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GATEWAY CITIES COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
JOINT MEETING OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS and  

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE  
 

Wednesday, November 5, 2008 
5:30 p. m. Buffet 

6:00 p. m. Meeting 
Gateway Cities Council of Governments  

16401 Paramount Boulevard  
Paramount, California 

 
AGENDA 

 
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 Board of Directors will hear from the public on any item 
on the agenda or an item of interest that is not on the agenda.  The Board of Directors 
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 Board of Directors, and each 
speaker will only have one opportunity to speak on any one topic.  You have the 
opportunity to address the Board of Directors at the following times: 
 
A. AGENDA ITEM:  at this time the Board of Directors 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 Board of Directors agenda; and 

 
C. PUBLIC HEARINGS:  at the time for public hearings. 
 
Please keep your comments brief and complete a speaker card for the President. 
 
I.  CALL TO ORDER 
 
II. ROLL CALL – BY SELF INTRODUCTIONS 
 
III. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  
 
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. 
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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 Board of Directors.  

 
  A. Approval of Minutes – Minutes of the Board of Directors Meeting of  

October 1, 2008, is presented for approval.  Approval receives and files the 
minutes of October 1st, Board of Directors meeting. 

  
B. Approval of Warrant Register - Request for Approval of Warrant Register 

Dated November 5, 2008 
 
 C. September 2008 Local Agency Investment Fund Statement  

 
D. Status Report from Lobbyist - Government Relations Consultants 
 

  CONSENT CALENDAR ACTION: 
A MOTION TO APPROVE THE RECOMMENDATIONS FOR CONSENT 
CALENDAR ITEMS A THROUGH D. 

 
VIII. REPORTS 
 

A. Metro Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 - Presentation by Kimberly Yu, 
Metro, Project Manager 

 
  SUGGESTED ACTION:  A MOTION TO HEAR REPORT, POSSIBLE ACTION 

AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF AND RECEIVE AND FILE 
 
B. San Gabriel and Lower Los Angeles Rivers & Mountains Conservancy Grant 

Program Report by Belinda Faustinos, Executive Director, RMC 
 
SUGGESTED ACTION:  A MOTION TO HEAR REPORT, POSSIBLE ACTION 
AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF  
 
C. Report from the City Managers Steering Committee Re California 

Senate Bill 375 – Sustainable Community Strategy 
   
SUGGESTED ACTION:  A MOTION TO HEAR REPORT, POSSIBLE ACTION 
AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF  
 

IX.  REPORTS – COMMITTEES/ AGENCIES – ALL COMMITTEE / AGENCY 
REPORTS ARE LIMITED TO 3 MINUTES UNLESS ADDITIONAL TIME IS 
GRANTED BY THE BOARD PRESIDENT 

 
A. Matters from Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) – Oral 

Report 
   
SUGGESTED ACTION:  A MOTION TO HEAR REPORT, POSSIBLE ACTION 
AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF  

 
 
 
15 Min 

 
 
 
 

15 Min 
 
 
 
 
 

5 Min 

 
3 Min 
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B. Matters from the League of California Cities – Oral Report 
 
SUGGESTED ACTION:  A MOTION TO HEAR REPORT, POSSIBLE ACTION 
AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF  
 
C. Matters from California Contract Cities Association – Oral Report 
 
SUGGESTED ACTION:  A MOTION TO HEAR REPORT, POSSIBLE ACTION 
AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF  
 
D. Matters from The I-5 Consortium Cities Joint Powers Authority – Oral Report 

 
SUGGESTED ACTION: A MOTION TO HEAR REPORT, POSSIBLE ACTION 
AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF  

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

 
F. Matters from the South Coast Air Quality Management District (AQMD) –  

  Oral Report 
 
SUGGESTED ACTION:  A MOTION TO HEAR REPORT, POSSIBLE ACTION 
AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF 

 
  G. Matters from the Metro Gateway Cities Service Sector – Oral Report 

 
SUGGESTED ACTION:  A MOTION TO HEAR REPORT, POSSIBLE ACTION 
AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF A 

 
X.  REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES 
 

A. Report from the Conservancy Committee – Oral Report  
 
SUGGESTED ACTION:  A MOTION TO HEAR REPORT, POSSIBLE ACTION 
AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF  
 
B. Report from the I-710 EIR/EIS Project Committee – Oral Report  
 
SUGGESTED ACTION:  A MOTION TO HEAR REPORT, POSSIBLE ACTION 
AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF  
 
C. Report from the SR-91/I-605/I-405 Corridor Cities Committee – Oral Report 
 
SUGGESTED ACTION: A MOTION TO HEAR REPORT, POSSIBLE ACTION 
AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF  

3 Min 
 
 
 
