the year 2015. The proposed HOV lanes would also provide a needed
linkage in the HOV system on Interstate 5 between State Route 91 and Interstate 605. If no
improvements are made within the project limits, the northbound section just north of SR 91
would continue as a major bottleneck.
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SR-91 Corridor

Eastbound State Route 91/Atlantic Avenue to Cherry Avenue Auxiliary Lane
Improvements Project - Public Comment Circulation - May 2021

 The purpose of the Eastbound State Route 91 Atlantic Avenue to Cherry Avenue
Auxiliary Lane Improvements Project (Project) is to enhance safety conditions, reduce
congestion, and improve freeway operations on both the Eastbound State Route91
mainline and ramps.

 Need
o Roadway Deficiencies Eastbound State Route 91 experiences substantial

congestion due to operational deficiencies within the Project Area, which is
forecast to increase if no physical and operational improvements are made to the
facility. The Project is needed to address operational safety due to the short
weaving distance along Eastbound State Route 91 between the closely spaced
interchanges of the I-710 to Eastbound State Route 91 connectors, Atlantic
Avenue, and Cherry Avenue which impacts mainline congestion.

o Transportation Demand, and Safety As discussed in the Project Report, State
Route 91experiences substantial congestion, which is forecast to increase in the
absence of physical and operational improvements. According to SCAG regional
growth forecasts, population, households, and employment growth is expected to
continue increasing, as shown inTable1. The existing and forecasted traffic
volumes along the Eastbound State Route 91mainline, as shown inTable2, with
the short weaving distances between the closely spaced interchanges of the I-
710to Eastbound State Route 91 connectors, Atlantic Avenue, and Cherry
Avenue result in congested operations at the confluence area between the I-710
to Eastbound State Route 91 connectors and the Cherry Avenue off-ramp.

SR-91 Central Avenue to Acacia Court Improvement Project - Initial Study with Negative
Declaration/Environmental Assessment with Finding of No Significant Impact – May 2021

 Purpose and Need
o Purpose The purpose of the project is to reduce congestion, improve mobility and

safety of the freeway (both mainline and ramps) on SR-91 between
approximately Central Avenue and Acacia Court, and enhance local roadway
operations.

 Need
o The SR-91 corridor currently experiences congestion, which is exacerbated by

increased traffic volumes and closely spaced freeway entrance and exit ramps.
The short distance between the closely spaced interchanges at Central Avenue,
Wilmington Avenue, and Acacia Court causes congestion and weaving issues on
the mainline. There is also a high concentration of collisions throughout the
corridor.
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I-605 Corridor

Interstate 605/Valley Boulevard Interchange Improvements Project – Initial Study with
Negative Declaration/Environmental Assessment with Finding of No Significant Impact -
Approved April 2021
Purpose and Need

 The purpose of the project is to accomplish the following objectives:
o Reduce congestion on Valley Boulevard;
o Improve traffic operation at the I-605/Valley Boulevard interchange;
o Alleviate mobility constraints; and
o Enhance overall safety.

 Project Need
o The I-605/Valley Boulevard interchange currently experiences significant

congestion, heavy truck traffic, and operational deficiencies which are forecasted
to increase and exacerbate existing traffic conditions without any planned
improvements. Operational deficiencies include inadequate vehicle queueing
space on the existing off-ramps, and nonstandard roadway geometrics. The
interchange currently operates at unacceptable levels of service with accident
rates that exceed the statewide average. Additionally, the interchange does not
have sufficient capacity to support the existing and planned traffic volumes.
Currently, the walkway under the I-605 freeway along westbound Valley
Boulevard is a dirt path, and curb ramps are not in compliance with the
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).

605/5 Interchange PSR (PDS) – Approved in June 2014
Purpose and Need

Purpose: The purpose of the project is to reduce congestion and improve freeway
operations (both mainline and ramps), improve safety, and improve local and system
interchange operations and limit freeway improvements to within the existing State R/W
to the maximum extent possible while also minimizing environmental and economic
impacts.
Need: The I-605/I-5 system interchange area currently experiences significant
congestion, which is forecast to increase in the future absent physical and operational
improvements to the facility. Congestion is a result of insufficient I-605 and I-5 freeway
mainline capacity, closely spaced freeway entrance and exit ramps and inadequate older
design features at the freeway-to-freeway interchange such as nonstandard connector
ramp shoulder widths and superelevation rates. The existing freeway geometry has
many features which do not meet current Caltrans Highway Design Manual Standards
such as nonstandard shoulder and lane widths. There are also a number of areas within
the project limits with a high concentration of 07 - LA - 605 - PM 6.36/PM 15.10 07 - LA -
5 - PM 6.39/PM 9.45 07 - LA - 105 – PM 16.14/PM 17.80 6 accidents. In addition, there
are currently no separate HOV lanes on I-5 in the study area.



Timeline of I-710 Corridor Studies and Evolution of Findings

2001 2005 2008

8 Alternatives
& Advanced
Technologies

3 Alternatives
& Advanced
Technology

Options

3 Revised
Alternatives

with
Community
Programs &

Technologies

1 Preferred
Alternative

with
Community
Programs &

Technologies

Identify Early
Action Program

(On-Going)

2012 2017 2018 2021

12
Alternatives

5
Alternatives
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I-710 Corridor Improvement Project



The Long Beach Freeway (I-710)  
is a vital transportation artery 

that links the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach (the San Pedro 

Bay Ports) with intermodal rail facilities, distribution centers, and 

major trucking routes. It is also one of the region’s major passenger 

vehicle corridors and is an essential component of the regional, 

state and national transportation system.

 
Safety and Mobility 

The 710 freeway was designed in the 
1950s and 60s before the dramatic 
increase in global trade, the related 
expansion of the Ports, and the 
tremendous population growth in 
Southern California over the past 50 
years. In recent decades, the freeway 
has experienced elevated accident rates, 
exceeding the state average for similar 
facilities. Improving the 710 freeway 
is expected to result in measurable 
improvements in freeway and arterial 
street congestion and safety.

 
Goods Movement

Functionally outdated and operationally 
challenged, the I-710 freeway cannot 
continue to support the volume of 
truck and automobile traffic it carries 
as these volumes rise. Slow moving or 
idling trucks are a major source of air 
pollution and travel delays, affecting 
regional productivity, air quality, public 
health and safety, regional economic 
development, and quality of life in the 
surrounding communities. Given these 
conditions, the need to improve I-710 is 
now more compelling than ever.

Economic Vitality  
and Job Growth 

One in every eight jobs in the Los 
Angeles basin is related to the San 
Pedro Bay Ports. As a vital link between 
the ports and their markets, the I-710 
Corridor Improvement Project will help 
to sustain the competitive position 
of the Ports and the region in a very 
competitive global market. Moreover, 
the project is expected to generate 
between 55,800 and 115,200 local 
construction jobs, and it will drive long-
term, sustainable, diverse job growth 
locally and throughout the region.

 
Air Quality 

Improving air quality is  among the 
main purposes for the I-710 Corridor 
Improvement Project. The proposed 
project would significantly improve 
air quality in comparison with today’s 
levels by investing in cleaner heavy 
duty trucks and improving traffic flow. 
In a related effort, Metro is participating 
in a regional effort to demonstrate the 
viability of zero-emission and near zero  
emission heavy duty trucks. 

• Accommodate future economic 
growth and goods movement

• Improve air quality and public health

• Improve mobility and reduce traffic 
congestion on I-710.

• Redesign I-710 to reach modern standards

• Enhance traffic safety

PROJECT PURPOSE
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The I-710 
Project relieves 
congestion and 
improves safety 
and mobility on 
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I-710 is the backbone of  

the transportation network 

for the Gateway Cities.

The proposed improvements 

would completely redesign and 

revitalize the I-710 freeway.



I-710 Community  
Health Benefit Program

With the introduction of the I-710 Community Health 
Benefit Program, the I-710 Project will promote 
investment in communities to improve air quality and 
public health.  This program would: 

• Retrofit schools, day care facilities, and senior 
centers with high efficiency air filters.

• Install air quality monitoring stations.

• Conduct community health testing, initiate health 
education and outreach programs, and deploy 
mobile asthma clinics.

• Implement greenhouse gas reduction projects such 
as renewable power, tree-planting, and energy 
efficiency upgrades.  

I-710 Air Quality Benefits

The I-710 Clean Emissions Truck Deployment Program 
will replace  4,000 conventional diesel trucks that travel on 
I-710 with “clean emissions” trucks. Through advanced 
vehicle technologies, the I-710 Project will improve air 
quality for residents and workers in the I-710 Corridor.   

The I-710 Project brings quality of life benefits 
to the surrounding communities. 

Clean Emissions Truck (Photo: Port of Los Angeles)

Air Quality Monitoring Station

Local Congestion Relief

The I-710 Project brings forward funds to 
implement traffic and safety projects that 
manage  traffic and eliminate congestion hot 
spots on the local arterial network within the 
I-710 Corridor.   

I-710 Bicycle and  
Pedestrian Crossings

The I-710 Project provides  new and safer 
bicycle and pedestrian crossings over the 
I-710 freeway and Los Angeles River channel 
to better integrate communities and to 
encourage non-motorized travel.   
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I-710 Early Action Program
Due to the urgent and immediate need to resolve the safety, mobility, and health concerns in the I-710
Corridor, Metro and Caltrans have embarked on developing an Early Action Program, which would
represent the initial construction stages of the I-710 Corridor Project.  The I-710 Corridor is currently
experiencing higher than average accident rates, which are clustered near the ramp junctions with the
mainline freeway and at congestion hotspots created by traffic weaving movements as well as uneven
speeds in traffic flows associated with stop and go traffic.

The Early Action Program focuses on those freeway improvements that would provide immediate
operational and safety benefits to the traveling public.  These improvements would add auxiliary lanes
to I-710 to help separate mainline through traffic from those vehicles which need to enter and exit the
freeway.  Early action improvements would also redesign local interchanges in problem locations by
reconfiguring the freeway ramps to reduce conflicting vehicular movements and to eliminate potentially
dangerous curves in order to smooth traffic flow and to improve sight distance on I-710.

The Early Action Program also includes other key elements from the I-710 Corridor Project which
respond to critical needs within the I-710 Corridor.  These include: the construction of sound walls along
the I-710 freeway, the construction of new pedestrian and bicycle overcrossings, the provision of
community health benefit projects, and the deployment of zero and near zero-emission trucks within
the I-710 Corridor.
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Range of Transit, Freight, and Operational Improvements that Have Been Studied to
Date within the I-710 Corridor

The I-710 Corridor has been under evaluation since 2003.  As a result of this effort, a widely varied list of potential
improvements have been studied.  The following table summarizes transportation improvements that have been
recommended for inclusion in the Project and those improvements that were rejected either because they were
found to be fatally flawed or because they were nonresponsive to the needs in the I-710 Corridor.

Evaluated and Eliminated
Proposed Improvement Rationale for Elimination
“Maximum Transit” Alternative (All elements):

 Intercity High Speed Rail (OC to LA)
 West Santa Ana Branch / Eco Rapid Transit
 Metro Gold Line Extension
 Atlantic BRT
 Amtrak Pacific Surfliner Improvements
 Metro Blue / Green Line Improvements
 68% increase in local/regional peak period

bus service frequencies
Source: Modeling Results, GCCOG Strategic
Transportation Plan (2014)

 Insufficient mode shift from auto to transit to
affect travel on I-710 (less than 1%)

 The transit improvements address travel markets
other than I-710 (i.e., mismatch)

 The transit improvements did not address the
safety, mobility or goods movement problem on I-
710

 Insufficient mode shift did not address the air
quality issues on I-710

Zero Emissions Truck Lanes with Tolls on Trucks
 Freight Corridor (2 lanes in each direction)
 Zero Emissions Trucks Only
 Advanced Truck Technology Freight Corridor

Option such as electric automated fixed
guideway for freight containers

Source:  I-710 Corridor RDEIR/SDEIS (2014, 2018)

 Right of Way impacts - Displacements of many
homes and businesses.

 Environmental and visual impacts
 Insufficient utilization of truck lanes (due to tolls –

too many alternative routes).  Trucks stayed on I-
710 travel lanes and on city streets.

 Infeasible due to cost.
“Express Bus on I-710 / New Bus Rapid Transit
Route”

 Three new bus routes in the I-710 Corridor

Source:  Motion 22.1, I-710 Corridor RDEIR/SDEIS
(2016); Metro NextGen Redesign (2020).

 While recommended by the I-710 Project for
further study despite low ridership projections,
these improvements were ultimately not
recommended for implementation in Metro’s
NextGen Bus Network Redesign Study (2020)
due to low ridership projections, poor operational
efficiency, and redundancies to the Metro Blue
Line.

“Electrified Conventional Freight Rail” in I-710 Corridor
 Connects Ports to Intermodal Yards in

Commerce/East LA at northern end of the I-
710 Corridor

 Short-haul freight rail operation to serve off-
dock rail I-710 travel market

 Powered by overhead electrical catenary

Source:  Alternative Rail Technology Screening
Report, I-710 Corridor Project DEIR/DEIS (2009).

 Can utilize existing freight rail lines within the
Ports, but outside the Ports operation requires
complete grade separation (i.e., electrified freight
rail line must be vertically and horizontally
separate from mixed flow traffic (autos, peds,
bikes, etc.) with horizontal curves suitable for
freight rail.  I-710 cannot be utilized.

 Therefore, since there is no existing freight rail
line that connects the Ports to the intermodal
yards, a new freight rail alignment on new
location would need to be constructed.

 [Note:  A new freight alignment on new location
would result in severe right-of-way impacts,
displacements, and environmental impacts to
create this new alignment (worse than Alt. 5C).]
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“HOV Lane” Alternative on I-710
 Add new HOV lane (1 lane in each direction)

in the median of I-710
 For HOVs and transit vehicles only

Source:  I-710 Major Corridor Study (2003)

 Does not address the goods movement problem
on I-710

 [Note:  would have similar (and potentially
greater) impacts as Alternative 5C assuming the
same safety, operational and geometric design
upgrades were made to the I-710 freeway.]

“Managed Lanes” in the median of I-710
 Add barrier-separated lanes (2 additional

lanes in each direction) for autos, HOVs, and
transit with congestion pricing (tolling)
capabilities

Source:  I-710 Major Corridor Study (2003)

 Right of Way impacts and Displacements of
many homes and businesses due to footprint
width of managed lanes as well as
ingress/egress to managed lanes.

 Did not directly address the goods movement
needs on I-710

“Rail Alternative” on I-710
 Add high speed or advanced technology

passenger rail line in the median of I-710
Source:  I-710 Major Corridor Study (2003)

 Insufficient mode shift from auto to transit to
affect travel on I-710.

 The rail improvement did not address the safety,
mobility or goods movement problem on I-710.

 I-710 would still need to be widened – although
not as much – to accommodate the new rail line
in the median.

 Insufficient mode shift did not address the air
quality issues on I-710

 High cost relative to little/no I-710 travel, safety,
and AQ benefits

Evaluated and Included in I-710 Project
Transportation Improvement Rationale for Inclusion
“Maximum Goods Movement” (All elements)

 Alameda Corridor Frequency Increase
(Freight Rail)

 On-Dock Rail Improvements (Freight Rail)
 Pier B (Freight Rail Facility)
 ICTF (Freight Facility)
 SCIG (Freight Facility)
 Pier Pass
 Empty Container Management
 FRATIS (Freight ITS)

Source:  I-710 Corridor RDEIR/SDEIS (2013)

 Included in 2035 I-710 No Build Condition

I-710 Clean Truck Emissions Program
 Deploys 4,000 ZE/NZE Trucks on I-710
 Seed funding for ZE truck electric charging

stations / hydrogen fueling stations
Source:  I-710 Corridor RDEIR/SDEIS (2015, 2018)

 Addresses air quality and community health
issues in the I-710 Corridor by reducing cancer
risk and diesel particulate matter.

