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SUBJECT: 2014 SHORT RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN
ACTION:

ADOPTION OF 2014 SHORT RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN

RECOMMENDATION
Adopt the 2014 Short Range Transportation Plan for Los Angeles County with the
changes identified in Attachment A.
ISSUE
On October 2011, the Board passed a motion directing the Chief Executive Officer to
prepare a Short Range Transportation Plan (the Plan) to lay out a realistic framework
for the transportation needs and challenges that Los Angeles County will face in the
short term period (Attachment B). A Draft Plan was completed in mid-March 2014 and
circulated for public comment from April 12 through June 18, 2014. Upon consideration
of public comments, the Plan is submitted for Board action.
DISCUSSION
Metro is responsible for planning and programming in Los Angeles County and the Plan
implements some of these responsibilities. The Plan is a ten-year action plan
identifying project priorities and schedules with available resources for the
FY2014-2024 time frame (Attachments C and D). Transportation projects in the Plan
were approved through the Board-adopted 2009 Long Range Transportation Plan
(LRTP)and require further Board approval as they progress through the project
development process, leading up to project implementation. The Plan addresses the
challenge of accommodating 750,000 more residents in the next 10 years with better
mobility options, demonstrates how we are keeping our existing system in a State of
Good Repair, outlines our Sustainability activities, contains strategies for how we are
responding to our financial challenges, and measures the benefits of the Plan.
Short Range Transportation Plan Content
After existing system needs are provided for, the Plan estimates total public investment
of $88.2 billion in local, state, and federal revenues for all aspects of the publicly-owned

transportation systems, from streets and freeways and from small transit to very large
transit systems, including their operations and maintenance, through 2024. This
financial forecast supports the funding of multi-modal projects and programs, new
operating and maintenance needs, as well as the Countywide Call for Projects. The
Plan's financial forecast is intended to show our potential capital program funding
partners, at state, federal and local levels, that we have financial and management
resources to meet our financial commitment to projects for which they may provide
funds. While the Plan advocates for new funding strategies, it does not program any
new funds for any new projects not already included in the 2009 LRTP per federal air
quality regulations, which stipulate that new projects be constrained to resources that
can reasonably be expected to be available. Any new funding and new projects would
be addressed through Board approval of an amendment or update of the LRTP that is
supported by legislative or voter approval as necessary.
The Plan also addresses the possibility of accelerating project delivery through various
funding and financing mechanisms such as the proposed federal America Fast Forward
tax credit bonds and grants, facilitating private sector participation through PublicPrivate Partnerships (P3), and moving forward with a potential new sales tax measure.
'
.Without
bonds, the
tax
credit
Forward
America
Fast
Congressional authorization of the
Measure R amendment will not take effect, preventing any acceleration.
State of Good Repair
The Board motion specifically requested that the Plan address State of Good Repair
(SGR). The Planning and Operations Departments coordinated extensively to update
our asset inventory and analyze the maintenance and rehabilitation needs for Metro's
built rail network and countywide bus service. Through this effort we established SGR
needs that fall into three categories: safety, service delivery, and quality of service. The
Plan dedicates $4.8 billion for SGR over the next 10 years. The requirements for
regular maintenance are annually included in Metro's operating and maintenance
budget. Metro needs to look beyond its annual needs, however, to ensure funds are
set aside cover the costs of appropriately rehabilitating and replacing capital assets.
Sustainability and Other Plan Benefits
The Plan highlights Metro's role in Sustainability and how we are greening our
operations and planning for sustainable communities. In a region once known for smog
and the endless traffic that contributes to it, Metro is helping to lead a remarkable turnaround. Our agency is among the most environmentally progressive in the nation, and
we consider the environment in every aspect of our operations, construction and longterm regional planning.
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System performance is measured by assessing the benefits of the funded projects and
programs and how they will improve mobility and air quality on a countywide basis.
Despite population growth, we hold the line on freeway and arterial speeds while
moving more people more quickly through our system as we expand our transit system.
The projects included in the Plan will reduce both five criteria pollutants as well as
greenhouse gas emissions. The Plan also provides improved access to transit and jobs
for low-income, transit-dependent and minority populations. It also measures the effect
on the local economy by creating additional jobs and increasing economic output.
Draft Short Range Transportation Plan Highlights
The Plan is Metro's ten-year action plan identifying project priorities and schedules with
available resources for the FY2014-2024 period. The following bullets highlight some of
the Plan's key recommendations and findings:
• Creates almost 193,000 longer-term jobs from increased economic activity and
grows our County's economy by $33 billion
• Completes 6 major transit corridor projects that will expand Metro Rail by 32 miles of
track, 110 stations and over 120 miles of service. Over 4,000 buses serve
approximately 1.6 million bus passengers daily in Los Angeles County
• Adds an additional 76 carpool lane-miles on the I-5, I-10, I-405 and the High Desert
Corridor as well as funds interchange and highway operational improvements
• Dedicates $4.8 billion for State of Good Repair, which addresses safety, service
delivery and quality of service
• Improves mobility by enhancing peak hour speeds and throughput
• Funds transportation capital improvements through the Biennial Countywide Call for
Projects for regionally significant projects
• Invests in projects that enhance Sustainability and reduce greenhouse gas
emissions as a majority of funds(87%)support transit, carpool lanes, ridesharing
programs, bikeway and pedestrian linkages
• Identifies possible future funding strategies in order to accelerate transit project
timelines

Local Outreach
The Plan and its companion Technical Document were released for public review in
mid-April, and an extensive local outreach process was initiated. Twenty-seven
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outreach meetings were held between April 12 and the close of public comments on
June 18, 2014. These meetings covered all the Subregions and Councils of
Governments(COGs), seven community meetings across the County, Metro's
Technical Advisory Committee and respective subcommittees, and other public and
private stakeholder groups. A list of public outreach meetings is provided in
Attachment ~E. Attachment ~F summarizes all comments and responses received
during the two-month public review period.
DETERMINATION OF SAFETY IMPACT
The Plan will not have any adverse safety impacts for our employees and patrons. The
Plan's dedicated State of Good Repair funding provides safety assets which are critical
to prevent accidents on our Metro Rail system that has been expanding since the Blue
Line to Long Beach opened in 1991. There is a strong linkage between safety and
maintaining our system in State of Good Repair. As the individual parts of the system
(the assets) age they can become prone to failure. By committing future SGR funding
in the years needed we can implement asset replacement projects on additional lines
similar to the current Blue Line Rehabilitation project. That project includes
replacement of rail, power, and train control assets. Managing our assets according to
this Plan will maintain our system in a SGR and help ensure that we offer safe,
dependable and high quality service.
FINANCIAL IMPACT
The LRTP financial forecast has been updated for the Plan and incorporates Board
actions, capital program changes, updated revenue forecasts, and updated borrowing
strategies. The forecast includes approved capital project cost increases, increased
State of Good Repair costs, increased Federal Transit Administration Section 5337
State of Good Repair revenues, minor updates to other revenues, and updated
borrowing assumptions and related debt service payments consistent with Board policy
restrictions on such borrowing. Major transit and highway project funding comparisons
showing specific changes made since the last financial update in May 2013 was
provided as a Board Box on April 16, 2014 and as an attachment to Item #51 of the
regular Board Meeting of May 2014. All projects and services identified through the
Plan will require further MTA Board approval at key milestones in the project and
service development processes leading up to their implementation.
ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED
The Board can approve the staff recommended Plan, or choose a different combination
of projects and programs that the Board believes better meets future mobility needs of
Los Angeles County. For example, the Board could choose not to provide funding, or
provide a lesser amount to State of Good Repair. This would however, increase the
likelihood of operating and safety problems and is not recommended. The staff
recommendation is consistent with the Board-adopted 2009 LRTP and complies with
the SRTP Board motion.
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NEXT STEPS
Upon Board adoption of the Plan, a Final Plan will be prepared and will be available for
public distribution in September. Individual projects will return to the Board for further
action at key milestones in the planning, environmental and project development
process.
ATTACHMENTS
A.
B.
C.
D.

Summary of Proposed Revisions to the Draft SRTP
Motion: Oct. 19, 2011 for Short Range Transportation Plan
Public Transportation Recommended Plan (2014-2024)
Highways Recommended Plan (2014-2024)

~. E. Summary of Public Outreach Meetings
~. F. Public Comments and Responses (letters available upon request to Board
Secretary)

Prepared by: David Yale, Managing Executive Officer, 213-922-2469
Brad McAllester, Executive Officer, 213-922-2814
Heather Hills, Deputy Executive Office, 213-922-2821
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~~~~
Martha Welborne, FAIA
Chief Planning Officer

c\.
C~
Arthur T. Leahy
Chief Executive Officer

2014 Short Range Transportation Plan

Page 6

•

Add language to address Board motion on first Priorities beyond LRTP Constrained Transit Projects.
Butnot everything is funded. The Metro Board is seeking additionalfundingforprojects beyond the
LRTP-funded projects such as the Gold Line Foothill Extension to Claremont and numerous otherneeds
Countywide.

