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Monthly Report by Jim Dykstra to Gateway Cities COG 

October 23, 2014 
 
I and the firm Edington, Peel & Associates continue to provide a range of services in 
support of the Gateway Cities Council of Governments.  These include participation in a 
number of meetings, telephonic, email and fax exchanges and other communications.   
 
I continue to closely coordinate with Gateway Cities COG staff regarding efforts on behalf 
of the Gateway Cities COG’s priorities and interests in the second session of the 113th 
Congress. I have had telephonic and electronic exchanges regarding possible funding 
opportunities and legislation of interest.  I also work with the staff of the I-5 Joint Powers 
Authority on the I-5 widening initiative, the COG’s number one priority.    
 
I continue to track the Fiscal Year 2015 transportation appropriations process as Congress 
prepares for its post-election lame duck session.  The House Appropriations Committee 
approved its version of the Transportation, Housing and Urban Development 
Appropriations bill on May 21 by a vote of 28-21, sending it to the House floor for 
consideration, where it was passed on June 10 by a vote of 229-192.  The Senate 
Appropriations Committee approved its version of the bill on June 5.  The THUD 
appropriations measure was to have been considered as part of a package with the 
Agriculture and Science/Justice Commerce appropriations bills, but was pulled from the 
Senate calendar on July 24 because of the majority leadership’s concern over possible 
amendments to the package.  Prior to Congress’s recess until after the election, it 
approved, on September 18, a Continuing Resolution, rather than individual appropriations 
bills, providing funding through December 11.  This prevented a government shutdown and 
provided the opportunity in a lame duck session to revisit appropriations for FY15. 
 
I have continued to provide information regarding the Highway Trust Fund, whose funding 
would have run out in August, and MAP-21, the surface transportation bill, which would 
have expired on October 1.  A short term fix for the Trust Fund and extension of MAP-21 
through May of next year were approved by Congress prior to the August recess.   
 
I have been in contact with the Gateway Cities COG regarding the US Department of 
Commerce announcement that the Advanced Manufacturing Partnership for Southern 
California (AMP So Cal), in which Gateway Cities COG is a partner, is one of the first 12 
Manufacturing Communities designated as part of the Investing in Manufacturing 
Communities Partnership (IMCP).  I provided information to the offices of Members of 
Congress representing Gateway Cities to be sure they are aware of Gateway Cities COG’s 
participation and to request meetings with Members and their district staff to discuss the 
initiative and how efforts can be undertaken to help the cities in the region receive their fair 
share of funds for their economic revitalization effort.  Meetings with a number of 
delegation members have already been held.  A week ago I provided the offices an update 
prepared by Jerry Caton on the status of the initiative. 
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I have kept the Gateway Cities COG updated regarding membership, leadership and staff 
changes, as well as committee priorities in the 113th Congress, in the House Transportation 
and Infrastructure Committee and the Senate Environment and Public Works and 
Commerce Committees, and regarding changes in leadership of the US Department of 
Transportation.  
 
I participate on behalf of the Gateway Cities COG in conference calls and email exchanges 
with staff of the Coalition for America’s Gateways and Trade Corridors (CAGTC) and 
provide Gateway Cities with information on CAGTC activities in Washington, DC.   
 
I have continued discussions and email exchanges with staff of Members of Congress 
representing Gateway Cities COG members, as well as other key congressional staff, 
regarding the COG’s legislative priorities. 
 
As part of my responsibilities, I closely monitor legislation, as well as seminars, hearings, 
meetings and publications of key interest to legislators and senior executive branch officials 
for articles and information of possible interest and importance to member cities of the 
Gateway Cities COG.  I attend Senate and House committee hearings, follow Senate and 
House floor proceedings, and track legislative initiatives pertinent to Gateway Cities COG 
interests and priorities. 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 
VIII.  REPORTS 

ITEM A 
Proposed Structure for Strategic 
Transportation Plan Oversight 
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TO:  Board of Directors 
 
FROM: Richard Powers, Executive Director 
 
SUBJECT: Proposed Structure for Strategic Transportation Plan Oversight 
 
 
Overview 
 
This report is intended to summarize a proposed structure to oversee the development, 
adoption, and implementation of the Gateway Cities Strategic Transportation Plan (STP). 
 