 

3 Min 
 
 
 
 

3 Min 
 
 
 
 

3 Min 
 
 
 
 
 

3 Min 
 
 
 
 

3 Min 

3 Min 
 
 
 
 

3 Min 
 
 
 
 

3 Min 
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D. Report from the Transportation Committee – Oral Report 
 1. Letter Supporting the Ban on Long-Combination Vehicles 
 
SUGGESTED ACTION:  A MOTION TO HEAR REPORT, POSSIBLE ACTION 
AND/OR GIVE DIRECTION TO STAFF  
 

XI.  MATTERS FROM THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
 
XII. MATTERS FROM THE PRESIDENT 
  

A. Appointment of Mayor Pro Tem Mario Guerra to SCAG Transportation 
Committee 

 
B. Appointment of Councilmember Gordon Stefenhagen and Councilmember 

Kathy Salazar to the Ad-Hoc Committee On Homelessness 
 
C. Vacancy on Los Angeles County League of California Cities 

Executive/Legislative Committee 
 
D. Vacancy on SCAG Policy Committee - Community, Economic and Human 

Development Committee (CEHD) 
 
XIII. ADJOURNMENT 
 
NOTICE:  New items will not be considered after 9:00 p.m. unless the Board of Directors votes to 
extend the time limit.  Any items on the agenda that are not completed will be forwarded to the next 
regular Board of Directors meeting scheduled for Wednesday, December 3, 2008, 6:00 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. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
3 Min 



 
 

 

VII.  CONSENT CALENDAR 
Item A 

Approval of Minutes 
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MINUTES OF THE MEETING 

OF THE JOINT MEETING OF THE  
BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE 

GATEWAY CITIES COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
AND THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

Gateway Cities Council of Governments 
16401 Paramount Boulevard 

Paramount, California 
October 1, 2008 

 
President Bayer called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. 
 

PRESENT: President Anne M. Bayer, City of Downey 
First Vice President Gordon Stefenhagen, City of Norwalk 
Second Vice President Diane DuBois, City of Lakewood 
Immediate Past President Elba Guerrero, City of Huntington Park 
Member George Mirabal, City of Bell 
Member Raymond Dunton, City of Bellflower 
Member Bruce Barrows, City of Cerritos 
Member Frank Gurule, City of Cudahy 
Member Victor Farfan, City of Hawaiian Gardens 
Member Stan Carroll, City of La Habra Heights 
Member Pete Dames, City of La Mirada 
Member Maria Teresa Santillan, City of Lynwood 
Member Kathy Salazar, City of Montebello 
Member Gene Daniels, City of Paramount 
Member Gracie Gallegos-Smith, City of Pico Rivera 
Member Betty Putnam, City of Santa Fe Springs 
Member Edward H. J. Wilson, City of Signal Hill 
Member Gil Hurtado, City of South Gate 
Member William Davis, City of Vernon 
Member Greg Nordbak, City of Whittier 
Member Curt Pederson, Office of Supervisor Don Knabe 
 
ABSENT: Member Larry R. Nelson, City of Artesia 
Member Bob Kennedy, City of Avalon 
Member Mario Beltran, City of Bell Gardens 
Member Joe Aguilar, City of Commerce 
Member Lillie Dobson, City of Compton 
Member Bonnie Lowenthal, City of Long Beach 
Member Patrick O’Donnell, City of Long Beach 
Member Felipe Aguirre, City of Maywood 
Member Erica Jacquez-Santos, Office of Supervisor Gloria Molina 
Member Richard Steinke, Ex Officio Member, Port of Long Beach 
ALSO PRESENT: Norwalk Councilmember Cheri Kelley, Chair Metro Gateway 
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Cities Service Sector Council; Signal Hill City Manager Ken Farfsing, Chair, City 
Managers Steering Committee; Bell Gardens Director of Public Works John 
Oropeza; Commerce Senior Administrative Analyst Fernando Mendoza; La 
Mirada Director of Public Works Steve Forster; Lakewood Director of Community 
Development Jack Gonsalves; Long Beach Government Affairs Manager Tom 
Modica; Long Beach Management Assistant Courtney Aguirre; Ron Fisher, 
Deputy, Office of Supervisor Yvonne Burke; Metro Deputy Executive Officer 
Ernest Morales; Kristine Guerrero, Public Affairs Manager, League of California 
Cities; Joe Carreras, Program Manager for Housing and Community Planning, 
Southern California Association of Governments; Alex Kenefick, Lower Los 
Angeles River Watershed Coordinator, Los Angeles and San Gabriel Rivers 
Watershed Council; Frank Osgood, Author, Region Aroused; Marian Putnam, 
Santa Fe Springs; GCCCOG Executive Director Richard Powers; GCCOG 
Assistant General Counsel Thomas Duarte; GCCOG Deputy Executive Director 
Jack Joseph; GCCOG Transportation Deputy Karen Heit; GCCCOG Director of 
Regional Planning Nancy Pfeffer; GCCOG Consultant Engineer Jerry R. Wood.  
 

