
 

 

 
 
 
REGULAR MEETING 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Thursday, September 1, 2016 
10:00 a.m. – 12:00 p.m. 
 
SCAG Main Office 
818 W. 7th Street, 12th Floor 
Policy Committee Room A 
Los Angeles, CA  90017 
(213) 236-1800 
 
 
If members of the public wish to review the attachments or have any questions on 
any of the agenda items, please contact Tess Rey-Chaput at (213) 236-1908 or via 
email at REY@scag.ca.gov. Agendas & Minutes for the EEC are also available at: 
http://www.scag.ca.gov/committees/Pages/default.aspx  
 
SCAG, in accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), will 
accommodate persons who require a modification of accommodation in order to 
participate in this meeting.  SCAG is also committed to helping people with limited 
proficiency in the English language access the agency’s essential public information 
and services.  You can request such assistance by calling (213) 236-1908.  We 
request at least 72 hours (three days) notice to provide reasonable accommodations 
and will make every effort to arrange for assistance as soon as possible.
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AGENDA 
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The Energy & Environment Committee (EEC) may consider and act upon any of the items listed on the 
agenda regardless of whether they are listed as Information or Action Items.  
 
CALL TO ORDER & PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  
(Hon. Carmen Ramirez, Chair) 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD – Members of the public desiring to speak on items on the agenda, 
or items not on the agenda, but within the purview of the Committee, must fill out and present a 
speaker’s card to the Assistant prior to speaking.  Comments will be limited to three (3) minutes.  
The Chair may limit the total time for all comments to twenty (20) minutes. 
 
REVIEW AND PRIORITIZE AGENDA ITEMS  
 
CONSENT CALENDAR  Time Page No.

     
 Approval Items    

     
1.  Minutes of the Meeting – July 7, 2016 Attachment  1 

     
 Receive and File    

     
2.  Update – Southern California Superfund Sites and 

Groundwater Contamination in the Los Angeles (LA) 
Central Basin 

Attachment  6 

     
3.  Housing Summit – October 11, 2016 Attachment  8 

     
4.  ARB SB 375 Regional Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions 

Reduction Target Update Process 
Attachment  15 

     
5.  2016 Regional Council and Policy Committees Meeting 

Schedule 
Attachment  18 
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ACTION ITEMS    Page No.

     
6.  Transportation Conformity Determination for 2017 Federal 

Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) 
(Huasha Liu, Director, Land Use and Environmental 
Planning) 
 
Recommended Action: Recommend that the Regional 
Council approve the transportation conformity 
determination for the 2017 Federal Transportation 
Improvement Program (FTIP); and direct staff to submit it 
to the Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit 
Administration (FHWA/FTA) for approval. 

Attachment 10 mins. 19 

     
7.  Authorization to Accept Grant for the San Gabriel Valley 

Regional Active Transportation Planning Initiative and 
Approve Notice of Exemption for Project 
(Alan Thompson, SCAG Staff) 
 
Recommended Action: Recommend the Regional Council: 
1) adopt Resolution No. 16-582-3 to approve the filing of a 
Notice of Exemption for the San Gabriel Valley Regional 
Active Transportation Planning Initiative with the State of 
California Office of Planning and Research and the Los 
Angeles County Clerk, subject to the 30-day public 
inspection period; and 2) to accept the California Active 
Transportation Program Grant pursuant to Resolution No. 
16-582-4. 

Attachment 5 mins. 57 

     
INFORMATION ITEMS     

     
8.  Los Angeles River Revitalization Plan 

(Carol Armstrong, Director, LARiverWorks, Office of 
Mayor Eric Garcetti) 

Attachment 30 mins. 74 

     
9.  SCAG Green Region Initiative Sustainability Indicators Map 

(Grieg Asher, SCAG Staff) 
Attachment 20 mins. 84 

     
10.  Criteria for Sustainability Program Call For Proposals 

(Marco Anderson, SCAG Staff) 
Attachment 15 mins. 96 
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CHAIR’S REPORT 
(Hon. Carmen Ramirez, Chair) 

 

  
STAFF REPORT 
(Grieg Asher, SCAG Staff) 

 

  
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 
  
ANNOUNCEMENTS  
  
ADJOURNMENT  
 
The next regular meeting of the Energy and Environment Committee (EEC) is scheduled for Thursday, 
September 29, 2016 (in lieu of the October 6 meeting) and will held at the SCAG Los Angeles Office.
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Energy and Environment Committee 
of the 

Southern California Association of Governments 
July 7, 2016 

Minutes 
THE FOLLOWING MINUTES ARE A SUMMARY OF ACTIONS TAKEN BY THE 
ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE.  A DIGITAL RECORDING OF THE 
ACTUAL MEETING IS AVAILABLE FOR LISTENING IN SCAG’S OFFICE. 
 
The Energy and Environment Committee (EEC) held its meeting at the SCAG Los Angeles Office.  
The meeting was called to order by the Hon. Carmen Ramirez, Chair.  There was a quorum.  
 
Members Present  
Hon. Ross Chun, Aliso Viejo (Vice-Chair)   TCA 
Hon. Margaret Clark, Rosemead    District 32  
Hon. Larry Forester, Signal Hill    GCCOG 
Hon. Mike Gardner, Riverside    WRCOG 
Hon. Sandra Genis, Costa Mesa    OCCOG 
Hon. Jack Hadjinian, Montebello    SGVCOG 
Hon. Shari Horne, Laguna Woods   OCCOG 
Hon. Diana Mahmud, South Pasadena   SGVCOG 
Hon. Judy Mitchell, Rolling Hills Estates    District 40 
Hon. Jim Osborne, Lawndale     SBCCOG  
Hon. Linda Parks      Ventura County 
Hon. Greg Pettis, Cathedral City    District 2 
Hon. David Pollock, Moorpark    VCOG 
Hon. Carmen Ramirez, Oxnard (Chair)   District 45 
Hon. Betty Sanchez, Coachella Valley   CVAG 
Hon. Jack Terrazas      Imperial County 
Hon. Diane Williams, Rancho Cucamonga   SANBAG 
Hon. Edward Wilson, Signal Hill   Gateway Cities 
    
Members Not Present 
Hon. Denis Bertone, San Dimas   SGVCOG 
Hon. Jordan Ehrenkranz, Canyon Lake   WRCOG     
Hon. Mitchell Englander, Los Angeles   District 59 
Hon. Laura Friedman, Glendale    Arroyo Verdugo Cities 
Hon. Vartan Gharpetian, Glendale   SFVCOG 
Hon. Ed Graham, Chino Hills   District 10 
Hon. Jon Harrison, Redlands     SANBAG 
Hon. Steve Hwangbo, La Palma   District 18 
Hon. Thomas Martin, Maywood   GCCOG 
Hon. Deborah Robertson, Rialto     District 8 
Hon. Meghan Sahli-Wells, Culver City   WCCOG 
Hon. Eric Schmidt, Hesperia     SANBAG 
Mr. Steve Schuyler, Ex Officio    Building Industry Association 
Hon. John Sibert, Malibu     District 44 
Hon. Bonnie Wright, Hemet     WRCOG  
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CALL TO ORDER & PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
Hon. Carmen Ramirez, Chair, called the meeting to order at 10:00 a.m. Hon. Jack Terrazas, Imperial 
County, led the Committee in the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD  
 
Leeor Alpern, South Coast Air Quality Management District (AQMD), stated that the AQMD’s 
Clean Air Awards nominations are currently taking place. The deadline for nominations is July 15, 
2016. The awards are a way to recognize important programs that are underway throughout the 
region and technology developments that are helping clean the air. The awards luncheon will be held 
Friday, October 7, 2016, at the Riverside Convention Center.  
 
The AQMD currently has a “Leaf Blower Exchange” program to replace polluting leaf blowers with 
cleaner and zero emission leaf blowers. There will also be a “Lawnmower Exchange” later in the 
year. 
 
On July 14, 20, and 21, 2016 the AQMD will be holding workshops throughout the region on the 
Draft Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) which was released last week.  
 
REVIEW AND PRIORITIZE AGENDA ITEMS 
 
CONSENT CALENDAR  
 
Approval Items 
 
1.  Minutes of the June 2, 2016 Meeting 
   

A MOTION was made (Pollock) to move the minutes. The MOTION was SECONDED 
(Forester) and APPROVED by the following votes:  
 

  AYES:       Clark, Forester, Gardner, Horne, Osborne, Pettis, Pollock, Williams 
                       NOES:          None 

      ABSTAIN:   Chun, Ramirez, Terrazas 
 
Receive and File 
 
2.  2-17 Active Transportation Program (ATP) Regional Guidelines Update 
 
3.  Housing Summit – October 11, 2016 
 
4.  2016 Regional Council and Policy Committee Meeting Schedule  
 
5.  Highlights from 27th Annual SCAG/USC Demographic Workshop – June 13, 2016 
 

A MOTION was made (Gardner) to move the Consent Calendar (Receive and File items 2-5). 
The MOTION was SECONDED (Osborne) and APPROVED by the following votes:  
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  AYES:          Chun, Clark, Forester, Gardner, Horne, Osborne, Pettis, Pollock, Williams, Ramirez 
                       NOES:          None 

 ABSTAIN:   Terrazas 
 
INFORMATION ITEMS 
 
6.  Public Release of Transportation Conformity Analysis for Draft 2017 Federal Transportation   

Improvement Program (FTIP) 
 

Rongsheng Luo, SCAG Staff, stated that as required by federal and state law, SCAG staff has 
developed the Draft 2017 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) in partnership 
with the county transportation commissions and Caltrans districts in the SCAG region.  
 
The Draft 2017 FTIP implements the recently adopted 2016 Regional Transportation 
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS).  The Draft 2017 FTIP programs nearly 2,000 
transportation projects with over $27 billion for the next six years. Under the federal 
transportation conformity regulations, the Draft 2017 FTIP must demonstrate transportation 
conformity. Staff has performed the required conformity analysis for the Draft 2017 FTIP, and 
the analysis demonstrates that the Draft 2017 FTIP meets all federal conformity requirements. 
 
The 2017 FTIP needs to be adopted by the Regional Council in September 2016 in order to be 
submitted to Caltrans by October 1, 2016.  As a result, the Draft 2017 FTIP needs to be released 
for public review this month. At its meeting today, the Transportation Committee is concurrently 
considering the public release of the Draft 2017 FTIP including the associated transportation 
conformity analysis for a 30-day public review and comment period beginning on July 8, 2016 
and concluding on August 8, 2016. After the public review, the 2017 FTIP will be scheduled for 
recommended approval by SCAG’s Transportation Committee and final approval by the Regional 
Council on September 1, 2016. 

 
7.  Draft 2016 South Coast Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) 

  
 Harry Hogo, Assistant Deputy Executive Officer, South Coast Air Quality Management District 

(AQMD) provided an overview of the Draft 2016 South Coast Air Quality Management Plan 
(AQMP). The Emissions Inventory was released in March 2016. The Control Strategy was 
released in April of this year. Modeling refinements have been made. AQMD has been meeting 
almost daily with stakeholders. Staff has been working on Control Measure updates based on the 
comments received. The Draft AQMP is near completion and is scheduled to be released at the 
end of June 2016 for a 60-day public review. The California Environmental Quality Act Notice of 
Preparation (CEQA NOP) is to be released soon after. Public workshops on the 
CEQA/Socioeconomic Analysis Scoping have been scheduled to take place in July throughout 
the region. In the meantime, ongoing socioeconomic analysis is being done. 

 
The Draft EIR for the AQMP will be released in August 2016 for 60-day public review. The 
revised Draft AQMP will be released in September 2016. The Draft Final AQMP will be released 
in November 2016 and then go to the AQMP Governing Board for approval consideration in 
December 2016. 
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CHAIR’S REPORT - None 
 
STAFF REPORT - None 
 
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS  
 
Regional Water collaboration for plans – Hon. Carmen Ramirez 
Storm Water update – Hon. Larry Forester 
Energy Aggregation “Community Choice” – Hon. Linda Parks 
 
ANNOUNCEMENTS  
 
SCAG’s Regional Council and Policy Committees will be dark in August. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
Hon. Carmen Ramirez adjourned the meeting at 11:08 a.m.  
 
The next regular meeting of the Energy & Environment Committee (EEC) will be held on Thursday, 
September 1, 2016 at the SCAG Los Angeles office. 
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DATE: September 1, 2016 

TO: Energy and Environment Committee (EEC) 

FROM: Alan Thompson, Senior Regional Planner, (2103) 236-1940  thompson@scag.ca.gov 

SUBJECT: Update - Southern California Superfund Sites and Groundwater Contamination in the 
Los Angeles (LA) Central Basin 

 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL:         
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Receive and File.  
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
This item is an update to the April 7, 2016 Energy and Environment Committee (EEC) meeting, 
Agenda Item No. 9, Southern California Superfund Sites and Groundwater Contamination in the Los 
Angeles (LA) Central Basin, whereby the EEC requested staff to research Superfund sites and bring 
forward a resolution for consideration asking that the State become more proactive on new chemicals 
and groundwater. Recent legislation, the “Frank R. Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 21st Century 
Act” amends the Toxic Substance Control Act (TSCA), the nation’s primary chemicals management 
law and may address the intent of EEC’s request. The new law includes improvements such as:  
 

 Requires safety reviews for all chemicals on the market and require health/safety testing for 
new chemicals before they come on the market 

 Mandatory requirement for EPA to evaluate existing chemicals with clear and enforceable 
deadlines;  

 New risk-based safety standard;  
 Increased public transparency for chemical information; and  
 Consistent source of funding for EPA to carry out the responsibilities under the new law. 
 Makes information about the safety of chemicals available to the public and to health 

authorities. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN: 
This item supports SCAG’s Strategic Plan, Goal 1 (Improve Regional Decision Making by Providing 
Leadership and Consensus Building on Key Plans and Policies), Objective C (Provide practical solutions 
for moving new ideas forward). 
 