I-710 Community Health Benefit Program
 Grant program for projects and programs that

improve air quality, reduce GHG, and provide
health screening and education

Source:  I-710 Corridor RDEIR/SDEIS (2015, 2019)

 Addresses air quality and community health
issues in the I-710 Corridor

I-710 Bicycle and Pedestrian Crossings
 New pedestrian/bicycle overcrossings
 New bicycle facilities on crossing arterials

Source:  I-710 Corridor RDEIR/SDEIS (2016)

 Addresses mobility and community health issues
in the I-710 Corridor

 [Note without the interchange improvements we
will not be able to widen the bridges over I-
710/LA River Channels to make space for these
Class II and Class IV bicycle improvements, so
we’d have to drop these.]
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I-710 Early Action Sound Walls
 Raise height of existing soundwalls, new

soundwalls along I-710

 Addresses existing and future noise conditions
along I-710

Specific Improvements that Have not been Evaluated

 Converting two (one in each direction) or more (two in each direction) existing I-710 freeway lanes to
managed lanes.

Why not previously evaluated?:  public backlash associated with taking away “free” lanes or on charging tolls
for previously “free” lanes; legal and institutional barriers to taking away “free” lanes on a national interstate;
equity issues with converting “free” lanes to “lexus” lanes to a freeway that largely serves an EJ population;
some truck diversion to other freeways/city arterials; and some physical freeway improvements would still be
necessary to separate managed lanes from mixed flow lanes; to provide controlled ingress/egress into the
managed lanes; and to provide facilities and equipment to monitor, enforce, and collect tolls.]

 Converting the entire I-710 freeway to price managed freeway lines.

[Why not previously evaluated?:  public backlash associated with taking away “free” lanes or on charging tolls
for previously “free” lanes; legal and institutional barriers to taking away “free” lanes on a national interstate
subject to free commerce; equity issues with converting “free” lanes to “lexus” lanes on freeway that largely
serves an EJ population; high levels of auto and truck diversion from I-710 to other freeways and to local
arterials within the I-710 study area [i.e., diversion through EJ communities.]

 Converting an existing or additional I-710 lane to create a zero emissions truck lane.

[Why not previously evaluated?:  In order for an exclusive, zero emissions truck lane to work, it would be
necessary to keep conventional trucks, autos, or even near zero trucks out of the lane for use by the zero
emissions trucks. The advantage to the zero emission trucks is reduced and reliable travel times due to
uncongested operation on this exclusive lane. California law requires that heavy duty trucks stay to the two
right-hand lanes for a number of reasons, mostly due to safety, but also due to operational factors.  This law
also keeps slower moving truck flows somewhat separate from mainstream auto flows.  Therefore, a zero
emissions truck lane would need to be located within a right-hand side lane on the existing I-710 facility.
However, all existing ramps which provide ingress and egress to the I-710 freeway are located on the right-
hand side of the freeway.  And, in order to get on and off the existing freeway, any vehicle (auto, conventional
trucks) would need to travel in the right-hand side zero emissions truck lane just to access the mixed flow
lanes to the left.  (This is why HOV lanes and managed lanes are typically positioned in the far left lane of a
freeway with the mixed flow lanes to the right.)  On the I-710 freeway, the right-hand side on- and off-ramps
are generally located every ½ to 1 mile.  This makes an exclusive, zero emissions truck lane that cannot be
separated from mixed flow traffic incompatible with safe freeway operations.]



B. Metro Board I-710 Motions and Highway Policy
Direction

The following background documents and materials provide information on Metro Board direction
for the I-710 Corridor Project and the Metro Highway Program.  This category includes excerpts of
various Metro Board Motions related to the I-710 Corridor Project which span the past several
years.  Also included here is current information on the modernization of Metro’s highway program,
including related correspondence, as well as a fact sheet summarizing Metro’s strategic approach to
goods movement in Los Angeles County.

 Excerpts from Metro Board Motions (Board Directives) on the I-710 Corridor Project
(Metro Board Motions 22.1, 5.1/5.2, 8.1, and 47/48)

 I-710 South Project Status Update Board Box Memorandum from former Metro CEO
Phillip Washington to Metro Board of Directors (10/15/2015)

 Metro Board Report, “Modernizing the Metro Highway Program” (6/16/2021)

 Correspondence from the Gateway Cities COG to Metro regarding the proposed
modernization of the highway program (12/3/2020)

 Metro’s 2021 Los Angeles County Goods Movement Strategic Plan Fact Sheet

B. Metro Board I-710 Motions and Highway
Policy Direction



Excerpts From Metro Motions (Board Directives)

on the I-710 Corridor Project

The following are the Metro Board Directives (Action Items form
the following Board Motions concerning the I-710 Corridor
projects:

 Motion 22.1 (Amended) Final October 14, 2015
 Motion 5.1 March 1, 2018
 Motion 5.2 March 1, 2018
 Motion 8.1 January 23, 2020
 Motion 47 June 24, 2021
 Motion 48 June 24, 2021
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Directives (Action Items)

Motion - 22.1 (Amended) Final

October 14, 2015

A. Geometric design for the I-710 Freight Corridor (under Alternative 7 only) that
eliminates significant impacts and displacements of homes, businesses, or community
resources, such as but not limited to the Bell Shelter or Senior Centers, and the
implications of such a design on commuter and freight traffic demands; where
significant impacts are unavoidable, provide documentation of the rationale and
constraints;

B. An option, under Alternative 7 only, to evaluate the feasibility should technology be
available, to operate only zero-emissions trucks along the Freight Corridor as part of the
project;

C. Implementing high frequency Express Bus Transit service along the main 710
corridor and the impact of such a line on commuter and freight traffic demands;

D. Adding transit service on the bus and rail lines serving the I-710 project area,
including operating Blue and Green Line trains with a minimum of 10-minute headways
and a minimum of 25% increase in local bus, express bus and community shuttles
service frequencies;

E. Traffic Control measures, traffic management, intelligent transportation systems and
operational efficiency improvements, such as highway ramp metering and transit
system signal prioritization, to reduce congestion on local streets and arterials before
considering expanding lanes;

F. The use of the best available control technology construction equipment as defined
by the California Air Resources Board;

G. Construction of a new, 8-foot, Class-I bike path and access points within the Los
Angeles Flood Control District right-of-way on the western levee of the Los Angeles
River Channel from the Pacific Coast Highway [Long Beach] to Imperial Highway [South
Gate] to connect with the existing Los Angeles River Bike Path;

H. Construction of a new 8-foot, Class I bike path and access points within SCE right-of-
way, roughly parallel to Greenleaf Blvd., between the Los Angeles Blue Line and
Sportsman Drive; For items G, H and I above, conduct a study separate from the I-710
South Environmental Impact. Work with the CEO to identify and recommend funds to
support the study. Instruct staff to report back within 60 days.
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I. Construction of a new 8-foot, Class I bike path and access points within SCE and
LADWP right-of-way from Willow/TI Freeway [Long Beach] to connect with the Rio
Hondo Bike trail at Garfield Avenue [South Gate] This new route would be
approximately 12 miles in length;

J. Upgrades to the existing Los Angeles River Bike Path consisting of safety,
landscaping, hardscape, lighting and access enhancements and fix station including to
locations, between Ocean Blvd. [Long Beach] and its northern terminus at Slauson
Avenue [Vernon];

K. The replacement/enhancement of approximately 28 existing bridges/underpasses
and the construction of at least five new pedestrian/bike bridges/underpasses to ensure
safe and easily accessible freeway and river crossings to reduce gaps between
crossing over ½ a mile where demand for increased access exists along the project
corridor;

L. Ensure implementation of Complete Streets treatments that promote sustainable and
“livable neighborhoods” for all those arterials, ramp termini, and intersections as part of
the proposed I710 Project. Designs shall be consistent with the principles outlined in
Caltrans’ Main Streets, California: A Guide for Improving Community and Transportation
Vitality;

M. Consistent with Caltrans’ policy, maximize the number of new trees, shrubs and
foliage within proposed state ROW that are drought resistant and have superior
biosequestration and biofiltration capabilities, in an effort to surpass the minimum tree
removal/replacement ratio;

N. Consistent with the Regional Water Quality Control Board and their Municipal
Separate Storm Sewer System permits, identify suitable locations within the state’s right
of way to implement additional storm water Best Management Practices and enhance
the water quality for the LA River and its tributaries; and

O. Incorporate into the project design, avoidance and minimization measures to reduce
the level of impacts to Los Angeles River’s riverbanks, trails, pocket parks, open space,
wetlands and native landscaping within the project area.

FURTHER MOVE that the Board of Directors instruct the Chief Executive Officer to
consider the following mitigation during construction, in parallel to the EIR/EIS process:

A. Direct staff to monitor traffic congestion on all rail and bus routes in the I-710
construction area to identify and make needed adjustments to service based on actual
traffic conditions and to determine if Metro services should operate on an incentive fee
structure during the construction period;

B. Direct staff to identify potential incentive programs for the Blue line and Metro buses
in the I710 corridor and affected by construction, to be considered as possible mitigation
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to help ease the impact of delays to bus service identified in the recirculated
DEIR/DEIS;

C. Develop a community outreach plan in conjunction with community stakeholders to
provide quarterly reports on the progress of the I-710 project to the Gateway Cities
Council of Governments (GCCOG) and the community at public meetings/hearings
where there is the opportunity for community input;

D. Establish a bike and pedestrian safety plan during construction; and

E. Create a residential and school noise and air mitigation program, to be incorporated
into the I710 Community Health and Benefit Program.

FURTHER MOVE that the Board of Directors instruct the Chief Executive Officer take
the following actions, working with Caltrans and partner agencies as necessary and in
parallel to the EIR/EIS process:

A. Direct staff to include an analysis of a Zero Emission Truck procurement and
operations program (Alternative 7 only) in any Public Private Partnership analysis to be
done for the Project;

B. Work with the Gateway Cities Council Of Government jurisdictions to add, align
and/or partner bus route stops with access points to surrounding Class-I bike paths to
further promote the combination of active transportation and transit ridership; and

C. Direct staff to work with community based partners (community groups, faith based
groups and labor) on the development of a Local and Targeted Hiring Policy and PLA
for construction jobs and a First Source Hiring Policy for permanent jobs created by the
project. This should completed, at the latest, by the completion of the recirculated
DEIR/DEIS.
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Directives (Action Items)

Motion 5.1

REVISED Motion by:

HAHN, SOLIS, GARCIA, AND DUPONT-WALKER

Related to Item 5: I-710 South EIR/EIS Project

WE THEREFORE MOVE to direct the Metro CEO and Staff to, as part of, staff
recommended Locally Preferred Alternative 5c:

A. Change the Zero Emission/Near Zero Emission truck technology development
program to the phased-in “Zero Emission Truck Technology Development Program.”

B. Increase program funding target from $100 million to $200 million, and include in the
Program incentives and grants investment in the acceleration of zero emission
technology both for long hauling trucks and for freeway infrastructure, including but not
limited to, “under the pavement” vehicle charging capacity as options to consider.

C. Convene a working group comprised of the California Air Resources Board (CARB),
California State Department of Transportation (Caltrans), Southern California
Association of Governments (SCAG), South Coast Air Quality Management District
(AQMD), California Transportation Commission (CTC), the Ports of Los Angeles and
Long Beach, zero-emission industry experts and other key stakeholders to develop a
policy recommendation for a full, zero-emission only, dedicated lane including, but not
limited to “rechargeable roadways” on the entire 19 mile long stretch of the 710 freeway,
as part of the reevaluation of the remaining elements of Alternative 5c, after the Early
Action Projects have been completed.
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Directives (Action Items)

Motion 5.2

MOTION BY DIRECTORS

SOLIS, GARCIA, RIDLEY-THOMAS, BUTTS, NAJARIAN, AND HAHN

WE THEREFORE MOVE that the Board adopt Alternative 5C as the Locally Preferred
Alternative for the I-710 South Corridor Project FEIR/FEIS (inclusive of Motion 22.1 from
October 2015) and expedite the delivery of an Early Action Program (EAP) that
emphasizes the following:

A. Projects that deliver the most immediate and significant benefits related to safety,
mobility and air quality;

B. Projects that can be implemented with minimal or no displacement of residences,
businesses, and sensitive land uses;

C. Developing a local/targeted hiring policy that is applicable to any and all eligible
funding sources;

D. Conduct an operational performance analysis upon completion of the Early Action
Program utilizing the most current State and local evaluation measures and standards
to re-evaluate and re-validate the remaining elements of Alternative 5C, especially
identifying opportunities to further reduce property impacts;

E. Return to the board upon completion of the aforementioned directive to seek further
consideration and authorization related to implementing the balance of improvements in
Alternative 5C.

FURTHER MOVE that the Board direct the CEO to establish a working group with the
freight industry, air quality regulators, transportation and metropolitan planning
agencies, the Gateway Council of Governments and other relevant stakeholders to
explore the lead authorities, financial impact and other implementation factors related
to:

A. Develop a strategic plan that is consistent with the South Coast Air Quality
Management Plans, which expedites the transition from diesel freight trucks to nearzero
emission vehicles as soon as possible and outlines a transition to zero-emission
vehicles as the cleanest, most reliable technology becomes available;

B. Host an industry forum aimed at stimulating and accelerating the deployment of
cleaner freight truck alternatives. The forum shall include, but not be limited to topics
such as funding and financing, public-private partnerships, new technologies, on- and
off-dock rail support facilities, best practices research and development, demonstration
(example: rechargeable roadways), creative purchase/lease incentive programs, etc.;
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C. Develop and evaluate multiple scenarios for a comprehensive congestion demand
management program, to be evaluated independently, that focuses on separating
freight and non-freight vehicles (i.e. dedicated toll lanes) within the existing rights of way
on freeways facilities throughout Los Angeles County with priority on Near-Zero and
Zero-Emission vehicles;

D. Develop an overarching transportation demand management (TDM) strategy
consistent with the larger, previously approved TDM strategy development process that
will minimize the impact of goods movements and people in the surrounding
communities along the I-710 corridor.

FURTHER MOVE that the CEO works with the Gateway Cities Council of Governments
to assess the effectiveness and recommend potential improvements to the community
participation structure that was established for the environmental review period. Report
back to the board in 120 days. FURTHER MOVE that, as part of its NextGen Bus Study,
Metro evaluate the feasibility of implementing high-frequency bus service in accordance
with Motion 22.1 (October 2015).
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Directives (Action Items)

Motion 8.1 by: DIRECTORS HAHN, SOLIS, AND BUTTS

Related to Item 8:

Los Angeles County Goods Movement Strategic Plan Development Status Update

APPROVE Motion by Directors Hahn, Solis, and Butts that the Board:

1. Direct that the I-710 Clean Truck Program be developed as an Early Action Item
under both the Goods Movement Strategic Plan as well as the I-710 South Corridor
Project.