Include Regional Rail as a component ofthe regional transportation system in the first paragraph.

Add bullet acknowledging the shift in Call for Projects funding over the last ten years to promote a greater share
of active transportation projects.

Show on page 9, Figure A, unfunded strategic transit and highway projects.

7

8

8

9

Figure B - remove "Incorporated" from Access Services

10

figures Band C —add "Phase 2A" to the end ofthe name Metro Gold Line Foothill LRT E~ension.

10 & 11

Figure B -add white line under Los Angeles/Palmdale Corridor (Enhanced Metrolink Service)

Figures A, C and F maps will add airport icons for the 4 Los Angeles County commercial airports.

9, 11 & 13

10

Figures A, C and F maps will show entire Los Angeles County Uoundaries.

9, 11 & 13

Figures A and F maps will be corrected to reflect I-405 NB lane on NB side of I-405.

Add discussion on Near-Term Priorities.
Honor the near-term priorities ofthe 2009 LRTP. The Plan identifies those projects andprograms that
will be implemented over the next ten years in accordance with the projectpriorities and funding
schedules ofthe 2009 LRTP. While the Plan advocatesfornewfunding strategies, it does notprogram
any new funds for any new projects. Any new funding sources and their uses would be addressed
through Board approval ofan amendment or update ofthe LRTP.

5

9 & 13

Update Board Chair, First Vice Chair and Second Vice Chair to reflect July 1, 2014 rotation.

Reflect that the 2014 Short Range Transportation Plan is no longer draft.

•

2

Global

•

NOTE: The Draft 2014 SRTP was distributed for review and comment between April 12, 2014 and June 18, 2014. Nearly 1,600
copies were distributed and comments were requested by June 18, 2014. The following reflects all revisions proposed for the
Final SRTP.

SUMMARY OF PROPOSED REVISIONS TO THE
DRAFT 2014 SHORT RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN

ATTACHMENT A

Add language to discuss Metro's ridesharing and vanpooling programs, mobility hubs and other emerging
moUility options.

18-21

Delete Figure M,"Possible Transit Project Acceleration".

Replace the last paragraph on page 27 in the section entitled "Metro is leading the nation into a new era with
America Fast Forward" with a new paragraph that will discuss seeking fiznding for Uoth project acceleration and
unfunded projects in the adopted 2009 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). The paragraph will read as
follows:

26

27

30

28-31

Clarify that the "Local Return" slice of Figure K includes Propositions A and C, Measure R, and STP-L.

25

Revise Figure S to reflect greenhouse gas reductions in accordance with SCAG methodology.

Remove reference to accelerated plan in performance metrics.

"

"The newfunding souNCes listed above would help Metro serve a dual puNpose — accelerating projects
currently expected to be completed between 2025 and 2040 andfunding projects that aNe currently unfunded
in the LRTP. Consistent with adopted Metro Board policy, Metro will continue to identify, seek, and obtain
fundingfrom allfeasible sources in order tofund needed transit and highway projects within the County.

Clarify that the "Other Local" slice of Figure K includes Propositions A and C.

25

We are also working with localgovernments to adoptlocalland use regulations supportive ofTransit
Oriented Development(TOD). The TOD Planninggrants increase access to, and improve utilization of,
public transit while reducinggreenhousegas emissions and supporting sustainable development
policies.

Add discussion on Transit Oriented Development Planning grants.

Remove Figure H and add discussion of SCAG's methodology for greenhouse gas reductions and greenhouse
gas reduction target achievement.

18-21

21

Add summary of our work with SCAG on the Joint-Work Plan to help SCAG in attaining their greenhouse gas
reduction targets.

18-21

Add discussion on Active Transportation funding opportunities.

Add discussion acknowledging the shift in Call for Projects funding over the last ten years to promote a greater
share of active transportation projects.

18

21

Unbold page number

13

•

Figure B - remove footnote 7 from page 10 and re-sequence footnote chronology.

•

10

•-

Add discussion of SCAG's methodology for greenhouse gas reductions and greenhouse gas reduction target
achievement.
Update Sustainability Performance Metrics to 2024.
Add a paragraph to descriUe the current funding situation unique to Los Angeles as a result oflocal
funding, and the changing challenges and opportunities for federal, state, and other funding.
Add discussion on Surface Transportation Program-Local funds.
Metro allocates a portion ofthe STPfunds(designated as STP-L~ on a per capita basis to the County
ofLos Angeles and to the 88jurisdictions in the County:
Add paragraph describing the federal government's Active Transportation Program.
Add discussion ofthe threat ofa Federal Highway Trust Fund shortfall for Los Angeles County.
Add "Phase 2A" to the end ofthe name Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension under the Major Expenditure
Assumptions discussion
Add "Phase 2A" to the end ofthe name Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension under the Opening of Six
Transit Corridors discussion
Add "Phase 2A" to the end ofthe name Metro Gold Line Foothill LRT Extension under the Rail Program

6-11

7-8

12

16

16

17

17

18

20

Figures 4-G and 4-6A add "Phase 2A" to the end ofthe name Metro Gold Line Foothill LRT Extension
Remove reference to accelerated plan.

40

Figures 4-5 and 4-6 maps will add airport icons for the 4 Los Angeles County commercial airports.

29 & 30

30

Figures 4-5 and 4-6 maps will show entire Los Angeles County boundaries.

Correct Figure 4-5 to reflect I-405 NB lane on NB side ofI-405.

29

29 & 30

Change call out boxes for projects included in figure 4-5 to ensure the I (Interstate) is an "I" and not a "1".

29

Assumptions and Light Rail Vehicles discussions.

Add summary ofour work with SCAG on the Joint-Work Plan to help SCAG in attaining their greenhouse
gas reduction targets.

Update Board Chair, First Vice Chair and Second Vice Chair to reflect July 1, 2014 rotation.

Reflect that the 2014 Short Range Transportation Plan is no longer draft.

6-11
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Motion by Supervisor Mark Ridley-Thomas, Supervisor Don Knabe, Supervisor
Michael Antonovich and Councilmember DuBois
Metro Planning and Programming Committee
October 19, 2011
Metro Short Range Transportation Plan
The Metro Board (the Board) unanimously adopted the Long Range Transportation Plan
(LRTP) in October 2009 that provides regional rationality and equity with an appropriate
balance of projects and priorities. Over the past two years Metro has experienced
changes to its revenue projection from local sales taxes, the State budget and the
Federal budget. A Short Range Transportation Plan (SRTP) is warranted that lays out a
realistic framework for the next five years that prioritizes our needs and allocates
available resources.

A SRTP is a key element of Metro's planning process, identifying the short-term
transportation needs and challenges that Los Angeles County will face over the next
five years. It is imperative that Metro respond to changing circumstances, particularly at
the Federal level. The SRTP should be updated annually to ensure that we can
respond to changing conditions, whether it is funding shortfalls, emerging transportation
solutions, or other issues which cannot be anticipated.

The SRTP will provide the Board with a framework for decision-making by providing
financial context and potential impact from recommendations. The cost for priorities
should be defined and identified; the SRTP provides afive-year baseline for decisionmaking. That ensures decisions will be made in a comprehensive manner and that short
term solutions can be fiscally sound and realistic.

WE THEREFORE MOVE,THAT:
1. Direct the CEO to report back to the Board, no later than 90 days, with a
Short Range Transportation Plan (SRTP)for Board consideration.
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2. The SRTP should examine the following, but not be limited to:
■
Status of Measure R and other major project initiatives.
■
State of good repair.
Review of industry practices and Federal Transit Administration best
■
practices on rehabilitation.
■
Revised five-year cash flow outlook.
■
Revised Federal assumptions.
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) viability.
■
■
Status of New Starts assumptions and Federal assumptions.
■
Operations and Maintenance Funding Plan.

3. The CEO should return to the Board with any policy recommendations or
changes.
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Here's our ten-year transit and highway
investment plan.
FIGURE B

TOTAL PROJECT COST $ IN MILLIONS
ESCALATED TO YEAR OF EXPENDITURE

OPEN YEARZ

$1,4113
$2,140.6

2014-2024
2014-2024

$1,511.2
$851.1
$170.1
$2,058.0
$1,399.5

2016
2016
2018
2019
2021

BU$PS 3

Metro Bus
Muni Bus "~5
Transit Corridors'
Exposition LRT Phase II: Culver City to Santa Monica~R~
Metro Gold Line Foothill LRT Extension Phase ZA6.s~R~
East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridors ~R>
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor (LRT)'~~R~
Regional Connector~R~
Westside Purple Line Extension ~R~
Section 1 to La Cienega
Regional Rail
Los Angeles/Palmdale Corridor (Enhanced Metrolink Service)$
High Speed Rail for Southern California Region 9
Metrolink-subsidy10~~R~
Other Miscellaneous Public Transportation Projects
Access Services Incorporated (paratransit)—Metro Subsidy
Safety Net(Immediate Needs) Program
Metro State of Good Repair
Metro Rail System Improvements'•~R~

$2,485.7

2024

$225
$1,T313

2019
ray
2014-2024

$1,177.4
$114.7.
$4,769.6
$257.5

201A-2024
2014-2024
2014-2024
201'4-2024

~ Listed by Open Year.
z
3
°
5
6
~

Fiscal Year Quly to June).
Capital costs only
includes rehabilitation and capital costs.
Does not include Muni Operators Measure R potential acquisitions:
Measure R funds estimated to fund initial segment, including yard and vehicles
~:.... .,.:,..:..,c..,..... r....a:.;,. ~;. ,.i,...~ ...... s:...a:..,...:.....