BACKGROUND: 
On June 22, 2016, President Obama signed into law the Frank R. Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 
21st Century Act (H.R. 2576) which amends the Toxic Substance Control Act (TSCA), the nation’s 
primary chemicals management law. The law addresses omissions in TSCA that have, for nearly 40 
years, limited EPA’s ability to evaluate chemicals and remove dangerous chemicals in commerce.  These 
changes in the new law include: 

AGENDA ITEM NO. 2  

 
Page 6 of 117



 

 

 
 

 

 
 For the first time, requires EPA to evaluate the safety of existing chemicals in commerce, starting 

with those most likely to cause risks; 
 Requires EPA to evaluate new and existing chemicals against a new risk-based safety standard 

that includes explicit considerations for vulnerable populations; 
 Empowers EPA to require the development of chemical information necessary to support these 

evaluations; 
 Establishes clear and enforceable deadlines that ensure both timely review of prioritized 

chemicals and timely action on identified risks; 
 Increases the public transparency of chemical information by limiting unwarranted claims of 

confidentiality and allowing for the appropriate sharing of confidential information with states 
and health and environmental professionals; and 

 Provides a source of funding for EPA to carry out these significant new responsibilities. 
 
The most immediate effects will be on the new chemicals review process. EPA is now required to make 
an affirmative determination on a new chemical or significant new use of an existing chemical before 
manufacturing can commence. For companies that submitted pre-manufacture notices (PMNs) prior to 
enactment and which are currently undergoing review, the new law effectively resets the 90-day review 
period. The EPA will make every effort to complete its review and make a determination within the 
remaining time under the original deadline. EPA will be making additional information available on new 
chemical reviews in the very near future. 
 
States can continue to act on any chemical or particular uses or risks from a chemical that EPA has not 
yet addressed. States also retain authority to address local environmental concerns related to air, water, 
waste treatment and disposal. For state and federal requirements that are identical, states retain the ability 
to partner with the federal government on enforcement. Finally, the law preserves state laws already on 
the books (as of April 22, 2016). 
 
Generally, state action on a chemical is preempted only when EPA has acted – either by finding a 
chemical to be safe, or regulating a chemical to address identified risks. State action is also temporarily 
“paused” when EPA is evaluating a chemical, although states can avail themselves of a mandatory waiver 
from the “pause” if they still seek to pursue their own regulation. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
None (this is not a SCAG-funded project). 
 
ATTACHMENT: 
None 
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DATE: September 1, 2016 

TO: Regional Council (RC) 
Executive/Administration Committee (EAC) 
Community, Economic and Human Development (CEHD) Committee 
Energy and Environment Committee (EEC) 
Transportation Committee (TC) 
 

FROM: Hasan Ikhrata, Executive Director,  213-236-1944, Ikhrata@scag.ca.gov 
 

SUBJECT: Housing Summit – October 11, 2016 
 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL:         
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
For Information Only – No Action Required. 
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
SCAG, in partnership with over thirty (30) non-profit, private and public entities, is planning to hold a 
Housing Summit on October 11, 2016 to connect attendees with resources and opportunities created 
by State legislation and local policies to build more housing, including affordable housing, as aligned 
with the goals of SCAG’s Regional Transportation Plan/ Sustainable Communities Strategy 
(RTP/SCS).  The goal of the Housing Summit is to address causes to California’s housing crisis and 
offer solutions for more housing to be built. Based on the discussion from the Housing Summit 
Steering Committee meetings and Executive Administration Committee Retreat, SCAG and its 
partners developed a Housing Policy Framework Proposal. The Proposal serves as a blueprint for 
developing the Housing Summit program and accompanying publication. Anticipated Summit 
participants include elected officials, planning directors/staff, city managers, developers, housing 
advocates, public health department directors, and transit planners.  
 
STRATEGIC PLAN: 
This item supports SCAG’s Strategic Plan; Goal 1: Improve Regional Decision Making by Providing 
Leadership and Consensus Building on Key Plans and Policies; Objective A: Create and facilitate a 
collaborative and cooperative environment to produce forward thinking regional plans. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
SCAG, in partnership with over (30) non-profit, private and public entities is planning to host a Housing 
Summit on October 11, 2016 in downtown Los Angeles. The Housing Summit will connect attendees 
with strategies, resources and opportunities created by State legislation and local policies to build more 
housing as aligned with the goals of SCAG’s Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (RTP/SCS). The goal of the Summit will clearly explain the causes of the California’s housing 
crisis and offer solutions to allow for more housing to be built. 
 
To prepare for the Summit, Steering Committee meetings were held at SCAG headquarters on May 26, 
2016 July 25, 2016, and August 29, 2016. Attendees for the Steering Committee included various 
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partners and stakeholders who agreed to participate in this event. The Steering Committee meeting 
included a discussion of the housing crisis in California and the agenda and publication for the Housing 
Summit.  Additionally, a discussion of the Housing Summit also occurred at the Executive 
Administrative Committee (EAC) Retreat on June 9, 2016.  Similar to the Steering Committee meetings, 
attendees of the EAC Retreat voiced many opinions regarding the Housing Summit.  
 
Based on the discussion at Steering Committee meetings and the EAC retreat, SCAG and its partners 
developed a Housing Policy Discussion Framework Proposal. The Proposal serves as a blueprint to 
develop the Summit program (Attachment 1, Draft Housing Summit Program) and the development of a 
publication that will accompany the Housing Summit. It is envisioned that the Summit will present the 
current state of affairs with respect to housing, within a general session. After the general session, the 
Summit will provide solutions to build more housing in three separate breakout sessions. Finally, the 
Summit will provide a “Call to Action” panel which will emphasize the next steps needed to say “YES” 
to housing.   
 
Anticipated participants include elected officials, planning directors/planning staff, city managers, 
developers, housing advocates, public health department directors, and transit planners. To ensure 
sufficient geographical representation for different challenges and solutions, SCAG is currently 
partnering with organizations throughout the State (Attachment 2, List of Housing Summit Steering 
Committee Members) Partnership with these organizations are helping to secure keynote speakers and 
enhance marketing efforts to promote the event. SCAG has begun its marketing campaign for the 
conference and is reaching out to potential speakers and panelists concurrently.  
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
Work associated with this item is included in the Fiscal Year 2016-2017 Overall Work Program (WBS  
Number 16-080.SCG00153.04: Regional Assessment). 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
1) Draft Housing Summit Program 

2) List of Housing Summit Steering Committee Members 
3) Housing Summit Invitation Flyer 
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ATTACHMENT 1 

Draft Housing Summit Program 
 
Title: The Cost of Not Housing 
Date: October 11, 2016 
Time: 8:00 a.m. – 2:00 p.m. 
Location: LA Hotel 333. S. Figueroa St. Los Angeles, CA 90071 
 
8:00 am to 9:00 am (1 hour)  
Networking and Registration  
 
9:00 – 10:00 am (1 hour) 
Welcome/Possible Morning Keynote Speaker (TBD) 
Hon. Michele Martinez, President of SCAG 
 
10:00 am ‐ 10:40 am (40 minutes) 
Morning Panel (General Session) 
Title: Houston…I mean…California? We have a Problem! 
Topic: The  current  state of California’s housing deficit and  causes  to how we got  there. Physical, Economic and 
Health costs due the lack of housing. 
 
10:40‐10:45 AM (5 minutes) 
Break 
 
Begin Breakout Sessions (10:45 AM to 11:45 AM) (1 hour each) (3 Breakout Sessions) 

Each of the breakout sessions will include a look at projects that exemplify best practices in the session topic and 
also linkages with long‐range transportation plans to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, such as the RTP/SCS.  
 
Breakout Session A 
Title: Show me the Money! 
Topic: The State’s role  in affordable housing and  infrastructure and  identifying fiscal and  funding resources  (e.g., 
AHSC, EIFD, CRIAs) to foster housing and infrastructure development 
 
Target Audience: Developers, Elected officials, builders, city/county managers, planning staff, housing advocates, 
lending institution staff, CFOs 
 
Breakout Session B  
Title: Integrate, Preserve, Utilize and Build 
Topic:  Integrating  State, Regional and  Local Planning Policies  (e.g,  SCS, TODs, TRDs, housing preservation, anti‐
displacement, inclusionary zoning, including water and other infrastructure issues, etc). 
  
Target Audience: City/County managers, planning staff, housing advocates, developers 
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Breakout Session C  
Title: Breaking down the walls 
Topic: CEQA abuse and NIMBYism hold up good projects. Breaking down barriers to development – Streamlining 
regulation,  tools  for  re‐branding  “affordable  housing”  –  myth  busting  the  negative  claims  and  strategies  to 
persuade the community. Showcase of good projects that exemplify local leadership, best practices and moving the 
needle. 
 
Target Audience: Elected officials, business leaders, housing advocates, community leaders 
 
11:45 am‐12:15 pm (30 minutes) 
Buffet Lunch 
 
12:15 pm – 12:45 pm (30 minutes)  
Summary of Breakout Sessions 
 
Possible Panelists:  

 Selected panelists from each breakout session (TBD) 
 
12:15 pm – 1:15 pm (30 minutes) 
Keynote Speaker 
Title: TBD 
 
 
1:15 pm – 1:45 pm (30 minutes) 

Call to Action Panel 
Title: Let’s say “YES” to housing 
Topic: The California housing crisis  is well known but strategy  implementation needs to done on multiple  levels  in 
order  to have a meaningful  impact. Community  involvement,  stakeholder partnerships are a  critical  key  to  this 
strategy and will ultimately lead to “YES” to housing 
 
1:45 ‐ 2:00 pm (15 minutes) 
Closing remarks 

 Hon. Michele Martinez, President of SCAG 

 Hasan Ikhrata, Executive Director of SCAG 
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ATTACHMENT 2 
Housing Summit Steering Committee Members 

City of Santa Ana  Michele Martinez Regional Council Member/President

City of Duarte  Margaret Finlay Regional Council Member/First Vice 
President 

City of El Centro  Cheryl Viegas‐Walker Regional Council/Immediate Past 
President 

City of Big Bear Lake  Bill Jahn Community, Economic and Human 
Development Committee Chair 

City of Claremont  Joe Lyons Community, Economic and Human 
Development Committee Member 

City of Eastvale  Clint Lorimore Regional Council Member

City of Glendale  Vartan Gharpetian Regional Council Member

City of Rolling Hills Estates  Frank Zerunyan Community, Economic and Human 
Development Committee Member 

City of San Buenaventura  Carl Morehouse Regional Council Member

City of Santa Monica  Pam O’Connor Regional Council Member

OCCOG/City of Mission Viejo  Wendy Bucknum Community, Economic and Human 
Development Committee Member 

AIA Los Angeles  Will Wright Director 

BIA Southern California  Mark Knorringa CEO 

BizFed  Tracy Rafter Founding CEO 

California Association of Councils of 
Governments 

Bill Higgins Executive Director

California Department of Housing and 
Community Development 

Lisa Bates Deputy Director 

California Forward  Susan Lovenburg Director 

California Renters Legal Advocacy and 
Education Fund 

Sonja Trauss Director 

Climate Resolve  Bryn Lindblad Associate Director

Gateway Cities Council of Governments  Nancy Pfeffer Director 

Inland Empire Economic Partnership  Paul Granillo President & CEO 

Kennedy Commission  Cesar Covarrubias Executive Director

Kosmont Companies  Larry Kosmont President & CEO 

LA n Sync  Ellah Ronen Program Administrator

LA Thrives  Thomas Yee Initiative Officer 

Lewis Management Corp.  Randall Lewis Executive Vice President

Los Angeles Business Council  Adam Lane Legislative Director 

Los Angeles Housing and Community 
Investment Department 

Claudia Monterrosa Director 

Metropolitan Transportation Commission  Ken Kirkey Director 

Mobility 21  Jenny Larios Executive Director

Move LA  Denny Zane Executive Director

National CORE  Steve PonTell President & CEO 

Newhall Land and Farming Company  Greg McWilliams President 

Orange County Business Council  Lucy Dunn President & CEO 

Orange County Council of Governments  Marnie O’Brien Primmer Executive Director

Sacramento Area Council of Governments  Mike McKeever Executive Director

San Diego Association of Governments  Gary Gallegos Executive Director

Southern California Association of Non‐Profit 
Housing 

Alan Greenlee Executive Director

Southern California Leadership Council  Kish Rajan/Richard Lambros President/Managing Director

Urban Land Institute Los Angeles  Gail Goldberg Executive Director

Western Riverside Council of Governments Rick Bishop Executive Director
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REGISTER TODAY

THE COST OF  
NOT HOUSING

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 11, 2016
8:00 a.m. - 2:00 p.m.