2. Request a report back in 60 days that provides a framework for implementation of the
710 Clean Truck Program. This framework should delineate, at a minimum the:

a. Assessment of eligible Metro funding sources and recommendations for seed
funding.

b. Development of implementation details, including eligibility requirements, institutional
arrangements, management, staff resources and administration.

c. Evaluation of different potential strategies to accelerate progressive transition to Zero
Emission Trucks in the I-710 corridor.

d. Recommendations on how to encourage the participation of key regulatory agencies
and stakeholders in the development of the program, with a specific focus on
community-based organizations, non-profits, and community advocacy groups.
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Directives (Action Items)

Motion by: DIRECTORS SOLIS, SANDOVAL, BUTTS, GARCETTI, AND MITCHELL
710 South Corridor Project

APPROVE Motion by Directors Solis, Sandoval, Butts, Garcetti, and Mitchell that direct
the Chief Executive Officer to:

1. Immediately cease further work to advance the current 710 South Corridor Project
EIR/EIS;

2. Evaluate all improvements included in the EIR/EIS that can be advanced separately
from mainline 710 South infrastructure improvements including, but not limited to,
projects related to active transportation, operational improvements, clean truck
infrastructure, and community health;

3. Identify additional locally-supported projects that can be advanced to enhance
mobility along the 710 South Corridor and complement the non-freeway projects
mentioned above, including but not limited to the West Santa Ana Branch, the LA
River/Rio Hondo Confluence Station, LA River Master Plan, Rail to River, and the
Atlantic Boulevard Bus Rapid Transit;

4. Collaborate with corridor cities, local stakeholders, community based organizations,
the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach, and the Gateway Council of Governments to
conduct outreach and develop a funding plan in order to advance a revised Early Action
Program that includes projects identified in Directives 2 and 3. The revised Early Action
Program should emphasize shovel ready projects and prioritize partnerships with labor
to advance Metro’s Project Labor Agreement and Construction Careers Policy;

5. Report back on all directives in September 2021
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Directives (Action Items)

Motion by: DIRECTORS HAHN, SOLIS, BUTTS, AND DUTRA

I-710 South Corridor Project

APPROVE Motion by Directors Solis, Sandoval, Butts, and Garcetti that direct the Chief
Executive Officer to:

1. Immediately cease further work to advance the current 710 South Corridor Project
EIR/EIS;

2. Evaluate all improvements included in the EIR/EIS that can be advanced separately
from mainline 710 South infrastructure improvements including, but not limited to,
projects related to active transportation, operational improvements, clean truck
infrastructure, and community health;

3. Identify additional locally-supported projects that can be advanced to enhance
mobility along the 710 South Corridor and complement the non-freeway projects
mentioned above, including but not limited to the West Santa Ana Branch, the LA
River/Rio Hondo Confluence Station, LA River Master Plan, and the Atlantic Boulevard
Bus Rapid Transit;

4. Collaborate with corridor cities, local stakeholders, community based organizations,
the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach, and the Gateway Council of Governments to
conduct outreach and develop a funding plan in order to advance a revised Early Action
Program that includes projects identified in Directives 2 and 3. The revised Early Action
Program should emphasize shovel ready projects and prioritize partnerships with labor
to advance Metro’s Project Labor Agreement and Construction Careers Policy;

5. Report back on all directives in September 2021
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PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING COMMITTEE

JUNE 16, 2021

SUBJECT: MODERNIZING THE METRO HIGHWAY PROGRAM

ACTION: APPROVE RECOMMENDATIONS

RECOMMENDATION

ADOPT:

1) REVISED Measure R Highway Program Criteria - Project Eligibility for Highway Operational
Improvements and Ramp/Interchange Improvements (Attachment A), and

2) REVISED Measure M Guidelines, Section X - Multi-Year Programs (Highway Subfunds)
(Attachment B)

ISSUE

In March 2021, the Metro Board approved the recommendations of the highway reform
subcommittee and directed staff to initiate a formal 60-day public review and comment period of the
proposed amendments to the Measure R and Measure M guidelines circulate the Board’s
recommendations to modernize the Highway Program for a 60-day public review and comment
period, and to report back to the Board at the end of the circulation period on the feedback received
to determine the path forward.

The Board’s recommendations included expansion of funding eligibility for active transportation and
Complete Streets projects in all Measure R and Measure M highway projects and programs, and
extension of the footprint of investments in transportation mobility improvements beyond the 1-mile
bandwidth along the freeways originally stated in Measures R and M project eligibility and funding
guidelines.

BACKGROUND

The Measure R Highway Operational Improvement and Ramp/Interchange Improvements project
eligibility requirements for funding was adopted by the Metro Board at the October 2009 meeting
followed by a clarification amendment in May 2014.

The Measure M Multi-Year Program (Highway Subfunds) Guidelines were adopted by the Metro
Board at its June 2017 meeting.
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In January 2020, the Board initiated discussions on improvements to the guidelines to allow for more
investment in active transportation and Complete Streets projects to expand mobility options across
LA County., as one of 19 recommendations to modernize the Metro Highway Program. Revisions to
the current guidelines were amended by a subcommittee assigned to this task by the Board.
Recommended revisions by the committee were presented to and approved by the Board in June
2020 and were posted for review and comment by the public and stakeholders. In March 2021, the
Board approved the subcommittee recommendations and initiated the formal guideline revision
process.

DISCUSSION

In fall 2020, Metro staff reached out to the Council of Governments (COGs) to solicit early
input/feedback to the Board-proposed revisions to the criteria and guidelines. Of the comments
received, the COGs with highway subfund programs through Measures R and M noted concerns with
the proposed guideline revisions. The concerns highlighted the diversity of the infrastructure needs
by subregion and geography within the subregion. Urban, suburban, and rural areas use the
transportation system differently and some rely on highway and major arterials more than others.

The letters received from those subregions supported added flexibility in the use of Highway funds for
active transportation projects and complete street improvements. However, they requested
affirmation that their transportation priorities to invest in highway mobility/operational improvement
projects would not be hindered by the proposed changes.

Staff also presented the Board-proposed revisions to the Metro Technical Advisory Committee and
the Policy Advisory Committee (PAC) at their November and December 2020 meetings. A coalition
support comment letter was received from community-based advocate organizations and the PAC
supporting the flexibility in the guidelines to develop active transportation, complete streets and
multimodal projects. The PAC letter noted that congestion and choke points are present and must still
be resolved to improve freeway traffic flow/safety.

At the conclusion of this early and targeted outreach, a total of 14 comment letters were received.
Staff summarized those written comments in the attached summary table (Attachment C).

The Board approved the circulation of the proposed guideline revisions in March 2021 for a 60-day
public review and comment period.  At the conclusion of the comment period, a total of 5 public
comments were received, half of which supported the guideline revisions and the other half
supported continued investment in highway improvements. Comments received from Caltrans
emphasized the need to have relevant, reputable and recent studies to justify the proposed
improvements. Caltrans supports expanding multimodal connectivity and reductions in vehicle miles
travelled and greenhouse gas emission reduction projects.

Upon the Board’s adoption of the staff recommendations in this report, the guidelines as shown in
Attachments A and B become final. The proposed changes and revisions that resulted from the June
2020 Board direction, reaffirmed the current eligible uses to develop highway projects and allow
subregions to determine their priorities.
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Additionally, the update expands the use of funds to consider and incorporate more pedestrian and
bicycle use of the roadways and consideration of multimodal access in the project development
process. Existing planning practices take these multimodal options into consideration. The updated
guidelines encourage but do not mandate such improvements. Project sponsors will have the
flexibility to scope, develop, and implement eligible and beneficial active transportation and complete
streets elements that would diminish roadway congestion and improve roadway mobility and safety
either as elements of a related highway improvement project or as a stand-alone project.

All investments in highway/roadway category of projects, regardless of mode, should be based on
validation of adequate demand and reasonable proof of use leading to congestion relief and mobility
improvements. The use of highway funds must lead to the capital construction of a transportation
project.

DETERMINATION OF SAFETY IMPACT

The proposed approval will not have any adverse safety impacts on employees and patrons.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

Impact to Budget

Approving the recommendations will have no impact on the FY 2021-22 budget.

IMPLEMENTATION OF STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS

Recommendation supports the following goals of the Metro Vision 2028 Strategic Plan:

Goal 1: Provide high-quality mobility options that enable people to spend less time traveling by
alleviating the current operational deficiencies and improving mobility along the projects.

Goal 4: Transform LA County through regional collaboration by partnering with the Council of
Governments and the local jurisdictions to identify the needed improvements and take the lead in
development and implementation of their projects.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

The Board could elect not to adopt the Revised Measure R Highway Program Criteria and Revised
Measure M Highway Subfunds Guidelines.  This is not recommended as the proposed revisions were
the result of Board direction.

NEXT STEPS

Staff will continue to work with cities and the subregions to identify and deliver projects.

ATTACHMENTS
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Attachment A - Revised Measure R Highway Program Criteria
Attachment B - Revised Measure M Guidelines, Section X - Multi-Year Programs (Highway

Subfunds)
Attachment C - Summary Table of Comment Letters
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Fanny Pan, DEO, Countywide Planning & Development, (213) 418-3433
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ATTACHMENT A 

REVISED MEASURE R HIGHWAY PROGRAlVI CRITERIA 

The  following shall replace Measure R Highway Program eligibility criteria in their entirety: 
I 

Project Eligibility for Highway Operational Improvements and i, 

Ramp/Interchange Improvements 

The intent of a Measure R Highway Operational Improvement is to improve multimodal 
efficiency, safety, equity, and sustainability along an existing State Highway corridor by 
reducing congestion and operational deficiencies that do not significantly expand the motor 
vehicle capacity of the system, or by incorporating complete streets infrastructure into the 
corridor, in accordance with the Board-adopted policies set forth in Metro's Complete Streets 
Policy, Active Transportation Strategic Plan, and First/Last Mile Strategic Plan. Itl addition to 
those eligible projects on the State Highway System, for Measure R, projects located on 
primary roadways, including principal arterials, minor arterials, and key collector roadways, 
will be considered eligible for Operational Improvements and for ramp and interchange 
improvements. 

Examples of eligible improvement projects include: 
• interchange modifications;
• ramp modifications;
• auxiliary lanes for merging or weaving between adjacent interchanges;
• curve corrections/improve alignment; 
• signals and/or intersection improvements; 
• two-way left-tum lanes;
• intersection and street widening
• traffic signal upgrade/timing/synchronization, including all supporting infrastructure; 
• traffic surveillance;
• channelization;
• Park and Ride facilities;
• turnouts; 
• shoulder widening/improvement;
• safety improvements; 
• on-street bus priority infrastructure, including but not limited to bus lanes,

signal prioritization, queue jumps, bus boarding islands/curb extensions, and 
b . I us stop improvements; 

• Class I, II, Ill, or IV bikeways;
• sidewalk improvements, including but not limited to widening, shade trees, and 

curb ramps; 
• pedestrian safety improvements, including but not limited to bulb-outs, 

refuge islands, midblock crossings, pedestrian signals/beacons, raised
intersections/pedestrian crossings, and scramble crosswalks;

2 





ATTACHMENT B 

REVISED MEASURE M GUIDELINES, SECTION X MULTI-YEAR PROGRAMS 
(HIGHWAY SUBFUNDS)

! 

 

The following shall replace subsection 'A. "Highway Efficiency and Operational Improvements" 
definition: ' in its entirety. 

Highway Efficiency and Operational Improvements includes those projects, which upon 
implementation, would improve regional mobility and system performance; enhance 
multimodal efficiency, safety, equity, and sustainability; improve traffic flow, tripfreliability, 
travel times; and reduce recurring congestion, high-frequency traffic incident locations, and 
operational deficiencies on State Highways. Similarly, improvements which achieve these 
same objectives are eligible on major/minor arterials or key collector roadways. Highway 
subfunds are eligible for pre-construction and construction related project phases as referenced 
in Sections IX and X and are subject to eligibility criteria and phasing thresholds that will be 

I 

developed within 6 months as part of  the applicable administrative procedures. In flCCordance 
with the Board-adopted policies set forth in Metro's Complete Streets Policy, Active 
Transportation Strategic Plan, and First/Last Mile Strategic Plan, complete streets projects and 
project elements are eligible for highway subfunds. State o f  good repair, maintenance and/or 
stand-alone beautification projects are not eligible for Highway subfunds. Other projects could 
be considered on a case-by-case basis as long as a nexus to Highway Efficiency arid 
Operational Improvements can be shown, such as a measurable reduction in Vehidle Miles 
Traveled. 

Examples o f  Eligible Projects: 
• System and local interchange modifications
• Ramp modifications/improvements
• Auxiliary lanes for merging or weaving between adjacent interchanges
• Alignment/geometric design improvements
• Left-tum or right-tum lanes on state highways or arterials
• Intersection and street widening/improvements
• New traffic signals and upgrades to existing signals, including left turn phasing, signal

synchronization, and all supporting infrastructure
• Turnouts for safety purposes
• Shoulder widening/improvements for enhanced operation o f  the roadway
• Safety improvements
• Freeway bypass/freeway to freeway connections providing traffic detours in case

I 

of  incidents, shutdowns or emergency evacuations 
• ExpressLanes
• On-street bus priority infrastructure, including but not limited to bus lanes,

signal prioritization, queue jumps, bus boarding islands/curb extensions, and 
bus stop improvements

• Class I, II, Ill, or IV bikeways
• Sidewalk improvements, including but not limited to widening, shade trees, and curb 

ramps 
4 







Yes/No to Changes Comment (Main Points) Commenting Entity Board Response

N Do not apply proposed guideline changes to Metro 
approved Measure R and M projects  

Palmdale, NCTC, San Gabriel Valley, Lancaster, PAC, 
Gateway Cities COG

Measure R and M projects are in various states of 
project development and environmental review. 
These projects are already subject to Metro and/or 
Caltrans' complete streets policies. The 
recommendations do not establish new requirements 
for these projects, but do expand eligibility for some 
project scope elements. Metro expects that projects 
that have already completed environmental review or 
are nearing completion will see little or no change as 
a result of these guidelines.

Y Support incorporating multi-modal improvements within a 
project's scope 

Joint ATP Coalition Letter, PAC, Gateway COG, Metro provides for the incorporation of multimodal 
improvements into project scopes via the previously 
adopted Metro Complete Streets Policy.

N Do not limit ability to develop capacity enhancement 
projects

Palmdale, Santa Clarita, NCTC, County of Los Angeles, 
Lancaster, Gateway COG, PAC, South Bay

The revised guidelines expand eligibility for 
multimodal improvements without limiting eligibility for 
more traditional capacity increasing projects.

N Do not remove the 1 mile buffer from state highway 
system

Gateway Cities COG, Palmdale, NCTC, Lancaster The revised guidelines expand eligibility for projects 
outside the 1-mile buffer, but continue to delegate 
project selection to subregions. Subregions may 
choose to fund or not fund any individual project 
based on their own prioritization process.

Y/N Allow for projects outside the 1 mile buffer to be eligible 
on a case by case basis

Gateway Cities COG, Palmdale, NCTC, Lancaster The revised guidelines expand eligibility for projects 
outside the 1-mile buffer, but continue to delegate 
project selection to subregions. Subregions may 
choose to fund or not fund any individual project 
based on their own prioritization process.

Y/N Projects that reduce VMT should be considered on a 
case by case basis

NCTC, Arroyo Verdugo, Gateway, South Bay The revised guidelines expand eligibility for 
multimodal projects and projects that ease congestion 
by reducing VMT, but continue to delegate project 
selection to subregions. Subregions may choose to 
fund or not fund any individual project based on their 
own prioritization process.