8 Funds included in Metrolink-subsidy line item.
9 Federal High Speed Rail funds assumed for Los Angeles County Region..
70 Includes rehabilitation and capital; does not include Metrolink fares and othernon-Metro funds:
~R> Projects included in Measure R.
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ATTACHMENT C
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ATTACHMENT D
FIGURE D

TOTAL PROJECT COST $ IN MILLIONS
ESCALATED TO YEAR Of EXPENDITURE

Freeway Improvements and Gap Closures
1=5 Nor#h Capacity Enhancements: Phase 1 from SR-14 toPico Canyon'~R~
SR-138 Widening (remaining 7segments)'~~R~
High Desert Corridor'
SR-138 Capacity Enhancements (additional segments)'~~R>
-710 Early Action Projeds',~a~
Carpool Lanes
-405 NB Carpool Lanes: I-10 to US-101
-5 Carpool Lanes: SR-170 to SR-134
-5 Carpool Lanes: SR-118 to SR-170
-10 Carpool Lanes: Puente Av to Citrus Av
-10 Carpool Lanes: Citrus Av to SR-57
-5 Carpool &Mixed-Flow Lanes: I-605 to Orange County Line~R~
Freeway Interchanges
-5/Carmenita Rd Interchange Improvement~R~
-405, I-110, t-105 and SR-91 Ramp and Interchange Improvements in South Bay'•s,6,~R~
-605 Corridor "Hot Spot' Interchanges in Gateway Cities',6,~R~
Other Freeway Improvements
Countywide Soundwalls (Metro regional list and Monterey Park/SR-60)3'6,7,(R)
Highway Operational Improvements in Arroyo Verdugo Subregion'•5,6,~R~
Highway Operational Improvements.in Las Virgenes/Malibu Subregion'~s,6,~R~
Freeway Rehabilitation
Caltrans-administered SHOPP
Highway Operations
Freeway Service Patrol
SAFE
Goods Movement
Alameda Corridor East (Metro Funds) Phase 16
Alameda Corridor East Grade Separations Phase 113.6,~R~
BNSF Grade Separations in Gateway Cities',b:~R~

OPEN YEARZ

$217.1
$3,004.0
$325.0
$720.0

2017
2021
2022
2024

$1,149.4
$608.4
$2293
$195.6
$234.9
$1,514.5

2014
2015
2015
2015
2015
2017

$379.8
$1,512.4
$3,050.8

2015
2014+
2015-2024

$259.6
$2533

2014-2024
2014+
2014+

$1,980.0

2014-2024

$288.0
$80

2014-2024
2014-2024

$541.8
$903.9

2014
2018

$2,329.1

2017+
$270..

1~` Grade Separation
Remaining three Grade Separations
~ Listed by Open Yeac
2 Fiscal Year duly to June).
The Plan assumes other local, State and federal funding, inducting opportunities to fund with fees,
publio-private. partnerships or tolls. See Technical Document for more funding details.
4 Total project cost includes funding for all phases of project.
5 Subregions) COG project lists are periodically updated by the Subregional COGS and approved bythe Board.
6 Projects not mapped on Figure f.
~ Includes Measure R funding of$250 million.
IRI
Projects ~nduded m Measure R.

FIGURE E

CONSTRAINED PLAN

MODAL CATEGORY

PER.. YEAR

207s~:202s}2

Regional Surface Transportation Improvements

$29:2

$353.5

Goods Movement Improvements
Signal Synchronization &Bus Speed Fmprovements
Transportation Demand Management

$319.8:
$4039
$74.1

Bicycle Improvements

$26.2
$339
$6
$11.7

$134.6'

Pedestrian Improvements

$11.7

$134.63

Transit Capital

$15.7

$185.1

~ Unescalated dollars (in millions)
Z Escalated dollars (in millions)
3 Reduction ofthe Transportation Alternatives fund by federal legislation, Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act(MAP-21),
technically reduces the total funding for these modes.
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ATTACHMENT ~E

Summary of Public Outreach Meetings
SUBREGIONS/COGS
April 15, 2014, Sam
Las Virgenes/Malibu -COG Governing Board
6165 Spring Valley Rd.
Hidden Hills, CA 91302

April 30, 2014, 10am
North County Transportation Coalition
Santa Clarita City Hall
23920 Valencia BI.
Santa Clarita, CA

April 16, 2014, 11:30am
South Bay Cities - Infrastructure Working Group
Blue Water Grill
655 N. Harbor Dr.
Redondo Beach, CA 90277

May 7, 2014,4pm
Gateway Cities COG - Transportation Committee
16401 Paramount
Paramount, CA 90723

April 17, 2014, 4:OOpm
San Gabriel Valley COG - Transportation Committee
Upper San Gabriel Valley MWD
602 E. Huntington Dr. Suite B
Monrovia, CA 91016
April 21, 2014, 12pm
San Gabriel Valley COG - Public Works TAC
Embassy Suites
211 E. Huntington Dr.
Arcadia, CA 91006
April 24, 2014, 12pm
San Gabriel Valley COG - Planning Directors TAC
Monrovia Community Center
119 W. Palm Ave.
Monrovia, CA 91016
April 28, 2014, 11am
Northern Corridor Cities
300 North Buena Vista
Burbank, CA 91505

May 7, 2014,6pm
Gateway Cities COG - Governing Board
16401 Paramount
Paramount, CA 90723
May 15, 2014, 12pm
Westside Cities COG - Governing Board
Municipal Gallery, 2"d fl
455 N. Rexford Dr.
Beverly Hiiis, CA 90210
June 17, 2014, 4:OOpm
San Gabriel Valley COG - Transportation Committee
Upper San Gabriel Valley MWD
602 E. Huntington Dr. Suite B
Monrovia, CA 91016
July 7, 2014, gam
Arroyo Verdugo COG - Governing Board
1327 Foothill BI.
La Canada Flintridge, CA 91011

COMMUNITY MEETINGS
April 23, 2014,6pm
San Fernando Valley
Marvin Braude Constituent Service Center
6262 Van Nuys BI
Van Nuys, CA 91401

May 6, 2014,6:30pm
San Gabriel Valley
EI Monte Metro Bus Station - 3~a fl
3449 Santa Anita Ave.
EI Monte, CA 91731

April 29, 2014, 6:30p
Central/Metro Los Angeles
Metro Headquarters Board Room - 3`d fl.
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012

May 7, 2014, 6:30pm
Gateway Cites
Salt Lake Park - Recreation Center Lounge
3401 E Florence Ave.
Huntington Park, CA 90255

April 30, 2014,6:30pm
North Los Angeles County
American Heroes Park -Community Building
642 W. Jackman St.
Lancaster, CA 93534

May 8, 2014; 6:30pm
South Bay Cities
Hawthorne Memorial Center
3901 W EI Segundo BI
Hawthorne, CA 90250

May 1, 2014,6:30pm
Westside Cities
Plummer Park Community Center
7377 Santa Monica BI
West Hollywood, CA 90046
2014 Draft Short Range Transportation Plan

Attachment ~E Page 1

ATTACHMENT ~E

Summary of Public Outreach Meetings
April 2, 2014, 9:30am
MTA Technical Advisory Committee
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012
April 15, 2014, 9:30am
Bus Operators Subcommittee
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012
April 17, 2014, 9:30am
Streets and Freeways
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012
April 17, 2014, 1:30pm
Local Transit Systems Subcommittee
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012

2014 Draft Short Range Transportation Plan

April 21, 2014, 10:30am
Los Angeles County Jobs and Labor Summit
Sheraton Los Angeles Downtown Hotel
711 S. Hope St.
Los Angeles, CA. 90017
April 30, 2014, 2:OOpm
Regional Service Council
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012
May 14, 2014, 10:OOam
General Manager Group
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012
June 18, 2014, 10:OOam
TDM/Air Quality Subcommittee
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012
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~F-31
~F-32
~F-35
~F-36
~F-37

WRITTEN COMMENTS FROM ELECTED OFFICIALS....................

WRITTEN COMMENTS FROM CITIES.............................................

WRITTEN COMMENTS FROM ORGANIZATIONS ..........................

WRITTEN COMMENTS FROM MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC .........

EMAIL COMMENTS FROM CITIES ..................................................

EMAIL COMMENTS FROM MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC ..............

COMMENT CARDS FROM CITIES...................................................

COMMENT CARDS FROM ORGANIZATIONS................................

COMMENT CARDS FROM MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC ...............