L.A. HOTEL
333 S. Figueroa St.
Los Angeles, CA 90071 

www.scag.ca.gov/housingsummit

CALIFORNIA

HOUSING
Summit

please recycle 2736 2016.05.03
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CALIFORNIA 
HOUSING SUMMIT

For more information, contact Ma’Ayn Johnson (213) 236-1975 or johnson@scag.ca.gov. 

There is a chronic shortage of housing throughout California. Major institutions, 
employers, and startups cite lack of housing options as a serious impediment 
to recruiting and retaining talent. The impact of housing affordability is a critical 
challenge to local, regional, and Statewide economies, particularly as people 
from all income groups are increasingly frustrated with the lack of affordable 
options to rent or buy and instead opt to develop their careers in more affordable 
areas. The California Housing Summit will focus on resources and opportunities 
created by State legislation and local policies to build more housing, including 
affordable housing, and will provide innovative tools to get to YES for housing 
development in local communities. The program will also include speakers 
on funding infrastructure to support housing and how to convey the health, 
economic, and accessibility benefits to communities.

Learn more at:  
www.scag.ca.gov/housingsummit

IN PARTNERSHIP WITH
American Institute of Architects -- Los Angeles • BizFed: Los Angeles County 
Business Federation • Building Industry Association, Southern California • CALCOG 
• California Department of Housing and Community Development • California 
Economic Summit •  California Forward •  California Renters Legal Advocacy and 
Education Fund •  Climate Resolve •  Gateway Cities Council of Governments •  
Inland Empire Economic Partnership •  Kennedy Commission • Kosmont Companies 
• LA n Sync • LA Thrives • Lewis Group of Companies • Los Angeles Business Council 
• Los Angeles Housing and Community • Investment Department • Metropolitan 
Transportation Commission • Mobility 21 • Move LA • National Community 
Renaissance • Newhall Land and Farming Company • Orange County Business 
Council • Orange County Council of Governments • Sacramento Area Council of 
Governments • San Diego Association of Governments • San Gabriel Valley Council 
of Governments • Southern California Association of Governments • Southern 
California Association of Nonprofit Housing • Southern California Leadership 
Council • University of Southern California, Executive Education Forum • Urban 

Land Institute Los Angeles • Western Riverside Council of Governments
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DATE: September 1, 2016 

TO: Energy and Environment Committee (EEC) 
Community, Economic and Human Development Committee (CEHD) 
Transportation Committee (TC) 
Executive/Administration Committee (EAC) 
Regional Council (RC) 
 

FROM: Jason Greenspan, Manager, greenspan@scag.ca.gov, 213-236-1859 

SUBJECT: ARB SB 375 Regional Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions Reduction Target Update 
Process 

 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL:         
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
For Information Only – No Action Required. 
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:  
SB 375, which took effect in 2009, requires that each metropolitan planning organization (MPO) 
adopt, as part of its regional transportation plan, a “sustainable communities strategy” that sets forth 
plans to meet regional GHG reduction targets for the automobile and light truck sector for the years 
2020 and 2035 as set by the California Air Resources Board (ARB). SB 375 also authorizes ARB to 
update the regional GHG reduction targets every eight years. ARB established the first set of targets 
in 2010 and is in the process of updating these targets.  SCAG staff has compiled a timeline for the 
SB 375 Target Update Process that also includes concurrent activities that will inform the target 
update process. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN: 
This item supports SCAG’s Strategic Plan Goal 1: Improve Regional Decision Making by Providing 
Leadership and Consensus Building on Key Plans and Policies 
 
BACKGROUND: 
SB 375 requires that each metropolitan planning organization (MPO) adopt, as part of its regional 
transportation plan, a “sustainable communities strategy” that sets forth plans to meet regional GHG 
reduction targets set by ARB. SB 375 also requires that ARB update the targets at least every eight 
years.  In 2010, ARB established the requisite GHG reduction targets for the SCAG region. Since then, 
SCAG has prepared two RTP/SCS plans (2012 and 2016) that meet the required ARB targets for 2020 
and 2035.  ARB is preparing to update the regional GHG reduction targets for each MPO.  These new 
ARB targets will be required to be met by each MPO in the next round of RTP/SCS plans, which for 
SCAG will be the 2020 RTP/SCS. 
 
The ARB SB 375 Target Setting Process consists of a suite of concurrent planning activities and 
technical exercises.  Included in this suite are the following:  ARB Mobile Source Strategy; ARB MPO 
Stress Test; and ARB AB 32 Scoping Plan Update. 
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ARB Mobile Source Strategy:  ARB released the Mobile Source Strategy in late May, 2016.  The 
updated Strategy outlines a comprehensive and integrated approach to reducing emissions from mobile 
sources over the next 15 years.  Elements of the Mobile Source Strategy will also be expanded in several 
related State planning efforts, including the AB 32 Scoping Plan Update.   
 
ARB MPO Stress Test:  ARB is working with the four major MPOs in California to conduct a 
technical “Stress Test”, to test GHG reduction strategies and modeling assumptions.  The purpose of the 
test is to quantify potential GHG emission reductions that would result from deployment of various land 
use and transportation strategies, such as rapid deployment of zero emission vehicles.  SCAG staff 
anticipates that the analysis and modeling would be completed by late-August, complete review of the 
results by mid-September, and ARB to share the results with MPO Planning Directors in early October.  
The MPO Stress Test will be concluded in November 2016. 
 
ARB AB 32 Scoping Plan Update:  AB 32 requires that the Scoping Plan be updated at least every 5 
years.  The 2017 Update will be the 2nd update of the Scoping Plan.  ARB has been working on the 
Scoping Plan Update since Fall 2015, including holding regional and technical workshops throughout 
the state.  ARB released a Scoping Plan Update Concept Paper in mid-June to describe potential policy 
concepts and approaches to achieve the 2030 target set by the Governor’s Executive Order.  A draft 
Scoping Plan Update is scheduled to be released in late-Fall of 2016, and adoption of the Final Plan in 
Spring 2017. 
 
ARB SB 375 Target Setting:   The activities described above will contribute to the development of 
revised GHG Reduction Targets for the years 2020 and 2035 by ARB for each MPO in 2017.  ARB staff 
is proposing to release draft preliminary target recommendations in Spring 2017, and adopt final targets 
in Summer 2017. 
 
Staff plans to invite ARB staff to give a detailed presentation on the SB 375 Regional GHG Target 
Update Process at a later appropriate time. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
None 
 
ATTACHMENT: 
ARB SB 375 GHG Target Update Process Timeline 
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ARB SB375 REGIONAL GHG TARGET UPDATE PROCESS 
 

DRAFT  TIMELINE 
 

 

     2016        2017 
PLAN 1

st
 Qtr 2

nd
 Qtr 3

rd
 Qtr 4

th
 Qtr 1

st
 Qtr 2

nd
 Qtr 3

rd
 Qtr 4

th
 Qtr 

         

ARB Mobile 

Source Strategy 

 Final       

ARB Stress Test   Preliminary Final     

ARB AB32 

Scoping Plan 

 White Paper  Draft  Final   

ARB SB375 

Targets 

     Draft Final  
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2016 Meeting Schedule 
 
 

Regional Council and Policy Committees 

 
 
 
 
 
 

All Regular Meetings are scheduled on the 1st Thursday of each month; 
except for the month of October which is on the 5th Thursday of September* 

(Approved by the Regional Council 9-3-15) 

Executive/Administration Committee (EAC)   9:00 AM – 10:00 AM 

Community, Economic and Human Development 

Committee (CEHD) 

10:00 AM – 12:00 PM 

Energy and Environment Committee (EEC) 10:00 AM – 12:00 PM 

Transportation Committee (TC) 10:00 AM – 12:00 PM 

Regional Council (RC) 12:15 PM –   2:00 PM 
 
 
January 7, 2016  

(SCAG Sixth Annual Economic Summit --- in lieu of the regularly scheduled  
Regional Council and Policy Committees’ Meetings) 

February 4, 2016 

March 3, 2016 

April 7, 2016 
 

May 5 – 6, 2016  
(2016 SCAG Regional Conference and General Assembly, La Quinta) 

June 2, 2016 

July 7, 2016   

August 4, 2016 (DARK) 
 

September 1, 2016  
 
September 29, 2016* 

(Note: League of California Cities Annual Conference, Long Beach, CA, Oct. 5 - 7) 

November 3, 2016 
 
December 1, 2016 
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DATE: September 1, 2016 

TO: Regional Council (RC) 
Energy and Environment Committee (EEC) 
 

FROM: Huasha Liu, Director of Land Use & Environmental Planning, (213) 236-1838, 
liu@scag.ca.gov 
 

SUBJECT: Transportation Conformity Determination for 2017 Federal Transportation Improvement 
Program (FTIP) 
 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL:         
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION FOR EEC: 
Recommend that the Regional Council approve the transportation conformity determination for the 2017 
Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP); and direct staff to submit it to the Federal 
Highway Administration and Federal Transit Administration (FHWA/FTA) for approval. 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION FOR RC: 
Approve the transportation conformity determination for the 2017 Federal Transportation Improvement 
Program (FTIP); and direct staff to submit it to the Federal Highway Administration and Federal Transit 
Administration (FHWA/FTA) for approval. 
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
As the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the region, SCAG is responsible for 
developing and maintaining the Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy 
(RTP/SCS) and the Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) in cooperation with 
theState (Caltrans), county transportation commissions (CTCs), and public transit operators. The 
FTIP is a multi-modal list of capital improvement projects to be implemented over a six (6) year 
period. The proposed Final 2017 FTIP contains approximately 2,000 projects and programmed at 
$27.7 billion over a six-year period (FY 2016/17 – 2021/22). On July 7, 2016, the draft transportation 
conformity analyses for the 2017 FTIP were presented to the EEC and subsequently released as part 
of the Draft 2017 FTIP for a 30-day public review and comment period. All public comments received 
have been documented and responded to.  SCAG staff has determined that the 2017 FTIP meets all 
federal transportation conformity requirements. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN: 
This item supports Strategic Plan Goal 1. Improve Regional Decision Making by Providing Leadership 
and Consensus Building on Key Plans and Policies; (a) Create and facilitate a collaborative and 
cooperative environment to produce forward thinking regional plans. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
SCAG is the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization under federal law and the multi-county 
designated transportation planning agency under state law for the six-county Southern California region.  
SCAG is responsible for developing the FTIP in cooperation with the State (Caltrans), the County 
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Transportation Commissions (CTCs) and public transit operators.  The 2017 FTIP includes nearly 2,000 
projects and programs totaling over $27 billion in fiscal years FY 2017/2018 through FY 2022/2023. 
 
Under federal Metropolitan Planning Regulations and Transportation Conformity Regulations, the 2017 
FTIP needs to pass five conformity tests: consistency with the plans and programs of the 2016-2040 
RTP/SCS, regional emissions analysis, timely implementation of transportation control measures, 
financial constraint, and interagency consultation and public involvement.   
 
Staff has performed the required transportation conformity analyses demonstrating conformity for the 
2017 FTIP. The draft conformity analyses were presented to the EEC as an information item on July 7, 
2016 and were released by the Transportation Committee as part of the Draft 2017 FTIP for a 30-day 
public review and comment period on the same day.  Two (2) public hearings were held on July 14 and 
21, 2016 respectively as part of the public review process. The public review and comment period 
concluded on August 8, 2016.  A total of 14 comments have been received, of which only one is specific 
to the conformity analysis.  The conformity specific comment only requires clarifications and minor 
corrections. All comments have been responded to and addressed as appropriate in the proposed final 
2017 FTIP documents.  For a summary of the comments received and SCAG response, please refer to 
Attachment 2. 
 
The conformity analyses, details of the transportation programs and projects in the Final 2017 FTIP, and 
responses to comments are contained in the Final 2017 FTIP documents.  Attachment 1 is the Executive 
Summary of the Final 2017 FTIP.  The Transportation Committee will consider at its meeting today 
whether to recommend that the Regional Council adopt resolutions to approve the 2017 FTIP. 
 