Y Support using VMT as a performance metric City of Los Angeles, Westside Cities, Joint ATP Coalition 
letter

Metro agrees with using VMT as a planning metric 
and will be using it in countywide planning processes 
as well as when required for project-level analysis.

N Preserve the intent of the voter approved measures and 
their objectives of reducing congestion and traffic

Palmdale, Santa Clarita, NCTC, County of Los Angeles, 
Lancaster, Gateway COG, PAC, 

The revised guidelines expand eligibility for 
multimodal projects and projects that ease congestion 
by reducing VMT. The recommendations do not 
modify the expenditure plans of voter-approved 
measures.

Y Support proposed guideline changes South Pasadena, Westside Cities, Joint ATP Coalition 
letter

Metro acknowledges the comment.

N Highway and Congestion relief projects and initiatives are 
important. Do not limit ability to develop these type of 
improvements

County of Los Angeles, Gateway COG, NCTC, Palmdale, 
Lancaster, South Bay

The revised guidelines expand eligibility for 
multimodal improvements without limiting eligibility for 
more traditional capacity increasing projects.

High Level Summary

ATTACHMENT C - Summary Table of Comment Letters



N Urban and Rural needs vary and complete street 
improvements might not be feasible in all locations of 
county

County of Los Angeles, NCTC, Palmdale, Lancaster, 
Gateway Cities

The previously adopted Metro Complete Streets 
Policy allows for context-sensitive solutions reflecting 
L.A. County's diverse geography and urban,
suburban, and rural contexts. It also includes an 
exceptions process under specified circumstances.

N Limit the eligibility of additional multi-modal improvements 
to the boundaries of highway corridor projects. 
Implementation of multi-modal improvements at any 
geographic location should not be permitted.  

Gateway Cities COG, Palmdale, NCTC, Lancaster The revised guidelines expand eligibility for projects 
outside of highway corridor boundaries, but continue 
to delegate project selection to subregions. 
Subregions may choose to fund or not fund any 
individual project based on their own prioritization 
process.

County of Los Angeles The revised guidelines expand eligibility for 
multimodal improvements without limiting eligibility for 
more traditional capacity increasing projects.

County of Los Angeles The previously adopted Metro Complete Streets 
Policy allows for context-sensitive solutions reflecting 
L.A. County's diverse geography and urban,
suburban, and rural contexts. It also includes an 
exceptions process under specified circumstances.

County of Los Angeles Measure R and M projects are in various states of 
project development and environmental review. 
These projects are already subject to Metro and/or 
Caltrans' complete streets policies. The 
recommendations do not establish new requirements 
for these projects, but do expand eligibility for some 
project scope elements. Metro expects that projects 
that have already completed environmental review or 
are nearing completion will see little or no change as 
a result of these guidelines.

County of Los Angeles Improving roadway operations continues to be eligible 
under the revised guidelines.

County of Los Angeles Improving roadway operations continues to be eligible 
under the revised guidelines.

Gateway Cities The revised guidelines expand eligibility for projects 
outside the 1-mile buffer, but continue to delegate 
project selection to subregions. Subregions may 
choose to fund or not fund any individual project 
based on their own prioritization process.

Add bullet that clarifies Transportation System Management projects that improve roadway 

operations

Add freeway and arterial transportation system projects that improve roadway operations. 

Retain the wording within one-mile of a state highway; or farther than one mile on a case by 

case basis to preserve the benefit to highway safety and mobility

Agency Specific Comments

Do not limit ability to pursue or develop highway capacity enhancement projects  

Urban and rural geographic areas should be considered when evaluating complete street 

infrastructure, rural corridors may not be feasible for these type of improvements

Projects currently funded by the Measures should not be impacted by new requirements. This 

may lead to additional need for studies or redesign



Gateway Cities "New mode and access accommodations" is existing 
language under the "Multi-Modal Connectivity" 
program. It is only applicable to the Arroyo Verdugo 
subregion.

Gateway Cities Under the revised guidelines, "safety improvements" 
would be eligible in all applicable categories. This 
language is broadened from the existing language, 
which only allowed "safety improvements that reduce 
incident delay."

Gateway Cities The revised guidelines expand eligibility for 
multimodal projects and projects that ease congestion 
by reducing VMT, but continue to delegate project 
selection to subregions. Subregions may choose to 
fund or not fund any individual project based on their 
own prioritization process. Under the revised 
guidelines, "safety improvements" would be eligible in 
all applicable categories.

Gateway Cities The revised guidelines expand eligibility for projects 
outside of highway corridor boundaries, but continue 
to delegate project selection to subregions. 
Subregions may choose to fund or not fund any 
individual project based on their own prioritization 
process.Gateway Cities The revised guidelines expand eligibility for projects 
outside of highway corridor boundaries, but continue 
to delegate project selection to subregions. 
Subregions may choose to fund or not fund any 
individual project based on their own prioritization 
process.

Gateway Cities The revised guidelines expand eligibility for 
multimodal projects and projects that ease congestion 
by reducing VMT. The recommendations do not 
modify the language or expenditure plans of voter-
approved measures.

Gateway Cities The revised guidelines expand eligibility for 
multimodal projects and projects that ease congestion 
by reducing VMT. The recommendations do not 
modify the language or expenditure plans of voter-
approved measures.

Gateway Cities The revised guidelines expand eligibility for 
multimodal projects and projects that ease congestion 
by reducing VMT.

Lancaster Measure R and M projects are in various states of 
project development and environmental review. 
These projects are already subject to Metro and/or 
Caltrans' complete streets policies. The 
recommendations do not establish new requirements 
for these projects, but do expand eligibility for some 
project scope elements. Metro expects that projects 
that have already completed environmental review or 
are nearing completion will see little or no change as 
a result of these guidelines.

Measure R and M highway program funding is extremely important to address severely 

impacted roadways (freeway and highway). Most residents still need a car for basic mobility 

need and access. Do not diminish effectiveness of highway projects
Highways and Arterials are imperative to mobility and limited alternatives are available to the 

freeway network. Do not limit ability to develop SR-138 safety roadway enhancements or SR-14 

bottleneck improvements. 

Add to guidelines,  other projects could be considered on a case-by-case basis as long as a 

nexus to highway efficiency and operational imp can be shown such as a measurable reduction 

in VMT or safety improvements. 

Eligibility of multimodal improvements should be limited to the geographic parameters or 

boundaries of highway corridor projects. A bus priority or active transportation corridor that is 

an integral part of a highway project should be eligible. 

Eligible new projects elements should be limited to major corridors to provide positive mobility 

relief and not be implemented anywhere. 

Do not remove the words, "improve traffic flow" from highway improvement program. This 

language is part of the voter-approved ordinance and ballot language is critical term. 

Both sales tax measures were "sold" by promising to improve traffic congestions. Do not dilute 

integrity of freeway corridor based plans with broad definitions.  

Define what new mode and access accommodations means

Retain the wording enhance safety by reducing conflicts. For subregions with high truck 

volumes this is a critical goal.



Lancaster The previously adopted Metro Complete Streets 
Policy allows for context-sensitive solutions reflecting 
L.A. County's diverse geography and urban, 
suburban, and rural contexts. It also includes an 
exceptions process under specified circumstances.

Lancaster The revised guidelines expand eligibility for 
multimodal projects, but continue to delegate project 
selection to subregions. Subregions may choose to 
fund or not fund any individual project based on their 
own prioritization process.

Lancaster Measure R and M projects are in various states of 
project development and environmental review. 
These projects are already subject to Metro and/or 
Caltrans' complete streets policies. The 
recommendations do not establish new requirements 
for these projects, but do expand eligibility for some 
project scope elements. Metro expects that projects 
that have already completed environmental review or 
are nearing completion will see little or no change as 
a result of these guidelines.

Lancaster The revised guidelines expand eligibility for 
multimodal projects and projects that ease congestion 
by reducing VMT.

Palmdale The revised guidelines expand eligibility for 
multimodal projects and projects that ease congestion 
by reducing VMT. The recommendations do not 
modify the language or expenditure plans of voter-
approved measures.

Palmdale The revised guidelines expand eligibility for 
multimodal improvements without limiting eligibility for 
more traditional capacity increasing projects.

Palmdale The revised guidelines expand eligibility for projects 
outside the 1-mile buffer, but continue to delegate 
project selection to subregions. Subregions may 
choose to fund or not fund any individual project 
based on their own prioritization process.

Santa Clarita The revised guidelines expand eligibility for 
multimodal projects and projects that ease congestion 
by reducing VMT. The recommendations do not 
modify the language or expenditure plans of voter-
approved measures.

NCTC The revised guidelines expand eligibility for 
multimodal improvements without limiting eligibility for 
more traditional capacity increasing projects.

NCTC The revised guidelines expand eligibility for 
multimodal projects and projects that ease congestion 
by reducing VMT. The recommendations do not 
modify the language or expenditure plans of voter-
approved measures.

Do not force study of complete street concepts or limit ability to spend funds on highway 

capacity enhancements that Measure R and M intended. 

Changing Measure R definition to "improve multimodal efficiency, safety, equity sustainability" 

prohibits intent of Measure R and improving vehicle flow projects don’t meet intent anymore.

Do not reduce the strength of these programs to provide congestion relief benefits to our 

residents. 

Voter measures with tax increases were justified by allocating funds to improve traffic. do not 

exclude or restrict ability to improve vehicular traffic. 

Equitably consider the needs of all jurisdictions impacted by Metro's highway modernization 

efforts. Do not remove any eligible project opportunities

Do not remove the ability to have projects within a specific distance from a state highway and 

do not exclude improving vehicular traffic. 

Provide flexibility in guideline changes, but preserve the original intent of the voter approved 

ballot measures. 

Do not force the study of complete street concepts in areas not viable. 

While expanding use of highway program funds makes sense in some subregions, do not make 

the guideline changes at the expense of North Los Angeles County which relies on the scarce 

highway program funds. 

Do not adversely impact current approved projects in the pipeline



NCTC The revised guidelines expand eligibility for projects 
outside the 1-mile buffer, but continue to delegate 
project selection to subregions. Subregions may 
choose to fund or not fund any individual project 
based on their own prioritization process.

NCTC Metro provides for the incorporation of multimodal 
improvements into project scopes via the previously 
adopted Metro Complete Streets Policy.

South Bay The revised guidelines expand eligibility, but continue 
to delegate project selection to subregions. 
Subregions may choose to fund or not fund any 
individual project based on their own prioritization 
process.

South Bay The revised guidelines expand eligibility for 
multimodal projects and projects that ease congestion 
by reducing VMT.

South Bay Metro agrees with using VMT as one of multiple 
planning metrics and will be using it in countywide 
planning processes as well as when required for 
project-level analysis. The revised guidelines expand 
eligibility, but continue to delegate project selection to 
subregions. Subregions may choose to fund or not 
fund any individual project based on their own 
prioritization process.

South Bay Metro provides for the incorporation of multimodal 
improvements into project scopes via the previously 
adopted Metro Complete Streets Policy.

San Gabriel Valley Measure R and M projects are in various states of 
project development and environmental review. 
These projects are already subject to Metro and/or 
Caltrans' complete streets policies. The 
recommendations do not establish new requirements 
for these projects, but do expand eligibility for some 
project scope elements. Metro expects that projects 
that have already completed environmental review or 
are nearing completion will see little or no change as 
a result of these guidelines.

Arroyo Verdugo Measure R and M projects are in various states of 
project development and environmental review. 
These projects are already subject to Metro and/or 
Caltrans' complete streets policies. The 
recommendations do not establish new requirements 
for these projects, but do expand eligibility for some 
project scope elements. Metro expects that projects 
that have already completed environmental review or 
are nearing completion will see little or no change as 
a result of these guidelines.

Arroyo Verdugo The revised guidelines expand eligibility, but continue 
to delegate project selection to subregions. 
Subregions may choose to fund or not fund any 
individual project based on their own prioritization 
process.

Removal of "within 1-mile of state highway" negatively impacts existing projects. 

Local agencies and subregions should retain flexibility to address their local needs. 

Add bike facilities, sidewalk/curb ramps, ped improvements on case-by-case basis. 

Allow project sponsors to use metrics and eligibility criteria appropriate to the projects needs 

and benefits

Allow highway projects to be funded that reduce delay on congested streets or that reduce 

VMT

Do not use VMT only performance criteria. Improvement in LOS maybe occur without 

improving VMT. 

Support inclusion of complete street elements in a project

Do not impact the scope, schedule or budgets of approved projects

Oppose policy changes that affect already approved projects for this subregion or other 

subregions. 



Arroyo Verdugo Metro agrees with using VMT as one of multiple 
planning metrics and will be using it in countywide 
planning processes as well as when required for 
project-level analysis. The revised guidelines expand 
eligibility, but continue to delegate project selection to 
subregions. Subregions may choose to fund or not 
fund any individual project based on their own 
prioritization process.

Invest more in active modes of transit for bikers and walkers

relevant, reputable and recent studies to justify why the proposed improvement are needed 

should be required. Projects that reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled, Green House Gases and 

improve multimodal connectivity are supported by Caltrans.  

Public Comments

Require projects to improve access and/or safety features for bicycle, pedestrian and 

wheelchair users. Make projects ineligible if they require ROW of residential property and/or 

crate unnecessary dangerous conditions for pedestrians 

Highway widening/expansion funds should be used for HOT lanes. Also consider updating 

general use lanes to HOT Lanes to increase travel times 

Highway funds should be used to connect carpool lanes. SR-134/I-5 carpool lanes end and start 

up again

Improve sidewalks, shoulders and bikelane connections for cyclist and pedestrians 

Public 

Public 

Public 

Public 

Public 

Caltrans

Allow for local agencies and subregions to retain flexibility to use other performance metrics 
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16401 Paramount Boulevard · Paramount, California 90723 · phone (562) 663-6850 fax (562) 634-8216 

www.gatewaycog.org 

December 3, 2020 
 
Ms. Fanny Pan, Deputy Executive Officer  
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority  
One Gateway Plaza 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 

Dear Ms. Pan: 

Modernizing the Metro Highway Program - Gateway Cities Council of 
Governments Comments 

The Gateway Cities Council of Governments Board of Directors is pleased to 
comment on Metro efforts to modernize the guidelines for the Measures R & M 
highway programs. 

Unlike other subregions, the Gateway Cities area is severely impacted by roadways 
(freeways and highways) that were designed in the 1950s and 1960s and do not 
conform to modern traffic demands or design safety standards.  Furthermore, the 
regional and national impacts of freight movement in the Gateway Cities still need 
to be addressed. The Measures R & M highway program funding is extremely 
important to these mobility needs within the subregion. And while both measures 
promise substantial future transit investments in our region, most residents still need 
a car for basic mobility and access. 

Metro’s goal to increase flexibility in the use of funds is a good one. Also, we 
understand that local benefits may arise from a multi-modal approach to 
transportation planning and project implementation. However, in revising the 
guidelines, it is important to maintain the integrity of freeway corridor-based plans 
that have been undertaken to address the needs described above. Many of the 
suggested guideline changes have the potential to diminish the effectiveness of 
highway projects by broadly spreading funding or allowing for the diversion of 
funding for other modes. 