PUBLIC COMMENT INDEX
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05/29/2014

-
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As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

~F-1

The plan ignores the completion of the Gold Line Foothill Extension to
Claremont. The Measure R Statute and Ordinance specifies Claremont
as an endpoint and the Metro Board identified it, along with the
Crenshaw Line, as first in line for any new funding sources. Neither the
cost, nor the goal, of the Gold Line project to Claremont is included.

Chris Holden, California Assemblymember
Forty-First District

-.

NOTE: The Draft 2014 SRTP was distributed for review and comment between April 12, 2014 and June 18, 2014. The following reflects
staff responses to written comments received on the Draft SRTP through letters.

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS RECEIVED ON THE
DRAFT 2014 SHORT RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN

ATTACHMENT ~F

06/02/2014

06/03/2014

Update the SRTP to include completion of the Gold Line to Claremont
within the 70-year time frame, in the "Future Projects" project list and
map, in assumed new funding sources, and in funding assumptions.

Elizabeth Reilly, Mayor
City of Duarte

-• •

•.

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

~F-2

Although the City of Montclair is not part of Los Angeles County, or
eligible for Measure R funds, the Gold Line from Azusa to Claremont
and Montclair is important to us. Update the SRTP to include the Azusa
to Claremont segment in planning, maps, project list, assumed new
funding sources, and funding assumptions.

Paul M. Eaton, Mayor
City of Montclair

'.

06/03/2014

06/04/2014

Update the SRTP to include completion of the Gold Line to Claremont
within the 70-year time frame, in the "Future Projects" project list and
map, in assumed new funding sources, and in funding assumptions.

Joseph M. Lyons, Mayor
City of Claremont

Update the SRTP to include completion of the Gold Line to Claremont
within the 10-year time frame, in the "Future Projects" project list and
map, in assumed new funding sources, and in funding assumptions.

Don Kendrick, Mayor
City of La Verne

'.

~F-3

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

-. •

•.

06/06/2014

06/09/2074

Update the SRTP to include completion of the Gold Line to Claremont
within the 10-year time frame, in the "Future Projects" project list and
map, in assumed new funding sources, and in funding assumptions.

Bill Bogaard, Mayor
City of Pasadena

The cost and goal of extending the Foothill Gold Line to Claremont is
not included in the Draft SRTP, nor is it identified in assumed new
funding sources. Please include as a priority.

Ed Hernandez, California State Senator
Twenty-Fourth Senate District

•.

~F-4

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 26 project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

-. •

•.

06/09/2014

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

06/70/2074

L. Dennis Michael, Mayor
City of Rancho Cucamonga

Update the SRTP to include completion of the Gold Line to Claremont
within the 10-year time frame, in the "Future Projects" project list and
map, in assumed new funding sources, and in funding assumptions.

06/10/2074

Bob Huff, California State Senator
Twenty-Ninth District

~F-5

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
Gold
Foothill
Extension
to
Gold
Line
The plan ignores the completion of the
strategic projects.
unfunded
Claremont. The Measure R Statute and Ordinance specifies Claremont
as an endpoint and the Metro Board identified it, along with the
Crenshaw Line, as firsf in line for any new funding sources. Neither the As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years(2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
cost, nor the goal, of the Gold Line project to Claremont is included.
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

Update the SRTP to include completion of the Gold Line to Claremont
within the 10-year time frame, in the "Future Projects" project list and
map, in assumed new funding sources, and in funding assumptions.

Joseph R. Rocha, Mayor
City of Azusa

06/17/2014

06/17/2014

Update the SRTP to include completion of the Gold Line to Claremont
within the 70-year time frame, in the "Future Projects" project list and
map, in assumed new funding sources, and in funding assumptions.

John Wuo, Mayor
City of Arcadia

Update the SRTP to include completion of the Gold Line to Claremont
within the 10-year time frame, in the "Future Projects" project list and
map, in assumed new funding sources, and in funding assumptions.

Marina Khubesrian, M.D., Mayor
City of South Pasadena

'•

~F-6

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

-• •

•.

06/16/2074

Curtis Morris, Mayor
City of San Dimas

The SRTP must be updated to include completion of the Foothill Gold
Line to Claremont, as summarized by the Foothill Gold Line
organization and its member agencies.

06/16/2074

Tim Spohn, Mayor
City of Industry

~F-7

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

The SRTP does acknowledge the need for additional funds and
potential funding strategies. A paragraph will be added to page 5 of the
Plan to clarify this intention.

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding
or to redistribute LRTP funds. Since the LRTP identifies the
project
due
to
Include the SR-57/SR-60 Mixed Flow Interchange
readiness, eminentjob creation, and relief to the region, national goods SR-57/SR-60 Mixed Flow Interchange Project opening in 2029, it is
outside of the timeframe of the SRTP.
movement, and Congressional support.

06/16/2014

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
The plan ignores the completion of the Gold Line Foothill Extension to Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
Claremont. The Measure R Statute and Ordinance specifies Claremont unfunded strategic projects.
as an endpoint and the Metro Board identified it, along with the
Crenshaw Line, as first in line for any new funding sources. Neither the As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
cost, nor the goal, of the Gold Line project to Claremont is included.
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

Ed Chau, California Assemblymember
Forty-Ninth District

06/77/2074

06/78/2014

The SRTP should include the Gold Line Phase 28 to Claremont for
potential funding.

Michael T. Davitt, Mayor
City of La Canada Flintridge

The Pomona City Council unanimously voted to include completion of
the Gold Line to Claremont within the SRTP, in the "Future Projects"
project list and map, in assumed new funding sources, and in funding
assumptions.

Elliott Rothman, Mayor
City of Pomona

'.
-• •

~F-8

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

-

•.

06/18/2014

06/09/2014

.•

•.

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

~F-9

The plan ignores the completion of the Gold Line Foothill Extension to
Claremont. The Measure R Statute and Ordinance specifies Claremont
as an endpoint and the Metro Board identified it, along with the
Crenshaw Line, as first in line for any new funding sources. Neither the
cost, nor the goal, of the Gold Line project to Claremont is included.

Carol Liu, California State Senator
Twenty-Fifth District

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority should
reconsider its Short Range Transportation Plan by including the
Foothill Gold Line Project as priority for funding and to renew its
commitment to constructing the second segment of the Foothill Gold
Line from Azusa to Claremont.

Mike Gatto, California Assemblymember
Forty-Third District

'.

06/04/2074

Update the SRTP to include completion of the Gold Line to Claremont
within the 70-year time frame, in the "Future Projects" project list and
map, in assumed new funding sources, and in funding assumptions.

John Davidson, City Manager
City of Irwindale

Update the SRTP to include completion of the Gold Line to Claremont
within the 10-year time frame, in the "Future Projects" project list and
map, in assumed new funding sources, and in funding assumptions.

06/03/2014

~F-10

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

Comment noted.

Metro projects will provide tremendous transportation, economic and
environmental benefits to the City's residents and to the region as a
whole.

Chris Jeffers, City Manager
City of Glendora

We are pleased that the SRTP aligns strongly with the City's vision and
will continue to work cooperatively with the City on transportation
improvements.

The Plan aligns very strongly with the City's long range vision for
transportation in the city. We hope that Metro considers the specific
policies in the City's General Plan when prioritizing future
transportation improvements throughout the city.

05/01/2074
Claire Bowin, Senior City Planner
Los Angeles Department of City Planning, Policy Planning Division

06/04/2014

06/04/2074

Ongoing collaboration between the City and Metro is essential. The
allocation of future funding should be better aligned with City, County
and State goals and policies relative to Complete Streets. The goals
and improvements identified in Mobility Element of the General Plan
are consistent with Metro's policies and programs. The SRTP should
highlight the Integrated Mobility Hubs program.

Tomas Carranza, Senior Transportation Engineer
City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation

Update the SRTP to include completion of the Gold Line to Claremont
within the 70-year time frame, in the "Future Projects"project list and
map, in assumed new funding sources, and in funding assumptions.

Steve Sizemore, Acting City Manager
City of Monrovia

'•

~F-11

We concur with the importance of collaboration between the City and
Metro and note that collaboration occurs on many programs and
projects. While the SRTP does not propose new funding or to
redistribute LRTP funds, we concur with supporting complete streets.
For instance, the Regional Surface Transportation Improvement(RSTI)
category of the Call for Projects encourages complete street projects.
In the 2013 Call for Projects process, 100 percent of RSTI projects
were complete streets. The Sustainability section of the SRTP will also
be updated to reflect mobility hub programs.

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

••

~F-12

The SRTP incorporates performance measures which assess the
Plan's system benefit in terms of mobility, air quality, greenhouse
gases, access to transit for minority and transit dependent riders, and
economic benefit. More information on these measures is included in
the Technical Document. All 2009 LRTP projects and programs were
incorporated into the 2012 RTP/SCS. SCAG has acknowledged that

Would like to see more information about performance measures and
what is necessary to meet greenhouse gas goals. It would be
important to note whether the SRTP puts us on course to meet SCAG's
greenhouse gas goals.