Roll was taken through self-introductions. 
 
Member Mirabal led the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
There were no amendments to the agenda. 
 
No one wished to speak during public comments. 
 
The Executive Director reported that he and President Bayer had represented the COG at 
Los Angeles County Division of the League of California Cities’ sponsored meeting with 
other COGs.  He said there was agreement to work with the Los Angeles County Division 
of the League on matters of common interest to the County’s COGs.   
 
It was moved by Member Daniels, seconded by Member Davis, to approve the consent 
calendar as presented.  The motion was approved unanimously. 
 
Joe Carreras, Program Manager for Housing and Community Planning for the Southern 
California Association of Governments, gave a presentation regarding the foreclosure 
outlook for the Gateway Cities subregion.  He said that SCAG intends to help local 
governments deal with foreclosure issues.  He described the difference between prime and 
sub-prime mortgages and the trends in the mortgage industry.  He said in 1998 95% of all 
loans were fixed rate, but by 2005 this figure was down to 50%.  The sub-prime crisis is 
focused in the states of California, Florida, Nevada, and Arizona. 
 
Mr. Carreras said that SCAG is working with UCLA on a land opportunity tracking system 
(LOTS).  One third of the foreclosures are in California, with half of those located in the 
SCAG region.  The average loss to municipalities is approximately $7,000 per foreclosure.  
In 2007 housing production was at a 25-year low.  He referred the Board to the SCAG 
website (scag.ca.gov/housing/index.html) for more information on the topic of foreclosures. 
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Member Hurtado asked how the HUD program on foreclosures for communities works.  Mr. 
Carreras responded that the funds are used to purchase a home from the lender.  In 
response to Member Hurtado’s question regarding the value at which the home gets sold, 
Mr. Carreras replied that the homeowner is probably working out a short sale with his bank. 
 The price is negotiated between the community and the lender. 
 
Member Daniels said that the largest percentage of foreclosures involve those who couldn’t 
afford the home in the first place.  The one who loses money is the last one to hold the 
paper. 
 
It was moved by Member Hurtado, seconded by Member Gurule, to receive and file the 
report.  The motion was approved unanimously. 
 
The Executive Director referred the Board to a letter from Member Lowenthal lending her 
support for the request from the South Bay and Westside Cities COGs for interim staff 
support for MTA Board Member Pam O’Connor until a new Board Deputy for Member 
O’Connor is hired.  It was moved by Member Hurtado, seconded by Member Wilson, to 
approve the request of the South Bay Council of Governments and the Westside Cities 
Council of Governments for interim MTA Board Member support and to authorize the 
Executive Director to sign a letter agreement with the South Bay COG providing for 
reimbursement to the Gateway Cities COG at the hourly rate of $44.00 on an actual time 
spent basis.  The motion was approved unanimously. 
 
Signal Hill City Manager Ken Farfsing introduced the agenda item regarding SB 375, 
recently approved legislation regarding climate change.  He said a debt of gratitude was 
owed the City of Lakewood for bringing this matter to the attention of cities in the COG.  He 
said SB 375 is extremely complicated and implements AB 32 from 2006, the Global 
Warming Solutions Act, which called for California to roll back its carbon emissions to 1990 
levels in accordance with the Kyoto protocols.  
 
Mr. Farfsing said SB 375 affects land use policies of cities and links housing with 
transportation so that SCAG and MTA are involved.  He said there is a short time frame to 
achieve air emission reductions.  He said efforts taken prior to the bill’s passage such as 
the Gateway Cities Clean Air Program and the City of Cerritos’ joining with other cities to 
create the clean fuel Magnolia Plant would not be recognized under the legislation. 
 
