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GATEWAY CITIES COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 

Transportation Committee  
 

AGENDA 
 

Wednesday, August 1, 2012  
4:00 p. m. Meeting  

PLEASE NOTE NEW START TIME AND ROOM CHANGE 
 
 

Gateway Cities Council of Governments  
16401 Paramount Boulevard, 2nd Floor Conference Room  

Paramount, California 
 

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

item OR during Public Comments, and 
 
B. NON-AGENDA ITEMS:  during Public Comments, comments will be received for a 

maximum 20-minute period; any additional requests will be heard following the 
completion of the Transportation Committee agenda; and 

 
C. PUBLIC HEARINGS:  at the time for public hearings. 
 
Please keep your comments brief and complete a speaker card for the Chair. 
 
I.  CALL TO ORDER 
 
II. ROLL CALL – BY SELF INTRODUCTIONS 
 
III. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  
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IV. AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA - This is the time and place to change the 

order of the agenda, delete or add any agenda item(s).  
 
V. PUBLIC COMMENTS - Three minutes for each speaker. 
 
VI.  MATTERS FROM STAFF 
  
VII. CONSENT CALENDAR:  All items under the Consent Calendar may be enacted 

by one motion.  Any item may be removed from the Consent Calendar and acted 
upon separately by the Transportation Committee.  

 
  A. Approval of Minutes – Minutes of the Transportation Committee Meeting of  

June 27, 2012, is presented for approval.   
    
  CONSENT CALENDAR ACTION: 

 
A MOTION TO APPROVE THE RECOMMENDATIONS FOR CONSENT 
CALENDAR ITEM.  

 
VIII. REPORTS 
 

A. Measure R Extension Status Update 
 

  SUGGESTED ACTION:  A MOTION TO RECEIVE AND FILE REPORT, 
POSSIBLE ACTION AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF  
 
B. MTA Countywide Sustainability Planning Framework – by Sarah Jepson, 

MTA Sustainability Programs Manager 
 
SUGGESTED ACTION:  A MOTION TO RECEIVE AND FILE REPORT, 
POSSIBLE ACTION AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF  
 
C. America Fast Forward – MAP 21  
   
SUGGESTED ACTION:  A MOTION TO RECEIVE AND FILE REPORT, 
POSSIBLE ACTION AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF  
 
D. MTA I-710 Freeway Maintenance Demonstration Project 
   
SUGGESTED ACTION:  A MOTION TO RECEIVE AND FILE REPORT, 
POSSIBLE ACTION AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF  
 

IX.  REPORTS – COMMITTEES/AGENCIES 
 

A.  Matters from Gateway Cities Service Council by David Hershenson, MTA – Oral 
Report  

   
SUGGESTED ACTION:  A MOTION TO RECEIVE AND FILE REPORT, 
POSSIBLE ACTION AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF  
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B. Matters from I-5 JPA – Oral Report 
 
SUGGESTED ACTION:  A MOTION TO RECEIVE AND FILE REPORT, 
POSSIBLE ACTION AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF  
 
C. Matters from I-710 EIR/EIS Corridor Project – Oral Report 
 1.  I-710 DEIR/DEIS Notices 
 
SUGGESTED ACTION: A MOTION TO RECEIVE AND FILE REPORT, 
POSSIBLE ACTION AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF  
 
D. Matters from SR-91/I-605/I-405 Major Corridor Project – Oral Report 
 
SUGGESTED ACTION: A MOTION TO RECEIVE AND FILE REPORT, 
POSSIBLE ACTION AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF  

 
E. Matters from the Orangeline Development Authority – Oral Report 
 
SUGGESTED ACTION:  A MOTION TO RECEIVE AND FILE REPORT, 
POSSIBLE ACTION AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF 
 

 F.       Communications 
     

1. City of Long Beach I-405 DEIR/DEIS Response Letter 
 
2. MTA Board Reports/Actions 
  a. Measure R Extension Report  
  

 
X.  MATTERS FROM TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE MEMBERS 
 
XI. ADJOURNMENT 
 
NOTICE:  New items will not be considered after 5:30 p.m. unless the Transportation 
Committee votes to extend the time limit.  Any items on the agenda that are not completed will 
be forwarded to the next regular Transportation Committee meeting scheduled for Wednesday, 
September 5, 2012, 4:00 PM.  
 
IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE AMERICAN WITH DISABILITIES ACT, IF YOU NEED SPECIAL 
ASSISTANCE TO PARTICIPATE IN THIS MEETING, PLEASE CONTACT THE COG OFFICE 
AT (562) 663-6850.  NOTIFICATION 48 HOURS PRIOR TO THE MEETING WILL ENABLE 
THE COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS TO MAKE REASONABLE ARRANGEMENT TO 
ENSURE ACCESSIBILITY TO THIS MEETING. 
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VII.  CONSENT CALENDAR 
Item A 

Approval of Minutes 
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MINUTES OF THE MEETING 

OF THE GATEWAY CTITIES COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 

Chair - MTA Director Diane DuBois 
 

Gateway Cities COG Office, 16401 Paramount Blvd., Paramount, CA 90723 
 

June 27, 2012  
 

CALL TO ORDER:  MTA Director Diane DuBois called the meeting to order at  4:10 
 pm.  Roll-call was taken by self-introduction. 
 
COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT:  Diane DuBois – MTA Director, COG Board 
President Ray Dunton –  Bellflower. Bruce Barrows – Cerritos, Cheri Kelley – 
Norwalk, , Gene Daniels – Paramount, Ron Bates  – Pico Rivera, Bill Pagett - 
Paramount. Mohammad Mostahkami – South Gate, Dana Lee – Long Beach 
Transit, Bill Pagett – City of Paramount, Tom Modica - Long Beach, Tony Lima – 
Artesia,  
 
 
COMMITTEE MEMBERS ABSENT: Port of Long Beach Representative – Eric 
Shen, Bruce Barrows – Cerritos, 
 
OTHERS PRESENT:  Richard Powers, Jerry Wood, Nancy Pfeffer, Karen Heit – 
COG staff, David Hershenson – MTA. Wally Shidler – Gateway Cities Service 
Sector,    

 
Councilman Gene Daniels called the meeting to order at 4:10 pm.  
 
Transportation Deputy Karen Heit explained the nuances of the objectionable language for 
the prioritization of bond proceeds.  There was a discussion about a tax sunset and the 
obligation of 60 years worth of tax revenues to pay for current projects. Director DuBois 
explained that she would be pushing for a 30-year sunset and placing the Extension 
proposal before the voters. The report was received and filed. 
 
Heit introduced Miriam Long, Communications Manager MTA, who explained the MTA 
Construction Careers Academy (CCA). Ms. Long began with an explanation of the Project 
Labor Agreement – the first in the nation for federally funded projects. She went to explain 
the CCA and how it related to the federal funding. She emphasized that there must be a 
percentage of hours held for the disadvantaged potential employee. The program includes 
returning vets. 20% of 40% of the workers must be people who have undergone a qualified 
apprentice program.  There is no local jobs component as the federal government does not 
allow this and extends eligibility nationwide. 
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Ms. Long discussed that all eligible potential employees must got through apprenticeship 
programs.  She gave a hotline number and referred to the MTA website.  
Ron Bates questions the use of 40% of the hours going to inexperienced workers and how 
it might impact the quality of the work. Questions were asked about how to deal with the 
requirement for educating the construction entities. 
 
Jerry Wood, COG Transportation Engineer, gave a little background about the “tale of two 
counties” and discussed the I-5 situation during the Orange County development of the I-5 
project. He discussed the LA County I-5. He discussed the previous failure of the MTA to 
pay attention to highway projects and inter-county coordination. He reviewed the I-710 and 
SR-91/I-605/I-405 projects and their progress highlighting the coordination efforts.  
 
He reviewed the information made available from the SR-91/I-605/I-405 study and given to 
OCTA for use.  The information included modeling, traffic studies and other data. He 
reviewed the OCTA participation in the SR-91/I-605/I-405 project at the GCCOG’s 
information. He went over the MTA/OCTA Inter-county Study and the findings. Wood 
discussed the lack of coordination between Caltrans Districts 7 and 12.  There is no 
environmental analysis done in Long Beach or any other impacts in LA County. Wood said 
the provided information has been ignored especially potential mitigations and analysis of 
impacts.   
 
He recommended sending the draft letter included in the agenda on to the Board for 
execution and submitted to Caltrans District 12.  Tom Modica, City of Long Beach, further 
elaborated on the lack of analysis of impacts in Long Beach. He also cited that the 
DEIR/DEIS is deficient and that the city would be sending a similar letter. Wood suggested 
that MTA and OCTA Directors bring the two Caltrans Districts together to address the 
problem. Mohammad Mostakhami recommended sending the letter to Caltrans 
headquarters for action. Ron Bates suggested sending the letter to Hassan Ikharta at 
SCAG and to also schedule a meeting with the two Caltrans district offices to discuss the 
issue. A Motion was made and passed to send the letter out and schedule a meeting 
before the comment period ends.  
 