Upon adoption by the Regional Council, the transportation conformity determination for the 2017 FTIP 
will be submitted to the FHWA/FTA for approval. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
Work associated with this item is included the current FY16-17 Overall Work Program 
(025.SCG0164.01: Air Quality Planning and Conformity). 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
1. Final 2017 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Executive Summary Volume I of 

III. 
2. Final 2017 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Technical Appendix Volume II of 

III, Section VII SCAG’s Response to Comments 
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PROPOSED FINAL

2017 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION 
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
VOLUME I OF III

FY 2016/17 – 2021/22
September 2016  
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REGIONAL COUNCIL 
OFFICERS
President  Michele Martinez, Santa Ana
First Vice President Margaret E. Finlay, Duarte
Second Vice President Alan Wapner, Ontario 
Immediate Past President Cheryl Viegas-Walker, El Centro

MEMBERS 
Imperial County Jack Terrazas, County of Imperial • Cheryl Viegas-
Walker, City of El Centro

Los Angeles County Michael D. Antonovich, County of Los Angeles • 
Sean Ashton, City of Downey • Bob Blumenfi eld, City of Los Angeles • 
Mike Bonin, City of Los Angeles • Joe Buscaino, City of Los Angeles • 
Gilbert Cedillo, City of Los Angeles • Margaret Clark, City of Rosemead 
• Jonathan C. Curtis, City of La Canada Flintridge • Gene Daniels, City of 
Paramount • Mitchell Englander, City of Los Angeles • Margaret E. Finlay, 
City of Duarte • Felipe Fuentes, City of Los Angeles • Eric Garcetti, City 
of Los Angeles • James Gazeley, City of Lomita • Vartan Gharpetian, City 
of Glendale • Lena Gonzalez, City of Long Beach • Marqueece Harris-
Dawson, City of Los Angeles • Carol Herrera, City of Diamond Bar • 
Steven D. Hofbauer, City of Palmdale • José Huizar, City of Los Angeles 
• Paul Koretz, City of Los Angeles • Paul Krekorian, City of Los Angeles 
• Antonio Lopez, City of San Fernando • Victor Manalo, City of Artesia 
• Nury Martinez, City of Los Angeles • Dan Medina, City of Gardena • 
Barbara A. Messina, City of Alhambra • Judy Mitchell, City of Rolling 
Hills Estates • Gene Murabito, City of Glendora • Pam O’Connor, City of 
Santa Monica • Mitch O’Farrell, City of Los Angeles • Sam Pedroza, City 
of Claremont • Curren D. Price, Jr., City of Los Angeles • Rex Richardson, 
City of Long Beach • Mark Ridley-Thomas, County of Los Angeles • David 
Ryu, City of Los Angeles • Ali Saleh, City of Bell • Andrew Sarega, City 
of La Mirada • John Sibert, City of Malibu • José Luis Solache, City of 
Lynwood • Herb Wesson, Jr., City of Los Angeles

Orange County Arthur C. Brown, City of Buena Park • Steven S. Choi, 
City of Irvine • Ross Chun, City of Aliso Viejo • Steve Hwangbo, City of La 
Palma • Jim Katapodis, Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA) 
• Barbara Kogerman, City of Laguna Hills • Michele Martinez, City of 
Santa Ana • Fred Minagar, City of Laguna Niguel • Kristine Murray, City 
of Anaheim • Steve Nagel, City of Fountain Valley • John Nielsen, City of 
Tustin • Erik Peterson, City of Huntington Beach • Marty Simonoff, City 
of Brea • Michelle Steel, County of Orange • Tri Ta, City of Westminster

Riverside County Rusty Bailey, City of Riverside • Jeffrey Giba, City 
of Moreno Valley • Jan Harnik, City of Palm Desert • Jim Hyatt, City of 
Calimesa • Randon Lane, City of Murrieta • Clint Lorimore, City of Eastvale 
• Gregory S. Pettis, City of Cathedral City • Mary L. Resvaloso, Torres-
Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indians • Karen S. Spiegel, City of Corona • 
Chuck Washington, County of Riverside • Michael Wilson, City of Indio

San Bernardino County Paul M. Eaton, City of Montclair • Curt Hagman, 
County of San Bernardino • Bill Jahn, City of Big Bear Lake • Randall W. 
Lewis, Lewis Group of Companies • Ray Marquez, City of Chino Hills • 
Larry McCallon, City of Highland • Ryan McEachron, City of Victorville 
• Frank J. Navarro, City of Colton • Deborah Robertson, City of Rialto • 
Alan D. Wapner, City of Ontario

Ventura County Glen T. Becerra, City of Simi Valley • Keith F. Millhouse, 
City of Moorpark • Carl E. Morehouse, City of Ventura • Linda Parks, 
County of Ventura • Carmen Ramirez, City of Oxnard

Please note: There are current vacancies on the Regional Council which 
include representatives for Imperial County Transportation Commission 
(ICTC), Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), 
and the air districts.

Funding: The preparation of this report was financed in part through grants from the 
United States Department of Transportation – Federal Highway Administration and the 
Federal Transit Administration in accordance with the provisions under the Metropolitan 
Planning Program as set forth in Section 104(f) of Title 23 of the U.S. Code. Additional 
financial assistance was provided by the California State Department of Transportation.

The information and content contained in this publication is provided without warranty 
of any kind, and the use of or reliance on any information or content contained herein 
shall be at the user’s sole risk. In no event shall SCAG be responsible or liable for any 
consequential, incidental or direct damages (including, but not limited to, damages for 
loss of profi ts, business interruption, or loss of programs or information) arising from or 
in connection with the use of or reliance on any information or content of this publication.

VISION
An international and regional planning forum trusted for 

its leadership and inclusiveness in developing plans and 

policies for a sustainable Southern California.

MISSION
Under the guidance of the Regional Council and in 

collaboration with our partners, our mission is to facilitate a 

forum to develop and foster the realization of regional plans 

that improve the quality of life for Southern Californians.

May 2016 
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1

INTRODUCTION
The Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) is a federally mandated four year program of all surface 
transportation projects that will receive federal funding or are subject to a federally required action. The SCAG 2017 
FTIP is a comprehensive listing of such transportation projects proposed over fiscal years (FY) 2016/17 – 2021/22 for the 
region, with the last two years 2020/21 – 2021/22 provided for informational purposes. As the Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (MPO) for the six county region of Imperial, Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino and Ventura, 
SCAG is responsible for developing the FTIP for submittal to the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) 
and the federal funding agencies. This listing identifies specific funding sources and fund amounts for each project. It is 
prioritized to implement the region’s overall strategy for providing mobility and improving both the efficiency and safety 
of the transportation system, while supporting efforts to attain federal and state air quality standards for the region 
by reducing transportation related air pollution. Projects in the FTIP include highway improvements, transit, rail and 
bus facilities, high occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes, high occupancy toll (HOT) lanes, signal synchronization, intersection 
improvements, freeway ramps and non–motorized (includes active transportation) projects.

The FTIP is developed through a bottom–up process by which the six County Transportation Commissions (CTCs) 
work with their local agencies and public transportation operators, as well as the general public, to develop their 
county Transportation Improvement 
Programs (TIPs) for inclusion into 
the FTIP. The 2017 FTIP has been 
developed in partnership with the 
CTCs and Caltrans districts 7, 8, 11, 
12 and headquarters. 

The FTIP must include all federally 
funded transportation projects in 
the region, as well as all regionally 
significant transportation projects 
for which approval from federal 
funding agencies is required, 
regardless of funding source. 
The projects in this 2017 FTIP are 
consistent with SCAG’s approved 
2016 Regional Transportation 
Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (2016 RTP/SCS). The FTIP 
is developed to incrementally 
implement the programs and 
projects in the RTP.

EXECUTIVE 
SUMMARY

SAN BERNARDINO

RIVERSIDE

LOS ANGELES
VENTURA

ORANGE

IMPERIAL
PACIFIC OCEAN

MEXICO

THE SCAG REGION
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2 PROPOSED FINAL 2017 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

21%

Federal
State
Local

18%61%

SUMMARY OF 2017 FTIP BY FUNDING SOURCE

 FIGURE 1  SUMMARY OF 2017 FTIP BY FUNDING SOURCE (in 000's)

FEDERAL STATE LOCAL TOTAL

2016/17 $1,843,969 $2,015,459 $4,008,601 $7,868,029

2017/18 $1,297,261 $1,353,451 $4,071,787 $6,722,499

2018/19 $1,235,286 $264,781 $4,561,018 $6,061,085

2019/20 $698,264 $230,705 $2,061,341 $2,990,310

2020/21 $463,884 $1,018,528 $1,386,000 $2,868,412

2021/22 $348,122 $23,932 $789,145 $1,161,199

TOTAL $5,886,786 $4,906,856 $16,877,892 $27,671,534

% of TOTAL 21% 18% 61% 100%

PROGRAM SUMMARY
The 2017 FTIP includes approximately 2000 projects and the programming of $27.7 billion over the next six years. By 
comparison, the total programming for the 2015 FTIP was $31.8 billion. The reduction in programming funds in the 2017 
FTIP compared to the 2015 FTIP is due to a number of reasons. The steady loss of gas tax revenue due to the drop in 
gasoline consumption as well as the drop in prices over the past two years created the largest reduction of STIP funds 
since the current state transportation funding structure was adopted 20 years ago. The reduction in gas tax revenues 
also lowered the amount of the State Highway Operations and Protection Program (SHOPP) and the Highway Users Tax 
Account (HUTA) available to the cities and counties. In addition, programs nearing completion such as Proposition 1B 
(Prop 1B), a $19.9 billion general obligation bond program for specified purposes approved by voters in 2006, has already 
committed $18.3 billion and has a balance of only $1.6 billion available statewide for programming. The reductions 
in these funds plus the completion and acceleration of some large scale projects have also added to the decrease in 
programming. The 2017 FTIP shows that $6.4 billion in previously programmed funds have been implemented (see listing 
of "Completed Projects" in Project Listing Volume III – Part A of the 2017 FTIP). In addition, the 2017 FTIP reflects $12.8 
billion in secured funding (see listing of "100% Prior Years" in Project Listing Volume III – Part A of the 2017 FTIP). 

The following charts and tables demonstrate how these funds are distributed based on funding source, program and 
county.

Figure 1 is a summary of fund sources categorized as federal, state and local sources. Figure 1 and its accompanying pie 
chart illustrate that 21 percent of the total is from federal funds, 18 percent is from state funds and 61 percent is from 
local funds.
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3EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The six pie charts below summarize the funds programmed in the 2017 FTIP for each county in the SCAG region by 
federal, state and local fund sources.

$16,640
19%

Federal
State
Local

$54,373
64%

$14,408
17%

IMPERIAL COUNTY: $85,421 (in $000's)

$4,223,421
39%

Federal
State
Local$2,097,713

19%

$4,626,413
42%

LOS ANGELES COUNTY: $10,947,547 (in $000's)

$804,937
14%

Federal
State
Local

$430,193
8%

$4,413,633
78%

ORANGE COUNTY: $5,648,763 (in $000's)

$154,211
3%

Federal
State
Local

$1,081,722
19%

$4,522,153
78%

RIVERSIDE COUNTY: $5,758,086 (in $000's)

$380,075
9%

Federal
State
Local

$968,490
22%

$3,039,606
69%

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY: $4,388,171 (in $000's)

$185,276
26%

Federal
State
Local

$268,485
38%

$252,551
36%

VENTURA COUNTY: $706,312 (in $000's)
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4 PROPOSED FINAL 2017 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Figure 2 summarizes the funds programmed in the local highways, state highways and transit (including rail) 
programs. Figure 2 and its accompanying pie chart illustrate that 42 percent of the total $27.7 billion in the 2017 FTIP 
is programmed in the State Highway Program, 22 percent in the Local Highway Program and 36 percent in the Transit 
(including rail) Program. For further information, please refer to the Financial Plan section of the Technical Appendix 
(Volume II of the 2017 FTIP). 

 FIGURE 2  SUMMARY OF 2017 FTIP BY PROGRAM (in 000's)

LOCAL HIGHWAY STATE HIGHWAY TRANSIT (INCLUDES RAIL) TOTAL

2016/17 $1,860,879 $3,125,022 $2,882,128 $7,868,029

2017/18 $1,327,529 $3,375,816 $2,019,154 $6,722,499

2018/19 $1,069,208 $2,674,184 $2,317,693 $6,061,085

2019/20 $490,254 $1,193,829 $1,306,227 $2,990,310

2020/21 $1,179,223 $984,464 $704,725 $2,868,412

2021/22 $202,157 $342,847 $616,195 $1,161,199

TOTAL $6,129,250 $11,696,162 $9,846,122 $27,671,534

% of TOTAL 22% 42% 36% 100%

SUMMARY OF 2017 FTIP BY PROGRAM

Local Highway
State Highway
Transit (includes Rail)

42%

36%
22%
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5EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The six pie charts below summarize the funds programmed in the 2017 FTIP for each county in the SCAG region for state 
Highway, Local Highway, and Transit (including Rail) programs.

Local Highway
State Highway
Transit (includes Rail)

$36,312
42%

$23,614
28%

$25,495
30%

IMPERIAL COUNTY: $85,421 (in $000's)

Local Highway
State Highway
Transit (includes Rail)

$1,838,022
17%

$6,670,600
61%

$2,438,925
22%

LOS ANGELES COUNTY: $10,947,547 (in $000's)

Local Highway
State Highway
Transit (includes Rail)

$2,831,357
50%

$2,631,586
47%

$185,820
3%

ORANGE COUNTY: $5,648,763 (in $000's)

Local Highway
State Highway
Transit (includes Rail)

$2,431,051
42%$3,161,522

55%

$165,513
3%

RIVERSIDE COUNTY: $5,758,086 (in $000's)

Local Highway
State Highway
Transit (includes Rail)

$750,811
17%

$3,498,232
80%

$139,128
3%

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY: $4,388,171 (in $000's)

Local Highway
State Highway
Transit (includes Rail)

$159,914
23%

$330,717
47%

$215,681
30%

VENTURA COUNTY: $706,312 (in $000's)
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ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE
The Final 2016 RTP/SCS, approved by the SCAG Regional Council on April 7, 2016 (and certified by FHWA/FTA with regard 
to transportation conformity on June 1, 2016), included a comprehensive environmental justice analysis. The 2017 FTIP is 
consistent with the policies, programs and projects included in the 2016 RTP/SCS, and as such the environmental justice 
analysis included as part of the 2016 RTP/SCS appropriately serves as the analysis for the transportation investments in 
the 2017 FTIP. 