Background 
 
For the past year, the firm of Cambridge Systematics, retained by MTA through funding 
from Measure R, has been engaged to develop the Gateway Cities Strategic 
Transportation Plan, which is intended to serve as a “blueprint” for current and planned 
transportation projects of all modes in the Gateway Cities subregion over the next several 
decades.  Additionally, the STP is intended to show the interrelationships among all of 
these projects so that they may be intelligently planned and implemented.  It is the goal of 
the STP to better position these projects for funding from various potential funding sources. 
 
A crucial element for the success of the STP development is the participation of the COG’s 
member agencies in its development and adoption.  In this regard, over the past few 
months the COG’s consulting engineer has been meeting with cities on an individual basis, 
as well as through the monthly meetings of the Gateway Cities Public Works Officers, to 
make sure that the various elements of the STP are consistent with each city’s vision and 
planned projects.   
 
Proposed Structure 
 
In order to formalize the continued participation of our member agencies in the 
development and execution of the STP, it is proposed that an STP Technical Advisory 
Committee (STP TAC), made up of the subregion’s Public Works Officers, be created and 
meet on a regular basis immediately following the monthly meeting of the Public Works 
Officers Committee.  The STP TAC would have two co-chairs from different geographic 
locations with the COG subregion.   
 
Furthermore, it is proposed that a Strategic Transportation Plan Oversight Committee be 
created, consisting of two elected officials, two city managers, and the two co-chairs of the 
STP TAC, to meet on an as needed basis and to make recommendations to the COG’s 
Transportation Committee regarding the adoption of the STP and its implementation.  
Those recommendations, if approved, would be forwarded to the COG’s Board of Directors 
for adoption. 
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It is the hope that this structure would maximize the opportunity for participation by all COG 
member agencies and to develop a subregional consensus to advance the projects 
contained in the STP. 
 
This proposed structure has been reviewed and approved by Transportation Committee 
Chair Diane DuBois. 
 
Recommended Action 
 
Approve the proposed structure for the oversight of the Gateway Cities Strategic 
Transportation Plan and seek nominations from board members to fill the two positions for 
elected officials on the STP Oversight Committee.  Elected officials would be entitled to a 
$100 meeting stipend based on attendance. 
 
 
 
 





   

 

 
VIII.  REPORTS 

ITEM B 
Proposed Gateway Cities COG 

Committee on Sustainability 
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TO:  Board of Directors 
 
FROM: Mike Egan, Chair, City Managers Steering Committee 
 
SUBJECT: Proposed Gateway Cities COG Committee on Sustainability  
 
 
Background 
 
The state has begun receiving revenues from the new cap-and-trade program, which reduces 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions.  Approximately $1 to $1.5 billion in annual revenue can be 
expected statewide.  In the current fiscal year, a total of $832 million has been appropriated for 
these programs, including roughly $500 million in programs directly applicable to the Gateway 
Cities.  Continuing appropriations have been identified on a percentage basis for future program 
years. 
 
The revenues will be available on a competitive basis to fund local projects that reduce GHG 
emissions.  The state has directed a portion of these revenues to “disadvantaged communities.” 
 The state defines “disadvantaged communities” as census tracts meeting criteria that reflect 
environmental pollution burdens and demographic characteristics such as poverty and 
unemployment levels.  The nineteen specific indicators used by the state are listed in an 
attachment.  Over half of the population of the Gateway Cities lives in census tracts that meet 
this definition, and unemployment in the Gateway Cities remains persistently higher than in the 
region, state, and nation.  A map is also attached showing these census tracts. 
 
The set-aside of funds for disadvantaged communities constitutes an entitlement based on the 
demographics of our communities. For example, SB 535 requires that 25% of the cap-and-trade 
funds be dedicated to projects that benefit disadvantaged communities directly.  The Strategic 
Growth Council has dedicated 50% of its Affordable Housing and Sustainable Communities 
program to disadvantaged communities.  In some programs, such as weatherization of homes 
for energy efficiency, 100% of the current funds are to be directed to disadvantaged 
communities. The Gateway Cities will need to compete with other areas of the state for these 
funds. 
 