Karen Heit gave an overview of the PEROW/WSAB Alternatives Analysis and the Steering 
Committees’ recommendations and talked about the changes made by the Steering 
Committee. The study will be received by SCAG and sent on to both Transportation 
Commissions for the next steps. 
 
David Hershenson discussed the milestones of the opening of the Venice/Robertson and 
Farmdale stations on the Expo line and the upcoming opening of the Orangeline Canoga 
Extension in the SFV.  
 
Yvette Kirrin, I-5 JPA Executive Director, passed out a closures and detour map associated 
with the I-5 that she will bring every month.  She asked the Transportation Committee if 
they want to see this at the Transportation Committee or the COG Board. Ray Dunton, 
COG President, suggested passing this information out at the COG Board in addition to the 
Transportation Committee. 
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Jerry Wood announced that the I-710 DEIR/DEIS is officially out for review by the public. 
He announced the official public hearings were scheduled in August and the community 
informational meetings that the COG will schedule. He moved into the status of the SR-
91/I-605/I-405 and the result of the studies that have been done.  
 
Wood also discussed the status of the AQAP and how much better air quality will be from 
the implementation of the project including the benefits from the health risk reductions 
associated with the I-710 project.  He also talked about the ITS progress and the zero-
emission potential for the I-710 corridor.  
 
A Motion was made to receive and file Items C,D,E and F.  
 
The meeting adjourned at 5:25 pm. 
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VIII.  REPORTS 
ITEM A 

Measure R Extension Update  
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TO:  Transportation Committee 
 
FROM: Diane Dubois, MTA Director  
 
BY:  Karen Heit, Transportation Deputy  
 
SUBJECT:  Measure R Extension - Update 
 
Issue 
 
The MTA Board is the process of placing a proposition on the November ballot that 
extends Measure R half-cent sales tax. 
 
At the June MTA Board meeting, the Board voted to proceed with the placement of the 
ballot issue on the November ballot for consideration. I introduced the attached Motion to 
place the item on the ballot with a 30-year sunset – this recommendation passed. The 
ballot measure will extend the half-cent sales tax an additional 30 years from 2039 to 2069. 
 
The stated purpose of the Extension is to provide funding to accelerate the construction of 
the 2008 Measure R transit and highway construction projects by providing additional 
revenues to back bonds and to finance federal Transportation Infrastructure Finance and 
Innovation Act (TIFIA) loans that have been expanded as part of the America Fast Forward 
initiative that is part of MAP-21.  Using TIFIA and other funding mechanisms – the Measure 
R projects will be built in 10-20 years instead of 30.  Local return and transit operations 
funds will also be continued for 30 additional years. 
 
Fasana Amendment 
 
MTA Director John Fasana introduced an amendment to the original Measure R ordinance; 
this amendment allows a sub-region to effect a transfer between  highway and transit 
funds, the transfer would require a two-thirds vote of the MTA Board.  The existing 
ordinance provides for such a transfer after 10-years.  
 
All transfer funds remain within the same sub-region; the Fasana amendment allows for 
more flexibility within sub-regions. This amendment requires a public meeting, which has 
been scheduled for August 6th.  
 
Attachments 
 
Item # 35 Motion 
Fasana Amendment 
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Item # 35 MOTION 
 
 

Measure R Extension  
 
 
In November of 2008, the voters of the City of Los Angeles approved the passage of Measure R 
– the third Los Angeles County half-cent sales tax. 
 
Since the passage of Measure R, the anticipated sales tax revenue has not materialized and the 
MTA faces not being able to deliver the projects promised to LA County voters. 
 
We are currently considering putting an initiative before the voters that will lift the sunset on the 
Measure R sales tax and continue the tax. There is a recommendation before us to continue the 
tax “until the voters decide to eliminate it”. This representation that the voters can eliminate a tax 
through popular mandate does not take into account the significant expense and time associated 
with eliminating a tax.  
 
In recognition of the above, I therefore, recommend the following: 
 

The MTA place a ballot measure before the voters that extends the Measure R sales tax 
for an additional 30 years whereupon the sales tax will sunset. 
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Item 35 
FASANA MOTION 

 
I move to include in Ordinance #12-01: Traffic Relief and Rail Expansion Tax 
Extension Ordinance, the following amendment to Ordinance #08-01: Traffic 
Relief and Rail Expansion Ordinance; 
 

Section 11. Amendments 
 

b. Notwithstanding Section 11(a) of this Ordinance, Metro shall not adopt any 
amendment to this Ordinance, including Attachment A, that reduces total Net 
Revenues allocated to the sum of the Transit Capital Subfund and the Highway 
Capital Subfund. Not more than once in any ten (10) year period commencing after 
the year 2010, Metro may adopt an amendment by a two-thirds vote transferring Net 
Revenues between the Transit Capital Subfund and the Highway Capital Subfund 
within the same sub-region. 
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VIII.  REPORTS 
ITEM B 

MTA Countywide Sustainability Planning 
Framework – By Sarah Jepson, MTA 

Sustainability Programs Manager 
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TO:  Transportation Committee 
 
FROM: Diane Dubois, MTA Director  
 
BY:  Karen Heit, Transportation Deputy  
 
SUBJECT:  MTA Countywide Sustainability Planning Framework 
 
Issue 
 
MTA is moving forward with the above plan to help support sustainability practices and 
policy within Los Angeles County. Sarah Jepson, Sustainability Project Manager will 
make a presentation on the Draft Policy. 
 
The policy has been distributed to the COG cities for comments, the policy 
recommendation portions of the report are attached. The comment period ends 
September 4th.  
 
Recommendation 
 
Review the draft plan elements and craft comments. 
 
 
Attachment 
 
Draft Universal Policies 
Draft Placed-Based Policies 
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SECTION 3:  PLANNING GUIDANCE 

3.1 INTRODUCTION 

This section presents guidance to support Metro in implementing the principles and 
achieving the priorities established by the policy.  The guidance recognizes that many of 
the priorities can be achieved simply by providing the opportunity for more people to 
drive less, and in more efficient vehicles.  A reduction in vehicle miles traveled (VMT) is 
associated with the following benefits:  

1. Reduced vehicular, bicycle, and pedestrian accidents  

2. Reduced fuel use 

3. Reduced traffic congestion, particularly during rush hour 

4. Reduced emissions or criteria pollutants, resulting in reduced respiratory 
ailments especially for young children and older adults 

5. Reduced greenhouse gas emissions (GHG) 

6. Increased transit use, walking, and biking  

7. Increased physical activity contributing to a reduction in diseases related to a 
sedentary lifestyle, such as obesity 

8. Economic benefits through reduced transportation costs 

When measures to reduce VMT are complemented by actions to increase the efficiency 
of vehicles, the whole range of sustainability priorities presented in the policy can be 
achieved.  Even urban greening and environmental stewardship are optimized by 
providing opportunities for people to drive less, because reduced VMT allows for 
communities to build less infrastructure reducing energy, waste, land and water use, 
and emissions.   

Demographic and market trends suggest that more people would choose to drive less, if 
they had attractive alternatives.  According to the 2012 RTP/SCS, as the Baby Boomer 
generation gets older (the share of the population 65 years or older will increase from 
11 percent in 2010 to 18 percent in 2035), there will be a greater demand and need for 
alternative transportation to serve non-drivers. Additionally recent studies, such as a 
joint report conducted by the Frontier Group and the U.S. PIRG Education Foundation, 
have highlighted an emerging trend that young people are driving less.  Reasons for this 
are many, but include improvements that support alternative transportation. From 2001 
to 2009, the average annual number of vehicle miles traveled by young people (16 to 
34-year-olds) decreased from 10,300 miles to 7,900 miles per capita—a drop of 23 
percent.1 

                                                 
1Frontier Group and U.S. PIRG Education Fund. (2012). Transportation and the New Generation: Why Young People 
Are Driving Less and What it Means for Transportation Policy.  Retrieved June 15, 2012 from 
http://www.uspirg.org/reports/usp/transportation-and-new-generation.  
 

http://www.uspirg.org/reports/usp/transportation-and-new-generation
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While helping more people to drive less, and in more efficient vehicles is a fairly simple 
goal, the size of the county and its diversity of land-use patterns make achieving this 
goal complex.  The guidance addresses this complexity by presenting “universal” 
policies (3.2) that should be considered in all types of locations and “place-based” 
policies (3.3) that provide alternative strategies for improving the sustainability of the 
transportation system in differing types of locations. The Planning Framework, Section 
2.3 provides greater detail on the Accessibility Clusters as well as Appendix A. 