Both sales tax measures were “sold” in large part by promising to improve traffic 
congestion – this promise may be diluted with the broadening of definitions. We do 
believe, however, that broader, less restrictive language created by removing 
restrictions from eligible projects is beneficial to providing creative solutions to traffic 
congestion. 

http://www.gatewaycog.org/
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Specific changes are addressed:  

• It is not appropriate to remove the words “traffic flow” from the highway 
improvement program; this language is part of the voter-approved ordinance 
and the ballot language and is a critical term. The term “Improve traffic flow” 
is prominent in the preambles and ballot language for both Measures R & 
M. 

• Eliminating the funding restriction language regarding expansion of vehicle 
capacity allows for the potential development of better solutions for 
interchange improvements. 

• Elimination of the qualification “located generally within a one-mile corridor 
of any state highway” makes funding available region-wide for virtually any 
mobility investment. Removing the physical nexus from freeway corridors 
has the potential to dilute funding that was intended to improve congestion 
and increase safety associated with the highway system. This would be an 
example of a change that does not maintain the integrity of freeway corridor 
plans. 

• Removal of qualifying language for interchange modifications, ramp 
modifications, and safety is beneficial and may provide for more creativity in 
developing projects to address mobility issues. 

• The eligibility of additional improvement projects should be limited to the 
geographic parameters or boundaries of the highway corridor projects. A 
coordinated bus priority or active transportation corridor that crosses or is 
an integral part of a highway corridor project should be eligible.  

• The projects listed below will be eligible under the new language and could 
accelerate the positive mobility impacts of corridor projects. However, if they 
are eligible, they should be kept within the corridor to provide mobility relief 
and not just implemented anywhere.     

• On-street bus priority infrastructure, including but not 
limited to bus lanes, signal prioritization, queue jumps, bus 
boarding islands/curb extensions, and bus stop 
improvements; 

• Class I, II, Ill, or IV bikeways; 
• sidewalk improvements, including but not limited to widening, 

shade trees, and curb ramps; 
• pedestrian safety improvements, including but not 

limited to bulb-outs, refuge islands, midblock 
crossings, pedestrian signals/beacons, raised 
intersections/pedestrian crossings, and scramble 
crosswalks; 

• transportation infrastructure in a public right-of-way 
that supports the implementation of TDM strategies. 
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Measure M Changes 

Specific comments: 

• Retain the wording “enhance safety by reducing conflicts” – for subregions 
with high truck volumes this is a critical goal for the highway subfund projects 
such as the I-605 Hot Spots.  

• Retain the wording “within one mile of a state highway; or farther than one 
mile as determined on a case by case basis” - maintaining the importance of 
a geographic nexus with highways and freeways and the integrity of the 
freeway corridors being planned. 

• Add the following language at the end of this sentence: Other projects could 
be considered on a case-by-case basis as long as a nexus to Highway 
Efficiency and Operational Improvements can be shown, such as a 
measurable reduction in Vehicles Miles Traveled or safety improvements. 

• Retain the geographic boundary for the one-mile radius for improvements to 
preserve the benefit to highway safety and mobility. 

• The same comments on the additional eligible projects under Measure R are 
also applicable here; multi-modal projects should be included when they are 
an integral part of the corridor or when they intersect an established highway 
corridor.  

 

Multi-Modal Connectivity Definition Comments: 

• What is “new mode and access accommodation”? 
 

Freeway Interchange Improvement Definition Comments: 

• Retain the one-mile from the state highway with the ability to go beyond on 
a case by case basis.  

 

If there are any questions, please call Nancy Pfeffer, GCCOG Executive Director at 
562 663 6850. 

 

Sincerely, 

 
Maria Davila, President 
Gateway Cities Council of Governments 
 

cc:    Board of Directors - Gateway Cities Council of Governments 
 





Equity and Sustainability 

How can we achieve competitiveness that is founded on equity 
and sustainability? 

This question – and challenge – is the foundation of the 
Sustainable Freight Competitiveness Framework. It reflects 
Metro’s commitment to correct inequity within the county 
while balancing environmental, economic and social goals.  
As core values, equity and sustainability must permeate 
the four priorities of the Sustainable Goods Movement 
framework and create observable impacts on their 
development. This plan recognizes that countywide prosperity 
needs to be based on equity and inclusion. To do so, both 
equity and sustainability need to be considered as a starting 
point and foundation for any goods movement planning 
activities and resulting policies, strategies and project 
concept development. Each of the framework’s priorities, 
described next, will consider and incorporate equity. 

Equity Considerations:
> What are the measurable outcomes and benchmarks  

for equity? 

> How do we track progress and accountability?

Sustainable Freight  
Competitiveness Framework

Metro’s goods movement partners emphasized that  
LA County’s economic competitiveness is at risk and identified 
the guiding values and priorities to create the elements of  
a Sustainable Freight Competitiveness Framework for the next 
five years.

We embed our guiding values into everything we do:

Metro’s Call to Action

Metro has a plan to make it easier to get around, 
which includes easing congestion to move 
goods through LA County in a way that fosters 
inclusive growth and supports our economic 
competitiveness, environmental sustainability  
and social equity goals.

LA County’s goods movement system is the backbone of  
the regional, state and national economy. This multimodal  
system generates thousands of jobs and billions of dollars  
of revenues and sales taxes that drive the county’s — and the 
state’s — economic engine, which would rank as the world’s 
18th and 5th largest economies, respectively, if considered  
a separate country. Metro is home to the San Pedro Bay  
(SPB) Ports – the Ports of LA and Long Beach – that together 
rank as the busiest container seaport complex in the Western 
Hemisphere and 9th busiest in the world. The SPB Ports 
move nearly 34% of all U.S. containerized exports and 
imports and support an industry that generates approximately 
1/3 of the jobs in LA County and the surrounding region. 

We find ourselves at a critical juncture in LA County’s history 
as the pre-eminent gateway of choice for international 
trade. Our national market share for discretionary cargo has 
stagnated as rival North American gateways invest heavily 
to modernize port and landside infrastructure. Combined 
with increased congestion on our shared use transportation 
system and higher costs of doing business, LA County’s 
economic competitiveness has eroded – and worsened due  
to COVID-19. 

This threat to LA County’s economic competitiveness 
and recovery is compounded by inequitable polices and 
investments, impacts of poor air quality and economic 
disparities that have disproportionately affected our 
low-income communities of color by creating barriers  
to better opportunity, health and quality of life. 

To tackle these challenges head-on, Metro worked with our 
communities, public leaders and private sector partners  
to set forth an agenda of inclusive growth for all, especially 
through the way we move goods through the region.  
The 2021 LA County Goods Movement Strategic Plan  
is Metro’s collaborative response to these freight-related 
transportation planning challenges that undermine 
our county’s efforts to be economically competitive, 
environmentally sustainable and socially equitable. 



A Strong Labor Force

Do existing policies and programs position the local labor 
force to support the goods movement industry of tomorrow? 
What are the education and skill gaps and opportunities for 
partnership? Does the regional transportation system connect 
workers to goods movement jobs?

LA County must capitalize on new employment opportunities 
by investing in education and training. The types of 
employment opportunities in the logistics sector are 
changing rapidly, with an increasing number of technology 
intensive jobs that require special skills. Ensuring pathways 
for our workforce to harness opportunities is a key to  
LA County’s quality of life and economic sustainability.

Equity Considerations:
> What are the mechanisms for inclusive employment, 

particularly for those who have been underserved,  
and how do we establish them? 

> How can Metro support educational and training 
institutions to offer wraparound services, including  
food, shelter and childcare, to benefit students who  
are struggling? 

> Does LA County provide reliable and convenient 
transportation means to help people get to jobs  
and training programs, particularly those that neither  
own personal vehicles nor can afford one?

A Safe and Efficient  
Multimodal System

How can we ensure the shared use multimodal system safely 
meets future demand as the population grows and responds  
to changes in the way people and goods move?

The ability of the county’s multimodal freight transportation 
infrastructure to move goods safely, efficiently and  
effectively in a shared use environment has significant 
implications for LA County’s freight competitiveness and 
Metro’s ability to meet the mobility needs of LA County 
residents and businesses. 

Equity Considerations:
> What is the role of technology in improving system 

productivity and safety to benefit us all?

> What are the quantifiable goods movement impacts 
in communities of color and low income that have not 
received much attention?

> What are the remedies and benefits that should be 
prioritized for the most impacted communities, and what 
performance metrics can be used to track the progress?

> What can Metro do to facilitate inclusive economic growth 
through a multimodal system investment lens?

> How can Metro work with communities and avoid 
unnecessary displacement and impacts when upgrading 
regionally-significant infrastructure facilities?

Priorities to Advance LA County’s Competitiveness:



Strong Markets and  
Reliable Supply Chains

Does LA County have a strong, articulated and coherent 
economic strategy to develop a vital mix of businesses and 
policies to foster a vibrant and inclusive economy? Are we 
aware of and protecting against external threats that can 
disrupt our markets and supply chain? 

For LA County to thrive it must have a strong economic 
strategy driven by investment decisions that provides 
residents access to a prosperous, equitable economy and 
generates opportunities for businesses and industries 
compete within a sustainable, inclusive growth agenda. 
This priority reflects the need to strengthen the relationship 
of LA County’s diverse markets, large workforce size and 
well-developed logistics system to global supply chains.

Equity Considerations:
> What can Metro do to facilitate inclusive economic growth 

by supporting local businesses and workforce investment?

> What are the measurable outcomes that Metro can use to 
assess effectiveness of our investments in building strong, 
diverse markets and supply chains that support progress 
towards equitable and inclusive economic growth?

> How can Metro partner with local communities and 
businesses to concentrate economic opportunities 
and sustainable practices in areas most affected by the 
movement of goods?

A Culture of Investment  
and Innovation

Is the mix of regional leadership, policy environment  
and available capital sufficient to support investments  
in infrastructure and technology? How does Metro balance 
our unique regulatory and policy environment with 
the need for private sector investment? 

LA County must invest in catalytic infrastructure and 
intellectual capital to fully develop the ecosystem of 
complementary industries that stimulate capital investment 
and innovation. Leveraging the county’s four transportation 
sales tax measures with state, federal and private funds 
will foster continued investment in LA County’s technology, 
innovation and infrastructure for future generations.

Equity Considerations:
> What are the mechanisms to ensure the benefit of such 

innovation and investments are also felt across the county, 
and by everyone, equitably?

> What is the role of Metro in investing in capacity building of 
organizations that advocate for inclusive economic growth?

> How can Metro anticipate and mitigate potential 
unintended impacts on equity as a result of new,  
disruptive technologies and innovations in the goods 
movement sector?



Initiatives Strategies 
1. Equity for Goods Movement

 Initiate a recurrent goods movement-
focused task force comprising equity-
focused stakeholders as a forum to 
give and receive input to guide Metro’s 
planning efforts on goods movement 
related issues.

1.1 Engage in meaningful, ongoing dialogue with equity-focused and goods movement 
stakeholders and experts to develop a deeper understanding of equity issues, risk factors 
and disparities in LA County so that equity considerations are mainstreamed in Metro’s 
Goods Movement planning efforts.

1.2 Develop a list of equity risk factors most affected by goods movement activities and  
create performance measures to track progress and support accountability for Metro’s  
equity promises.   

1.3 Develop an information clearinghouse on goods movement equity strategies and  
programs in partnership with other departments within Metro in support of an  
agencywide Equity Program.

2. LA Metro Countywide Clean  
Truck Initiative

 Develop a Countywide Clean Truck 
Initiative to accelerate the deployment 
of near-zero and zero emission trucks 
in the region to address air quality and 
public health concerns, particularly for 
our most vulnerable communities along 
major freight highway corridors.

2.1 Establish a formal, recurring Countywide Clean Truck Initiative Working Group  
consisting of representatives from community groups, local/state/federal agencies,  
the trucking industry, air quality regulators, the ports, utilities, Caltrans, researchers  
and manufacturers.

2.2 Develop an information clearinghouse in partnership with other agencies for Countywide 
Clean Truck Initiative programs.

2.3 Establish revenue streams to fund the Countywide Clean Truck Initiative.

2.4 Develop scope, funding eligibility, funding methods, evaluation processes, performance 
metrics and performance monitoring mechanisms for programs developed through the 
Countywide Clean Truck Initiative.

2.5 Develop and implement the 710 Clean Truck Program on the I-710 corridor.

3. Southern California Rail  
Investment Partnership

 Craft a public-private framework for 
a collaborative freight rail investment 
partnership focused on improving the 
region’s shared use freight rail corridors.

3.1 Develop a freight rail investment partnership for LA County.

3.2 Assess and implement opportunities to realize equity and sustainability goals.

3.3 Develop an LA County Freight Rail Investment Legislative Platform.

3.4 Support regional mobility goals through the improvement of shared use  
transportation infrastructure.

4. Urban Freight Delivery

 Mainstream urban delivery and curbside 
demand issues across other planning 
efforts within Metro and LA County 
jurisdictions to achieve coordinated 
solutions to address these challenges.

4.1 Understand the scope and magnitude of issues surrounding urban delivery issues  
across the county.

4.2 Continue the curbside mobility forum as a recurring event.

4.3 Develop Metro’s Curbside Mobility Policy platform.

4.4 Create a countywide data portal for curbside demand management.

4.5 Pursue pilot projects to test findings from all the aforementioned efforts.

5. Logistics Workforce and Competency

 Ensure that LA County has a strong labor 
pool to support its economy through 
research and initiatives to identify and 
address workforce skillset gaps and 
investment needs.

5.1 Partner with academic and research institutions to pursue applied research to 
understand gaps in skills and competencies of the region’s logistics workforce that are 
sought by employers. 

5.2 Expand Metro's partnership with trade schools, community colleges, and major 
employers to offer opportunities to experiment and validate existing workforce 
development programs. 

5.3 Expand Metro’s local and targeted hiring policies to benefit members of historically 
disadvantaged communities.

5.4 Expand Metro’s current training programs with the foresight to train the workforce of 
the future to ensure it will be equipped to respond to changing technologies in the 
transportation and transit industry.

5.5 Advocate for regional, state and federal funding programs for building and enhancing 
workforce development and competency to ensure that workers in LA County will be able  
to capitalize on employment opportunities. 

5.6 Improve the countywide transit service network offered by Metro and regional partners 
to meet the needs of the goods movement workforce and enhance its ability to access 
desirable jobs and training sites. 

Strategic Goods Movement Initiatives



LA County’s Goods Movement Vision
Metro’s Goods Movement vision is that the implementation  
of this plan will allow Metro to become:

> A national leader and regional partner in implementing 
a modern, responsive, coordinated and effective freight 
transportation system through policies, programs and 
projects that support a competitive global economy; and

> A steward of equitable and sustainable investment and 
technological innovation that will increase regional  
economic competitiveness, advance environmental goals  
and provide access to opportunity for county residents.

Metro’s Definition of Equity
Equity is both an outcome and a process to address racial, 
socioeconomic and gender disparities, to ensure fair and just 
access – with respect to where you begin and your capacity to 
improve from that starting point – to opportunities, including jobs, 
housing, education, mobility options and healthier communities. 
It is achieved when one’s outcomes in life are not predetermined, 
in a statistical or experiential sense, on their racial, economic or 
social identities. It requires community informed and needs-based 
provision, implementation and impact of services, programs and  
policies that reduce and ultimately prevent disparities.