Mr. Farfsing recommended that the Board refer this issue back to the City Managers 
Steering Committee and to have them work with the planning directors and public works 
officers to develop a recommended approach.  He said he would like to pursue hiring a 
consultant to devise strategies to deal with SB 375. 
 
Nancy Pfeffer, Director of Regional Planning for the COG, reported that AB 32 requires 
California Air Resources Board to develop a Scoping Plan for carbon emission reductions.  
She referred the Board to recommended amendments to the comments developed by 
SCAG staff to be made to the Air Resources Board concerning the AB 32 draft Scoping 
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Plan.  The recommendations were that the Scoping Plan should “identify permanent 
revenue sources to fund the Plan’s implementation at the regional and local levels of 
government” and that there is “meaningful subregional representation” on the Regional 
Targets Advisory Committee.  She said these recommendations would go to the SCAG 
Regional Council tomorrow.  The Executive Director said that staff had talked to other 
subregions to support the amendments. 
 
Member Daniels asked if the League of California Cities indicated why it had changed its 
position on SB 375 in favor of support.  Mr. Farfsing responded that the best staff could get 
from them is that they were satisfied with changes made in the language of the bill.  
Second Vice President DuBois said that cities that have already done things such as 
modernizing their fleets get no credit for it. 
 
It was moved by Second Vice President DuBois, seconded by Member Hurtado, to refer SB 
375 back to the City Managers Steering Committee and to support the recommended 
amendments to the AB 32 Scoping Plan as presented by staff.  The motion was approved 
unanimously. 
 
There was no report from SCAG.   
 
Kristine Guerrero presented a report from the League of California Cities.  She said that SB 
375 had been signed by the Governor yesterday.  She credited the City of Lakewood and 
the COG for bringing the issues surrounding SB 375 to the forefront; otherwise the League 
would not have put out a clarifying memo.  She asked for comments from cities to bring 
back to the League to work on for possible clean up legislation.  She described the 
Neighborhood Stabilization Act, under which CDBG entitlement cities are on a list to 
receive monies.  Otherwise the State Department of Housing and Community Development 
would receive funding.  She passed out a memo regarding the recently approved State 
budget.  She announced that Member Carroll was now on the League’s Board of Directors. 
  
 
There was no report from the California Contract Cities Association. 
 
The Transportation Deputy presented a report from the I-5 Joint Powers Authority.  She 
said that the JPA and the cities of Downey and Commerce are looking at the segment from 
I-605 to I-710.  Regarding the segment from I-605 south to the Orange County line, she 
reported that there were continued discussions with Caltrans regarding hazardous waste on 
properties that Caltrans may acquire.   
 
There was no report from the Orangeline Development Authority. 
 
There was no report from the South Coast Air Quality Management District.   
 
There was no report from the Metro Gateway Cities Service Sector.   
 
Member Wilson presented a report from the Conservancy Committee.  He said that 70% of 
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the available Tier 1 grant funds from the Rivers and Mountains Conservancy went to 
projects in the Gateway Cities subregion.  Member Barrows said that he had heard that 
some money is being spent by the Conservancy on projects outside of the watershed.  
Member Wilson said that he had heard that some money had been spent in Irvine, but that 
he would follow up with staff on this.  It was moved by Member Daniels, seconded by 
Member Gurule, to receive and file the report.  The motion was approved unanimously. 
 
Jerry Wood presented a report from the I-710 EIR/EIS Project Committee.  He said that the 
Committee did not have a meeting because it did not achieve a quorum.  Member Hurtado 
said that the Committee was in need of a meeting and asked the cities to send alternates if 
their Committee members are not able to attend.  Mr. Wood said that the next meeting is 
scheduled for October 22 to approve the key assumptions of the project.  He said the I-710 
protocols may help meet the SB 375 requirements.  It was moved by Member Daniels, 
seconded by Member Gurule, to receive and file the report.  The motion was approved 
unanimously.   
 
Jerry Wood presented a report from the SR-91/I-605/I-405 Corridor Cities Committee.  He 
said that he is working on a schedule of congestion hot spots to bring to the Committee.  
The Executive Director reported that Measure R on the November ballot recognizes the 
SR-91/I-605/I-405 corridor and includes $600 million for projects in the corridor.  It was 
moved by Member Hurtado, seconded by Member Davis, to receive and file the report.  
The motion was approved unanimously. 
 