3.2 UNIVERSAL POLICIES 

The universal policies have relevance in many locations throughout the county, 
regardless of accessibility.  The policy topics as presented do not reflect an order of 
importance. 

The following policies should guide Metro’s activities countywide:   

Policy Topic Universal Policy (UP) 
Implementation 
of SCAG Regional 
Transportation 
Plan/ Sustainable 
Communities 
Strategy 
(RTP/SCS)  

UP I:  Promote regional compliance with state climate change law by supporting 
SCAG’s efforts to implement the regionally-adopted, land-use and transportation 
vision in the Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (and 
outlined below), and encourage local jurisdictions to adopt supportive local 
policies.  (Metro does not have jurisdiction over land-use, but can advance 
regionally adopted land-use strategies through incentive programs, like TOD 
planning grants, and supportive transportation investments).  

a) Support SCAG’s efforts to advance the following regionally adopted 
land-use strategies: 
i) Focus growth in areas well served by transit (also referred 

to as High-Quality Transit Areas).   
ii) Focus growth along main streets, downtowns, and other 

appropriate infill locations 
iii) Shift development from single-family towards multi-family 

residential development to reflect recent market trends, 
and 

iv) Promote supportive land use implementation activities, 
including Compass Blueprint Demonstration projects, 
which are planning efforts led by local jurisdictions and 
funded by SCAG 

b) Support SCAG’s efforts to advance the following regionally adopted 
transportation strategies  
i) Continue investments to improve the transportation 

system through 2035 as reflected in the plans of the County 
Transportation Commissions  

ii) Implement regional funding strategy to triple the resources 
available for Active Transportation, as compared to the 
2008 Regional Transportation Plan 

iii) Emphasize and provide additional resources for 
transportation demand management strategies to reduce 
solo driving, including carpooling, transit, biking, walking, 
and flexible work schedules 
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iv) Emphasize and provide additional strategies to support 
improved transportation systems management, including 
Express Lanes, tolling, and signal synchronization  

v) Maintain a focus on efficient goods movement to support 
the growth of the regional economy 

vi) Advance financial policies that emphasize system 
preservation to address deferred maintenance and that 
consider new revenue sources and innovative financing 
techniques to transition the fuel tax-based system to a 
more direct, user fee approach. 

UP II: Draw from the recommendations included in the RTP/SCS to implement 
appropriate transportation mitigation measures for all projects.   

Green Design UP III:  Implement and encourage local incorporation of green design techniques 
that minimize the environmental impact of transportation projects and/or support 
local urban greening; consider requiring green design techniques as a condition of 
funding when these techniques can be implemented without additional cost to 
project sponsors (i.e. native landscaping). 

Vehicle 
Technology 

UP IV:  Leverage project development to facilitate the early adoption of zero and 
near-zero emission vehicles (fleet services, transit vehicles, clean trucks, passenger 
vehicles) and promote supportive regional and local policies. 

Local Access UP VI:  Encourage and support land-use policies and transportation projects that 
seek to reduce trip lengths by reconnecting the street grid, increasing the mix of 
land-uses, providing mid-block crossings, reducing set-backs, and breaking up 
superblocks in new or (re)development projects, among other strategies. 

Performance 
Measurement 

UP VII:  Pursue alternatives and/or supplements to the use of level of service and 
delay metrics, which prioritize mobility for the single occupancy automobile, in 
project evaluation and encourage regional and local agencies to consider a broader 
range of metrics to assess multimodal impacts.  

System 
Productivity 

UP VIII:  Encourage through regional planning, funding policies, infrastructure 
investments, and promotion of supportive local policies (including parking 
management policies, road pricing, and other demand management and systems 
management policies/projects) strategies that seek to optimize transit service by 
increasing its competitiveness with automobiles.   

Complete Streets UP IX:  Consistent with state law, explore opportunities in all projects to increase 
access for all users by making streets more “complete” and promote complete 
streets at the local level through partnerships and incentive programs. 

Transit-Oriented 
Development 

UP X:  Pursue opportunities to realize appropriately-scaled, transit-oriented 
development in rail and bus corridors as part of corridor studies, project 
development, incentive programs and the promotion of supportive local policies 
(TOD Ordinances, land use and zoning changes, General Plan updates, etc). 

Virtual Access UP XI:  Leverage project development to facilitate the early adoption of emerging 
technologies that complement or even replace conventional travel modes through 
virtual access, and promote supportive regional and local policies (telecommute 
programs). 
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3.3 PLACE-BASED POLICIES 

Cluster A  

Areas in Cluster A have moderate to high residential density with low job centrality. 
People living in these areas generally benefit from relatively short trip distances to local 
retail and services, but their limited access to major job centers and disparate 
geography often require long commutes to work. Some locations within this cluster 
include small commercial districts with higher density residential that serve as activity 
centers and/or sub-regional transportation hubs for surrounding low density 
communities. Areas falling into this cluster include many of the South Bay Cities, 
portions of the eastern San Fernando Valley such as the Reseda corridor, historic 
downtowns in places like Monrovia, and the area around the Newhall Metrolink station 
in Santa Clarita.  

Residents in these communities should be able to easily access alternative commute 
options like commuter rail or bus, carpooling, and vanpooling. In many cases, residents 
should be able to take advantage of nearby retail districts without a car. Residents living 
along compact corridors such as Reseda can (and do) take rapid buses for their daily 
needs. However, in some cases walking and biking are unpleasant choices due to 
nearby auto-oriented corridors and a more suburban block pattern. Making these 
corridors more supportive of biking, walking, and reduced-speed vehicles can foster last 
mile connections to nearby regional transit options or commercial districts and may 
support community and economic development aims to capture a greater share of local 
spending.  

Cluster A has the second-lowest rate of transit ridership (4.9%) for commute mode; 76% 
of commuters drive alone to work.  These locations have the highest carpool share in 
LA County relative to locations within other clusters.  If an additional 2% of solo driving 
commuters were to shift to 2-person carpools, nearly 10,000 single-occupant vehicle 
trips would come off the roads at peak hours.  If the shift were to 3-person carpools, 
over 13,000 peak hour trips would come off the roads, compared to 2009 conditions. 
 

The following policies should guide Metro’s activities in Cluster A:    

Policy Topics Cluster A: Place-based Policies 
Sustainable 
Transportation 
 

A I:  Support growing use of active and green modes through 
development and sponsorship of facilities and services promoting safe 
walking and biking, rideshare, transit, and low impact vehicles.  

Local Government 
Planning 
 

A II:  Support local governments in planning and development activities 
that result in Transit-Oriented Development at select locations, focusing 
on mixed use centers.     

Transit Services 
(Metro, Municipal and 
Local Transit Providers) 
 

A III:  Provide and encourage transit services reflecting area densities and 
design characteristics, focusing on commute and lifeline services to 
employment centers, key corridors, and feeder services. 

Street Operations A IV:  Implement, encourage and sponsor projects that create safe, 
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Cluster B  

Cluster B includes locations that have in common an overall housing density lower than 
seven units per net acre. Within this classification are two distinct types: 

• Suburban/Rural Communities:  Communities meeting the low residential 
density criteria with low or medium job centrality, and 

• Special Use Areas: Large industrial zones, ports and airports, and open space 
areas 

 
This category includes places with a wide variety of conditions – from open space areas 
with almost no population, to low density outlying communities like most of Palmdale, to 
industrial areas such as the Port of Long Beach.  These varied conditions require 
diverse transportation strategies, sometimes focused on goods movement, sometimes 
on responding to travel needs of residents and workers.  Locations within Cluster B 
have the lowest rate of transit ridership (2.3%) for commute trips, less than half the rate 
of the Cluster A.  Approximately, 83% of commuters within this cluster drive alone, while 
approximately 12% carpool to work.    

Suburban/Rural Communities  

Automobile travel will likely continue to be the most efficient means of local mobility for 
low density communities in Cluster B.  Nonetheless, opportunities to drive less and in 
more efficient vehicles should be encouraged and supported by a variety of 
transportation policies and investments.  Most of these communities have nearby 
compact neighborhoods, which can be the focal point for transit and ride-share 
opportunities.   