Alignment with and Advancement of 
Regional, State and Federal Plans
Metro developed its 2021 LA County Goods Movement 
Strategic Plan to align with and advance goals and priorities 
put forth in the following plans: 

> Metro’s Vision 2028 Strategic Plan and Long Range 
Transportation Plan 

> SCAG’s Connect SoCal (2020-2045 Regional Transportation 
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategies)

> California State Transportation Agency’s (CalSTA) 2021 
Climate Action Plan for Transportation Infrastructure

> California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) 
California Freight Mobility Plan

> United States Department of Transportation (USDOT) 
National Freight Strategic Plan

contact us 

213.418.3010

canom@metro.net

metro.net/goodsmovement

@metrolosangeles

losangelesmetro

Michael Cano, Deputy Executive Officer 
Metro 
One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-23-3 
Los Angeles, CA 90012
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C. Recent State and Federal Policy Documents and
Vision

The following background documents provide information related to the current federal and state
policy landscape and context surrounding transportation projects and other federal actions.

Included here are the following state materials:

 A summary Fact Sheet that contains:

 Caltrans’ California Transportation Plan 2050 goals, objectives, and recommendations,

 The Climate Action Plan for Transportation Infrastructure guiding principles,

 The Caltrans 2020-2024 Strategic Plan vision, mission, core values, strategic
imperatives, goals and strategies to achieve the goals.

Included here are the following federal materials:

 An excerpt on the Justice40 Initiative from Presidential Executive Order (EO) 14008,
“Tackling the Climate Crisis at Home and Abroad.”

o The excerpt provided here is Section 223 of part II of the EO, the Justice40 Initiative,
which provides for the development of recommendations and guidance on how
certain Federal investments might be made toward a goal that 40 percent of the
overall benefits flow to disadvantaged communities, and the annual publication of
agency environmental justice performance measures.

 Summary of Federal Funding Implications for the I-710 Corridor Project; Equity and
Environmental Justice; The Biden-Harris Administration: Redressing Historic Inequities and
Build the Future of Transportation Infrastructure

C. Recent State and Federal Policy
Documents and Vision



THE CALIFORNIA TRASNPORTATION 
PLAN 2050

“California’s safe, resilient, and universally accessible transportation system supports vibrant communities, 
advances racial and economic justice, and improves public and environmental health.”

GOALS & OBJECTIVES
How can we make this vision a reality? We asked hundreds of stakeholders across the state to identify their priority 
goal areas for the CTP 2050. Their input was reviewed and refined by the CTP 2050 PAC, as well as teams of subject 
matter experts, resulting in eight interrelated transportation priorities for the state, each of which is supported by more 
specific objectives.

The CTP 2050 goals and objectives are:

1. Eliminate fatalities and serious injuries on the 
transportation system

2. Improve personal security and infrastructure 
security on the transportation system

3. Improve emergency preparedness, response, 
and recovery on the transportation system

1. Support diverse, equitable, and sustained 
economic growth

2. Facilitate efficient, reliable, and sustainable 
goods movement

3. Support local and regional economic 
development

1. Advance a clean, carbon neutral 
transportation system

2. Increase climate resiliency

1. Expand access to healthy transportation 
options

2. Reduce household transportation costs

3. Improve transportation-related public health 
outcomes

4. Support enjoyable trip experiences and vibrant 
public spaces

1. Improve transportation-related economic, 
environmental, and public health outcomes 
for disadvantaged communities

2. Improve access to a range of high-quality, 
safe, and affordable mobility options within 
disadvantaged communities

3. Support disadvantaged communities in 
playing an active and direct role in 
transportation decision making

1. Preserve and maintain existing multimodal 
transportation assets in a state of good 
repair

2. Increase infrastructure resiliency to climate 
change and natural disasters

3. Improve efficiency in project delivery

4. Secure sustainable, dedicated, long-term 
funding for the transportation system

1. Increase access to destinations

2. Increase the competitiveness of transit, 
shared mobility, and active transportation 
options

3. Provide integrated and seamless travel 
connections

4. Optimize system performance for all 
modes

1. Improve air quality and minimize pollutants 
from transportation

2. Protect and enhance California’s natural 
resources and ecosystems

3. Protect and enhance California historic 
and cultural resource



OUR PATH FORWARD
Through a combination of research, stakeholder input, and rigorous analysis, the CTP 2050 identifies 14 cross-cutting 
recommendations, which together address each of the goals identified in the CTP 2050 vision. 

The CTP 2050 recommendations are:

ACHIEVING THE VISION
MEETING THE GOALS

“California’s safe, resilient, and universally accessible transportation system supports vibrant communities, 
advances racial and economic justice, and improves public and environmental health.”



CAPTI •  Climate Action Plan for Transportation Infrastructure

CAPTI Investment Framework 
Although California’s statewide transportation 
funding programs have different statutory direction 
and invest in various types of infrastructure, 
collectively they can help us work toward our 
transportation vision. Understanding that there is not 
a one-size-fits-all approach to achieving the needs 
of the state’s diverse communities, realizing the 
outcomes outlined in the CTP 2050 requires a range 
of investment strategies. These guiding principles 
for investment will work to reduce Californians’ 
dependence on driving, increase multimodal 
options for all communities, and equitably meet 
the state’s climate goals. These programs should 
collectively focus on prioritizing projects that align 
with the following guiding principles, as applicable 
within their existing structure.  

Guiding Principles 

Within the “fix-it-first” approach and through 
existing funding frameworks, the State’s 
transportation infrastructure investments should be 
deployed to do the following, where feasible:  

Per EO N-79-20, invest to create new clean 
transportation options in urban, suburban, and 
rural settings for all Californians as well as for 
goods movement by: 

Building toward an integrated, statewide 
rail and transit network, centered around 
the existing California State Rail Plan that 
leverages the California Integrated Travel 
Project to provide seamless, affordable, 
multimodal travel options in all context, 
including suburban and rural settings,  
to all users. 

Investing in networks of safe and 
accessible bicycle and pedestrian 
infrastructure, particularly by closing gaps 
on portions of the State Highway System 
that intersect local active transportation 
and transit networks or serve as small 
town or rural main streets, with a focus 
on investments in low-income and 
disadvantaged communities throughout 
the state.  
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Including investments in light, medium, and 
heavy-duty zero-emission vehicle (ZEV) 
infrastructure as part of larger transportation 
projects. Support the innovation in and 
development of the ZEV market and 
help ensure ZEVs are accessible to all, 
particularly to those in more rural or remote 
communities.  

Additionally, per EO N-19-19, invest in ways that 
encourage further adoption and use of these clean 
modes of transportation mentioned above by: 

Strengthening our commitment to social 
and racial equity by reducing public health 
and economic harms and maximizing 
community benefits to disproportionately 
impacted disadvantaged communities, low-
income communities, and Black, Indigenous, 
and People of Color (BIPOC) communities, 
in urbanized and rural regions, and involve 
these communities early in decision-making. 
Investments should also avoid placing new 
or exacerbating existing burdens on these 
communities, even if unintentional.  

Making safety improvements to reduce 
fatalities and severe injuries of all users 
towards zero on our roadways, railways 
and transit systems by focusing on context-
appropriate speeds, prioritizing vulnerable 
user safety to support mode shift, designing 
roadways to accommodate for potential 
human error and injury tolerances, and 
ultimately implementing a safe systems 
approach. 

Assessing physical climate risk as standard 
practice for transportation infrastructure 
projects to enable informed decision-
making, especially in communities that are 
most vulnerable to climate-related health 
and safety risks. 

Promoting projects that do not significantly 
increase passenger vehicle travel, 
particularly in congested urbanized settings 
where other mobility options can be 
provided and where projects are shown to 
induce significant auto travel. These projects 
should generally aim to reduce VMT and 
not induce significant VMT growth. When 
addressing congestion, consider alternatives 
to highway capacity expansion, such as 
providing multimodal options in the corridor, 
employing pricing strategies, and using 
technology to optimize operations.  

Promoting compact infill development while 
protecting residents and businesses from 
displacement by funding transportation 
projects that support housing for low-income 
residents near job centers, provide walkable 
communities, and address affordability 
to reduce the housing-transportation cost 
burden and auto trips. 

Developing a zero-emission freight 
transportation system that avoids and 
mitigates environmental justice impacts, 
reduces criteria and toxic air pollutants, 
improves freight’s economic competitiveness 
and efficiency, and integrates multimodal 
design and planning into infrastructure 
development on freight corridors.  

Protecting natural and working lands from 
conversion to more intensified uses and 
enhance biodiversity by supporting local 
and regional conservation planning that 
focuses development where it already 
exists and align transportation investments 
with conservation priorities to reduce 
transportation’s impact on the natural 
environment.  



CALTRANS 2020-24

STRATEGIC PLAN
VISION A brighter future for all through a world-class transportation network

MISSION Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment

CORE  
VALUES

ENGAGEMENT EQUITY INNOVATION INTEGRITY PRIDE

We inspire and 
motivate one another 
through effective 
communication, 
collaboration, 
teamwork, and 
partnership.

We strive to eliminate 
disparities while 
improving outcomes 
for all.

We are empowered to 
seek creative solutions 
and take informed 
risks.

We promote trust and 
accountability through 
our consistent and 
ethical actions.

As one Caltrans family, 
we are proud of our 
work and strive for 
excellence in public 
service.

STRATEGIC 
IMPERATIVES 

STRATEGIC IMPERATIVE 1 STRATEGIC IMPERATIVE 2 STRATEGIC IMPERATIVE 3
Improve and expand community 
partnerships, especially in underserved 
communities.

To the maximum extent feasible, align 
financial investments to deliver on State 
goals and Caltrans’ strategic outcomes 
while maintaining a fix-it-first approach 
and staying within existing funding 
frameworks.

Commit to equity-focused actions that 
make advancements in the areas of People, 
Programs and Projects, Partnerships,  
and Planet, as referenced in Caltrans’  
Equity Statement.

GOALS

Safety first Cultivate excellence
Enhance and connect  

the multimodal  
transportation network

Strengthen stewardship  
and drive efficiency Lead climate action Advance equity and livability  

in all communities



SAFETY  
FIRST

ST
RA

TE
G

IE
S Leverage proven practices. 

Accelerate advanced technology.

Lead safety culture change.

Partner to reduce speeding-related fatalities and serious injuries.

Increase collaboration with external organizations to identify and implement best practices, technology, and lessons learned.

Advance delivery of safety enhancements in, and that are responsive to, the priorities of underserved communities.

CULTIVATE 
EXCELLENCE

ST
RA

TE
G

IE
S Foster a work environment that welcomes everyone and resembles the communities we serve. 

Support career progression through professional and leadership development. 

Inspire a values-based culture through an innovative, performance-driven workforce. 

Clearly communicate and align expectations at all levels.

Improve internal and external relationships to create beneficial solutions aligned with Statewide Goals and Objectives. 

Improve, update, or adopt new strategies to advance equity in recruitment, hiring, and promotions.

MULTIMODAL 
NETWORK

ST
RA

TE
G

IE
S Use operational strategies and incentives to reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT) through increased high occupancy modes, 

active transportation, and other Transportation Demand Management (TDM) methods.

Improve network operations and invest in networks for walking, cycling, transit, and multimodal trips.

Better utilize technology and data to create a seamless multimodal travel experience and improve travel demand management. 

Optimize and expand equitable pricing.

STEWARDSHIP 
AND EFFICIENCY

ST
RA

TE
G

IE
S Standardize and modernize our equipment, facilities, technology, and supporting work practices.

Enhance asset management and decision support tools.

Develop and implement a methodology to allocate resources to support strategic priorities.

Promote and implement innovative and creative solutions.

Enhance diversity, equity, and inclusion for contracting and procurement.

CLIMATE  
ACTION

ST
RA

TE
G

IE
S

Develop and start implementing a Caltrans Climate Action Plan that incorporates the CalSTA Climate Action Plan  
for Transportation Investments.

Accelerate sustainable freight sector transformation.

Establish a robust Climate Action program of education, training, and outreach.

Partner and collaborate to lead on climate action.

Establish a VMT monitoring and reduction program.

Engage with communities most vulnerable to climate change impacts to inform development and implementation of Climate 
Action activities.

EQUITY AND 
LIVABILITY

ST
RA

TE
G

IE
S Avoid, and work to address, transportation-related disparities in underserved communities on all new projects.

Plan and design transportation facilities to support vibrant livable places, with a focus on addressing the needs and concerns 
of underserved communities.

Collaborate with partner agencies to make equity and inclusion central in funding decisions.
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Executive Order 14008 of January 27, 2021 
Tackling the Climate Crisis at Home and Abroad [excerpt] 

The United States and the world face a profound climate crisis. We have a narrow moment to pursue action at 
home and abroad in order to avoid the most catastrophic impacts of that crisis and to seize the opportunity that 
tackling climate change presents. Domestic action must go hand in hand with United States international 
leadership, aimed at significantly enhancing global action. Together, we must listen to science and meet the 
moment. 
By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and the laws of the United States of America, it is 
hereby ordered as follows: 
 
PART II—TAKING A GOVERNMENT-WIDE APPROACH TO THE CLIMATE CRISIS 
 
SECURING ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE AND SPURRING ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY 
 
Sec. 223. Justice40 Initiative. (a) Within 120 days of the date of this order, the Chair of the Council on 
Environmental Quality, the Director of the Office of Management and Budget, and the National Climate 
Advisor, in consultation with the Advisory Council, shall jointly publish recommendations on how certain 
Federal investments might be made toward a goal that 40 percent of the overall benefits flow to disadvantaged 
communities. The recommendations shall focus on investments in the areas of clean energy and energy 
efficiency; clean transit; affordable and sustainable housing; training and workforce development; the 
remediation and reduction of legacy pollution; and the development of critical clean water infrastructure. The 
recommendations shall reflect existing authorities the agencies may possess for achieving the 40-percent goal as 
well as recommendations on any legislation needed to achieve the 40-percent goal. 
 
(b) In developing the recommendations, the Chair of the Council on Environmental Quality, the Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget, and the National Climate Advisor shall consult with affected disadvantaged 
communities. 
 
(c) Within 60 days of the recommendations described in subsection (a) of this section, agency heads shall 
identify applicable program investment funds based on the recommendations and consider interim investment 
guidance to relevant program staff, as appropriate and consistent with applicable law. 
 
(d) By February 2022, the Director of the Office of Management and Budget, in coordination with the Chair of 
the Council on Environmental Quality, the Administrator of the United States Digital Service, and other 
relevant agency heads, shall, to the extent consistent with applicable law, publish on a public website an annual 
Environmental Justice Scorecard detailing agency environmental justice performance measures. 



1

FEDERAL FUNDING IMPLICATIONS FOR THE I-710 SOUTH CORRIDOR PROJECT

EQUITY AND ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

THE BIDEN-HARRIS ADMINISTRATION: REDRESSING HISTORIC INEQUITIES AND BUILD THE
FUTURE OF TRANSPORTATION INFRASTRUCTURE

Highlights

 The Biden Administration in its first 90 days has clearly and dramatically articulated a
commitment to the issue of environmental justice.

 The actions of the White House and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) are
significant in their own right, and point to programmatic, regulatory and budget
initiatives likely to emerge over the coming months and years.