A key component of the 2016 RTP/SCS development process was to further implement SCAG’s Public Participation Plan, 
which involved outreach to achieve meaningful public engagement with minority and low–income populations, and 
included seeking input from our environmental justice stakeholders. As part of the environmental justice analysis for 
the 2016 RTP/SCS, SCAG identified several performance measures to analyze existing social and environmental equity in 
the region and to address the impacts of the 2016 RTP/SCS on various environmental justice population groups. These 
performance measures included impacts related to tax burdens, share of transportation system usage, jobs–housing 
imbalance or mismatch, potential gentrification and displacement, air quality, health, noise and rail related impacts. 
For additional information regarding these and other environment justice performance measures and the detailed 
environmental justice analysis, please see  
http://scagrtpscs.net/Documents/2016/final/f2016RTPSCS_EnvironmentalJustice.pdf

Additionally, SCAG updated its Public Participation Plan, adopted on April 3, 2014, which addresses Title VI Requirements 
and Guidelines for Federal Transit Administration Recipients (FTA Circular 4702.1B; Effective October 1, 2012), including 
enhanced strategies for engaging minority and limited English proficient populations in SCAG’s transportation planning 
and programming processes, as well as Environmental Justice Policy Guidance for Federal Transit Administration 
Recipients (FTA Circular 4703.1; Effective August 15, 2012).

INTERAGENCY CONSULTATION AND PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 
As stated earlier in this document, the 2017 FTIP complies with applicable federal and state requirements for interagency 
consultation and public involvement by following the strategies described in SCAG’s Public Participation Plan (PPP) 
(for more information on SCAG’s PPP please visit http://scag.ca.gov/Documents/PPP2014_Adopted-FINAL.pdf ). In 
accordance with the PPP, SCAG’s Transportation Conformity Working Group (TCWG) serves as a forum for interagency 
consultation.

SCAG, in cooperation with the CTCs, TCWG and other local, state and federal partners, completed the update to the 2017 
FTIP Guidelines. Development of these guidelines is the first step in drafting the 2017 FTIP. These guidelines serve as 
the manual for CTCs to develop their county Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and submit their TIPs through 
SCAG’s FTIP database. SCAG received comments from stakeholders and revised the document as necessary. The Final 
Guidelines for the 2017 FTIP were approved by the SCAG Regional Council on October 8, 2015. For additional information 
on the 2017 FTIP Guidelines, please visit http://ftip.scag.ca.gov/Documents/Final2017FTIPGuidelines.pdf

On July 8, 2016, the Draft 2017 FTIP is scheduled for release for a 30–day public review period. During the public review 
period, two public hearings will be held on the Draft 2017 FTIP on July 14th and 21st, 2016, at SCAG’s Los Angeles office 
with video–conferencing available from SCAG's regional offices, located in Imperial, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino 
and Ventura counties and three additional video conference sites in City of Palmdale, Coachella Valley Association of 
Governments (CVAG) and South Bay Cities Council of Governments (SBCCOG). These public hearings will be noticed in 
numerous newspapers throughout the region. The notices will be published in English, Spanish, Korean, Chinese and 
Vietnamese languages (copies of these notices will be included in Section V of the Final Technical Appendix). The 2017 
FTIP is posted on the SCAG website and distributed to libraries throughout the region.
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ECONOMIC IMPACTS OF 2017 FTIP PROGRAM EXPENDITURES

THE FTIP’S INVESTMENT PLAN IN TERMS OF 
ECONOMIC GROWTH AND JOB CREATION
The FTIP program budget includes spending on a mix of transportation projects — state highway, local highway and 
transit — that are planned in six Southern California counties over a six– year time period beginning in FY 2016/2017 and 
ending in FY 2021/2022. Economic and job impacts were calculated using REMI, a regional impact model that estimates 
economic and employment gains arising from transportation and infrastructure investments.

FTIP expenditures are categorized by function into three broad industries: Construction, transit operations and 
architectural and engineering services. Highway operations and maintenance expenditures are included with 
construction given their similarity. Due to differences in economic impacts arising from different kinds of transportation 
spending, FTIP transportation project expenditure data is sorted by category, such as construction services, operations 
and maintenance for transit operations and architectural and engineering services. Right–of–way acquisition costs are 
excluded since these represent a transfer of assets and are generally considered to have no economic impact. Each 
category of spending was modeled separately and their impacts summed. Employment estimates are measured on a 
job–count basis for employment gains and are reported on an annual basis, i.e., the number of jobs generated in each 
year respectively.

Over the six–year period, the FTIP program will generate an annual average of greater than 82,000 jobs in the six–county 
SCAG region. The total employment impact of the 2017 FTIP transportation program is shown in Figure 3. The aggregate 
job totals do not reflect the sum of the six individual counties due to rounding and various SCAG region–wide FTIP 
projects which are allocated and captured at the regional, rather than county, level.

 FIGURE 3  JOBS CREATED ANNUALLY BY 2017 FTIP INVESTMENTS (REMI ANALYSIS)

2016–2017 2017–2018 2018–2019 2019–2020 2020–2021 2021–2022 AVERAGE

SCAG 
REGION 141,043 121,654 109,762 54,735 48,419 17,359 82,162

LOS ANGELES 
COUNTY 70,839 44,404 40,010 17,405 15,801 10,296 33,126

ORANGE  
COUNTY 23,607 17,634 28,644 16,966 7,638 1,561 16,008

SAN BERNARDINO 
COUNTY 15,585 20,513 22,601 4,740 10,531 1,120 12,515

RIVERSIDE 
COUNTY 24,203 35,110 16,287 14,548 13,114 3,441 17,784

VENTURA 
COUNTY 5,170 2,353 2,055 869 1,170 928 2,091

IMPERIAL 
COUNTY 378 767 159 218 197 50 295

In addition, the rest of the state of California will benefit from spillover impacts of an additional 3,200 jobs per year on 
average, and an additional 7,600 jobs per year on average will accrue to other states throughout the U.S.

These impacts are primarily related to the construction and maintenance–related benefits of the 2017 FTIP, or the 
economic and job creation impacts of the direct investment in transportation infrastructure. In addition, there are 
longer–term economic impacts because of the relative efficiency of the regional transportation system. SCAG’s 2016 
RTP/SCS included an analysis of economic impacts arising from efficiency gains in terms of worker and business 
economic productivity and goods movement that will beneficially impact Southern California, the state and the nation
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in terms of economic development, competitive advantage, and overall economic competitiveness in the global 
economy. Projects that reduce congestion may help firms produce at lower cost, or allow those firms to reach larger 
markets or hire more capable employees. An economy with a well–functioning transportation system can be a more 
attractive place for firms to do business, enhancing the economic competitiveness of the SCAG region.

Over time, these “transportation network efficiency” benefits become all the more important to regions such as 
Southern California in terms of economic growth and competitiveness, attraction and retention of employers and 
creation of good–paying jobs. The economic work done on the 2016 RTP/SCS estimated job gains from the network 
efficiency benefits of fully implementing the RTP to be 351,000 jobs per year on average. Transportation modeling of 
the 2017 FTIP shows overall increased network efficiency on the order of approximately 7 percent, suggesting increased 
network efficiency benefits over and above the 351,000 jobs associated with the 2016 RTP/SCS.

PROGRAM PERFORMANCE OF 2017 FTIP
The 2016 RTP/SCS sets forth a vision to advance Southern California’s mobility, economy and sustainability for the 
next several decades. To help realize this vision, the RTP/SCS includes specific regional goals and policies. To measure 
the extent to which the RTP/SCS achieves these goals and policies and to help guide the identification of preferred 
strategies and alternatives, SCAG used a set of multi–modal performance measures (see the 2016 RTP/SCS Performance 
Measures technical appendix at http://scagrtpscs.net/Documents/2016/final/f2016RTPSCS_PerformanceMeasures.pdf).

MAP–21, the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act, was signed into law on July 6, 2012, and placed new 
federal requirements on MPOs such as SCAG to establish and use a performance–based approach to transportation 
decision making and development of transportation plans. The Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act, was 
signed into law on December 4, 2015, and carries forward the performance–based planning requirements in MAP–21. 
Although SCAG has been using performance measures in its metropolitan planning for many years, MAP–21 calls for the 
establishment of performance targets that address the performance measures specifically called out in the legislation:

• Pavement condition on the Interstate System and National Highway System (NHS)
• Performance of the Interstate System and NHS
• Bridge condition on the NHS
• Fatalities and serious injuries on all public roads
• Traffic congestion
• On–road mobile source emissions
• Freight movement on the Interstate System
• Transit safety
• Transit asset management/state of good repair

Further, MAP–21 requires that the FTIP include, to the maximum extent practicable, a description of the anticipated 
effect of the TIP toward achieving these performance targets, thereby linking investment priorities to those targets. The 
US Department of Transportation (USDOT) published the Final Rule on Statewide and Nonmetropolitan Transportation 
Planning and Metropolitan Transportation Planning on May 27, 2016. At this point, the rulemaking on specific 
performance measures has not yet been developed for specific performance targets. Additionally, the Final Rule states 
that the state, MPOs and Public Transit Operators are required to establish targets in the key national performance 
areas to document expectations for future performance. This work and consultation between the state, MPO’s and 
Public Transit Operators is ongoing and has not been completed. Therefore, the performance discussion in the 2017 
FTIP focuses on key measures from the adopted 2016 RTP/SCS. Once performance targets have been established, the 
2017 FTIP will be revised as appropriate. 
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 FIGURE 4  2017 FTIP AMOUNT PROGRAMMED (in Millions)

Transit Improvements $6,569

Transit Operations and Maintenance $3,063

Highway Improvements $13,596

Highway Operations and Maintenance $3,602

Intelligent Transportation Systems and Transportation Demand Management* $529

Other $313

* Includes a portion of active transportation funds (see below).

PROGRAMMING INVESTMENTS
The FTIP reflects how the region is moving forward in implementing the transportation policies and goals of the 2016 
RTP/SCS. The 2017 FTIP funding breakdown in Figure 4 shows the region’s transportation priorities, with an emphasis on 
operations and maintenance of the transportation system.

2017 FTIP INVESTMENT CATEGORIES
TRANSIT INVESTMENT: $9,681,813 (in $000's)

Transit Operations 
and Maintenance

Transit Improvement

$6,569,130
68%

$3,062,683
32%

Transit Operations 
and Maintenance

Transit Improvement

$6,569,130
68%

$3,062,683
32%

HIGHWAY INVESTMENT: $18,039,721 (in $000's)

Highway Operations 
and Maintenance

HOV Lanes

ITS, TDM, Non-
Motorized, and Other

$3,601,607
20%

$842,106
5%

$5,164,919
29%

Other Highway
Improvements

Capacity Enhancing
Improvements$1,845,182

10%
$6,585,907
36%

Highway Operations 
and Maintenance

HOV Lanes

ITS, TDM, Non-
Motorized, and Other

$3,601,607
20%

$842,106
5%

$5,164,919
29%

Other Highway
Improvements

Capacity Enhancing
Improvements$1,845,182

10%
$6,585,907
36%
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The region’s commitment to active transportation is also growing, with investments consistent with those developed 
for the 2016 RTP/SCS, which nearly doubles active transportation investments compared to the previous RTP/SCS.

Figure 5 shows an estimated $1 billion that will fund over 360 active transportation projects included in the 2017 FTIP. 
The region is increasing its investments in active transportation projects and still more is being done. While the FTIP 
includes all federally funded projects and projects needing federal action, active transportation projects that are 100% 
locally funded are not required to be programmed in the FTIP. Cycle 3 of Active Transportation Program (ATP) grants has 
not yet been approved and will be programmed at a later time. 

The fruits of these investments are reflected in mobility and environmental benefits. By 2020, the FTIP is projected to 
help the region to achieve a reduction of over 870,000 hours per day in travel time. This would result in a reduction of 
110 tons per day of nitrogen oxide, a pollutant which is emitted from cars, trucks and buses, among other sources. This 
would also result in an 8 percent per capita reduction in regional greenhouse gas emissions.

 FIGURE 5  ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION INVESTMENT (in Millions)

ATP PROJECT TYPE
SCAG REGION 

2017 FTIP 
FY2016–17–FY2021–22*

PERCENTAGE OF  
ATP INVESTMENT  

IN 2017 FTIP

SCAG REGION 
2015 FTIP 

FY2014–15–FY2019–20**

PERCENTAGE OF  
ATP INVESTMENT  

IN 2015 FTIP

Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Infrastructure $481.9 47% $259.0 48%

Dedicated Bicycle 
Infrastructure $153.9 15% $78.0 14%

Dedicated Pedestrian 
Infrastructure $154.6 15% $85.0 19%

First Mile/Last Mile  
Strategies $51.4 5% $41.2 8%

Bicycle Detection &  
Traffic Signals $14.7 1% $2.2 <1%

ATP as Part of Larger Project
(est. average 5% of total cost) $179.0 17% $55.2 11%

TOTAL AMOUNTS $1,035.5 $520.6

* Excludes ATP Projects for Cycle 3   |   ** Excludes ATP Estimates

IN 2020, THE 2017 FTIP WILL HELP ACHIEVE

870,000 HRS/DAY 
in reduced travel time for  

all automobile trips

110 TONS/DAY 
reduction of nitrogen oxides from  
2016 level, improving air quality

NOx
8% PER CAPITA REDUCTION 

in regional GHG emissions, meeting target  
set by the California Air Resources Board
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TRANSPORTATION CONFORMITY
The FTIP must satisfy the following criteria requirements to be in compliance: It must be consistent with the 2016 RTP/
SCS; it must meet regional emissions tests; it must meet timely implementation of TCMs; it must go through inter–
agency consultation and public involvement; and it must be financially constrained.