Actions to support telecommuting and the use of cleaner vehicles may be the most 
promising sustainable alternative for many low-density neighborhoods.  This cluster has 
relatively high numbers of people working at home, and increasing the proportion of 
people working at home is an important strategy. Additionally, given the high 
percentage of drive alone work trips for this cluster, focusing on use of cleaner vehicles, 
including hybrids and electric, can have a considerable impact on emissions. If 5% of 
2009 households in “B” cluster locations were to switch from conventional gasoline 
vehicles to electric or hybrid passenger cars, over 2.3 million daily and over 857 million 
annual vehicle miles would be driven in less carbon-intensive vehicles.  Over 144,000 
metric tons of CO2 would be saved annually if these miles were traveled in hybrid cars, 
and over 284,000 metric tons if with electric cars (based on 2012 model year passenger 
vehicle averages). 
 

 attractive, and efficient conditions for walking, biking, transit-use, and 
slow speed vehicles. 
 
A V:  In project development and sponsorship, prioritize efficiency 
projects that seek to better utilize existing capacity by all modes (i.e. 
signal timing, complete streets) over general capacity improvements.   
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Integrated land-use and transportation planning is of particular importance in these 
areas, where the transportation system may be less built out.  If there is a local desire 
for greater development, Metro, through its partnership with SCAG, should support 
cities in undertaking visioning exercises in advance of capacity enhancements to 
determine the most effective strategies for limiting congestion and providing the 
transportation choices communities desire.  Metro should discourage road capacity 
enhancements that may proceed or be inconsistent with the local land-use plans and 
the Regional Sustainable Communities Strategy.   
 
The following policies should guide Metro’s activities in the Cluster B 
(Suburban/Rural Communities):    

 
Special Use Areas  

Many areas of the county fall into the Special Use Areas category. These represent high 
job centrality places where there is no housing or where housing is a minor component 
of the place. Special Use Areas may include large industrial zones, ports, and airports, 
the latter of which has additional transit needs for users.  The distinct mobility needs of 
these places, often focusing on goods movement, are recognized in the text below.   

Sensitivity is needed to provide for goods movement in the more industrial areas in this 
cluster and related place type, particularly as trucks enter and exit these areas near 
population centers that are accommodating high volumes of people using all modes. As 
many of these industrial areas also fall adjacent to existing or planned fixed-guideway 
transit corridors, addressing these numerous mobility objectives is a high priority.  

Policy Topics Cluster B:  Place-based Policies for Suburban/Rural Communities 
Sustainable 
Transportation 
 

B I:  Support growing use of active modes for local trips and motorized 
green modes (rideshare, transit, clean fuel vehicles) for longer-distance 
trips through development and sponsorship of facilities and services. 

Local Government 
Planning 
 

B II:  Work with local governments to identify specific transportation 
needs that can be met with green modes as well as opportunities to 
improve efficiency and safety of both goods movement and passenger 
travel. 
 
B III: Where greater development is desired, encourage cities to 
undertake planning exercises in advance of road capacity enhancements 
to determine the most effective strategies for limiting congestion and 
providing the transportation choices communities’ desire. 

Transit Services 
(Metro, Municipal and 
Local Transit Providers) 
 

B IV:  Provide and encourage transit services reflecting area densities 
and design characteristics, focusing on lifeline services and commute 
services to employment centers, subregional transportation hubs, and 
feeder services. 

Street Operations 
 

B V:  Implement, encourage, and sponsor projects that create safe, 
attractive, and efficient conditions for walking, biking, and transit use. 
 
B VI:  In project development and sponsorship, prioritize efficiency 
projects that seek to better utilize existing capacity by all modes (i.e. 
signal timing, complete streets) over general capacity improvements.   
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While mitigating potential mobility conflicts adjacent to centers or communities such as 
the Alameda Corridor, it is also critical to maximize the efficiency of major freeway and 
freight corridors in order to advance goals for economic prosperity. These places are 
more difficult to serve with transportation alternatives for commuters, but encouraging 
such alternatives can provide critical job access and support workforce development 
objectives.  

It is important to note that open space areas are included in this category.  While this 
type includes warehousing and manufacturing districts such as the City of Industry and 
areas around Los Angeles International Airport, it can also include a number of places 
serving recreational or entertainment purposes, such as the Arroyo Seco / Rose Bowl 
area of Pasadena. 

Due to the unique nature of areas within the Cluster B: Special-Use Areas, the 
following policies should guide Metro’s activities in Cluster B only as they relate 
to industrial areas and goods movement corridors. No additional guidance for 
other types of Special Use Areas is provided beyond that recommended in the 
Universal Policies given the distinctiveness and specific characteristics of these 
locations. 

Policy Topics Cluster B:  Place-based Policies for Special Use Areas (Industrial Areas 
and Goods Movement Corridors) 

Sustainable 
Transportation 
 

B VII:  Support growing use of motorized green modes (clean fuel 
vehicles) through development and sponsorship of facilities and services. 

Local Government 
Planning 
 

B VIII:  Work with local governments to identify specific transportation 
needs that can be met with green modes as well as opportunities to 
improve efficiency and safety of both goods movement and passenger 
travel. 
 
B IX: Where greater development is desired, encourage cities to 
undertake planning exercises in advance of road capacity enhancements 
to determine the most effective strategies for limiting congestion and 
maximizing the efficiency of freight movement. 

Transit Services 
(Metro, Municipal and 
Local Transit Providers) 
 

B X:  Provide and encourage transit services reflecting area densities and 
design characteristics, focusing on commute services to employment 
centers and subregional transportation hubs, and feeder services to 
fixed-guideway transit corridors.  

Street Operations 
 

B XI:  Implement, encourage, and sponsor projects that give priority to 
goods movement through designated routes and corridors, while 
creating safe and efficient conditions for walking, biking, and transit use 
to address mobility conflicts in areas adjacent to population centers and 
nearby communities. 
 
B XII:  In project development and sponsorship, prioritize efficiency 
projects that seek to better utilize existing capacity over general capacity 
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Cluster C 
Cluster C includes sub-regional centers, neighborhoods, and districts where 
employment centers are nearby and residential densities are high enough to support 
local commercial activity.  People living in these areas generally benefit from relatively 
short trip lengths, which make walking, biking, and transit use for a wide range of 
activities possible.  The predominant development pattern in many of these places is 
the single-family detached home. As a result of its historic pre-war growth boom, Los 
Angeles County has a much higher single-family residential density pattern than most 
counties in major metropolitan regions and across the nation. These areas may be 
either residential or more mixed-use in nature. Cluster C includes historic downtown-
adjacent neighborhoods with a compact feel like the Mid-City District of Los Angeles 
and the eastern San Fernando Valley including most of the City of Burbank.  

Residents and workers in this cluster benefit from frequent and predictable transit 
service – including very high quality commute services.  Transit-oriented development is 
a good fit in these communities with their established mix of relatively high housing 
density and proximity to jobs. Transit, walking, and biking facilities will help support the 
vibrant mix of uses that is possible in these places due to their density and proximity to 
jobs and other amenities.  

Cluster C has the second-highest rate of transit ridership (7.1%) and second lowest rate 
of driving alone (76%) for commute travel.  Nearly 11% of commuters in this cluster do 
not take an automobile to work.   Households and businesses in these locations should 
see continued growth in attractive multimodal travel options, with a growing share of 
neighborhoods well-served by high quality all-day transit connecting to a wide variety of 
destinations. 
 
Home to nearly 40% of the county’s residents, or 3.8 million people, locations within this 
cluster serve an important role in achieving the sustainability principles and priorities 
advanced by the policy.  With wide participation, even small changes in travel behavior 
could lead to significant countywide progress.  For example, if a 5 percent increase in 
transit commuters were achieved through a shift from solo drivers living in these 
locations, over 10,000 daily drive alone commute trips would be reduced, with a 
proportional increase in transit ridership. 

The following policies should guide Metro’s activities in the Cluster C:    

improvements.   

Policy Topics Cluster C: Place-based Policies 
Sustainable Transportation 
 

C I:  Provide mobility options to support car-free and one-car living 
through development and sponsorship of facilities and services 
promoting high levels of walk, cycling, and transit use for all types 
of trips. 
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CLUSTER D  

This cluster includes regional centers with concentrated economic, entertainment, and 
cultural activity. They are major destinations to which hundreds of thousands of 
commuters travel every day, and that also draw the region’s residents for more 
occasional activities like nightlife, cultural events, shopping, and dining. In some, but not 
all cases they offer 24-hour districts, where people can live, work, and play without ever 
stepping into a car. These places have a full range of horizontally- and vertically-mixed 
land uses with high capacity transit stops and corridors (present or planned).  The urban 
character of residential and business districts in regional centers should complement 
the highest levels of multimodal connectivity at the local, regional, and statewide scale.   

High levels of congestion are typical in regional centers, and peak hour conditions can 
last for much of the day.  Relief comes when people can opt out of congestion by 
walking, biking, and taking transit operating in dedicated rights-of-way and given 
operating priority.  Accessibility, which is the benefit of having places one needs to go 
located close by, is abundant, though mobility – conventionally understood as the ability 
to travel quickly in a private vehicle – may be in short supply.  