Introduction

The Biden Administration in its first 90 days has unambiguously articulated a commitment to
the issue of environmental justice.1 The actions of the White House and the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA), in particular, are significant and portend further policy and legal
changes that will shape the regulatory landscape over the coming years. In the first three
months since taking office, the White House:

 issued Executive Order (E.O. 14008), addressing EJ, climate change and equity issues;
notably, President Joe Biden signed the E.O. within first several days of taking office

 created two new White House councils to address EJ implementation and solicit expert
advice and recommendations, and

 signed legislation providing significant funding for EJ-related programs in the recently
enacted $1.9 trillion American Rescue Plan Act2

Moreover, in response to the Executive Order, EPA Administrator Michael Regan directed all
offices within the Agency to:

 [s]trengthen enforcement of violations of cornerstone environmental statutes and civil
rights laws in communities overburdened by pollution

 [t]ake immediate … steps to incorporate environmental justice considerations into their
work … in regulatory development processes

 [t]ake immediate and affirmative steps to improve early and more frequent engagement
with pollution-burdened and underserved communities, and

 consider and prioritize direct and indirect benefits to underserved communities in the
development of requests for grant applications and in making grant award decisions, to
the extent allowed by law.3
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Raising the Profile of Environmental Justice Under the Biden Administration

Among the executive actions denominated as "environmental justice" within first 90 days,
President Biden's issuance of E.O. 14008 stands out. The E.O. emphasizes EJ's integration into
the actions of the U.S. government. The E.O.'s focus on issues of climate change, economic
revitalization and job creation shows an evolution from the first – and still in effect – EJ
Executive Order (E.O. 12898), signed by then-President Bill Clinton in 1994.4

Specifically related to EJ, and linking the issue to economic development and job creation in a
way that E.O. 12898 did not, the new Executive Order aims to conserve public lands and waters
and improve air and water quality, and in this effort "create well-paying union jobs and more
opportunities for women and people of color in hard-hit communities."5

The E.O.'s attention to union jobs and opportunities in an inclusive workforce, recognizes the
coalescence and new power of the "blue-green alliance" and "just transition" strategy within
the administration and EJ movement, more generally. Themes of economic justice, union
participation and economic revitalization of disadvantaged communities should be expected
alongside or integrated with more traditional EJ goals, such as: environmental quality;
protection of culturally important places (i.e., sacred sites); and community involvement in the
decision-making process.

This expectation is largely confirmed by the E.O.'s creation of the "Justice40 Initiative." This
cross-agency initiative sets a goal that 40 percent of the overall benefits from federal
investments flow to disadvantaged communities.6 The announcement of the initiative in the
E.O. clearly communicates the administration's attention to revitalization of, and prioritizing
resources to, EJ communities. An early test of the of the Justice40 Initiative will be the role that
it plays in the forthcoming infrastructure bill and the extent to which the infrastructure bill
achieves the Justice40 Initiative's goal.

The E.O. also calls on the chair of the White House Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) to
develop a Climate and Economic Justice Screening Tool that will "highlight disadvantaged
communities."7 Such EJ screening tools can be used to prioritize disadvantaged communities
(e.g., for grantmaking purposes) and to evaluate outcomes (e.g., allocation trends, changes in
environmental quality). CEQ is likely to consider the EPA's Environmental Justice Screening and
Mapping Tool (EJSCREEN) and, potentially, the older Environmental Justice Strategic
Enforcement Assessment Tool (EJSEAT) in the development of the tool. CEQ's screening tool is
also likely to bear similarity to comparatively well-developed California Community
Environmental Health Screening Tool (CalEnviroScreen), which is now in its fourth version, and
that is used in the prioritization of certain state funding allocations as well as in the
environmental permitting and site remediation context. It is foreseeable that the CEQ-
developed tool or closely related screening tools will be used by other agencies to assure a level
of consistency across the federal government in the implementation of EJ or other equity-
related strategies (e.g., allocating enforcement/compliance resources, funding activities to
improve health outcomes, prioritizing communities housing and infrastructure funds, etc.).
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Given the to-be-developed tool's potential importance and reach, it is reasonable to assume
that it will receive substantial attention as it is adopted and implemented.

Finally, E.O. 14008 establishes institutional mechanisms to coordinate EJ strategies within the
federal government and to engage with non-federal government stakeholders on EJ policy and
programmatic issues. The E.O. establishes two White House-level EJ "councils" to achieve these
goals, including the:

 White House Environmental Justice Interagency Council (WHEJIC), which is composed of
federal agencies, and is tasked with developing a strategy to address current and past
environmental injustices and developing clear performance metrics to ensure
accountability,8 and

 White House Environmental Justice Advisory Council (WHEJAC),9 which is chartered
under the Federal Advisory Committee Act and composed of non-federal stakeholders.
This council is tasked with providing advice and recommendations to the chair of the
CEQ and to the WHEJIC on how to address environmental injustices.10 Again,
communicating the key position that environmental justice is being given early in the
administration, the WHEJAC held its first meeting on March 30, 2021, approximately 60
days after the E.O. was issued. Presenters included: Vice President Kamala Harris; EPA
Administrator Michael Regan; Senior Director of Environmental Justice at CEQ, Cecilia
Martinez; and National Climate Advisor Gina McCarthy.

In addition to establishing new EJ policy initiatives through the E.O., last month President Biden
signed the $1.9 trillion coronavirus economic stimulus relief package, the American Rescue Plan
Act of 2021 (Act).11 Consistent with the E.O.'s prioritization of funding for disadvantaged
communities, Title VI, § 6002, of the Act appropriates $100 million to the EPA to address health
outcome disparities from pollution and the COVID-19 pandemic.12 The Act also designates $50
million to grants, contracts and other agency activities that identify and address
disproportionate harms and risks on minority and low-income populations, and another $50
million to grants and activities in order to monitor and improve air quality.13

In sum, the Biden Administration's attention to EJ in the first 90 days is significant in terms of
scope, speed and visibility. It is noted that the administration's grouping of EJ policy initiatives is
consistent with the cross-cutting "comprehensive approach" to environmental justice, which
includes: 1) a broad policy directive to address EJ; 2) a standard by which EJ communities can
be defined and results measured (here, the CEQ EJ screening tool); 3) a strategic/coordinating
body and mechanism to allow for representative engagement by the members of the EJ
community and to allow for cross-agency coordination; and 4) funding for specific
initiatives.14 The primary advantage of this organizational structure is that the policy directive
can be implemented across a broad range of issues and agencies, while maintaining a relatively
high degree of consistency and coordination. This policy approach is consistent with
approaches employed by several states across the country.
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Environmental Justice Likely Next Steps

The high-visibility EJ actions already taken place and the organizational structure established by
the administration likely presage additional measures. Some of these "next steps" will almost
certainly involve actions that align closely with traditional EJ principles (e.g., enhanced
community engagement and public participation) in agency decision-making. Other actions are
likely to involve funding and programmatic actions (e.g., prioritization of funding for
Brownfields revitalization and drinking water infrastructure in EJ communities), while still
others are likely to be of a regulatory nature (e.g., consideration of cumulative impacts in the
permitting process). The following are EJ measures likely to be considered in the intermediate
near term:

 requirements in grant applications to describe how community-based organizations will
be part of a grant's implementation and funding disbursement

 prioritizing infrastructure bill funding toward the revitalization of, and investment in, EJ
and other disadvantaged communities

 revisiting the Trump Administration's prohibition on Supplemental Environmental
Projects (SEPs) – environmentally beneficial projects undertaken in consideration of a
partial reduction of an enforcement penalty – in administrative and judicial settlements

 revisiting the Trump Administration's EPA rule prohibiting the Agency's Environmental
Appeals Board from considering policy issues and E.O. mandates (including EJ issues) in
permit review decisions

 renewed attention to measures designed to reduce lead exposure
 the development of the Climate and Economic Justice Screening Tool and updating

existing tools, such as EJSCREEN, to facilitate and coordinate EJ activities across federal
agencies

Given the renewed attention to environmental justice the authors are aware of several
companies and nonprofits that are evaluating their policies with respect to environmental
justice, considering their facilities' respective physical locations (including with respect to, e.g.,
demographics, proximity to current and former sources of pollutions), keeping an eye out for
regulatory changes and opportunities (e.g., SEPs) and considering whether measures should be
taken in response.

The Administration's Road to Environmental Justice Will Not Be Without Its Challenges

While some policy and funding actions can enlarge the "pie" (e.g., increasing the scope and
amount of benefits conferred to EJ communities) and are not highly controversial, other EJ
policy and adjudicatory decisions may require "management of change" (e.g., decisions
involving permits, public engagement processes and timing, allocation of funding) and raise
issues of federalism (e.g., state compliance with the disparate impact regulations implementing
Title VI of Civil Right Act of 1964).
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Over the coming months and years, the Biden Administration is likely to confront these more
challenging and potentially fraught issues. By way of example only, issues the administration is
likely to confront in the mid- and longer-term include:

 consideration of EJ in the permitting context, including but not limited to, considering:
the physical location of the subject facility and its surrounding characteristics; and
evaluation of changes in "GHG co-pollutants" in cap-and-trade programs under the
Clean Air Act

 establishing clearer (and potentially more stringent guidance) on compliance with the
"disparate impact" provisions of the regulations implementing Title VI of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964

 heightened emphasis on EJ and cultural resource issues in the National Environment
Policy Act (NEPA) review process

 focusing enforcement resources on facilities located in EJ communities

It is also anticipated that regulatory actions and policy decisions may raise tensions between
the "mainstream" environmental groups and EJ organizations (e.g., around cap-and-trade
policies, policies that tend to raise the cost of housing and utilities to achieve region-wide or
national greenhouse-gas reduction goals).

Notes

1 While many definitions of the term "environmental justice" exist, for the purposes of this
alert the authors have adopted, as a working definition, the EPA statement of the issue:

"the fair treatment and meaningful involvement of all people regardless of race, color, national
origin, or income with respect to the development, implementation and enforcement of
environmental laws, regulations and policies."

2 Exec. Order No. 14008, 86 Fed. Reg. 7619 (Feb. 1, 2021).; American Rescue Plan Act of 2021,
H.R. 1319, 117th Cong. § 6002 (2021).

3 EPA Administrator Announces Agency Action to Advance Environmental Justice, U.S. EPA,
(April 7, 2021).

4 Exec. Order No. 14008, 86 Fed. Reg. 7619 (Feb. 1, 2021) (It is noted that the E.O., more
generally, focuses on combating domestic and international climate change.)

5 Id.

6 Id. The Justice40 Initiative approach can be traced to California's Senate Bill 535 (Sen. Kevin
de Leon), which allocates a minimum of 25 percent of the state's proceeds from the
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Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund to benefit disadvantaged communities within the top 25
percent highest scoring census tracts designated by CalEnviroScreen. Subsequently, AB 1550
(Assembly Member Jimmy Gomez), modified the requirement, clarifying that 25 percent
of proceeds go to projects located in disadvantaged communities.

7 Id.

8 Id.

9 Id.

10 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Charter, White House Environmental Justice Advisory
Council, (2021). The WHEJAC is separate from the National Environmental Justice Advisory
Council (NEJAC), which provides recommendations about issues related to environmental
justice to the EPA.

11 American Rescue Plan Act of 2021, H.R. 1319, 117th Cong. § 6002 (2021).

12 Id.

13 Id.

14 Nicholas Targ, "State Comprehensive Approaches to Environmental Justice" in Power, Justice
and the Environment: A Critical Appraisal of the Environmental Justice Movement (MIT Press
2005).



D. Funding Opportunities

The following background documents provide information and context related to present and future
project funding opportunities (state and federal sources) for improvements on the I-710 Corridor.

 I-710 Corridor Project Selective Potential Federal Funding Sources to Support Consensus-
Based Elements of Improvement and Matrix of Pending Congressional Surface
Transportation Funding Programs

 I-710 Corridor Project Selective Potential State Funding Sources to Support Consensus-
Based Elements of Improvement and Matrix of Selective State Surface Transportation and
Environmental Funding Programs

 Correspondence from Supervisor J. Hahn to Secretary David Kim (Feb. 2, 2021)

D. Funding Opportunities
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DRAFT 
 
 

I-710 South Corridor Project 
 

Selective Potential Federal Funding Sources  
to Support Consensus-Based Elements of Improvement 

 
 
Background 
 
Currently, the U.S. Congress along with the Biden-Harris Administration are deliberating on a 
major federal infrastructure investment program, including an unprecedented amount of 
funding to support transportation infrastructure improvements. The legislative funding 
proposals acted by the Congress along with the FY 2022 Federal Budget for Department of 
Transportation (proposed by the Biden-Harris Administration) could provide new and important 
program funding sources supporting implementation of consensus-based elements (near-
term/early action) benefiting the I-710 South Corridor project and adjacent communities. 
 
To date, federal action has focused on: 
 
• U.S. House Transportation and Infrastructure Committee passed the “Investing in a New 
Vision for the Environment and Surface Transportation in America Act” -- INVEST Act. 
Consideration of the bill is pending in the full House of Representatives; 
 
• U.S. Senate Environment and Public Works Committee: Passed the “The Surface 
Transportation Reauthorization Act of 2021.” Consideration of the bill is pending in the full U.S. 
Senate; 
 
• U.S. Senate Commerce, Science, and Transportation Committee passed “The Surface 
Transportation Investment Act.” Consideration of the bill is pending in the full U.S. Senate; and 
 
• Release by the Biden-Harris Administration of FY 2022 Federal Budget including the ”2022 
Budget Highlights, U.S. Department of Transportation, Secretary of Transportation Pete 
Buttigieg, May 2021, 87 pages.” The proposed Budget is pending action by both House and 
Senate. 
 
The Budget summary prepared for the U.S. Department of Transportation contains a very 
important narrative relating to equity-based federal transportation decision-making: 
 
“Executive Order 14008, issued on January 27, 2021, created a government wide 
“Justice40” Initiative with the goal of delivering 40 percent of the overall benefits of 
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relevant federal investments to disadvantaged communities and tracking performance 
toward the goal through an Environmental Justice Scorecard… 
 
To advance the Justice40 goals the Department is considering options in area such as, 
but not limited to, incorporating criteria in the Department’s discretionary grant 
programs, developing implemental definitions for “investment benefit” and 
“disadvantaged communities” as it relates to programmatic activities, public 
engagement strategies with stakeholders to define and further understand “investment 
benefits” that can be targeted for disadvantaged and underserved communities, and 
developing a Department -wide Environmental Justice Scorecard.”  
 
Attached is a matrix which lists the potential federal transportation funding programs which 
could support consensus-based early-action elements supporting the I-710 South Corridor 
Project.  The matrix includes potential funding sources to support: 1) highway/arterial 
improvements; 2) active transportation improvements; 3) equity-environmental justice focused 
programs; 4) clean trucks program; and 5) local-hire/workforce development programs. The 
specific federal transportation programs have been included in either the House and/or Senate 
surface transportation funding bills, along with the Biden-Harris Administration proposed 
budget. Congress is also exploring other legislative initiatives and proposals to address issues 
surrounding climate change and urgent need to reduce the carbon footprint of the 
transportation sector, including heavy duty trucks.  
 