Issue 
 
Because of the “disadvantaged communities” set-asides in state law, the Gateway Cities should 
be extremely competitive in applying for these grants.  Increasing our competitiveness still further 
are the extensive planning efforts already conducted jointly by the Gateway Cities through the 
COG.  In particular, the Sustainable Communities Strategy, Air Quality Action Plan, and ongoing 
Strategic Transportation Plan have already identified multi-year investment programs that will 
help the state reach both its goals to reduce emissions and to help disadvantaged communities. 
 
The Gateway Cities need an accountable, transparent mechanism for managing the investment 
of cap-and-trade funds.  In support of this need, the City Managers are recommending that the 
COG serve this function given its history of successful planning and collaboration for the benefit 
of its member cities, both individually and collectively.  The City Managers recommend the 
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formation of a new COG Committee on Sustainability that can provide policy oversight.  This 
committee would report to the COG Board of Directors and would have the following functions: 
 

1) Recommend grant application priorities to the Board for cap-and-trade programs, and any 
other similar sustainability programs that may be established at the federal, state, or local 
level. 

2) Monitor and assist state agencies in developing grant guidelines. 
3) Monitor the state’s three-year and annual cap-and-trade investment plans. 
4) Monitor opportunities for co-benefits through projects that can meet multiple goals for 

GHG reduction. 
5) Recommend to the Board the receipt and investment of funds in specific projects. 
6) Oversee the administration of the grants received by Gateway Cities under the cap-and-

trade and other sustainability programs. 
7) Report to the Board regularly on the status of grant applications, project progress, and 

project outcomes in the Gateway Cities. 
 
It is envisioned that the COG Committee on Sustainability would handle grants involving groups 
of cities that choose to collaborate.  An individual city would retain the option to apply for specific 
grants on its own for projects within its jurisdiction. 
 
The City Managers Steering Committee further recommends that the Committee on 
Sustainability have eleven members, as follows: 
 

1) Five members who are elected officials from member jurisdictions 
a. These may be, but need not be, COG Board members 
b. At least one must be a Los Angeles County representative 
c. One of these members will serve as Chair 

2) One member representing the Transportation Committee 
3) One member representing the City Managers 
4) One member representing the Gateway Water Management Authority 
5) One member representing the Economic Development Working Group 
6) One member representing the Public Works Officers 
7) One member representing the Planning Directors. 

 
The Committee on Sustainability would meet monthly or as needed to ensure accountability and 
credible oversight of sustainability grant funds directed to the Gateway Cities. 
 
Recommended Action 
 
Receive and file this report; approve the recommended committee structure and provide further 
direction to COG staff. 
 
Attachments 
 
CalEnviroScreen 2.0 Indicators and Component Scoring 
Map of Gateway Cities CalEnviroScreen 2.0 Scores 



Source:  Approaches To Identifying Disadvantaged Communities, California Environmental Protection 
Agency, Office Of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment, August 2014  



Datum: NAD_1983 Projection: Albers
Zone: Units: Mile
Sources: 

[Enter source here]

Gateway Cities CES 2.0 Scores

Red = Top 10% of Scores 
Yellow = Next 10% of Scores Prepared By: Nancy Pfeffer Figure: 

Job No: Date: Oct 8 2014

File: 

0 2 4mi

Legend

LA Gateway IRWM Region Boundary
IRWM Tract 2010
CES_2

Page 1 of 2Gateway GIS Print Page

10/8/2014http://arcgis03.geiconsultants.com/Gateway/gis/printTable.html?c=slt
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TO:  Board of Directors  
 
FROM: Diane Dubois, MTA Director  
 
BY:  Karen Heit, Transportation Deputy  
 
SUBJECT: Alignment Recommendations and Further Study for the Metro Gold Line 

Eastside Extension Phase II (MGLEEII) Project 
 
Issue 
 
MTA staff has made the following recommendations for the MGLEEII project.  
 
A.  Approve carrying forward two build alternatives and the associated 

maintenance yard(s) into further technical study as described below: 
1.  SR 60 North Side Design Variation (NSDV) which would extend 

the existing Metro Gold Line Eastside Extension from the 
Atlantic/Pomona Station, approximately  6.9 miles to Peck Rd. in 
the City of South El Monte. The Alternative would operate 
primarily within the southern portion of the SR 60 Freeway right-
of-way (ROW).  The NSDV, which would transition to the north 
side of the SR 60 just west of Greenwood Ave. and back to the 
south side just west of Paramount Blvd. is selected so as to 
minimize potential impacts to the  Superfund site. 