This cluster covers areas with significant urban office centers such as the downtowns of 
Los Angeles, Pasadena, Century City, Glendale, Santa Monica, and Warner Center. 
This designation also includes more mixed-use but high-density locations such as 
Hollywood. A number of higher intensity industrial and entertainment areas such as 
Downtown Burbank – with large clusters of movie studio jobs - are also included. 

Cluster D has the highest rate of transit ridership (17%--more than double the next 
cluster) and lowest rate of driving alone (66.2%) for commute travel.  Additionally, over 
a quarter (23.7%) either walk, bike, or take transit to work.  While households in these 
places also have the lowest VMT (15,988) in the county, these places don’t consistently 
provide the mobility choices needed to make car-free and one-car living attractive and 
easy for all residents.  Strategies in this cluster should emphasize increasing the 

Local Government Planning 
 

C II:  Support local governments in planning and development 
activities to create transit supportive densities and design 
features, with a focus on mixed use corridors and districts. 

Transit Services 
(Metro, Municipal and Local 
Transit Providers) 
 

C III:  Provide and encourage local transit coverage, frequency, 
and reliability within close proximity to homes and businesses and 
with short headways or timed transfers, all-day; connect local 
service to high-quality transit investments (Bus Rapid Transit, 
Light and Heavy Rail) that provide access to destinations across LA 
County, Southern California, and the State.   

Street Operations 
 

C IV:  Implement, encourage, and sponsor projects that give 
priority to transit and active modes except on key segments of 
through routes and goods movement corridors. 
 
C V:  Implement, encourage, and sponsor projects that seek to 
increase the share of transit services operating in exclusive rights 
of way. 
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attractiveness of walking and cycling, because of public health and environmental 
benefits and low cost relative to other transportation options. If solo drivers were to shift 
to those active travel modes so that the share of both walk and bike commute trips 
doubled relative to 2009 conditions, the drive alone commute would be reduced by over 
62,000 people, nearly 10% of the number of drive alone commuters in this cluster in 
2009. 

The following policies should guide Metro’s activities in Cluster D:   

  

 

Policy Topics Cluster D Place-Based Policy 
Sustainable Transportation 
 

D I:  Provide mobility options to support car-free and one-car 
living through development and sponsorship of facilities and 
services promoting very high levels of walk, cycling, and transit 
use for all types of trips as well as carshare and rideshare. 

Local Government Planning 
 

D II:  Support local governments in planning and development 
activities resulting in transit supportive densities and design 
features throughout Cluster D areas.   

Transit Services 
(Metro, Municipal and Local Transit 
Providers) 
 

D III:  Provide and encourage local transit coverage, frequency, 
and reliability within close proximity to homes and businesses 
and with short headways or timed transfers, all-day (and 
potentially night owl service); connect local service to high-
quality transit investments (Bus Rapid Transit, Light and Heavy 
Rail) that provide access to destinations across LA County, 
Southern California and the State. 

Street Operations 
 

D IV:  Implement, encourage, and sponsor projects that give 
priority to transit and active modes, except on key segments of 
through routes and goods movement corridors. 
 
D V:  Implement, encourage, and sponsor projects that seek to 
increase the share of transit services operating in exclusive right 
of way. 
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VIII.  REPORTS 
ITEM C 

America Fast Forward – MAP 21 
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TO:  Transportation Committee 
 
FROM: Diane Dubois, MTA Director  
 
BY:  Karen Heit, Transportation Deputy  
 
SUBJECT:  America Fast Forward/MAP -21 Update 
 
Issue 
 
At long last Congress and the Administration have agreed upon a new transportation bill 
that replaces SAFETEA – LU.  The bill will be in place for 27-months and allocates a total 
of $105 billion.  
 
One of the significant changes in the bill is a dramatic increase in funding availability for the 
Transportation Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act (TIFIA) program. This program 
allows transportation agencies to borrow funding at a favorable rate. The funding level has 
been increased to $1.7 billion over two years as opposed to the prior allocation of $220 
million for two years. 
 
This increase in funding is included in the America Fast Forward TIFIA reforms  along with 
other changes to the TIFIA program that are favorable to the utility of these loans.  The 
changes are explained on page 3 of the attachment. 
 
Highway funding program targets are also listed on page 3. There is an estimated $75 
billion in highway funding available in MAP -21, this amount is consistent with passed 
transportation bills. 
 
Transit funding reflects prior years’ targets including $3.8 billion in New Starts funding 
which is the federal program for financing new transit projects. This amount is consistent 
with funding levels over the past few years. MTA has submitted the Westside Subway 
Extension and the Downtown Regional Connector (will allow Blue Line trains to continue on 
to Pasadena). 
 
Attachment 
 
America Fast Forward: Overview 
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 Moving Ahead For Progress In The 21st Century 

Metro Overview 
July  2012 

 

 
Duration:  27 month bill  expires on October 1, 2014 / Extends motor fuels tax through 
October 1, 2015  

Total Funding: $105 Billion  

Highway Funding: $39.7 Billion in FY13 and $40 Billion in FY14  

Transit Funding: $10.5 Billion in FY13 and $10.7 Billion in FY14  

Includes America Fast Forward Innovative Financial Provision 

Does not include Qualified Transportation Improvement Bonds (QTIB) 
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Broad Overview 
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Highway programs are restructured by eliminating or consolidating 
approximately 60 programs and structuring the Highway Program around four 
core formula programs.  
 

$22.25 billion in FY 2013 and $22.4 billion in FY 2014 for the National Highway Performance 
Program, which consolidates the existing Interstate Maintenance and National Highway System 
formula programs and aspects of the existing Highway Bridge program that cover bridges on the 
Federal-aid system.  
$10.2 billion in FY 2013 and FY $10.3 billion in FY 2014 for the Surface Transportation Program to 
assist states and local governments in improving the condition and performance of Federal-aid 
highways and bridges on public roads.   This program would continue to provide broad eligibility and 
would be suballocated within the state to local governments based on population.    
$2.44 billion in FY 2013 and $2.46 billion in FY 2014 for the Highway Safety Improvement Program 
(HSIP) to support projects that improve the safety of road infrastructure.  
$2.26 billion in FY 2013 and $2.28 billion in FY 2014 for the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 
program (CMAQ).  

 

America Fast Forward - Transportation Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act 
Program 
 

As part of the America Fast Forward portion of the bill (Section 2), the Transportation Infrastructure 
Finance and Innovation Act program (TIFIA) would see funding increased to $1.7 billion over two 
years. Prior to MAP-21  TIFIA was funded at approximately $110 million annually . 
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Highway Funding 
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Increasing the maximum share of project costs from  33 percent to 49 percent.  

 

Broadens projects secured by a common pledge. 

 

Authorizes DOT to make Master Credit Agreements (MCAs). An MCA can be made for a single 
project as well as for a large program of related projects. This would make TIFIA assistance 
more predictable for larger, multi-year phased capital programs by giving an upfront 
conditional commitment (through a Master Credit Agreement) 

 

Authorizes DOT to allow limited interest rate buydowns . The rate buydown  can occur with a 
regular project (from time of application) as well as for a project or program receiving a 
Master Credit Agreement (from date of MCA).  

 

Authorizes DOT to waive the springing lien (non -subordination) provision for public agency 
borrowers that are financing ongoing capital programs and have outstanding senior bonds 
under a pre-existing indenture 
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America Fast Forward TIFIA 
Reforms Include: 

 
 



The bill authorizes apportionments of $10.0 billion in FY 2013 and $10.1 billion in FY 2014.  
 

Revises list of eligible projects; may have impact on Call for Projects for projects  (e.g., roads 
functionally classified local or rural minor collectors, bridges). 

No longer requires 10% set -aside  for Transportation Enhancement Activities (funded as 
separate new Transportation Alternatives Program).  

Allocation formula changed; requires 50% of the  funds to be obligated in any area of the 
State and the other 50% of the funds to be obligated according to relative population share: 

SAFETEA- LU split was 37.5%/62.5%  

Estimated share of Los Angeles County: $119 million per year ($133 million in FY 2011) 
Lancaster- Palmdale UZA: $4 million per year 

Santa Clarita UZA: $3 million per year (large UZA as of Us 2010 Census) 

Requires annual set-aside not less than 15% of amount apportioned to the State in FY 2009 
for the Highway Bridge Program (about $87 million)  

Language is not clear about the source of the set-aside (50% of funds to be obligated in area of the 
State or the funds allocated by relative population share). 

Will need to amend existing State of California law, as codified in Streets & Highway Code.  
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Surface Transportation Program 
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The bill authorizes apportionments of $2.2 billion for FY 2013 and FY 2014, respectively.  