There was no report from the Transportation Committee.   
 
Member Daniels said that it was a sad situation that the Lowenthal bill on port container 
fees had been vetoed.  The Executive Director said that the veto related to a request from 
the Central Valley region that projects in their area be funded from the container fees.   
 
There were no matters from the President.   

 
 
Adjournment:  It was the consensus of the Board to adjourn at 7:20 p.m. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
 
Richard Powers, Secretary 



 
 

 

VII.  CONSENT CALENDAR 
ITEM B 

Approval of Warrant Register 
 
 



   

 

 
VII.  CONSENT CALENDAR  

ITEM C 
September 2008 Local Agency Investment 

Fund Statement 
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VII.  CONSENT CALENDAR  
ITEM D 

Status Report from Lobbyist – 
Government Relations Consultants 
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G O V E R N M E N T  R E L A T I O N S  C O N S U L T A N T S  

To: Richard Powers 
Gateway Cities Council of Governments 
 
From: Allynn Howe 
Government Relations Consultants 
 
October 29, 2008 
 
 

BATTLE OF THE STIMULUS PACKAGES  

   Despite Congress being out of session, there are numerous Members of Congress in town 
doing battle over what Congress should be doing to jump start the economy. 
  
On Monday, Speaker Pelosi outlined that Democrats will have a series of hearings to 
review how best to create an estimated $150 billion package of increased federal spending 
to stimulate the economy in what they are calling a recovery for the rest of the economy, 
outside of Wall Street. 
  
The stimulus package as described will benefit: 
�        Homeowners; 
�        Unemployed; 
�        State and local governments  
  
The plan would do this by increasing aid to states; extending unemployment insurance 
benefits, investing in transportation and infrastructure, and perhaps providing a new round 
of tax rebate checks. 
   
On Tuesday, Federal Reserve Chairman Benjamin Bernanke expressed support calling a 
new stimulus package “helpful and worthwhile...”  Late Tuesday, opposition from President 
George W. Bush seemed to be softening.  House Republican Leader John A. Boehner laid 
out a set of economic principles on Monday he expects the majority party to include in a 
financial recovery package and wants this package passed before Election Day.  Principles 
include tax reductions and incentives for off shore drilling and bank reforms. 
PROJECT OPPORTUNITIES 
 
The total funding anticipated for the Highway/Transit portion of the Stimulus package is 
anticipated to be $32 billion. 
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Congressional leaders (and now Bernanke and maybe the President) want to reconvene 
congress for a lame duck session to consider passing a new economic stimulus package.  
Putting aside the odds of pulling this off, they have asked for projects to be submitted.  
  
What we've been told is that projects submitted for the Stimulus II package getting the 
highest priority will be those already started and that need an infusion of money to 
complete.  Funding would need to be used within 90 and at most 120 days and be capable 
of completion within the calendar year.  Emphasis should be on projects that create jobs, 
reduce congestion/pollution.  Transit projects would be eligible. The stimulus would try to 
help fund the completion of bridge and/or highway projects currently underway.  The ideal 
projects would be ones that had already been included in your local Metro Transportation 
Infrastructure Plan, received previous federal funding, and were on hold awaiting the 
receipt of the necessary funding for completion.  
  
 
 GRANT OPPORTUNITIES that may be of interest to Gateway Cities COG members: 
 
Department of Transportation/Department 
of Commerce:  
  
The National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration and the National 
Telecommunications & Information 
Administration released a joint notice today seeking comments on implementing regulations 
for the E-911 Grant Program. The DOT proposal would implement the grant program 
created by the ENHANCE 911 Act 
of 2004, amended to require the 
Administrator and the Assistant Secretary to issue joint implementing regulations 
prescribing the criteria for grant awards. 
  
The Agencies want grants limited to states and seek to bar local governments and Indian 
tribes. 
  
The deadline to submit comments is 
December 2, 2008, and may be submitted 
online (http://www.regulations.gov), via fax (202-493-2251), or by postal mail (Docket 
Management Facility, M-30, U.S. Department of Transportation, West Building, Ground 
Floor, Room W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE, Washington, DC 20590). 
  