CONFORMITY DETERMINATIONS FOR THE DRAFT 2017 FTIP
The 2017 FTIP meets all federal transportation conformity requirements and meets the five tests required under the U.S. 
DOT Metropolitan Planning Regulations and EPA’s Transportation Conformity Regulations. SCAG has made the following 
conformity findings for the 2017 FTIP under the required federal tests.

CONSISTENCY WITH 2016 RTP/SCS TEST
FINDING: SCAG’s 2017 FTIP (project listing) is consistent with the 2016 RTP/SCS (policies, programs and projects). 

REGIONAL EMISSIONS TESTS
These findings are based on the regional emissions test analyses shown in Tables 21 – 48 in Section II of the Technical 
Appendix.

FINDING: The regional emissions analyses for the 2017 FTIP is an update to the regional emissions analyses for the 2016 
RTP/SCS.

FINDING: The 2017 FTIP regional emissions analysis for PM2.5 and its precursors (1997, 2006, and 2012 NAAQS) meet all 
applicable emission budget tests for all milestone, attainment and planning horizon years in the South Coast Air Basin 
(SCAB).

FINDING: The 2017 FTIP regional emissions for ozone precursors meet all applicable emission budget tests for all 
milestone, attainment and planning horizon years for the Morongo Band of Mission Indians (Morongo), Pechanga Band 
of Luiseño Mission Indians of the Pechanga Reservation (Pechanga), SCAB excluding Morongo and Pechanga, South 
Central Coast Air Basin ([SCCAB], Ventura County portion), Western Mojave Desert Air Basin ([MDAB], Los Angeles County 
Antelope Valley portion and San Bernardino County western portion of MDAB), and the Salton Sea Air Basin ([SSAB], 
Riverside County Coachella Valley and Imperial County portions).

FINDING: The 2017 FTIP regional emissions for NO2 meet all applicable emission budget tests for all milestone, 
attainment and planning horizon years in the SCAB.

FINDING: The 2017 FTIP regional emissions for CO meet all applicable emission budget tests for all milestone, 
attainment and planning horizon years in SCAB.

FINDING: The 2017 FTIP regional emissions for PM10 and its precursors meet all applicable emission budget tests for all 
milestone, attainment and planning horizon years in SCAB and the SSAB (Riverside County Coachella Valley portion).

FINDING: The 2017 FTIP regional emissions for PM10 meet the interim emission test (build/no–build test) for all 
milestone, attainment and planning horizon years for the MDAB (San Bernardino County portion excluding Searles 
Valley portion) and Searles Valley portion of San Bernardino County) and for the SSAB (Imperial County portion).

FINDING: The 2017 FTIP regional emissions analysis for PM2.5 and its precursors (2006 and 2012 NAAQS) meet the 
interim emission test (build/no–build test) for all milestone, attainment and planning horizon years for the SSAB 
(urbanized area of Imperial County portion).
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TIMELY IMPLEMENTATION OF TCM TEST
FINDING: The TCM project categories listed in the 1994/1997/2003/2007/2012 Ozone SIPs for the SCAB area were 
given funding priority, are expected to be implemented on schedule and, in the case of any delays, any obstacles to 
implementation have been or are being overcome.

FINDING: The TCM strategies listed in the 1994 (as amended in 1995) Ozone SIP for the SCCAB (Ventura County) were 
given funding priority, are expected to be implemented on schedule and, in the case of any delays, any obstacles to 
implementation have been or are being overcome.

INTER–AGENCY CONSULTATION AND PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT TEST
FINDING: The 2017 FTIP complies with all federal and state requirements for interagency consultation and public 
involvement by following the strategies described in SCAG’s Public Participation Plan (PPP) (for more information on 
SCAG’s PPP, please visit http://scag.ca.gov/Documents/PPP2014_Adopted-FINAL.pdf ). In accordance with the PPP, 
SCAG’s Transportation Conformity Working Group serves as a forum for interagency consultation.

The 2017 FTIP was discussed with the Transportation Conformity Working Group (TCWG), which includes 
representatives from the federal, state and local air quality and transportation agencies, on multiple occasions  
(September 22, 2015; October 27, 2015; November 17, 2015; January 26, 2016; February 23, 2016; March 22, 2016; April 
26, 2016; May 24, 2016; and June 28, 2016). The conformity analysis for the 2017 FTIP is scheduled for a 30–day public 
review on July 8, 2016 and two public hearings are scheduled to be held on July 14 and July 21, 2016, at SCAG’s Los 
Angeles office with video–conferencing available from the county regional offices. The 2017 FTIP will be posted on the 
SCAG website, noticed in numerous newspapers and distributed to libraries throughout the region. All comments on the 
2017 FTIP will be documented and responded to as appropriate.

FINANCIAL CONSTRAINT TEST
FINDING: The 2017 FTIP is fiscally constrained since it complies with federal financial constraint requirements under 
23 U.S. Code Section 134(h) and 23 CFR Section 450.324(e) and is consistent with the Financial Plan contained in the 
2016 RTP/SCS. SCAG’s 2017 FTIP demonstrates financial constraint in the financial plan by identifying all transportation 
revenues including local, state and federal sources available to meet the region’s programming totals. 
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DATE: September 1, 2016 

TO: Energy and Environment Committee (EEC) 
Regional Council (RC) 
 

FROM: Alan Thompson, Senior Regional Planner, (213) 236-1940, thompson@scag.ca.gov 

SUBJECT: Authorization to Accept Grant for the San Gabriel Valley Regional Active Transportation 
Planning Initiative and Approve Notice of Exemption for Project 
 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL:         
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
Recommend the Regional Council: 1) adopt Resolution No. 16-582-3 to approve  the filing of a Notice 
of Exemption for the San Gabriel Valley Regional Active Transportation Planning Initiative, subject to 
the 30-day public inspection period; and 2) to accept the California Active Transportation Program 
Grant pursuant to Resolution No. 16-582-4. 
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
In May 2016, the San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments (SGVCOG) asked SCAG to assume 
responsibility for an Active Transportation Program (ATP) Grant awarded to the SGVCOG by the 
California Transportation Commission, for the San Gabriel Valley Regional Active Transportation 
Planning Initiative (Project).  Prior to requesting allocation of the funds SCAG is required to conduct 
an environmental assessment of the Project pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA).  SCAG has completed the analysis and finds that the Project will involve existing facilities, 
minor alterations to land, feasibility and planning study, information collection, and include 
educational and training programs involving no physical changes.  As such, SCAG staff finds that the 
Project is exempt from CEQA and has prepared the attached Notice of Exemption (NOE) to be filed 
with the State of California Office of Planning and Research (OPR) and the Los Angeles County 
Clerk.    
 
STRATEGIC PLAN: 
This item supports SCAG’s Strategic Plan Goal 1: Improve Regional Decision Making by Providing 
Leadership and Consensus Building on Key Plans and Policies; Objective a: Create and facilitate a 
collaboration and cooperative environment to produce forward thinking regional plans.  
 
BACKGROUND: 
In coordination with the San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments and the California Transportation 
Commissions (CTC), SCAG is assuming responsibility for $643,000 in Caltrans ATP grant funding to 
perform planning and educational activities within the San Gabriel Valley portion of the County of Los 
Angeles. The awarded Project would require SCAG to coordinate and implement three distinct 
activities: 
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 An Active Transportation Plan for the five (5) cities of Glendora, Irwindale, La Puente, 
Monrovia and Montebello. 
 

 Feasibility Study for Class 1 Bikeways along 80 miles of undeveloped storm channels, washes, 
utility corridors and disused rail lines within the San Gabriel Valley. 
 

 Active Transportation Safety and Education Program for San Gabriel Valley residents to safely 
maintain and ride bicycles in the San Gabriel Valley. 
 

Additionally, the Project would involve Bicycle and Pedestrian Traffic Counts within the five (5) cities 
of Glendora, Irwindale, La Puente, Monrovia and Montebello and along the Rio Hondo and San Gabriel 
River Class 1 Bicycle Paths, sidewalks and roadways connecting to the bike paths, to better understand 
the amount of current activity and to more accurately estimate future activity. 
 
Prior to allocation of the awarded funds, SCAG must conduct an assessment of potential environmental 
impacts of the Project pursuant to CEQA in order to determine the type of CEQA document to prepare 
or whether the Project is exempt.  SCAG staff has reviewed the Project and has determined that it is 
exempt from CEQA under the exemptions discussed herein. 
 
BASIS FOR EXEMPTIONS: 
The key considerations for determining  if a project is exempt from CEQA are outlined in Sections 
21080(b), 21083, and 21804 of the Public Resources Code and CEQA Guidelines Section 15002(k)(1), 
15061, 15062, and 15300 to 15332.  In general, CEQA Guidelines include a list of 33 classes of projects 
which have been determined not to have a significant effect on the environment and which shall, 
therefore, be exempt from the provisions of CEQA.  A project is exempt from CEQA if the project falls 
within one or more of the 33 classes.  Once the lead agency determines that the project falls within any 
of the 33 classes, the project is exempt from CEQA, and the environmental review process does not 
need to proceed any farther.  The lead agency may prepare and file a NOE Pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15062, the NOE serves as a public notice that the lead agency has determined that a 
project is exempt from CEQA.  The NOE may be filed with the OPR and the county clerk of each 
county in which the project will be located after approval of the project.  Submission of the NOE to the 
OPR and the county clerks completes the review of exemption process for a lead agency under the 
provisions of CEQA.  The filing and posting of an NOE will begin a 30-day public inspection period.  
 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT: 
SCAG staff has conducted an environmental assessment of the Project pursuant to Sections 21080(b), 
21083, and 21804 of the Public Resources Code and CEQA Guidelines Sections 15002(k)(1), 15061, 
15062, and 15300 to 15332.  CEQA Guidelines include a list of 33 classes of projects which have been 
determined not to have a significant effect on the environment and which shall, therefore, be exempt 
from the provisions of CEQA.  Based upon its assessment, SCAG staff has determined that the 
following exemptions apply to the Project: 
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CEQA Guidelines §15301(c) – Existing Facilities: 
The Project would involve developing one active transportation plan for five cities (Glendora, Irwindale, 
La Puente, Montebello and Monrovia) that could foster the minor alteration of existing public or private 
structures, facilities, mechanical equipment, or topographical features, involving negligible or no 
expansion of use of existing highways, streets, sidewalks, gutters, bicycle and pedestrian trails and 
similar facilities beyond that existing at the time of the lead agency’s determination, as set forth under 
CEQA Guidelines §15301(c). 
 
CEQA Guidelines §15301(c) – Existing Facilities: 
The Project would involve data collection of existing bike and pedestrian traffic conditions (traffic 
counts and surveys) at or along various bicycle paths, sidewalks and roadways within the five cities, and 
the Rio Hondo and San Gabriel Rivers, involving negligible or no expansion of use of existing highways 
and streets, sidewalks, gutters, bicycle and pedestrian trails and similar facilities beyond that at the time 
of the lead agency’s determination, as set forth under CEQA Guidelines §15301(c). 
 
CEQA Guidelines §15304(h) – Minor Alterations to Land: 
The Project could foster the creation of bicycle lanes on existing rights of way, which would fall under 
the exemption set forth in CEQA Guidelines §15304(h).    
 
CEQA Guidelines §15322 – Educational or Training Programs Involving No Physical Changes:  
The Active Transportation Training Toolkits would consist of education or training programs such as 
active transportation trainings involving no physical changes in the area affected, which would fall 
under the exemption set forth in CEQA Guidelines §15322.  
 
CEQA Guidelines, §15262 – Feasibility and Planning Studies: 
The Project would involve a feasibility study for Class 1 Bikeways (greenways) along unused rivers, 
washes and drainage canals. The feasibility study conducted as part of the Project will not have a legally 
binding effect on later activities and any information from the feasibility study that may be included in 
the active transportation plan will be subject to further action and related CEQA review by the Project 
cities, as set forth under CEQA Guidelines §15262.  
 
The feasibility study conducted as part of the Project will not have a legally binding effect on later 
activities and any information from the feasibility study that may be included in the active transportation 
plan will be subject to further action and related CEQA review by the Project cities.  
 
CEQA Guidelines, §15306- Information Collection: 
As part of the feasibility study discussed above, the Project consists of basic data collection, research, 
experimental management and resource evaluation activities which will not result in a serious or major 
disturbance to an environmental resource. The project is strictly for information gathering purposes and 
feasibility/planning study for possible future action which the agency has not yet approved, adopted or 
funded, as set forth under CEQA Guidelines §15306.   

 
Because SCAG has determined that the above described exemptions apply, additional environmental 
review is not required for the Project, and an NOE fulfills the requirements of CEQA.  
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SCHEDULE: 
Upon approval by the Regional Council, SCAG will submit the NOE to be filed with OPR and the Los 
Angeles County Clerk for a 30-day public inspection period, which will begin on or around September 
6, 2016 and end on or around October 6, 2016.   
 