 

About 20 % of the funds apportioned for the CMAQ Program nationwide (better than estimated 17% 
share from revised apportionment formula originally proposed by the Senate 

Revises and expands list of eligible projects:  

Priority for projects than reduce PM2.5 (including diesel retrofits) 

Operating assistance for transit projects, but it is not clear if still limits the number of years. 

No changes in apportionment formula; State will not retain funds and no requirement to 
fund construction equipment as originally proposed by the Senate.   

Estimated share of Los Angeles County: $144 million per year ($138 million in FY 2009) 

About 32 % of the CMAQ funds apportioned to California  

Will need to amend existing State of California law, as codified in Streets & Highway Code.  
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Congestion Mitigation and Air 
Quality Program 

6 



The bill authorizes apportionments of about $800 million for FY 2013 and FY 2014, 
respectively.  

2014.  

Revises list of eligible projects; may have impact on Call for Projects for projects   

Allocation formula similar to STP; requires 50% of the  funds to be obligated in any area of 
the State and the other 50% of the funds to be obligated according to population share: 

Estimated share of Los Angeles County: about $10 million per year 

Requires competitive selection process: 

MPO (UZA larger than 200,00 people)  

State (other areas) 

Will need to amend existing State of California law, as codified in Streets & Highway Code.  
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Transportation Alternatives Program 

7 

 
 

The bill authorizes $500 million in FY 2013 for high-cost surface transportation projects of 
national and regional significance.  

The Senate FY 2013 appropriations bill contains $500 million for the TIGER Program . 

Unfortunately, the House of Representatives recently adopted a funding bill for FY13 that 
includes no funding for this category. 

The House has appropriated $500 million to AMTRAK  
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Projects of National and Regional 
Significance 



The bill calls for the development of a National Freight Strategic Plan and provides incentives 
for states that fund projects to improve freight movement.  

 
Establishment 
Transportation shall establish a National Freight Network to assist States in strategically 
directing resources toward improved system performance for efficient movement of freight 
on highways, including national highway system, freight intermodal connectors and 
aerotropolis transportation systems. 
 

The National Freight Network shall consist of the following: 
 

A Primary Freight Network based on an inventory of national freight volume (inventory to be 
conducted by FHWA, in consultation with system stakeholders). The Primary Freight Network 
will be no more than 27,000 centerline miles of existing roadways that are most critical to 
freight movement. The Secretary can add up to 3,000 additional centerline miles critical to 
����r� movement of freight on the primary network. The Secretary must redefine the 
Primary Freight Network every ten years . 

 
Portions of the Interstate System not designated as part of the Primary Freight Network . 

 
Critical rural freight corridors. 
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Freight Movement 
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Urbanized Area Formula grants ($4.398 billion for FY 2013 and $4.459 billion for FY 2014)  

Elderly and Disabled Formula grants, which includes the former New Freedom program   ($254.8 
million for FY 2013 and $258.3 billion for FY 2014)   

Rural Area Formula grants ($599.5 million for FY 2013 and $607.8 million for FY 2014)  

Bus and Bus Facilities Formula grants ($422 million in FY 2013 and $427.8 million in FY 2014)   

The existing competitive program is transitioned into a formula program where $65 million of 
program funds will be distributed evenly among states and territories and the rest will be 
distributed according to population and Sec. 5336 bus factors.  

State of Good Repair grants (former Rail Modernization program) ($2.136 billion in FY 2013 and 
$2.166 billion in FY 2014)   

Funding tiers and earmarks in the old rail modernization program have been eliminated and 
replaced with a new structure that focuses on the age of the system, revenue vehicle miles 
and directional route miles.  

High Density Formula grants ($518.7 million in FY 2013 and $525.9 million in FY 2014)  
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Public Transportation 



The bill authorizes $1.9 billion in FY13 and $1.9 billion in FY14 for the Federal New Starts Program.  
This funding is roughly equivalent to funding levels in the past few years for the program and just 
slightly below the FY 2012 level.  

Continues to fund Small Starts (less than $75 million in New Starts funding and overall project cost 
of less than $250 million) and certain bus rapid transit projects out of this overall program. 

The New Starts program process would be streamlined by eliminating duplicative steps in project 
development and allowing for quicker proposal reviews by the FTA. The bill also establishes a new 
category for core capacity projects within New Starts; these projects would be required to achieve 
at least a 10 percent increase in capacity along its corridor.   

Adds core capacity projects to the program - defined to be substantial corridor based capital 
investments in an existing fixed guideway  system and required to achieve an increase in capacity of 
a corridor by at least 10% to qualify. 

Adds a program of interrelated projects for projects that have a logical connectivity to each 
other.  A funding priority is to be given these projects if the local share exceeds 20%, ensures that 
locally funded projects do not have Federal requirements imposed, and allows local funds 
committed to a project in the program of interrelated projects to be used to meet the local share 
requirement for other projects within the program if the federal share of each does not exceed 
80%  

Creates a pilot program for expedited project delivery that will examine whether innovative project 
development and delivery methods or innovative finance arrangements can expedite project 
delivery.  

Reforms and streamlines the project approval process and provides for quicker review by FTA.   
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New Starts Program 

The Conference Report provides that every state must receive a minimum return of 95% of 
what they pay into the highway trust fund. This is an increase over the last bill which 
provided a 92.5% minimum return.  

  

Currently, all states now receives more than 100% of what they pay into the highway trust 
fund. This is because the highway trust fund is no longer able to pay for the full cost of the 

federal aid highway program and Congress has to add general fund revenue to back fill it.    
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Donor State Issue 



The Conference Report makes permanent the current pilot program that lets USDOT delegate 
NEPA authority to states that have equal or stronger environmental review laws.     

This authority is expanded in the bill to all states and includes rail, public transit, and 
multi-modal projects  not just highways as the current program does. 

California is the only current participant in this program. 
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NEPA-CEQA Environmental 
Streamlining Program 

Positive Train Control not in the Conference Report 

The Conference Report does not include any changes to the current federal mandate that 
requires railroads to implement Positive Train Control (PTC) on passenger rail lines and lines 
carrying dangerous toxic-by-inhalation hazardous materials by Dec. 31st, 2015.   

These deadlines are important as a response to the Metrolink Train Disaster of 2008. 

There were proposals in the House and Senate bills that would have delayed and weakened 
implementation but those proposals are not included.  

Commuter Benefit 

MAP-21 does not restore parity between the parking and transit tax benefit.  

High Speed Rail  

The Conference Report does not include any provisions regarding high speed rail.  

Privatizing Engineering Provision not in the Conference Report 

There was a very controversial provision in HR 7 that would have privatized public 
engineering services that was strongly opposed by Caltrans Engineers.  

This provision is not in the conference report. 

Transit operations flexibility not in the Conference Report 

Many California transit agencies and transit unions wanted language in the bill that allows 
transit agencies to use some federal transit funds that are currently dedicated to capital 
improvements for operations. 14 

Key Issues Not Addressed in MAP-21 



To streamline project permitting and delivery, MAP-21 includes changes to environmental review 
procedures that intend to shorten the average review time for new transportation projects to 
seven years from 15.  

The Secretary of Transportation, through a rule, shall treat any repair or reconstruction of a road, 
highway or bridge damaged in a declared emergency as categorically excluded from 
environmental assessments or impact statements. 

Projects that receive less than $5 million of Federal funds, or with a total cost estimate of not 
more than $30 million and federal funds comprising less than 15% of the total estimated cost, are 
designated a categorical exemption. 

Expands the modes (to include rail, transit, and multimodal) under which the Secretary of 
Transportation can assign and the state may assume responsibilities of the Secretary under NEPA. 
Expands this opportunity to all states. 

Shortens the statute of limitations for filing a challenge to a project from 180 days to 150 days 
after the Record of Decision. 

Allows the Secretary of Transportation to designate a single modal administration to serve as the 
lead Federal agency in a multimodal project. 

Federal agencies that fail to decide approval/disapproval within 180 days of a completed federal 
application or Federal lead agency issuing a decision, up to $20,000 a day is rescinded from the 
office budget of the agency head (capped at 2% of an agency budget per project and 7% of a 
budget for all projects). 
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MAP-21 Project Streamlining 
Provisions: Highlights 
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Questions?  