Identify your comments by DOT Docket ID Number NHTSA-2008-0142. 
If commenting via mail, include two copies. Primary comments must be less than 15 pages, 
but additional attachments (unlimited in length) are permitted. To view the full notice, please 
see: 
 
http://edocket.access.gpo.gov/2008/pdf/E8-23266.pdf.   
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FEMA 
DHS has announced it will begin accepting applications for the FEMA Pre-Disaster 
Mitigation (PDM) Grant Program for FY 2009. The program funds projects designed to 
protect individual property from natural hazards, while simultaneously reducing reliance on 
Federal post disaster funds. Approximately $100 million is available for 80 awards. 
Applicants can request up to $3 million for Mitigation Projects; $800,000 for New Mitigation 
Plans and $400,000 for Updating Mitigation Plans. A 25 percent local match is required.  
  
Applications are due December 19, 2008.  
 
 
 
 



   

 

VIII.  REPORTS 
ITEM A 

Metro Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 
2– Presentation by Kimberly Yu, Metro, 

Project Manager  
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VIII.  REPORTS 
ITEM B 

San Gabriel and Lower Los Angeles 
Rivers and Mountains Conservancy 

Grant Program Report 
By Belinda Faustinos, Executive Director, 

RMC 
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TO:  Board of Directors 
 
FROM: Richard Powers, Executive Director 
 
SUBJECT: San Gabriel and Lower Los Angeles Rivers and Mountains Conservancy 

Grant Program Report 
 
 
Background 
 
The San Gabriel and Lower Los Angeles Rivers and Mountains Conservancy (RMC) were 
established by State Legislation in which the COG was an active participant.  The Gateway 
Cities are represented on the RMC Board by two members, Councilmember Patrick 
O’Donnell of Long Beach and Councilmember Ed Wilson of Signal Hill. 
 
Issue 
 
Over the past few years, RMC has distributed funds from several state water bonds via a 
competitive grant process among cities in its watersheds, which include the San Gabriel 
Valley and portions of Orange County in addition to Gateway Cities.  A total of over $12 
million has so far been awarded within the Gateway Cities. 
 
RMC Executive Director Belinda Faustinos will provide the board with a report on the 
current round of grant funding being offered by the RMC. 
 
Attachments 
 

• List of Tier 1 Gateway Cities grant applications 
• List of Tier 2 Gateway Cities grant applications  

  
Recommended Action 
 
Receive and file report. 
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VIII.  REPORTS 
ITEM C 

Report from City Managers Steering 
Committee Re California Senate Bill 375 

– Sustainable Community Strategy  
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TO:  Board of Directors 
 
FROM: Ken Farfsing, Chair 
  City Managers’ Steering Committee 
  
SUBJECT: Report from City Managers Steering Committee Re California Senate Bill 

375 – Sustainable Community Strategy  
 
 
Background 
 
In 2006 the state legislature passed and Governor Schwarzenegger signed AB 32, the 
Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006.  This law’s overall goal is to reduce the state’s 
emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG) back to 1990 levels by 2020.  This Fall the 
legislature passed and the Governor signed SB 375, a bill that addresses the specific 
portion of GHG emission reductions related to the regional transportation planning process. 
 
AB 32 required the State Air Resources Board to take the lead in implementing the law, 
beginning with a Scoping Plan to achieve reductions in California GHG emissions that is 
now in draft form. 
 
The current draft scoping plan identifies an initial statewide target of 5 million metric tons of 
CO2 equivalent (MMTCO2E) reductions from the regional transportation sector.  According 
to the draft scoping plan, the ultimate target for this sector will be determined through the 
SB 375 process.  These are reductions that would come from changes in land use 
planning, over and above changes to fuels, automotive operations, and automotive 
technology.  Further, SB 375 applies to travel by cars and light trucks, but not to emissions 
from heavy-duty trucks. 
 
Issue 
 
SB 375 calls for metropolitan planning organizations (in our case, the Southern California 
Association of Governments, or SCAG) to develop a Sustainable Community Strategy that 
will become part of the Regional Transportation Plan.  This strategy will include population, 
housing and employment projections and infrastructure plans closely related to elements of 
the Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA). 
 
SB 375 allows sub-regions within the SCAG region only to undertake development of their 
own Sustainable Community Strategy (SCS), in collaboration with the county transportation 
commission (Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority).  It is the City 
Managers’ recommendation that the Gateway Cities develop their own sub-regional SCS. 
 
To that end the City Managers recommend that the COG retain consultant services to 
develop the sub-regional SCS using funds raised through a flat $5,000 fee per city for this 
purpose. 
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The schedule to implement SB 375 calls for the development of a draft regional 
target for GHG reductions in Southern California by June 2010 (final target by 
September 2010).  The statewide process does not explicitly include time for a sub-
regional strategy to be developed, so it is advisable that the COG move 
expeditiously to ensure that our interests are well represented in the regional and 
state processes. 