It is anticipated that the Project would be implemented beginning in January 2017 and completed by 
June 2018.   
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
Work associated with this item will be included in Amendment 1 for Fiscal Year 2016/17 Overall Work 
Program. The project is fully funded through California Active Transportation Program (State-only) 
Grant Program and SCAG is not responsible for any matching funds. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
1. Resolution No. 16-582-3 
2. Resolution No. 16-582-4 
3. Notice of Exemption for the San Gabriel Valley Regional Active Transportation Planning Initiative  
4. Request letter from San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments, dated May 10, 2016 
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RESOLUTION NO. 16-582-3 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA  
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS APPROVING THE  

NOTICE OF EXEMPTION FOR THE SAN GABRIEL VALLEY  
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLANNING INITIATIVE  

 
 

WHEREAS, the Southern California Association of Governments 
(“SCAG”)  is the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (“MPO”), 
pursuant to 23 U.S.C. Section 134 et seq. and 49 U.S.C. Section 5303 et seq., 
serving the nation’s largest metropolitan planning area comprised of Los 
Angeles, Orange, San Bernardino, Riverside, Ventura and Imperial Counties; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, SCAG adopted the 2012 Regional Transportation Plan and 

Sustainable Communities Strategy (“RTP/SCS”) which included four goals for 
active transportation: 1) Decrease Bicycle and Pedestrian Fatalities and Injuries, 
2) Develop an Active Transportation Friendly Environment Throughout the 
SCAG Region, 3) Increase Active Transportation Usage in the SCAG Region, 
and 4) Encourage the Development of Local Active Transportation Plans; and 

 
WHEREAS, on May 1, 2014, the General Assembly adopted Resolution 

No. GA 2014-2 supporting the development of a regional pedestrian and bicycle 
safety initiative in partnership with member agencies, the county transportation 
commissions and other stakeholders; and 

 
WHEREAS, on August 20, 2014, the San Gabriel Valley Council of 

Governments was awarded a $643,000 grant by the California Department of 
Transportation (“Caltrans”) Active Transportation Program funds (“Grant 
Funds”), from the statewide competitive portion of 2014 Active Transportation 
Program for the San Gabriel Valley Regional Active Transportation Planning 
Initiative (“Project”) to develop an active transportation plan, a greenway 
feasibility study, and provide safety education for bicyclists within the San 
Gabriel Valley; and 
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Resolution No. 16‐582‐3 

 

 

 

WHEREAS, in May 2016, the San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments 
requested that SCAG assume responsibility for the award, and to complete the Project; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Regional Council will subsequently consider  acceptance of  
Grant Funds for the Project on September 1, 2016 pursuant to Resolution No. 16-582-4; and 

WHEREAS, the Project is scheduled to be implemented in January 2017 and 
completed by June 2018; and 

 
WHEREAS, SCAG is required conduct an assessment of potential 

environmental impacts of the Project pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA), prior to receiving allocation of the awarded Grant Funds; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Project would consist of three distinct activities: (1) develop an 

active transportation plan for the cities of Glendora, Irwindale, La Puente, Monrovia and 
Montebello; (2) perform a “greenway” feasibility study for Class 1 Bikeways along 80 miles 
of undeveloped storm channels, washes, utility corridors and disused rail lines within the San 
Gabriel Valley; and (3) develop an active Transportation Safety and Education Program for 
San Gabriel Valley residents to safely maintain and ride bicycles in the San Gabriel Valley; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, the Project would additionally involve data collection of existing 

bicycle and pedestrian traffic conditions (traffic counts and surveys) at or along various 
bicycle paths, sidewalks and roadways within the five cities and the Rio Hondo and San 
Gabriel Rivers; and 

 
WHEREAS, SCAG has conducted an environmental assessment of the 

Project and  determined that the Project is categorically exempt from CEQA pursuant to 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15301(c)- Existing Facilities, Section 15304(h)- Minor 
Alterations to Land, Section 15306- Information Collection, and Section 15322- 
Educational or Training Programs Involving No Physical Changes; and is statutorily 
exempt from CEQA pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15262- Feasibility and 
Planning Studies; and the scope of the Project activities have been determined to not 
have a significant effect on the environment; and 

 
WHEREAS, SCAG has prepared a Notice of Exemption (NOE) to be filed with 

the State of California Office of Planning and Research (OPR) and the Clerk for the 
County of Los Angeles, where the Project will be located for a 30-day public inspection 
period pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15062. 
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Resolution No. 16‐582‐3 

 

 

 
 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, by the SCAG Regional Council, 

that the foregoing recitals are true and correct and incorporated by this reference.  
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the SCAG Regional Council finds that 

based upon an environmental assessment of the Project pursuant to Sections 21080(b), 
21083, and 21804 of the Public Resources Code and CEQA Guidelines Sections 
15002(k)(1), 15061, 15062, and 15300 to 15332, SCAG has determined that the following 
CEQA exemptions apply to the Project: 

 
1) The Project would involve developing one active transportation plan for 

five cities (Glendora, Irwindale, La Puente, Montebello and Monrovia) that could foster the 
minor alteration of existing public or private structures, facilities, mechanical equipment,  or 
topographical features, involving negligible or no expansion of use of existing highways, 
streets, sidewalks, gutters, bicycle and pedestrian trails and similar facilities beyond that 
existing at the time of the lead agency’s determination, as set forth in the exemption under 
CEQA Guidelines §15301(c) – Existing Facilities. The feasibility study conducted as part of 
the Project will not have a legally binding effect on later activities and any information from 
the feasibility study that may be included in the active transportation plan will be subject to 
further action and related CEQA review by the Project cities;  

 
2) The Project would involve data collection of existing traffic conditions 

(counts and surveys of bicyclists and pedestrians) at or along various bicycle paths, 
sidewalks and roadways within the five cities and the Rio Hondo and San Gabriel Rivers, 
involving negligible or no expansion of use of existing highways and streets, sidewalks, 
gutters, bicycle and pedestrian trails and similar facilities beyond that at the time of the lead 
agency’s determination , as set forth in the exemption under CEQA Guidelines §15301(c) – 
Existing Facilities; 

 
3) The Project could foster the creation of bicycle lanes on existing rights of 

way, as set forth in the exemption under CEQA Guidelines §15304 (h) – Minor Alterations 
to Land;    

 
4) The Active Transportation Training Toolkits would consist of education 

or training programs such as active transportation trainings involving no physical changes in 
the area affected, as set forth in the exemption under CEQA Guidelines §15322 – 
Educational or Training Programs Involving No Physical Changes;  

 
5) The Project would involve feasibility study for Class 1 Bikeways 

(greenways) along unused rivers, washes and drainage canals. The feasibility study 
conducted as part of the Project will not have a legally binding effect on later activities and 
any information from the feasibility study that may be included in the active transportation 
plan will be subject to further action and related CEQA review by the Project cities, as set 
forth in the exemption under CEQA Guidelines §15262;  
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Resolution No. 16‐582‐3 

 

 

 
6) As part of the feasibility study discussed above, the Project consists of 

basic data collection, research, experimental management and resource evaluation activities 
which will not result in a serious or major disturbance to an environmental resource. The 
project is strictly for information gathering purposes and feasibility/planning study for 
possible future action which the agency has not yet approved, adopted or funded, as set forth 
in the exemption under CEQA Guidelines §15306 – Information Collection.   

 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Regional 

Council, that: 
 
1) The Notice of Exemption for the proposed Project has been completed in 

compliance with CEQA and will be filed with OPR and the Los Angeles County Clerk for a 
30-day public inspection period;  and 

 
2) The proposed Project does not have a significant effect on the 

environment, and thus additional environmental review by SCAG is not required for the 
Project and a Notice of Exemption fulfills the requirements of CEQA.  

 
PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the Regional Council of the 

Southern California Association of Governments at a regular meeting this 1st day of 
September, 2016. 
 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Michele Martinez  
President, SCAG 
Councilmember, City of Santa Ana  
 
 
Attested by: 
 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Hasan Ikhrata 
Executive Director 
 
 
Approved as to Form: 
 
 
  
__________________________________ 
Joann Africa 
Chief Counsel 
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RESOLUTION NO. 16-582-4 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA  
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS APPROVING THE  

ACCEPTANCE OF CALIFORNIA ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION 
PROGRAM GRANT FUNDS FOR THE SAN GABRIEL VALLEY  

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLANNING INITIATIVE  
 
 

WHEREAS, the Southern California Association of Governments 
(“SCAG”)  is the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (“MPO”), 
pursuant to 23 U.S.C. Section 134 et seq. and 49 U.S.C. Section 5303 et seq., 
serving the nation’s largest metropolitan planning area comprised of Los 
Angeles, Orange, San Bernardino, Riverside, Ventura and Imperial Counties; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, SCAG adopted the 2012 Regional Transportation Plan and 

Sustainable Communities Strategy (“RTP/SCS”) which included four goals for 
active transportation: 1) Decrease Bicycle and Pedestrian Fatalities and Injuries, 
2) Develop an Active Transportation Friendly Environment Throughout the 
SCAG Region, 3) Increase Active Transportation Usage in the SCAG Region, 
and 4) Encourage the Development of Local Active Transportation Plans; and 

 
WHEREAS, on May 1, 2014, the General Assembly adopted Resolution 

No. GA 2014-2 supporting the development of a regional pedestrian and bicycle 
safety initiative in partnership with member agencies, the county transportation 
commissions and other stakeholders; and 

 
WHEREAS, on August 20, 2014, the San Gabriel Valley Council of 

Governments was awarded a $643,000 grant by the California Department of 
Transportation (“Caltrans”) Active Transportation Program funds (“Grant 
Funds”), from the statewide competitive portion of 2014 Active Transportation 
Program to develop the San Gabriel Valley Regional Active Transportation 
Planning Initiative (“Project”); and 
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Resolution No. 16‐582‐4 

 

 

 

 
WHEREAS, the primary goals of the San Gabriel Valley Active Transportation 

Planning Initiative are to 1) develop an active transportation plan for the cities of Glendora, 
Irwindale, La Puente, Monrovia and Montebello; 2) develop a “Greenway” feasibility study 
for potential Class 1 Bikeways along 80 miles of rivers, washes and drainage canals; and 3) 
provide safety education and training for San Gabriel Valley bicyclists, consistent with the 
2016 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Project would additionally involve data collection of existing 

bicycle and pedestrian traffic conditions (traffic counts and surveys) at or along various 
sidewalks within the five cities and the Rio Hondo and San Gabriel Rivers; and 

 
WHEREAS, in May 2016, the San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments 

requested SCAG assume responsibility for the Award, and to complete the Project; and 
 
WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission and Caltrans has concurred 

with the transfer of the Grant Funds; and 
 
WHERAS, the Grant Funds will be used to complete the Project including 

developing an active transportation plan, and a feasibility study and stakeholder education, 
which will involve consulting services to collect data, conduct outreach, and perform 
trainings; and 

 
WHEREAS, prior to considering this Resolution No 16-582-4, the Regional 

Council  considered approval of the Notice of Exemption from CEQA for the Project 
pursuant to Resolution No. 16-582-3.  

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Regional Council of Southern 

California Association of Governments as follows: 
  
1. That the Regional Council hereby authorizes SCAG to accept and administer the 

Grant Funds in the amount of approximately $643,000 to support the San Gabriel Valley 
Regional Active Transportation Planning Initiative; and  

 
2. That SCAG’s Executive Director or his designee is hereby designated and 

authorized by the Regional Council to execute all necessary agreements and other documents 
on behalf of the Regional Council as they relate to receipt of the Grant Funds supporting the 
San Gabriel Valley Regional Active Transportation Planning Initiative. 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
Page 66 of 117



Resolution No. 16‐582‐4 

 

 

 
 
 
 

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the Regional Council of the 
Southern California Association of Governments at a regular meeting this 1st day of 
September, 2016. 

 
 
 

___________________________________ 
Michele Martinez  
President, SCAG 
Councilmember, City of Santa Ana  
 
 
 
Attested by: 
 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Hasan Ikhrata 
Executive Director 
 
 
 
Approved as to Form: 
 
 
  
__________________________________ 
Joann Africa 
Chief Counsel 
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Notice of Exemption 

To:  Office of Planning and Research  

U.S. Mailing Address: 
 
P.O. Box 3044 
Sacramento, California 95812‐3044 
 
Street Address: 
 
1400 Tenth Street, Room 121  
Sacramento, California 95814  
 
County Clerk of Los Angeles  

From:  Southern California Association of 

Governments (SCAG) 

818 West Seventh Street, 12th Floor  
Los Angeles, California 90017 

Project Title: San Gabriel Valley Regional Active Transportation Planning Initiative 

 

Project Location: The San Gabriel Valley within the County of Los Angeles 

 

Description of Nature, Purpose, and Beneficiaries of Project: The primary goals of this Project are to 

develop a single active transportation plan encompassing the cities of Glendora, Irwindale, La Puente, 

Montebello and Monrovia, and to develop a Regional Greenway feasibility study for San Gabriel Valley, 

regarding 80 miles of rivers, channels and washes. In addition, the Project proposes to develop regional 

wayfinding signage and branding for existing and planned routes and provide bicycle safety and 

maintenance education to encourage safe cycling.   

 

The Project will be designed to achieve four overarching objectives: 1) help all San Gabriel Valley Cities 

have active transportation plans; 2) explore the feasibility of “greenways” (using rivers, channels and 

washes to help connect cities and communities) in the San Gabriel Valley; 3) encourage more people to 

bike/walk through bicycle safety education; 4) increase public awareness and support for active 

transportation as a mode of transportation; and 5) increase collaboration between transportation 

agencies, local agencies, non‐profits, and private sector partners to effectively plan for growth in active 

transportation.  