Wednesday, August 15, 2012
9:30am – 12pm
Metro Board Room 
One Gateway Plaza 
Los Angeles, CA

   Presented by Metro (LACMTA) in conjunction with:*

> Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce
> Los Angeles Coalition For Economy and Jobs
> Los Angeles County Business Council 
> Los Angeles County Business Federation
>  Los Angeles County Economic Development Corporation
> Los Angeles County Federation of Labor, AFL-CIO
> Mobility 21 
> MOVE LA 
> Southern California Association of Governments
    *partial listing

program
welcoming remarks
  Honorable Diane DuBois
  First Vice Chair, Metro Board of Directors 

Mayor, City of Lakewood 

introduction of panelists
  Arthur T. Leahy 
 Metro, Chief Executive O;cer

panelists will include representatives from:
 U.S. Department of Transportation
 U.S. Senate
 U.S. House of Representatives
 Think Tanks
 Local, Regional and Statewide Stakeholders
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You’re invited.

America Fast Forward: 
creating jobs the right way

Everything You Want to Know About  
the New Federal Surface Transportation Bill  
 (But Were Afraid To Ask)

on map-21: 

Please email RSVP by August 10, 2012 to map21@metro.net.
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VIII.  REPORTS 
ITEM D 

MTA I-710 Freeway Maintenance 
Demonstration Project 
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TO:  Transportation Committee 
 
FROM: Diane Dubois, MTA Director  
 
BY:  Karen Heit, Transportation Deputy  
 
SUBJECT:  MTA I-710 Freeway Maintenance Demonstration Project 
 
Issue 
 
Graffiti, and sparse, dry landscaping have plagued the I-710 for years making the driving 
experience aesthetically undesirable. Additionally, the I-710 freeway is the mobility gateway 
to most of our cities and its current condition reflects poorly on our communities. The MTA, 
in cooperation with Caltrans, is pursuing a maintenance demonstration project that will 
control graffiti, improve landscaping in a sustainable manner and look to newer more 
efficient methods of maintaining an acceptable appearance.  
 
MTA arranged to paint out the graffiti on the Union Pacific bridges during scheduled 
nighttime freeway closures last year. Some of the graffiti has returned and repainting 
commenced in late July.   
 
By mid-August the graffiti on the rail bridges in Long Beach south of the I-405 will be 
painted over. Caltrans, MTA and the railroad are working to secure the bridge approaches 
and make the bridges less accessible to vandals as a longer term solution. 
 
Attachment 
 
Photos 
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IX.  REPORTS – 
COMMITTEES/AGENCIES 

Item C 
Matters from I-710 EIR/EIS Corridor 

Project – Oral Report 
1.  I-710 DEIR/DEIS Notices 
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TO:  Transportation Committee 
 
FROM: Diane Dubois, MTA Director  
 
BY:  Jerry Wood, COG Transportation Engineer  
 
SUBJECT:  I-710 DEIR/DEIS Notices 
 
 
Attached is the official Caltrans notice for the above project review as well as the MTA 
notice for study sessions. The I-710 DEIR/DEIS has been in circulation since June 29, 
2012. It will be in circulation for 60 days.  There have been requests to extend the review 
period by 30-60 days; Caltrans has not made a determination on whether to extend the 
review period.  
 
Also included is the notice for the ”1-710 Corridor Studies”. These studies are available at 
all of the same locations as the official environmental record.  These documents were 
produced at the request of the I-710 Project Committee and prepared through the Gateway 
Cities Air Quality Action Plan Program.  
 
Attachments 
 
Caltrans Notice of Availability/Public Hearings 
Environmental Study Sessions Notice 
I-710 Corridor Studies Notice 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA-BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION. 
DISTRICT 7, Division ofEn.vironmental Planning 
100 South Main Street, Suite 100 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012-3606 
PHONE (213) 897-0703 
TTY (213) 897-4937 

Flex your power! 
Be Energy efficient! 

June 29, 2012 

Agencies, Organizations, and 
Individuals Interested in the 
Interstate 710 Corridor Project 

File: 07-LA-710-PM 
4.9/24.9 
I-71 0 Corridor Project 

Notice of Public Hearings and AvailabiUty of Environmental Impact Report/Statement 

The California Department of Transportation, in cooperation with the Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority, the Gateway Cities Council of Governments, the Southern 
California Association of Governments, the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach, and the I-5 Joint 
Powers Authority have completed the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIR/EIS) for the I-710 Corridor Project. The proposed project would improve I-710, also 
referred to as the Long Beach Freeway, in Los Angeles County between Ocean Blvd. and State Route 
60 (SR-60). 

Three public hearings will be held to provide you an opportunity to obtain first-hand project 
information and to express your comments and concerns about the proposed project. The public 
hearings are scheduled on August 7, 8, and 9, 2012 at the following locations: 

• August 7 (6:00p.m. to 9:00 p.m.) - Progress Park, 15500 Downey Ave., Paramount, CA 
90723 

• August 8 (6:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m.) - Silverado Park Community Center, 1545 W. 31st St., 
Long Beach, CA 90810 

• August 9 (4:00p.m. to 8:00p.m.)- Rosewood Park, 5600 Harbor St., Commerce, CA 90040 

These meetings will start with an open house for review of project exhibits where project team 
members will be available to answer individual questions. The open house will be followed by a 
brief presentation and then an opportunity will be provided for individuals to speak and provide 
formal comments. 

In an effort to save paper, the Draft EIRIEIS is being sent to you on CD. A hard copy of the entire 
document may also be viewed at the following locations: 

• California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) District 7 Office - 100 South Main St., 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 on weekdays from 9 am to 3 pm. 

• Metro - Dorothy Peyton Grey Transportation Library - One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 
90012, Monday .:... Thursday 9 am to 4 pm, or Friday by appointment. 

"Caltrans improves mobility across California" 



• Gateway Cities Council of Governments - 16401 Paramount Blvd., Paramount, California 
90723, on weekdays from 9 am to 4 pm. 

• City of Commerce Public Library - Bristow Park Branch - 1466 S. McDonnell Ave., 
Commerce, CA 90040 

• County of Los Angeles Public Library- Hollydale Library - 12000 S. Garfield Ave., South 
Gate, CA 90280 

• County of Los Angeles Public Library- East Rancho Dominguez Library- 4205 E. Compton 
Blvd., Compton CA 90221 

• Long Beach Public Library- Main Library - 101 Pacific Ave., Long Beach, CA 90822 
• Long Beach Public Library - Bret Harte Library- 1595 W. Willow St., Long Beach, CA 

90810 

The Draft EIR/EIS may also be viewed on the following website: 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist07/resources/envdocs/docs/710corridor/ 

It may be helpful for you to view the project plans that will be on display at the Public Hearings to 
clarify any questions you may have about the alternatives. Written comments on the Draft EIRIEIS 
must be submitted by August 29, 2012. 

Please send your comments to: 

Ronald Kosinski 
Cal trans District 7, Division of Environmental Planning 
1 00 South Main Street? MS 16A 
-Los Angeles, CA 90012 

If you have any questions, please contact Garrett Damrath at (213) 897-9016. Thank you for your 
interest in this important transportation study. 

Sincerely, 

Deputy District Director, Environmental Planning 
Caltrans District 7 

Enclosure 

"Co/trans improves mobility across California " 





NOTICE 

 

The Gateway Cities Council of Governments is making the following “I-710 Corridor 
Studies” associated with the I-710 Corridor Project available to the public as 
information.  These “I-710 Corridor Studies” are: 

• Community Medical Needs Assessment  
• Near Roadway Air Quality Modeling Report 
• Construction Staging/Phasing Impact Analysis 
• Ultrafine Particles Study 
• Health Impact Assessment 

These “I-710 Corridor Studies” were produced at the request of the I-710 Project 
Committee and developed by the Gateway Cities Council of Governments.  The “I-
710 Corridor Studies” are being released as public information. 

Hard copies of the studies will be available at the following locations: 

• Metro – Dorothy Peyton Grey Transportation Library, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 
90012, Monday – Thursday 9 am to 4pm, or Friday by appointment. 

• Gateway Cities Council of Governments, 16401 Paramount Blvd., Paramount, CA 90723 on 
weekdays from 9 am to 4 pm. 