~

The SRTP focuses on identifying how Metro is meeting its commitment
to implement near term LRTP projects, including those projects funded
with Measure R, and is based on conservative assumptions about
funding from expected sources. This is consistent with federal
programming requirements for Transportation Improvement Programs,
which use a restrictive definition of "reasonably available" funding for
the short term programming period. As the SRTP notes the need for
additional resources, we hope that the SRTP begins the discussion of
unfunded needs and how additional funding could be sought.

• •.

The SRTP should assume a broader mix of funds beyond traditional
sources is "reasonably foreseeable" and should be considered
"constrained funding". Funds could be used for an expanded
transportation program including bicycle and pedestrian investments,
creating a "grand boulevard network", enhancing Metrolink, and adding
stations to existing Metrorail service.

05/18/2074

~

••

The purpose of the SRTP is to provide a "snapshot" of projects and
programs implemented over the next ten years (2014-2024) in
accordance with the 2009 LRTP's project priorities and funding plan.
The plan references many multi-modal programs throughout the
document. The Call for Projects program is discussed on page 8 and
funds are identified on page 12. The Call is the funding source for
bicycle, pedestrian and arterial projects. Metrolink is briefly referenced
on page 8 and funding is included in the funding chart on page 10.
Pages 14 -17 and the Technical Document reference State of Good
Repair efforts necessary to maintain our existing bus and rail system.
The plan also acknowledges the need for additional funding. The
assessment of transportation needs that would require additional
funding will be considered as part of the LRTP update process.

'.

While the plan is principally about transit and highway investments,
there is little discussion about other infrastructure
Investment opportunities such as bike and pedestrian improvements,
expansion of transit services, mobility improvements on arterials,
enhancing and modernizing Metrolink, and efficiency, service, and
safety upgrades to the rail system.

Denny Zane, Executive Director
Move LA

•

•

the LRTP, with the passage of Measure R, was essential in meeting
greenhouse gas reduction targets not just for Los Angeles County, but
for the entire SCAG region. As the SRTP is a subset of the LRTP, the
SRTP is essential to meeting SCAG's RTP/SCS greenhouse gas
reduction commitments.

• ..

•.

05/30/2014

Figure M,"Possible Transit Project Acceleration" on page 26, will be
deleted to avoid confusion.

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

~F-13

The Construction Authority Board of Directors requests the following
changes:
1. Include completion of Foothill Gold Line to Claremont in the 10year timeframe.
2. Include the Azusa to Claremont segment with the "Future
Projects-Transit and Highways"project list and map.
3. Include the Azusa to Claremont segment for full funding the
portion of the SRTP that assumes new funding sources.
4. Update the funding assumptions to reflect statue-defined
endpoint of Claremont. The cost estimate to complete the
Foothill Gold Line is $1.86 billion, with a completion year of
2022.
5. Page 26 of the plan referring to new funding, does not include

The completion of the Foothill Gold Line project to its statute-defined
endpoint of Claremont is absent from the SRTP. It is the only Measure
R transit capital project with a funding gap not included in the plan for
completion.

Habib L. Balian, Chief Executive Officer
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension

A fuller discussion of the context in which Metro's funding decisions are The Technical Document Financial Chapter will be updated to describe
the current funding situation unique to Los Angeles as a result of local
made could help the Board and the public better understand
funding, and the changing challenges and opportunities for federal,
transportation choices and investments moving ahead.
state, and other funding.

-.

The SRTP appears to increase greenhouse gases by 15 percent from
2074 to 2024. This increase does not align with the 9 percent GHG
reduction target of the 2072 RTP/SCS.

The SRTP should be aligned with the 2072 RTP/SCS and Joint-Work
Program. More funding should be provided for active transportation to
meet regional greenhouse gas targets.

06/10/2074
Amanda Eaken, Deputy Director
Natural Resources Defense Council
Bill Sadler, Consultant
Urban Solutions, Natural Resources Defense Council
Autumn Bernstein, Director, ClimatePlan
Chanell Fletcher, Policy Coordinator, ClimatePlan
Laura Baker, Policy Associate, Coalition for Clean Air

mention of the second segment of the Foothill Gold line

~F-14

Metro defers to SCAG's methodology for calculating greenhouse gases
for the region, as their methodology was developed in accordance with
SB 375 and California Air Resources Board requirements. SCAG's
2012 RTP/SCS greenhouse gas reduction analysis did, however,
incorporate all of Metro's 2009 LRTP projects and programs, including
all projects and programs in the SRTP. The discussion on greenhouse

A summary of our work with SCAG on the Joint-Work Plan will be
added to the Sustainability section of the Plan and the Sustainability
Chapter of the Technical Document to better reflect these activities.

Metro has worked very closely with SCAG in developing our respective
long range plans and in the SCS development process from its
beginning. All projects and programs included in our 2009 Long Range
Transportation Plan are included in SCAG's 2012 RTP/SCS. They
provided the transportation framework upon which the SCS was
developed, and the basis of SCS land use analysis. Metro programs
and projects were instrumental to SCAG in attaining their greenhouse
gas reduction targets. SCAG has acknowledged the importance of
Metro's LRPT/SRTP programs and projects in achieving greenhouse
gas reduction targets for the entire region. Both SCAG and Metro
acknowledge the need to seek additional funding for active
transportation. While the SRTP is constrained by existing funding, the
SRTP also points toward the need for additional funding.

•

• •.

~

The new State and regional Active Transportation programs provide a
further funding opportunity for Safe Routes to Schools and other Active
Transportation projects. Finally, it should be noted that cities are
estimated to receive over $10 billion in Local Return funds (Proposition
C, Measure R, STP-L funds) over the next ten years which can be used
for local mobility needs, including Active Transportation priorities.

The SRTP's Active Transportation Funding Strategy includes $500
million for bicycle and pedestrian linkages and other active
transportation projects. The SRTP also identifies an additional $353.5
million for the Regional Surface Transportation Improvement(RSTI)
Call category, which encourages complete street projects. Future Calls
will also encourage First/Last Mile strategies in all applicable
categories.

The purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over the
next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's project
priorities and funding plan. The SRTP does not propose new funding
or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge the need
for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A paragraph will
be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

gas performance on page 30 of the SRTP and in the Technical
Document, which was based on a previous sketch planning
methodology and not SCAG's SB 375 methodology. Discussion of
greenhouse gas reductions will be corrected in the SRTP and
Technical Document to properly reflect SCAG's methodology and
greenhouse gas reduction target achievement.

•

••

~F-15

There is very little mention of ridesharing, bike sharing, car sharing and We will update our Sustainability Chapter (pages 18-19) to further
discuss Metro's very successful ridesharing and vanpooling programs,
other new and emerging mobility options.
as well as the potential for other emerging mobility options.

The SRTP does not adequately invest in active transportation, shared
use mobility and other alternative transportation options.

'•

~F-16

Amend the SRTP to include the completion of the Azusa to Claremont I As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
portion.
the next ten years(2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's

The Azusa to Claremont extension is environmentally cleared and will
be ready for design/build in 207 7.

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

Metro acknowledges our close working relationship with Bob Hope
Airport and other agencies on airport ground access/ connectivity
projects. The SRTP identifies only those projects funded in the near
term from 2009 LRTP.

Bob Hope Airport, Metro, and other agencies are engaged in
development of a ground access plan and program to promote
connectivity between the airport and the regional transportation
system. Requests including or referencing program elements including
the Regional Intermodal Transportation Center, Empire Pedestrian
Bridge, Physical Improvements to Existing Station, and Hollywood Way
Metrolink Station.
06/12/2014

We will include regional rail as one of the components of the regional
transportation system in paragraph one on page 8. Regional rail lines
are included on system maps.

Metro is pursuing a robust Regional Rail Program including a range of
commuter and intercity rail improvements. Key elements of the
Program should be included in the narrative and system maps.

Ronald Whittemore, Assistant Executive Director
Industry Manufacturers Council

The system maps are conceptual and reflect the regional transit and
highway system. We will add Bob Hope Airport and other Los Angeles
County commercial airports to our system maps to reflect the
importance of Bob Hope and other commercial airports as parts of the
regional transportation system. Several locations on the map are also
shown to identify points of geographic orientation, mostly related to the
origin and destination points of the fixed guideway system. Pasadena
is listed because of the current termination of the Gold Line.

06/71/14

There are a number of maps contained in the draft plan showing the
Metro multi-modal transportation system along with major
transportation centers/hubs. The final plan should include Bob Hope
Airport along with the Cities of Burbank and Glendale on all system
maps.

Mark Hardyment, Director
Transportation &Environmental Programs
Burbank Glendale Pasadena Airport Authority

'.

06/13/2014

•

• ..
•

project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
'the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

~

•.