 
Recommended Action 
 
Approve special assessment of $5,000 per city for consultant services to develop a sub-
regional SCS under SB 375. 
 
 
 
 



 

 

X.  REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES 
ITEM A 

Conservancy Committee 
 

Oral Report  
 



 

 

 
 

X.  REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES 
ITEM D 

Transportation Committee 
 

1.  Letter Supporting the Ban on Long-
Combination Vehicles 
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TO:  Board of Directors   
 
FROM: Richard Powers, Executive Director 
 
BY:  Karen Heit, Transportation Deputy  
 
SUBJECT: Letter Supporting the Ban on Long Combination Vehicles  
 
Background   
 
In the past, the Gateway Cities Council of Governments has gone on record as opposing 
the lifting of the ban on long-combination vehicles (LCV).  LCVs in addition to creating 
significant safety hazards causes increased wear and tear on freeways and arterials.     
 
Issue 
 
As work begins on the reauthorization of SAFETEA-LU, the trucking industry is again 
making a major push to increase the size and weight limits of trucks citing these trucks as 
being more environmentally efficient.  Congressman James McGovern (Massachusetts) 
introduced H.R. 3929, the Safe Highways and Infrastructure Preservation Act that extends 
the existing weight and length limits on trucks.  
 
Recommended Action 
 
Recommend approving the attached letters to US Senator Feinstein and Congress 
Members Napolitano and Richardson to be signed by the COG Board President.  
 
Attachments 
 
Letters to US Senator Feinstein and Congress Members Grace Napolitano and Laura 
Richardson. 
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November 5, 2008 
 
Congresswoman Grace Napolitano 
United States House of Representatives 
1610 Longworth House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515 
 
Dear Congresswoman Napolitano, 
 
On behalf of the Gateway Cities Council of Governments (COG) and its 27 member Cities, I want to 
take this opportunity to reaffirm the COG’s continued opposition to allowing heavier and longer 
trucks on our roads.  Our concerns are the same as they have been for many years; Heavy trucks 
are dangerous, cause tremendous amounts of damage to our roads and bridges and leave the 
taxpayers with the burden of fixing the roads. 
 
Numerous studies, including the U.S. Department of Transportation’s Comprehensive Truck Size 
and Weight Study found that heavier trucks are more dangerous.  Adding extra weight makes them 
more difficult to control, more likely to roll over, and much harder to steer. 
   
Many of the bridges in California are old and are greatly in need of repair.  Over 55% of the bridges 
in California are over 40 years old and the US Department of Transportation already rates 29% as 
structurally deficient or functionally obsolete.  These trucks increase the risk of bridge failure, 
accelerate bridge deterioration, and add to the cost of maintaining our highway infrastructure.  
Heavy trucks already cause the greatest amount of damage to our roads and bridges and leave the 
taxpayers with the burden of fixing the roads.     
 
Finally, heavier trucks don’t pay their share of costs for needed repairs and maintenance.  The last 
Federal Highway Cost Allocation Study found that trucks operating at the current 80,000 pound limit 
pay approximately 80% of the damage they create and that a 100,000 pound truck pays 
approximately 40% of its costs.   
 
An argument put forward by long combination vehicle proponents is that these vehicles are 
environmentally superior in that they are able to haul more payload with the same resources.  Given 
the accelerated road wear and the non-renewable resources that are required to repair the roads, 
this argument is not valid. 
 
Putting more trucks on our roads will worsen safety and infrastructure costs and require that more 
taxpayer dollars be spent on highway and bridge re-construction.  Right now, our roads and bridges 
are in badly in need of repair and should be a priority to take care of before they deteriorate any 
further without adding the additional wear and abuse in allowing heavier trucks.  I urge you to 
oppose these increases and sign on as a cosponsor to the Safe Highways and Infrastructure 
Preservation Act (SHIPA, H.R. 3929). 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration.   
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Anne Bayer, President 
Gateway Cities Council of Governments 
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November 5, 2008 
 
 
Congresswoman Laura Richardson 
United States House of Representatives 
2233 Rayburn House Office Building  
Washington, DC 20515 
 
Dear Congresswoman Richardson, 
 
On behalf of the Gateway Cities Council of Governments (COG) and its 27 member Cities, I 
want to take this opportunity to reaffirm the COG’s continued opposition to allowing heavier and 
longer trucks on our roads.  Our concerns are the same as they have been for many years; 
Heavy trucks are dangerous, cause tremendous amounts of damage to our roads and bridges 
and leave the taxpayers with the burden of fixing the roads. 
 