• City of Commerce Public Library – Bristow Park Branch – 1466 S. McDonnell Ave., Commerce, 
CA 90040 

• County of Los Angeles Public Library – Hollydale Library – 12000 S. Garfield Ave., South Gate, 
CA 90280 

• County of Los Angeles Public Library – East Rancho Dominguez Library – 4205 E. Compton 
Blvd., Compton CA 90221  

• Long Beach Public Library – Main Library – 101 Pacific Ave., Long Beach, CA 90822 
• Long Beach Public Library – Bret Harte Library – 1595 W. Willow St., Long Beach, CA 90810 

 
Electronic versions of the “I-710 Corridor Studies” on compact discs are available 
for review at public libraries throughout the I-710 Corridor. The “I-710 Corridor 
Studies”  may also be viewed online at: http://www.gatewaycog.org.  
 

http://www.gatewaycog.org/
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1.  City of Long Beach I-405 DEIR/DEIS 
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IX.  REPORTS – 
COMMITTEES/AGENCIES 

Item F 
Communications 

2.  MTA Board Reports/Actions 
           a. Measure R Extension Report  

 
 



One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 metro.net 53 

EXECUTIVE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 
JULY 19,2012 

SUBJECT: MEASURE R EXTENSION 

ACTION: RECEIVE UPDATE ON PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO MEASURE R 
ORDINANCE AND APPROVE INFORMATION PROGRAM 

RECOMMENDATION 

A. Receive status update on Measure R Independent Taxpayers Oversight 
Committee's actions regarding the proposed amendment to the Measure R 
Ordinance; 

B. Receive status update on public meeting on the proposed amendment to the 
Measure R Ordinance; and 

C. Approve Measure R Extension Information Program. 

ISSUE 

At the June 2012 Board meeting, the Board approved a motion by Director Fasana 
(Fasana Motion) to amend the Measure R Ordinance (Attachment A) to allow the 
transfer of funds within a subregion between the Transit Capital and Highway Capital 
Subfunds with a two-thirds vote and eliminating the time restrictions for such transfers 
currently in place. The Measure R Ordinance contains specific proCedures necessary to 
amend the ordinance. This report provides an update on those procedures. In addition, 
the Board approved a motion (Yaroslavsky) requiring that the Measure R Extension 
Information Program be approved by the Board prior to spending agency monies. This 
report also provides detail on the Information Program being proposed for the Measure 
R Extension ballot measure. 

kheit
Text Box
Note: This item was continued to the Public Meeting of August 6th.



DISCUSSION 

Proposed Measure R Ordinance Amendment (Fasana Motion) 

Measure R requires that the Measure R Independent Taxpayers Oversight Committee 
review any proposed amendments to the Measure R Ordinance. The Committee must 
make a finding on whether the proposed amendment furthers the purpose of the 
Ordinance. The Oversight Committee's findings will be presented to the Board at the 
July Board meeting. 

The Board must also hold a public meeting on the proposed amendment prior to 
adoption. The Ordinance also states that Metro must notice the Los Angeles County 
Board of S\Jpervisors, the city councils of each city in Los Angeles County and the 
public of the public meeting. A public meeting on the proposed amendment has been 
scheduled for August 6, 2012 and the required notices (Attachment B) were sent July 3, 
2012. 

If the Board approves the proposed amendment after the August 6th public meeting, the 
Board may amend the Measure R Extension Ordinance to allow voters to vote on the 
amendment. On July 6, 2012, the Measure R Extension Ordinance and Resolution, 
approved by the Board on June 28th , were submitted to the Los Angeles County Board 
of Supervisors and the Registrar-Recorder/County Clerk's office. The deadline for 
submitting ballot measure amendments is August 15, 2012. 

Information Program 

Staff requests Board approval to implement the following Information Program: 

.:. Web page and online information 

.:. Fact sheet and frequently asked questions 

.:~ Standard presentation to be used by staff invited to speak about the measure at 
meetings hosted by local jurisdictions, council of governments, business trade 
groups and other stakeholders 

.:. Information piece to be sent to County residents 

.:. Inclusion in standard Metro communications media such as online (e.g., the 
Source) and onboard publications (e.g., Metro Insider), and media updates (e.g., 
Press Releases, Metro Briefs). 

All materials developed for the Information Program will be fair, accurate and impartial. 
Staff will submit those materials to County Counsel for review prior to release. 

DETERMINATION OF SAFETY IMPACT 

A ballot measure to extend Measure R has no negative impact on system safety, and 
might have a significant positive impact on regional transportation system safety overall. 
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In fact, since transit corridor projects would be accelerated by up to 24 years, the 
substantial safety benefits of transit travel versus highway travel for the period of 
accelerated service availability could be substantial, according to the National Safety 
Council website: 

"Injury Facts® compares four modes of transportation: scheduled airlines, 
railroad passenger trains (including Amtrak and commutation), buses, and light 
duty vehicles (includes passenger cars, light trucks, vans and sports utility 
vehicles regardless of wheelbase). In general, buses, trains and airlines have 
much lower death rates than light duty vehicles when the risk is expressed as 
passenger deaths per passenger mile of travel. (Light duty vehicle drivers are 
considered passengers but operators and crew of planes, trains and buses are 
not.) In 2009, the passenger death rate in light duty vehicles was 0.53 per 100 
million passenger-miles. The rates for buses, trains and airlines were 0.04, 0.02, 
and 0.01 respectively." 

For highway improvement$, newer projects have modern safety features that may also 
have a net safety benefit for users. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

No additional funds are being requested for this action. The FY13 budget includes $2 
million for the Information Program, pending passage of AB 1446 (Feuer), and has 
been placed in the Chief Executive Office Cost Center 2010, under the Governmental 
and Oversight Activities Project 100002, Election Costs task. 

Impact to Bus and Rail Operating and Capital Budget 

The source of funds for this activity is interest earnings on Metro's State Repayment of 
Capital Project Loans Fund balance account. These funds are available for use on bus 
and rail capital projects. 

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED 

The alternatives considered in the development of the Information Program for the 
Measure R Extension Ordinance include: 1) following the process developed for the 
2008 Measure, and 2) a more restrained approach. The Board expressed concern with 
certain elements of the 2008 Information Program, specifically the content and cost of 
public notices. As a result, the public notices were discontinued before all had been 
published. This time, staff recommends a more restrained approach for the new 
measure that addresses the concerns raised by Board members in 2008. 
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NEXT STEPS 

Staff will continue to implement outreach to the COGs and other stakeholders through 
July and August. The amendment will be considered by the Oversight Committee, the 
public and the Board. We will also continue to work with legislative staff to monitor the 
progress of AB 1446. 

ATTACHMENT 
A. June 28, 2012 Motion (Fasana) to Amend the Measure R Ordinance 
8. August 6, 2012 Public Meeting Notice 

Prepared by: Cosette Stark, Director, Research and Development 
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Interim Chief Communications Officer 
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ATTACHMENT A 

3cs 
FASANA MOTION 

I move to include in Ordinance # 12-01: Traffic Relief and Rail Expansion Tax 
Extension Ordinance, the following amendment to Ordinance #08-01: Traffic 
Relief and Rail Expansion Ordinance; 

Section 11. Amendments 

b. Notwithstanding Section 11(a) of this Ordinance, Metro shaft not adopt any 
amendment to this Ordinance, including Attachment A, that reduces totaf Net 
Revenues aUocated to the sum of the Transit Capital Subfund and the Highway 
Capital Subfund. Not more than once in any !eFl (1Q) year J)eriod oommeRcing 
after the year 201 Q, Metro may adopt an amendment by a two-thirds vote 
transferring Net Revenues between the Transit Capital Subfund and the Highway 
Capital Subfund within the same sub-region. 



ATTACHMENT B 

~Metro 
NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING 

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority Board of Directions will 
hold a public meeting on August 6, 2012 at 10:00 am in the Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) Boardroom located at One Gateway 
Plaza, Los Angeles. 

The Board is considering an amendment to the Measure R Traffic Relief and Rail 
Expansion Ordinance. This Ordinance was approved by the voters in 2008 and 
imposed an additional 1/2 of one percent transactions and use tax to fund transportation 
improvements in the County. The Board is required to hold a public meeting on the 
proposed amendment prior to adoption. 

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO ORDINANCE SECTION 11 
The Board is considering an amendment to Section 11 of the Measure R Ordinance that 
will allow funds, by a two-thirds Board vote, to be transferred between the Transit 
Capital and Highway Capital Subfunds within the same sub-region without the specific 
timing restrictions originally imposed by Measure R. 

Following is the specific amendment being proposed to Section 11 of the Ordinance 
with deleted text denoted by strikethrough and new text denoted by underlining: 

SECTION 11. AMENDMENTS 

b. Notwithstanding Section 11 (a) of this Ordinance, Metro shall not adopt 
any amendment to this Ordinance, including Attachment A, that reduces total Net 
Revenues allocated to the sum of the Transit Capital Subfund and the Highway 
Capital Subfund. Not more than onse in any ten (10) year period sommensing after 
the year 2019, Metro may adopt an amendment by a two-thirds vote transferring Net 
Revenues between the Transit Capital Subfund and the Highway Capital Subfund 
within the same subregion. 

Written comments on this matter will be accepted through August 6,2012. All 
comments should be addressed to Board Administration, LACMTA, One Gateway 
Plaza, Mail S.top 99-3-39, Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952. Copies of the proposed 
Ordinance amendment and the Measure R Ordinance are available from Metro's 
Records Management Center at the LACMTA Plaza Level at (213) 922-2342 and at 
www.metro.net. 
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