06/17/2014

~F-17

American's with Disabilities Act(ADA)service requirements will be a
Metro should prepare for the increased demand for paratransit
services. The SRTP commits to funding of $1.78 billion over ten years, national challenge as transit operators nationwide are compelled to
balance the needs of the transit dependent with ADA service
but Access estimates costs(based on HDR Engineering Inc.
requirements. Metro is no exception to this national trend: The
estimates) of $1.97 billion over the next ten years.
anticipated ADA service shortfall is understood to exist, but the
combination of service efficiencies and additional funding resources
necessary to close the gap has not yet been identified. The SRTP
actually identifies a total of $1.27 billion for Access Services, including
$655 million in federal and $615 million in local funding (which also
includes fares and other funds). As Metro works with its national and
regional partners to address future ADA service needs, it will be
important to recognize the need for regional coordination in both the
identification of service efficiencies and additional funding resources
through ongoing planning processes.

Andre Colaiace, Deputy Executive Officer
Access Services

Notes that the purpose of the SRTP is to identify short term challenges, The recommendations for the final SRTP do not propose new funding
funding, and investments. Encourages Metro not to add new projects or additional projects. Metro intends to work with the sub-regions
beyond the LRTP funding plan. New projects should come through the through the Mobility Matrix process.
Mobility Matrix planning process.

Dan Medina, Chair
South Bay Cities Council of Governments
City of Gardena, Councilman

•

06/18/2014

Increase the allocation for active transportation funding in the SRTP.
The SRTP should include aten-year investment plan for active
transportation projects over and above the biennial Call for Projects
and should include first and last mile improvements at transit stations

Paul Simon, M.D., M.P.H
Director and Health Officer
Los Angeles County Department of Public Health

'•
• •.

~

~F-18

The SRTP recognizes that more funding is needed for many multimodal transportation needs, and identifies strategies that could be used
to seek additional funding.

Clarification of these Active Transportation funding opportunities will be
added to the Sustainability Section of the SRTP.

The new State and regional Active Transportation programs provide a
further funding opportunity for Safe Routes to Schools and other Active
Transportation projects. Finally, it should be noted that cities are
estimated to receive over $10 billion in Local Return funds (Proposition
C, Measure R, STP-L funds) over the next ten years which can be used
for local mobility needs, including Active Transportation priorities.

The SRTP's Active Transportation Funding Strategy includes $500
million for bicycle and pedestrian linkages and other active
transportation projects. The SRTP also identifies an additional $353.5
million for the Regional Surface Transportation Improvement(RSTI)
Call category, which encourages complete street projects. Future Calls
will also encourage First/Last Mile strategies in all applicable
categories.

The purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over the
next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's project
priorities and funding plan. The SRTP does not propose new funding
or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge the need
for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A paragraph will
be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

•

••

•

The SRTP does not provide a clear Active Transportation Finance
Strategy to address the First/Last Mile Plan, the upcoming Complete
Streets Policy, the upcoming Countywide Safe Routes to School Plan
or the upcoming Countywide Active Transportation Plan.

06/17/2074
Rye Baerg and Jessica Meaney
Safe Routes to School National Partnership
(additiona157 organizations, agencies, businesses, and individuals
signed the letter)

'.
• •.

•

~F-19

Clarification of these Active Transportation funding opportunities will be
added to the Sustainability Section of the SRTP.

The new State and regional Active Transportation programs provide a
further funding opportunity for Safe Routes to Schools and other Active
Transportation projects. Finally, it should be noted that cities are
estimated to receive over $10 billion in Local Return funds (Proposition
C, Measure R, STP-L funds) over the next ten years which can be used
for local mobility needs, including Active Transportation priorities.

The SRTP's Active Transportation Funding Strategy includes $500
million for bicycle and pedestrian linkages and other active
transportation projects. The SRTP also identifies an additional $353.5
million for the Regional SurFace Transportation Improvement(RSTI)
Call category, which encourages complete street projects. Future Calls
will also encourage First/Last Mile strategies in all applicable
categories.

The purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over the
next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's project
priorities and funding plan. The SRTP does not propose new funding
or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge the need
for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A paragraph will
be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

•

•.

The SRTP proposes to spend only $500 million of the $88.2 billion, or
approximately .6 percent. More funds should be spent on active
transportation given 39 percent of roadway fatalities and that 19
percent of trips are made by these modes.

~F-20

This comment does not fully describe Metro's investment in active
transportation in the SRTP. Page 20 of the SRTP notes that $500
million, or .9% of the $56.7 billion that Metro controls are allocated to
bicycle and pedestrian projects. This is a conservative estimate, as it
does not include active transportation components funded in other
modal categories of the Call (i.e. RSTI complete streets, TDM, signal
synchronization, and transit capital). We note that the entire Call will
only receive $1.6 billion in the SRTP, or 2.8% percent of Metro
controlled funds. The Board, however, has made a dramatic increase
in Active Transportation investments in recent years. In fact, Metro's
Active Transportation investment through the Call has increased from
9.7% of the 1995 Call to 55.6% of the 2013 Call. The Sustainability
Chapter will be revised to more fully reflect Metro's investment in active
transportation projects and programs. Opportunities for additional
funding will be considered through the LRTP update process.

For example, the 2009 National Household Travel Survey reflects 19%
of all daily trips in Los Angeles County are bicycle (1%)and walking
(18%), whereas during the commute period 5% of commute trips are
bicycle (2%)and walking (3%)in Los Angeles County. This information
is a very general description of existing use, not future needs. It does
not tell us the magnitude of local and recreational uses that are the
responsibility of cities or the magnitude of regionally significant uses
that are eligible for Metro funding. SCAG has participated with
Caltrans in a 2011 California Household Travel Survey and presented
its results as part of its 2016 RTP/SCS update process. We will work
with SCAG to see if more information can be gleaned from this new
survey to determine local and regional bike and walk characteristics
and how that relates to future regionally significant needs.

The SRTP recognizes that more funding is needed for many multimodal transportation needs, and identifies strategies that could be used
to seek additional funding. But we question whether the statistics
mentioned are meaningful in helping Metro determine appropriate
Active Transportation funding amounts for future needs.

• ..

•.

~F-21

The SRTP poorly incorporates the preliminary performance measures As the SRTP is a sub-set of the 2009 LRTP, the SRTP incorporates the
drafted in the CSPP and Metro has yet to develop a countywide system system wide performance measures of the 2009 LRTP. These
performance measures assess the Plan's system benefit in terms of
of performance measures through any formal process.
mobility, air quality, greenhouse gases, access to transit for minority
and transit dependent riders, and economic benefit. Discussion of the
performance measures used in the SRTP can be found on pages 2831 and in the SRTP Technical Document. These measures have been
developed over time consistent with best planning practice. They are
also consistent with the performance measures used by SCAG in the
2012 RTP/SCS. Our performance measures have gone through public
review and Board review in the development of the 2009 LRTP. They
are also part of the public review process for the SRTP. Performance

The SRTP also supports Metro's Countywide Sustainability Planning
Policy (CSPP) by providing the transportation framework for
sustainability efforts. The CSPP acknowledges support for SCAG's
efforts to implement regionally adopted transportation strategies, in
part, through "continued investments to improve the transportation
system through 2035 as reflected in the plans of the County
Transportation Commissions". Given that 87 percent of SRTP funding
promotes alternatives to the single occupant automobile, the nexus
between the SRTP, Metro's CSPP, and the SCAG 2012 RTP is strong.

The SRTP provides a poor nexus to Metro's Countywide Sustainability Metro has worked very closely with SCAG in developing our respective
long range plans and in the SCS development process from its
Planning Policy and SCAG's 2012 RTP/SCS or land use and
beginning. All projects and programs included in Metro's 2009 Long
transportation integration
Range Transportation Plan are included in SCAG's 2012 RTP/SCS.
The 2009 LRTP provided the transportation framework upon which the
SCS was developed, and the basis of SCS land use analysis. Metro
programs and projects were instrumental to SCAG in attaining their
greenhouse gas reduction targets. SCAG has acknowledged the
importance of Metro's LRTP/SRTP programs and projects in achieving
greenhouse gas targets for the entire region.

'.

•

06/78/2014

• ..
•

..

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention.

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

Metro's four step transportation model has been developed to comply
with federal transportation modeling requirements necessary to obtain
federal funding approval, including FTA New Starts grants. Our travel
demand model has been extensively reviewed by FTA and has
received high marks as one of the nation's leading modeling efforts. In
order to address active transportation, the Board has directed staff to
develop an Active Transportation modeling component. This effort is
currently underway. The first phase of this effort, which is a sketch
planning tool, is now complete and is being shared with cities. The
second phase of this effort will create an Active Transportation
component of the Metro travel demand model and will be complete in
2015.

measure use and practice continues to evolve to meet a variety of
needs, including sustainability. Metro will continue to review and update
performance measures for future plans, programs, and projects as the
state of the art of performance measures continues to be developed.

•

~F-22

The Board of Directors of the Pasadena Chamber of Commerce
strongly supports completion of the Gold Line Foothill Extension to
Claremont. The Board is disappointed the project is not included in the
Draft Short Range Transportation Plan (SRTP)as it is currently written.

Paul Little, President and CEO
Pasadena Chamber of Commerce

The four step transportation model does not accurately reflect the full
spectrum of transportation as it does not account for active
transportation trips.

'.