 
Coordination and refinements to the Alternative would be 
carried out to address comments received from Cooperating 
and Public Agencies; 

 
2.  Washington Blvd. Alternative which extends the existing Metro 

Gold Line Eastside Extension from the Atlantic/Pomona Station, 
approximately 9.5 miles to Lambert Rd. in the City of Whittier. The 
Alternative includes two grade separated design variations at 
Rosemead Blvd and at San Gabriel River/1-605/Pioneer Blvd. in 
order to minimize potential traffic impacts and physical constraints, 
respectively. 

 
Refine the Alternative to identify an alternate north-south connection to 
Washington Blvd. 

 
Coordination and refinements to the Alternative would be 
carried out to address comments received from Cooperating 
Agencies, Public Agencies and stakeholder concerns; 
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3. Analyze environmental impacts and performance with both 
Alternatives in operation, including conducting cost 
containment studies. 

 
B.  Eliminate from further study as described below:  

1.  State Route 60 (SR 60) Baseline Alternative from further study due to 
potential Environmental impacts and concerns expressed by the United 
States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA); 

 
2. Washington Blvd. Alternative Aerial configuration on Garfield Ave. 

between Via Campo and Whittier Blvd. due to Community and 
Neighborhood, Visual and Aesthetic impacts and stakeholder concern. 

 
C. Receive the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 (Eastside Phase 2) Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIS/EIR).  
 
The staff recommendation recognizes the environmental issues associated with  
each alignment and proposes further study to resolve outstanding issues. Moving forward 
with the technical studies will allow time to conduct t h e  technical analysis to address 
comments received by Cooperating Agencies and Public Agencies, further define project 
costs, and analyze potential impacts and performance of having both alternatives in 
operation. 
 
The Planning and Programming Committee of the MTA will have heard this item during the 
Committee Meeting held November 5, 2014. An oral report of this meeting will be presented at 
the Transportation Committee. This full Board will consider the issue at the November Board 
meeting Thursday November 13, 2014. 
 
Attachment 
 
Item # 12 EASTSIDE TRANSIT CORRIDOR PHASE 2 - pages 1-9 of the staff report. 
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TO:  Executive Committee  
 
FROM: Richard Powers, Executive Director 
 
SUBJECT:  Approval of Nominations to the Board of the San Gabriel and Lower Los Angeles 

Rivers and Mountains Conservancy 
  
 
Background 
 
The State legislation which created the San Gabriel and Lower Los Angeles Rivers and 
Mountains Conservancy states that the thirteen members of the Conservancy Board shall 
include: “Two members of the Board of Directors of the Gateway Cities Council of Governments, 
one of whom shall be the Mayor of the City of Long Beach or a city council member appointed by 
the mayor, and one of whom shall be appointed by the Speaker of the Assembly from a list of 
potential members submitted by the Executive Committee of the Board of Directors of the 
Gateway Cities Council of Governments.”  The legislation further states: “The Executive 
Committee shall submit lists of potential members to the Speaker of the Assembly until an 
acceptable member is appointed.”  Board Member Patrick O’Donnell presently holds the seat 
appointed by the Mayor of Long Beach, and Board Member Edward H. J. Wilson presently holds 
the seat appointed by the Speaker of the Assembly. 
 
Issue 
 
President Tercero has been notified by Assembly Speaker Toni G. Atkins that Board Member 
Wilson’s term on the Conservancy Board expires November 29, 2014 (letter attached).  Speaker 
Atkins has requested, in accordance with the state legislation, that the Executive Committee 
submit a list of nominations to her office for this position.  The Executive Committee has 
customarily submitted a list of the names of three Board Members to the Speaker. 
 
Recommended Action 
 
It is recommended that the Executive Committee approve a list of nominees from the Board of 
Directors for submittal to the Speaker of the Assembly for her consideration for appointment to 
the Board of the San Gabriel and Lower Los Angeles Rivers and Mountains Conservancy.  
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