Since final Congressional action on the specific surface transportation legislative proposals 
along with the specific programs and funding levels are still pending, the matrix should be 
considered a “work-in-progress.”  
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Pending Congressional Surface Transportation Funding Programs 
 
Highway/Arterial Improvements 
 

Proposed Program          House Bill* Senate Bill** Biden Administration Budget*** 
 
Transformative Projects Fund          X 
Infrastructure Grand Challenge         X 
Federal-aid Highway Program     X  X  X 
National Highway Performance program    X 
Surface Transportation Program     X 
Highway Safety Improvement Program    X  X  X 
National Highway Freight Program (freight formula program) X        
  
Projects of National and Regional Significance (PNRS)  X 
Safe Streets for All Program      X   X 
Community Transportation Investment Grant Program  X 
Gridlock Reduction Grant Program     X 
Parking for Commercial Motor Vehicles Program   X 
Intelligent Transportation Systems Program    X 
Nationally Significant Freight and Highway Projects     X  X 
RAISE/ BUILD/ TIGER Programs       X  X 
National Infrastructure Project Assistance      X 
Local and Regional Project Assistance      X 
Healthy Streets Program        X 
Community Transportation Block Grants        X 
Fix it Right Road Modernization Program        X 
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Active Transportation Improvements 
 

Proposed Program        House Bill* Senate Bill** Biden Administration Budget*** 
 
Active Transportation Connectivity Grant Program   X 
Transportation Alternatives Program         X 
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) X  X  X 
RAISE/ BUILD/ TIGER Programs        X  X 

 
Equity-Environmental Justice Focused Programs 
 

Proposed Program        House Bill* Senate Bill** Biden Administration Budget*** 
 
Thriving Communities Initiative          X 
Reconnecting Communities/Neighborhoods Program  X  X  X 
Clean Corridors Program      X 
Community Climate Innovation Grants Program   X 
Grant Program to Prohibit Racial Profiling    X 
Formula Carbon Reduction Grant Program      X  X 
Healthy Ports Program      X 

 
Clean Trucks Program 
 

Proposed Program        House Bill* Senate Bill** Biden Administration Budget*** 
 
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) X  X  X 
Healthy Ports Program (including clean drayage trucks)      X 
Clean Corridors Program      X 
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Local Hire/Workforce Development Programs 
 

Proposed Program        House Bill* Senate Bill** Biden Administration Budget*** 
 
Local Hiring Preference for Construction Jobs   X  X 
Surface Transportation Workforce Retraining Grant Program X 
Transportation Workforce Outreach Program    X  X 
Transportation Workforce Training, Up-Skilling and Worker  
 Protect            X 

 
______ 
*”Investing in a New Vision for the Environment and Surface Transportation in America Act” -- INVEST Act, passed by the U.S 
House Transportation and Infrastructure Committee. 
**”The Surface Transportation Reauthorization Act of 2021”, passed by the U.S. Senate Environment and Public Works 
Committee or “The Surface Transportation Investment Act”, passed by the U.S. Senate Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
Committee.  
***”2022 Budget Highlights, U.S. Department of Transportation, Secretary of Transportation Pete Buttigieg, May 2021, 87 pages.”  
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DRAFT 
 
 

I-710 South Corridor Project 
 

Selective Potential State Funding Sources  
to Support Consensus-Based Elements of Improvement 

 
 
Background 
 
At the writing of this document, the State Legislature and the Governor are currently 
considering elements of final FY 2022 State Budget. Once the legislators and the Governor have 
enacted a new fiscal year budget, the State Legislature will consider a range of budget “trailer 
bills” that will provide more program and expenditure details about the State Budget. The new 
Budget contains expenditures for new programs or augments existing state programs  of the 
budget items that could provide new and important program funding sources supporting 
implementation of consensus-based elements (near-term/early action) benefiting the I-710 
South Corridor project and adjacent communities. Examples of these budget items include: 
 
• Heavy-Duty Zero Emission Vehicles and Supporting Infrastructure—$1.4 billion one-time 
General Fund and special funds over the next three years to deploy over 1,000 zero emission 
drayage trucks, 1,000 zero emission transit buses, and 1,000 zero emission school buses in 
underserved rural school districts. “These investments will prioritize projects that directly 
benefit priority populations and improve air quality in low-income and disadvantaged 
communities.”   This funding builds on $315 million included in the Governor’s Budget for 
Clean Truck, Bus, and Off‑Road Equipment. 
 
• Active Transportation Program—$500 million General Fund to augment the existing 
California Transportation Commission administered ATP and advance projects that increase 
the proportion of trips accomplished by walking and biking, increase the safety and mobility 
of non-motorized users, advance efforts of regional agencies to achieve greenhouse gas 
reduction goals, enhance public health, and benefit many types of users, especially in 
disadvantaged communities. 
 
• State Highway Rehabilitation and Local Roads and Bridges—$2 billion ($1.1 billion special 
funds through 2028, and $968 million federal funds) to support the advancement of priority 
State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) projects, Interregional 
Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP) projects, and local road and bridge investments.  
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The State Budget will both augment and establish new state transportation and environmental 
programs administered by a number agencies including the California Air Resources Board and 
Department of Transportation (Caltrans). 
 
Additionally, it will be important to recognize that the State is in the process releasing a new 
transportation policy framework that could substantially influence transportation decision-
making including the allocation of state funding. In July 2021, the California State 
Transportation Agency (CalSTA) will release the “Climate Action Plan for Transportation 
Infrastructure” (CAPTI). The CAPTI framework is directed by the Governor’s Climate Executive 
Orders N 19-19 and N 79-20. According to state officials, this Action Plan is meant “to be a 
holistic framework for aligning state transportation investments with climate goals, while 
improving public health, and prioritizing equity. The framework includes overarching guiding 
principles as well as investment strategies as California moves to a more sustainable 
transportation system.”  
 
Attached is a matrix which lists potential state funding programs which could support 
consensus-based early-action elements supporting the I-710 South Corridor Project.  The matrix 
includes potential funding sources to support: 1) highway/arterial improvements; 2) active 
transportation improvements; 3) equity-environmental justice focused programs; 4) clean 
trucks program; and 5) local-hire/workforce development programs. 
 
Once the State Budget is finalized and the State Legislature passes a series budget trailer bills, 
there will be more clarity regarding the state programs that should be considered as part of 
consensus-based early actions program.  
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Selective State Surface Transportation and Environmental Funding Programs 
 
Highway/Arterial Improvements 
 

Program       Caltrans/CTC CARB CEC SGC WDB/GO-Biz 
 
Local Partnership Program      X 
Local Streets and Road Program     X 
Solutions for Congested Corridor Program    X 
Trade Corridor Enhancement Program    X 
State Highway Operations and Protection Program   X 
State Transportation Improvement Program    X 

 
Active Transportation Improvements 
 

Program       Caltrans/CTC CARB CEC SGC WDB/GO-Biz 
 
Active Transportation Program     X 
Clean Mobility Options Program       X 
Sustainable Transportation Equity Project      X 

 
Equity-Environmental Justice Focused Programs 
 

Program       Caltrans/CTC CARB CEC SGC WDB/GO-Biz 
 
Transformative Climate Communities Program       X 
Community Assistance for Climate Equity Program       X 
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Clean Trucks Program 
 

Program       Caltrans/CTC CARB CEC SGC WDB/GO-Biz 
 
Heavy-Duty Zero Emission Vehicles and Supporting  
 Infrastructure Program        X  X 
Advanced Clean Trucks Regulation        X 
Advanced Clean Fleets Regulation       X 
Hybrid and Zero-emission Truck and Bus Voucher Incentive 
 Program          X 
VW Appendix D, the Environmental Mitigation Fund    X 
Advanced Technology Demonstration and Pilot Projects    X 
Truck Loan Assistance Program       X 
Clean Transportation Program          X 

 
Local Hire/Workforce Development Programs 
 

Program       Caltrans/CTC CARB CEC SGC WDB/GO-Biz 
 
Multi-Craft Pre-Apprenticeship Program   X 
High Road Training Partnerships Program         X 

 
______ 
Caltrans (Department of Transportation) 
California Transportation Commission (CTC) 
California Air Resources Board (CARB) 
California Energy Commission (CEC) 
Strategic Growth Council (SGC) 
Workforce Development Board (WDB) and Office of the Governor (GO-Biz) 
 
 





E. Community-Based Organization Engagement

The following reference documents include a statement/position on the I-710 Corridor Project from
a representative community coalition group as well as a brief description of a major initiative
recently undertaken by Metro on Community-Based Organization and Partnering which represents
an important opportunity for engaging the communities on the highway program.

 Coalition of Environmental Health and Justice (CEHAJ) Statement Regarding I-710 Corridor
Expansion Project (May 5, 2021)

 Community-Based Organization Partnering Strategy Recommendations (Metro, June 24,
2021)

E. Community Based Organization
Engagement



 
May 5, 2021 – CEHAJ Statement Regarding I-710 Corridor Expansion Project 
 
More than 20 years ago transportation planners proposed expanding a diesel truck pipeline through the 
Gateway Cities called the I-710 Expansion Project. Communities along the I-710 corridor, neighborhoods 
that are predominantly made up of people of color and have been negatively impacted by the freight 
industry, immediately began to organize. Throughout the last two decades, these communities, already 
experts about what it was like to live alongside one the busiest freeways, have also become technical experts 
that have consistently asked our transportation agencies to consider a better approach that centers public 
health. This effort was often met with opposition from our transportation planners – with the prevailing 
notion that we need to pursue this project to expand the freight industry even though it would perpetuate the 
racist legacy of our transportation system.  
 
Region 9 of the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) recently advised Caltrans and LA 
Metro that they cannot proceed with the project without doing a quantitative analysis under the Clean Air 
Act called a “hotspot” analysis. This analysis makes sure that new transportation projects will not result in 
violations of federal clean air standards or make existing violations worse. The Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) makes conformity determinations for highway projects like the I-710, but EPA 
plays an important advisory role. It is our understanding that the project proponents cannot show this project 
will meet the standard of the Clean Air Act, and EPA advised that they must do this quantitative hotspot 
analysis – despite LA Metro and Caltrans trying to figure a way out of doing this quantitative hotspot 
analysis. EPA articulated and came to the conclusions the community had known all along that a project 
adding diesel truck lanes would be bad for air quality. As a result, this EPA letter provides the perfect 
opportunity to stop this harmful project proposal, which is pushing forward decades old thinking of how to 
solve our transportation and air quality problems. 
 
Caltrans and Metro must start over and work with impacted corridor communities to develop 
a transformational and modern set of solutions that truly addresses the urgent need to improve local air 
quality, safeguard housing, businesses, and public spaces, and provides much needed career opportunities for 
corridor residents. The approach rejected by EPA – of just paving additional truck lanes to stuff more diesel 
and fossil fuel trucks in our communities – is not a real solution to address our transportation and public 
health problems. This approach is also averse to what the current Secretary of Transportation, Pete Buttigieg, 
noted: 
 

“Black and brown neighborhoods have been disproportionately divided by highway projects or left 
isolated by the lack of adequate transit and transportation resources. In the Biden-Harris 
administration, we will make righting these wrongs an imperative.” 

 
Now is the time for LA Metro and Caltrans to innovate. Innovation means stopping the current legacy of 
oppression that ignores community concerns while pushing to expand a transportation system that 
disproportionately impacts BIPOC communities. In the greater Los Angeles area, and frankly everywhere, 
we can and must do better, especially now. Caltrans recognized the need for this shift in its 2020 Equity 
Statement, where it committed to “meaningfully engage communities most impacted by structural racism in 
the creation and implementation of the programs and projects that impact their daily lives” and to “reform 
[their] programs, policies and procedures based on this engagement.” The Coalition for Environmental 



 
Health and Justice (CEHAJ) invites our transportation leaders to stand by these commitments by working 
with us on a project that centers community health and needs first by advancing:   

• Zero-Emissions – Create a project with a zero-emissions only corridor using the existing right of 
way to allow our communities to breathe and address harms caused by the freight industry. This 
freight corridor will be well-timed to serve the zero-emission transition identified as necessary to 
meet clean air standards.  

• No Displacement – Our communities are facing a housing crisis of epic levels, further exasperated 
by the devastating and unequal impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic, with low vacancy rates, rising 
rents and limited housing supply. This project must not displace residents, homeless serving facilities, 
or local businesses.  

• Better Public Transit and Alternatives to Driving – Our communities have suffered from a 
traditional disinvestment in public transit, and LA Metro should invest in more robust public transit. 
In addition, the project must dramatically expand bike and pedestrian infrastructure in the corridor.  

• Targeted Hiring  – Whatever strategies are generated, they must include robust targeted hiring for 
local and disadvantaged residents for all the employment opportunities created, especially for 
constructions careers jobs.   

• Health – The 710 Corridor has a legacy of health harms that cannot be ignored. We must support 
comprehensive health programs that advance our communities to be healthy and thriving, where the 
harms imposed from the freight industry are repaired and where health measures are preventive.  
 

By actually partnering with impacted communities, we can do something truly innovative. CEHAJ applauds 
the EPA advice letter that articulates what we have known and said for decades – more lanes for diesel trucks 
will not solve our air quality crisis, it will only make it worse.  
 
Here are the steps to move forward: 
 

1) LA Metro and Caltrans must make clear that they are no longer pursuing Alternative 5C outlined in 
the 710 Expansion proposed Revised Draft Environmental Impact Report.  

2) LA Metro shall undertake a process to create a zero-emissions freight highway using the existing 
right of way, including identifying strategies to push for the conversion of the port truck fleet to zero-
emission technology.  

3) LA Metro shall undertake a robust stakeholder process to identify key strategies to advance public 
transportation and alternatives to driving in the 710 corridor. In addition, the agency should work 
with health experts to address the public health harms the freight industry has imposed on 
communities.   

4) LA Metro and Caltrans shall commit to robust employment opportunities for any projects along the 
710 corridor through targeted hiring for local and disadvantaged residents. 

5) LA Metro and Caltrans must work with community-based organizations and  community members to 
create a meaningful community engagement processes that is transparent and intentional. 

 
 
 
Communities for a Better Environment ■ East Yard Communities for Environmental Justice ■ Earthjustice ■ 

Legal Aid Foundation of Los Angeles ■ Long Beach Alliance for Children with Asthma ■ Long Beach 
Residents Empowered ■ Natural Resources Defense Council ■ Urban & Environmental Policy Institute 

(UEPI) at Occidental College 
 
 

Contacts: Laura Cortez, East Yard Communities for Environmental Justice, laurac.eycej@gmail.com 
     Dilia Ortega, Communities for a Better Environment, dilia@cbecal.org  

mailto:laurac.eycej@gmail.com
mailto:dilia@cbecal.org
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Community-Based Organization
Partnering Strategy
Recommendations

BY LA METRO , JUNE 24, 2021
The Community-Based Organization (CBO) Partnering Strategy: Elements for Successful
Partnering in Professional Services (CBO Partnering Strategy) went to the Metro Board on June
24. The strategy culminates a two-year interdepartmental effort that was co-led by Community
Relations, Countywide Planning & Development, and the Office of Equity and Race, with input
by many stakeholders including community based organizations.

The CBO Partnering Strategy is intended to be a living document that responds to an existing
need for Metro to deploy a clear, consistent, and equitable approach to partnering with CBOs on
professional services. The seven recommendations include:

1. Identify a Central Lead
2. Develop/Maintain a Comprehensive CBO Database/Portal 
3. Use an Assessment Checklist to Determine Compensation
4. Establish an Internal Resource Library and Templates for Partnering
5. Use a Standard CBO Partner Chartering Process
6. Train Metro Staff to Partner Effectively
7. Build CBO’s Capacity to Navigate and Partner with Metro

To learn more about the recommendations, see the document here.

Next steps for implementation include working with Transit Center and Center for Neighborhood
Technology to develop a pilot CBO Database, piloting elements of the CBO Partnering Strategy
with CBOs on Metro projects, launching a training series for CBOs on how to partner with
Metro, developing an Implementation Working Group, and building a library of resources for
partnering with CBOs.

The first workshop of the CBO Training Series, “Signing Up To Do Business with Metro,”
launches June 30 from 2 – 3:30 p.m. Check out our last blogpost on the CBO Training Series to
register.
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