The San Gabriel Valley Economic Partnership and Chambers from
across the region are very concerned that Metro will not keep its
promise to the voters who approved Measure R to complete the Gold
Line to Claremont.

06/18/2014
Cynthia J. Kurtz, President &CEO
San Gabriel Valley Economic Partnership and 14 Other Member
Agencies

~F-23

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over
the next ten years (2014-2024) in accordance with the 2009 LRTP's
project priorities and funding plan, the SRTP does not propose new
funding or to redistribute LRTP funds. The SRTP does acknowledge
the need for additional funds and potential funding strategies. A
paragraph will be added to page 5 of the Plan to clarify this intention

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

Metro acknowledges our close working relationship with Bob Hope
Airport and other agencies on airport ground access/ connectivity
projects. The SRTP identifies only those projects funded in the near
term from the 2009 LRTP.

Bob Hope Airport, Metro, and other agencies are engaged in
development of a ground access plan and program to promote
connectivity between the airport and the regional transportation
system. Requests including or referencing program elements including
the Regional Intermodal Transportation Center, Empire Pedestrian
Bridge, Physical Improvements to Existing Station, and Hollywood Way
Metrolink Station.

•

We will include Regional Rail as one of the components of the regional
transportation system in paragraph one on page 8. Regional rail lines
are included on system maps.

• •.

Metro is pursuing a robust Regional Rail Program including a range of
commuter and intercity rail improvements. Key elements of the
Program should be included in the narrative and system maps.

06/78/2014

~

••

The new funding chapter broadly discusses the benefits of project
acceleration if additional funding becomes available. The Plan,
however, will not discuss project acceleration for specific projects.

'•

The SRTP should discuss the benefits of project acceleration.

Luis H. Marquez, Chairman
ECO-RAPID Transit Authority

•

The SRTP highway project list footnotes those projects that "assume
other local, State and federal funding, including opportunities to fund
with fees, public-private partnerships or tolls." This is consistent with
the Technical Document, which provides greater detail. The financial
forecast reflects the best available estimate of revenues and costs and
is constrained to the financial resources reasonably expected to be
available. The SRTP financial forecast provides a fiscally sound
baseline for decision-making and is a key strategic financial planning
element of the 2009 LRTP.

The SRTP does not propose an Active Transportation network. Active
transportation projects are funded primarily through the Call for
Projects process and can also be funded by cities through local return
funds.

Comment noted.

There is discontinuity between the SRTP Plan Document and the data
in the Technical Document. Highway projects are listed in the Plan
with funding targets and opening years; however the Technical
Document reveals that the majority of funding for highway initiatives is
unfunded and unknown. The phrases "Investment Plan"and "large
scale ITS implementation" are vague.

The Sustainability section is well written and thought out, however, the
suggestion for an expanded network of alternative transportation
modes is not clearly defined. Is this network outside of the freeway
and transit networks? Needs more explanation of this network and how
it is capable of reducing fuel consumption and auto usage.

The MTA is not the proper agency for setting public health goals. MTA
should discuss engaging with public health entities to enhance public
health benefits from Metro transportation initiatives.

~F-24

Will the "traffic safety improvements" be financed through Local Return MTA does not have a specific traffic safety improvement funding
program. Traffic safety improvements are typically funded by the
Funds or will MTA create a program with funding for this activity?
owner/operator at the State, regional and local level.

Comment noted.

06/78/2074

• ..

•.

The Draft SRTP and accompanying Technical Document are the
roadmap for how transportation funds are allocated throughout the
county in the next ten years. The GCCOG has an interest in the most
effective and efficient development of the county's transportation
infrastructure.

Tony Lima, President
Gateway Cities Council of Governments

'.

The SRTP does not detail the loss of Measure R revenue due to the
economic recession because we believe such information would be out
of date and irrelevant. For example, the Technical Document
references the most current LRTP Financial Forecast prepared in
support of the SRTP process. The LRTP Financial Forecast, in turn,
relies on the most up-to-date UCLA Anderson School forecast of
Measure R revenues, which have included the reductions experienced
in the last economic recession for several years.

We agree. A discussion of the threat of a Federal Highway Trust Fund
shortfall will be included in the Technical Document Financial Chapter
in the Final Plan released in Fall 2014. We believe, however, that the
Plan should be based on Metro's already conservative assumptions of
federal funding. Using a dramatically reduced forecast consistent with a
Federal Highway Trust Fund shortfall exposes us to lowered
expectations that we have found can lead, in turn, to lower revenues.

The Technical Document does not detail the loss of Measure R
revenue due to the recession.

The impending loss of the Federal Highway Trust Fund and highway
funding should be recognized as a threat to the County's mobility
program.

~F-25

New urban rail does not make manufacturing or other employment
Comment noted.
centers more attractive to businesses which rely on on-time delivery of
materials and shipments.

While we would concur with the potential benefit of various smart
highway strategies, no funds are committed in the SRTP or LRTP for
smart highway purposes. The opportunities for smart highway
strategies will be considered through the LRTP update process.

• •.

There is no mention of "Smart" highway possibilities such as truck
platooning, adaptive ramp metering, connected corridors, zero
emission trucks, smart park and ride, and train travel time signage.
These technologies are readily available and can be demonstrated
within the SRTP timeframe. Zero emission drayage is not mentioned,
yet has large, quantifiable improvements in GHG reduction, but they
are not mentioned.

~

Urban greening is referenced in the Technical Document Sustainability
Chapter as a principle of the Countywide Sustainability Planning Policy.
It is not a specific funded program, but a principle guiding sustainability
policy and planning throughout our program.

•

•.

Is the "Urban Greening Program"separate from Measure R and other
LRTP infrastructure construction? Will it be incorporated in MTA
programs or created, operated and funded separately?

'•

As Metro continues to develop and implement its Light and Heavy Rail
systems, some of the service currently operated by high capacity buses
will shift to complementary rail service and the total number of high
capacity buses in Metro's fleet will adjust over time. However, Metro
will continue to use high capacity buses to meet the service demands
of our customers.

The articulated buses serving the Orange Line will be replaced with
high capacity buses at the end of their service life in order to maintain
and meet the Orange Line operational service requirements. Metro is
evaluating improved technology (all electric) articulated buses as
Orange Line replacement vehicles in the near future.

Metro's high capacity buses include both 60 foot Articulated and 45 foot
Compo Buses. Metro currently has over 1,000 high capacity buses in
its operational fleet. Metro will continue to operate high capacity buses
for an extended period of time. The current 60 foot articulated buses
have between five and seven years' service life remaining and will be
used throughout their planned service life.

~F-26

The Plan assumes that articulated and extended length buses will be
phased out. That any increase in operating costs from this action will
be offset by a reduction in acquisition and maintenance costs. This
requires more explanation as maintenance is a component of operating
costs. There has been a substantial investment in infrastructure to
accommodate the articulated buses (i.e., 3-post hoists); what is the
cost of replacing these facilities? Is it assumed that the Orange Line
will continue to utilize articulated units or will it be converted to 40'
units?

The East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor is shown as opening in Metro is currently in the early phase of preparing the Draft
Environmental Analysis for the East San Fernando Valley Transit
2078 buf mode, placement or funding is not identified, this is
Corridor. During the transit corridor study planning process, specific
problematic.
right-of-way alignments and modes are considered. The Board has
taken no action on selecting the Locally Preferred Alternative.

The Plan identifies a new Bus Division in the 2020 to 2023 timeframe.
It is not Division 13 currently under construction.

•

Is the additional bus division mentioned in the Tech Doc in 2020 to
2023 a new bus division beyond Division 13 currently under
construction?

• ..

The SRTP forecast of revenue service hours relates to the existing
Metro system.

•

..

Do the additional 88,400 Revenue Service Hours for bus service
represent additional service on existing lines or new services such as
additional BRT corridors?

'.

06/20/2014

We support the changes to the SRTP as listed in the June 17t" letter
from Metro CEO Art Leahy to Metro Board of Director John Fasana.

Barbara Messina, President
San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments

The Plan refers to $35 billion for "highways, roadways, signal and
bicycle and pedestrian programs" without any specifics as to the
financial modal split or allocation process other than the Call for
Projects.

~F-27

We acknowledge that the changes identified in CEO Art Leahy's letter
to Director John Fasana will be incorporated into the SRTP.

This category funds the major highway capital projects identified in the
Plan, the Call for Projects modes, and local return funds.

There should be an explanation in the Technical Document of the
The SRTP does not propose a funding plan for project acceleration, but
impacts of project acceleration. For example, if the West Santa Ana
only highlights the opportunity to accelerate projects if funds are
Branch (Eco-Rapid Transit Line) or Metro Gold Line Eastside
available.
Extension Phase 11 are to be completed in 2025,just outside the SRTP
time frame, then there needs to be discussion on funding their
planning/design and construction within the SRTP period.

The federal Active Transportation Program is administered by the
California Transportation Commission, with a portion of funding
administered by SCAG. Clarification of these Active Transportation
funding opportunities will be added to the Sustainability Section of the
SRTP.