Numerous studies, including the U.S. Department of Transportation’s Comprehensive Truck 
Size and Weight Study found that heavier trucks are more dangerous.  Adding extra weight 
makes them more difficult to control, more likely to roll over, and much harder to steer. 
   
Many of the bridges in California are old and are greatly in need of repair.  Over 55% of the 
bridges in California are over 40 years old and the US Department of Transportation already 
rates 29% as structurally deficient or functionally obsolete.  These trucks increase the risk of 
bridge failure, accelerate bridge deterioration, and add to the cost of maintaining our highway 
infrastructure.  Heavy trucks already cause the greatest amount of damage to our roads and 
bridges and leave the taxpayers with the burden of fixing the roads.     
 
Finally, heavier trucks don’t pay their share of costs for needed repairs and maintenance.  The 
last Federal Highway Cost Allocation Study found that trucks operating at the current 80,000 
pound limit pay approximately 80% of the damage they create and that a 100,000 pound truck 
pays approximately 40% of its costs.   
 
An argument put forward by long combination vehicle proponents is that these vehicles are 
environmentally superior in that they are able to haul more payload with the same resources.  
Given the accelerated road wear and the non-renewable resources that are required to repair 
the roads, this argument is not valid. 
 
Putting more trucks on our roads will worsen safety and infrastructure costs and require that 
more taxpayer dollars be spent on highway and bridge re-construction.  Right now, our roads 
and bridges are in badly in need of repair and should be a priority to take care of before they 
deteriorate any further without adding the additional wear and abuse in allowing heavier trucks.  
I urge you to oppose these increases and sign on as a cosponsor to the Safe Highways and 
Infrastructure Preservation Act (SHIPA, H.R. 3929). 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration.   
 
Sincerely, 
 
Anne Bayer, President 
Gateway Cities Council of Governments 
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November 5, 2008 
 
Senator Diane Feinstein 
United States Senate 
331 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 
 
Dear Senator Feinstein, 
 
On behalf of the Gateway Cities Council of Governments (COG) and its 27 member Cities, I 
want to take this opportunity to reaffirm the COG’s continued opposition to allowing heavier and 
longer trucks on our roads.  Our concerns are the same as they have been for many years; 
Heavy trucks are dangerous, cause tremendous amounts of damage to our roads and bridges 
and leave the taxpayers with the burden of fixing the roads. 
 
Numerous studies, including the U.S. Department of Transportation’s Comprehensive Truck 
Size and Weight Study found that heavier trucks are more dangerous.  Adding extra weight 
makes them more difficult to control, more likely to roll over, and much harder to steer. 
   
Many of the bridges in California are old and are greatly in need of repair.  Over 55% of the 
bridges in California are over 40 years old and the US Department of Transportation already 
rates 29% as structurally deficient or functionally obsolete.  These trucks increase the risk of 
bridge failure, accelerate bridge deterioration, and add to the cost of maintaining our highway 
infrastructure.  Heavy trucks already cause the greatest amount of damage to our roads and 
bridges and leave the taxpayers with the burden of fixing the roads.     
 
Finally, heavier trucks don’t pay their share of costs for needed repairs and maintenance.  The 
last Federal Highway Cost Allocation Study found that trucks operating at the current 80,000 
pound limit pay approximately 80% of the damage they create and that a 100,000 pound truck 
pays approximately 40% of its costs.   
 
An argument put forward by long combination vehicle proponents is that these vehicles are 
environmentally superior in that they are able to haul more payload with the same resources.  
Given the accelerated road wear and the non-renewable resources that are required to repair 
the roads, this argument is not valid. 
 
Putting more trucks on our roads will worsen safety and infrastructure costs and require that 
more taxpayer dollars be spent on highway and bridge re-construction.  Right now, our roads 
and bridges are in badly in need of repair and should be a priority to take care of before they 
deteriorate any further without adding the additional wear and abuse in allowing heavier trucks.  
I urge you to oppose these increases and sign on as a cosponsor to the Safe Highways and 
Infrastructure Preservation Act (SHIPA, H.R. 3929). 
 
Thank you for your time and consideration.   
 
Sincerely, 
 
Anne Bayer, President 
Gateway Cities Council of Governments 
 