The Plan and Technical Document lacks description of active
transportation programs or projects or funding available through the
federal government's Active Transportation Program.

• ..

The Call for Projects is the primary source for funding goods movement
projects and this is identified in the SRTP. A full discussion of Goods
Movement analysis is found in the 2009 LRTP and will be considered in
a future LRTP update.

•

•.

The Plan and Technical Document lacks descriptive analysis or
forecasting for goods movement planning, activities or projects.

'.

'.
~

•

• ..

~

•.

There are about 22 million transactions per month on TAP. TAP use
on bus comprises about 64% of Metro's transactions. In comparison
about 28% of Metro's customers use cash (8%transfers and
accompanied children). Of course on rail only TAP is accepted. Metro
continues to actively implement and improve the TAP program, through
strategies including website improvements, expanding card sales
locations, and use of sales by mobile phones. There are currently over
400 locations in Los Angeles County that sell TAP cards and fare
products. In additional there are 80 rail and Orange Line stations that
sell TAP. Metro is pilot testing a mobile phone application and have
made many improvements to the TAPTOGo.net web site. We are in
the preliminary stages of researching how to offer TAP cards and
products similar to gift cards now sold at drug, and grocery
stores. Recently Metro welcomed Long Beach Transit as its newest
TAP partner. This year 16 municipal transit agencies will join TAP
including Santa Monica and Pasadena.

The City of Los Angeles has included mobility hubs in their Mobility
Element. Given that cities are responsible for development around
stations, Metro will coordinate with cities where appropriate on
development around stations. Currently, Metro is working with both the
City of Los Angeles and the City of Long Beach with a needs
assessment for various rail and bus stations to determine the location
of future mobility hubs. This work is funded through the FTA Jobs

Enhance customer experience with TAP by increasing card sales,
distribution and usage, and making TAP cards and multi-day passes
more accessible by allowing cards to be sold at supermarkets and
drugstores

Consider strategic planning of mobility hubs at key existing and future
Metro rail stops.

The Board adopted the First/Last Mile Strategic Plan at the April 2014
Recommends First-Mile/Last Mile connection with bicycle and
pedestrian funding as well as enhanced bus service which better feeds Board Meeting and also adopted a series of motions to further direct
staff regarding implementation of the Plan. We also note that first/last
Measure R investments.
mile strategies will also be encouraged in all modal categories of future
Call for Projects processes.

06/18/2014
Jerard Wright and Darrell Clarke, Co-Chairs
Sierra Club Angeles Chapter Transportation Committee

•

Supports analysis and future planning of enhancing and expanding
capacity along the Orange Line. Find it perplexing that Metro is
anticipating reducing the need and demand for the 60 foot articulated
buses of this corridor.

~F-29

As the SRTP is a subset of projects funded in the 2009 LRTP, studying
the expansion of the Orange Line is beyond the scope of the SRTP.
Metro is proposing to continue to use articulated buses on the Orange
Line.

Access and Reverse Commute Program (JARC)to facilitate job
accessibility for low income individuals. The project also functions to
provide new First Mile/Last Mile transportations options at designated
mobility hubs.

04/26/2014

05/04/2014

•-

•.

Comment noted.

Comment will be forwarded to Metro Transit Service Planning Staff.

~F-30

FastTrak generates revenue and benefits those that use FastTrak, but
it does not reduce traffic. Removing trucks at rush hour would reduce
traffic.

Anne Chesterman
Private Citizen

Requests that service for Metro Bus Line #761 remain unchanged.

Lawrence Sobel
Private Citizen

'.

'.

All Board-approved Antelope Valley Metrolink projects to be opened by
2024 are included in the SRTP Constrained Plan.

The proposed funding strategies will accelerate existing projects and
programs or fund additional projects and programs. These strategies
may be further defined by a future Metro Board action.

Why aren't the AV Metrolink Line Improvements represented in the
Constrained Plan?

Clarify proposed funding strategies.

~F-31

All LRTP and Measure R projects and programs to be opened by 2024
are included in the SRTP.

05/79/2014

•

•.

Please include all of the North L.A. County Measure R projects in the
SRTP.

Mike Behen, Transportation/GIS Manager
Public Works, City of Palmdale

•

04/14/2014

05/01/2014

Metro should continue operating 60-foot articulated buses. Replacing
60-foot buses with 40-footers will result in immediate and severe
overcrowding, and will not save Metro money.

Alexander Friedman
Private Citizen

~ •

Metro is proposing to provide more frequent service so the reduction of
60 foot articulated buses will not result in over-crowding.

Comment noted. This will be forwarded to the Operations Department.

~F-32

Metro should invest in plastic-fabricated fencing along platforms where
the trains stop for loading and discharging of passengers.

04/25/2014

Comment noted.

If the Crenshaw/LAX is extended north to Hollywood it should be
extended north through West Hollywood via Fairfax or La Cienega and
not La Brea.

Morley Helfand
Private Citizen

Comment noted.

04/17/2014

.

•.

The SRTP identifies almost $25.5 billion for bus capital and operations.

.-

Metro should plan to build the light-rail subway to/through West
Hollywood as mentioned in the Westside Subway Extension final
report.

Dan Wentzel
Private Citizen

Millions are invested in light-rail, the Plan does not include bus
expansion.

John McCready
Private Citizen

'.

The SRTP funds a multimodal countywide transportation program.

All of the available funding will go to implementing the Los Angeles
City-centric rail program.

05/19/2014

06/07/2014

Please continue the funding as promised for the Gold Line from Azusa
to Montclair.

Rena Ga/vez
Private Citizen

The Plan should consider incorporating electric trolley buses.

Alexander Friedman
Private Citizen

~F-33

As the purpose of the SRTP is to identify projects and programs over

Consistent with Board policy, Metro continues to explore additional
funding sources that could be utilized to fund Phase 2B of the Foothill
Extension. The map on page 9 of the Plan will be revised to reflect the
Gold Line Foothill Phase 2B project to Claremont as well as other
unfunded strategic projects.

Comment noted.

The SRTP identifies more than 45 sources of federal, state and local
The Plan overstates the benefits to the local area of its entire transit
program and hides the subsidies that are required to operate, maintain, revenue, anticipated over the next ten years.
and build bus and rail systems.

The vast majority of highway improvements are pass-through programs Comment noted.
funded locally or by Caltrans.

The financial forecasts are based on Metro's technical analyses using
its forecasting model.

05/12/2014

.-

•.

The Plan overstates the financial resources available and understates
the expenses.

Tim Buresh
Private Citizen

'.

~F-34

~F-35

'.

05/06/2074

•

~
•

• •.

~

•.

05/06/2014

More funds need to be allocated to bicycle and pedestrian
infrastructure. More effort should be made in making it more efficient
for people to walk and bike to transit stations.

Andrew Yip
Bike San Gabriel Valley
San Gabriel Valley Community Meeting

~F-36

The SRTP's Active Transportation Funding Strategy includes $500
million for bicycle and pedestrian linkages and other active
transportation projects. The SRTP also identifies an additional $353.5
million for the Regional SurFace Transportation Improvement(RSTI)
Call category, which encourages complete street projects. Future Calls
will also encourage First/Last Mile strategies in all applicable
categories.

The Plan supports Bicycle and Pedestrian improvements as part of a
multi-modal transportation system.

More dedicated bicycle and pedestrian funding is needed. With 47% of The Plan supports Bicycle and Pedestrian improvements as part of a
trips 2 miles or less, we need to make it easier for people to choose
multi-modal transportation system.
walking and biking as their first choice.
The SRTP's Active Transportation Funding Strategy includes $500
million for bicycle and pedestrian linkages and other active
transportation projects. The SRTP also identifies an additional $353.5
million for the Regional Surface Transportation Improvement(RSTI)
Call category, which encourages complete street projects. Future Calls
will also encourage First/Last Mile strategies in all applicable
categories.

Jackson Lam
Bike San Gabriel Valley
San Gabriel Valley Community Meeting

•

04/23/2074

This is a dream come true and I look forward to the projects.

~F-37

Comment noted.

Comment noted.

Don't increase our fares or pass charges.
05/06/2074

Comment noted.

There is no end to the projects, funding, and construction but Metro
should be in the transportation business only and also fund greening
plants along all roadways.

Andrew Wang
Private Citizen
San Gabriel Valley Community Meeting

Comment noted. This will be forwarded to the Operations Department.

04/29/2014

Comment noted. This will be forwarded to the Operations Department.

Comment noted. This will be forwarded to the Operations Department.

.-

•.

Want to see more bus service improvements in Alhambra and
Pasadena, especially after 10:00 p.m. and on weekends.

Sonia E. McIntosh
Private Citizen
Central Los Angeles Community Meeting

There needs to be better bus connectivity from the San Fernando
Valley to Griffith Park, Glendale, and Burbank.

There is an urgent need for improvement in transit mobility and
accessibility in the San Fernando Valley region. Frequency should be
improved to bus lines on Woodman, Balboa and Tampa.

Nate Zablen
Private Citizen
San Fernando Valley Community Meeting

'.