 

The Project would consist of three distinct activities: (1) develop Active Transportation Plans for five 

cities, (2) perform a “greenway” feasibility study, and (3) develop Active Transportation Trainings.   

 An Active Transportation Plan will be conducted for the cities of Glendora, Irwindale, La Puente, 
Montebello and Monrovia. Completing this plan will mean that except for two cities, the entire 
San Gabriel Valley will have active transportation plans. 

 Feasibility study will be conducted for up to 80 miles of unused rivers, washes and drainage 
canals to determine feasibility for Class 1 bikeways. 
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 Active Transportation Trainings to create a safer active transportation environment in the San 
Gabriel Valley. Trainings will encompass basic bicycle maintenance, safe riding practices and 
traffic regulations.  
  

Additionally, the Project would involve Bicycle and Pedestrian Traffic Counts within the five cities of 
Glendora, Irwindale, La Puente, Monrovia and Montebello and along the Rio Hondo and San Gabriel 
River Class 1 Bicycle Paths, sidewalks and roadways connecting to the bike paths to better understand 
the amount of current activity and to more accurately estimate future activity. It is anticipated that the 
Project would be implemented beginning in January 2017 and completed by June 2018.   
 

 

Name of Public Agency Approving Project: Southern California Association of Governments  

 

Name of Person or Agency Carrying Out Project: Southern California Association of Governments  
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Exempt Status: (check one)  

□ Ministerial (Sec. 21080(b)(1); 15268);  

□ Declared Emergency (Sec. 21080(b)(3); 15269(a)); □ Emergency Project (Sec. 21080(b)(4); 

15269(b)(c));  

 Categorical Exemption: CEQA Guidelines Section 15301(c) – Existing Facilities; Section 

15304(h) – Minor Alterations to Land; CEQA Guideline 15306 – Information Collection; and 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15322 – Educational or Training Programs Involving No Physical 

Changes. 

 Statutory Exemption: CEQA Guidelines Section 15262 – Feasibility and Planning Studies  

 

Reasons why project is exempt: SCAG has reviewed the Project pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 

15002(k)(1), 15061, 15062, 15262, and 15300 to 15332.  SCAG has determined that the Project is 

exempt from CEQA because the scope of the Project activities are included in the classes of projects 

which have been determined not to have a significant effect on the environment, as follows:  

 

 The Project would involve developing one active transportation plan for five cities (Glendora, 

Irwindale, La Puente, Montebello and Monrovia) that could foster the minor alteration of 

existing public or private structures, facilities, mechanical equipment, or topographical features, 

involving negligible or no expansion of use of existing highways, streets, sidewalks, gutters, 

bicycle and pedestrian trails and similar facilities beyond that existing at the time of the lead 

agency’s determination, as set forth under CEQA Guidelines Section 15301(c) – Existing 

Facilities. The feasibility study conducted as part of the Project will not have a legally binding 

effect on later activities and any information from the feasibility study that may be included in 

the active transportation plan  will be subject to further action and related CEQA review by the 

Project cities;  

 The Project would involve data collection of existing bike and pedestrian traffic conditions 

(traffic counts and surveys) at or along various bicycle paths, sidewalks and roadways within the 

five cities, and the Rio Hondo and San Gabriel Rivers, involving negligible or no expansion of use 

of  existing highways and streets, sidewalks, gutters, bicycle and pedestrian trails and similar 

facilities  beyond that at the time of the lead agency’s determination, as set forth under CEQA 

Guidelines Section 15301(c) – Existing Facilities; 

 The Project could foster the creation of bicycle lanes on existing rights of way, which would fall 

under the exemption set forth in CEQA Guidelines Section 15304(h) – Minor Alterations to Land;    

 The Active Transportation Training Toolkits would consist of education or training programs 

such as active transportation trainings involving no physical changes in the area affected, as set 

forth under CEQA Guidelines Section 15322 – Educational or Training Programs Involving No 

Physical Changes;  

 The Project would involve a feasibility study for Class 1 Bikeways (greenways) along unused 

rivers, washes and drainage canals. The feasibility study conducted as part of the Project will not 

have a legally binding effect on later activities and any information from the feasibility study 

that may be included in the active transportation plan will be subject to further action and 
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related CEQA review by the Project cities, as set forth under CEQA Guidelines Section 15262‐ 

Feasibility and Planning Studies; and  

 As part of the feasibility study, the Project consists of basic data collection, research, 

experimental management and resource evaluation activities which will not result in a serious or 

major disturbance to an environmental resource; and such activities are strictly for information 

gathering purposes or part of feasibility/planning study leading to possible future action which 

an agency has not yet approved, adopted or funded, as set forth under CEQA Guidelines, Section 

15306 – Information Collection.   

 

Project Approval Date:  

SCAG’s Regional Council Approved the Project on September 1, 2016. 

The California Transportation Commission is anticipated to award SCAG Funding for the Project on 

December 8, 2016. 
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CEQA Contact Person:    Phone Number:  Fax Number:     Email: 

Lijin Sun      (213) 236‐1882    (213) 236‐1825    sunl@scag.ca.gov 

Project Contact Person:   Phone Number:  Fax Number:     Email: 

Alan Thompson     (213) 236‐1940    (213) 236‐1963    thompson@scag.ca.gov 

 

 

 

Date received for filing at OPR: ___________  Signature of Applicant: __________________________ 

                Ping Chang, Acting Manager  

              Compliance and Performance Monitoring 

Land Use & Environmental Planning Division 

            Southern California Association of Governments 
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San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments 
1000 South Fremont Avenue, Unit #42 ♦ Alhambra, California 91803 

OFFICERS 

President 
Gene Murabito 

1st Vice President 
Kevin Stapleton 

2nd Vice President 
Cynthia Sternquist 

3rd Vice President 
Margaret Clark 

MEMBERS 

Alhambra 
Arcadia 
Azusa 
Baldwin Park 
Bradbury 
Claremont 
Covina 
Diamond Bar 
Duarte 
El Monte 
Glendora 
Industry 
Irwindale 
La Cañada Flintridge 
La Puente 
La Verne 
Monrovia 
Montebello 
Monterey Park 
Pasadena 
Pomona 
Rosemead 
San Dimas 
San Gabriel 
San Marino 
Sierra Madre 
South El Monte 
South Pasadena 
Temple City 
Walnut 
West Covina 
First District, LA County 
Unincorporated Communities

Fourth District, LA County 
Unincorporated Communities

Fifth District, LA County 
Unincorporated Communities 

SGV Water Districts  

. 

May 10, 2016 

Dale Benson 
District 7 Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator 
ATP, SRTS, SR2S, HSIP, EEM, BTA Coordinator 
Senior Transportation Engineer 
Office of Local Assistance 
California Department of Transportation 
100 S. Main Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

RE:  SAN GABRIEL VALLEY REGIONAL ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING INITIATIVE 

Dear Mr. Benson: 

I am writing to you regarding Cycle 1 ATP, CTC ID 0473, Project ID ATP01-07-167M, 
Caltrans District 7. The San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments relinquishes this 
project to the Southern California Association of Governments.  

This project includes five components: 
1. Developing Active Transportation Plans for 6 cities;
2. Completing a Regional Greenway Network Plan to formally study Class I path

feasibility along the over 80 miles of undeveloped storm channels and washes that
crisscross the San Gabriel Valley;

3. Developing a Regional Wayfinding Signage to design signage for and a plan to link
together existing-, in-development-, and proposed city level bicycle routes;

4. Collecting bicycle and pedestrian data in the project area;  and
5. Undertaking education and encouragement programming to provide residents of

the project area bicycle safety and maintenance education.

We appreciate your assistance on this matter.  Should you have any questions, please 
contact Marisa Creter on my staff (mcreter@sgvcog.org). 

Sincerely, 

Philip A. Hawkey 
Executive Director

Project ID:  ATP01-07-167M 
CTC ID: 0473 
San Gabriel Valley Regional 

Active Transportation Planning 
Initiative 
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DATE: September 1, 2016 

TO: Energy and Environment Committee (EEC) 

FROM: Alan Thompson, Senior Regional Planner, (213) 236-1940 thompson@scag.ca.gov 

SUBJECT: Los Angeles River Revitalization Plan 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL:          
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
For Information Only – No Action Required 
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
Carol Armstrong and Michael Affeldt, Office of Los Angeles Mayor Eric Garcetti, will provide a 
presentation and an update on the status of the Los Angeles River Revitalization Plan. In 2014, the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers selected a $1 billion alternative to restore 11 miles of the river between 
Downtown and Griffith Park, providing urban greenspace, pathways and riparian area restoration. 
The project is now waiting for appropriation of funds by Congress to implement the project. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN: 
This item supports SCAG’s Strategic Plan, Goal 1 (Improve Regional Decision Making by Providing 
Leadership and Consensus Building on Key Plans and Policies), Objective C (Provide practical solutions 
for moving new ideas forward). 
 
BACKGROUND: 
The Los Angeles River (LA River) flooded 17 times between 1815 and 1938. After the 1938 floods, the 
river was channelized as part of a multi-pronged approach to reduce flooding in the Los Angeles Basin. 
The project included the construction of Hansen, Sepulveda, Santa Fe, Whittier Narrows, and Lopez 
flood control basins, debris basins in 31 tributary canyons, construction of 93 miles of main channel and 
147 miles of tributary channels, including 316 bridges on the Los Angeles, Rio Hondo, and San Gabriel 
rivers.  Construction of the project took 20 years to complete.1  
 
Now, nearly 60 years later, efforts are underway to restore parts of the river. Los Angeles County Metro 
is exploring the feasibility of a bike path along the entire 51 mile stretch of the river, and the City of Los 
Angeles is proposing an intensive restoration of portions of the river, which requires US Army Corps of 
Engineers approval. 
 
In 2014, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers announced that it will be recommending a $1-billion plan to 
restore an 11-mile stretch of the Los Angeles River from downtown through Griffith Park. Alternative 
20 or the RIVER Alternative (short for Riparian Integration via Varied Ecological Introduction) is the 

                                                 
1 http://www.spl.usace.army.mil/Media/News-Stories/Article/477249/the-la-river-and-the-corps-a-brief-history/ 
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most comprehensive of all options outlined in the $9.71-million study of the Los Angeles River initiated 
in 2006 at the behest of the U.S. Congress. Aside from increasing habitat by 119 percent, it incorporates 
all of the elements of previous alternatives along with the restoration of the Verdugo Wash and the 
wetlands of the Los Angeles State Historic Park.2 
 
To be funded, the river restoration would have to be authorized as part of the Energy and Water 
Development and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, which has not yet passed, nor is the funding for 
the project is currently included. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
None 
 
ATTACHMENT: 
PowerPoint Presentation: “The Los Angeles River: Monumental Possibilities”
 
 

                                                 
2 https://www.kcet.org/confluence/feds-okay-1-billion-los-angeles-river-project 
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THE LOS ANGELES RIVER:
MONUMENTAL

POSSIBILITIES

Dr. Carol Armstrong
Mayor Eric Garcetti’s
Office of City Services 

The LA River is the Heart & Soul of Our City.
LA RIVER REVITALIZATION PROGRESS

VALUES
• Environmental Responsibility
• Social and Geographic Equity
• Community Engagement
• Sustainable Economics
• A System‐wide Perspective

PURPOSE
• The Plan provides a framework for restoring 

the River’s ecological function and for 
transforming it into a valuable, celebrated 
resource for residents and visitors to the City 
of Los Angeles. 

HORIZON 
• Near‐term opportunities that improve access, recreational value, water quality treatment and non‐

motorized transportation could be realized in a 5 to 15 year time horizon.
• Longer‐term and more far‐reaching changes that revitalize the river’s natural functions could take 25 to 40

years or more.

2016
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Our choices were deliberate.
LA RIVER REVITALIZATION PROGRESS

• LA River corridor access critical
• LA River virtually unknown and underappreciated
• LA River communities uniquely disadvantaged
• LA River historical action built momentum
• LA River watershed addressed by partners
• LA River in City equals 32 miles

What’s new?
LA RIVER REVITALIZATION PROGRESS
• New Mayor
• New Council
• New Council Committee
• New Council District Boundaries
• New County Leadership

• New State Leadership
• New Presidential Administration
• New Army Corps Leadership
• New Organizational Players (RRC, RCC)
• New Partnerships (Urban Waters Federal Partnership)
• New Plans (CASP, NELA, Lower River)
• New Conditions (Drought, Climate Change Resilience 

Opportunities, Booming Economy)
• New Progress…
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The LA River welcomes new public access.
GOAL: REVITALIZE THE RIVER
• Enhance Flood Storage
• Enhance Water Quality
• Enable Safe Public Access
• Restore a Functional Riparian Ecosystem

The LA River channel will change.
GOAL: REVITALIZE THE RIVER
• Enhance Flood Storage
• Enhance Water Quality
• Enable Safe Public Access
• Restore a Functional Riparian Ecosystem
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River Glen/
Verdugo Wash

Taylor Yard &
Arroyo Seco

LA State Historic Park/
& Piggyback Yard/LATC

Downtown LA

3 of the Plan’s 5 Major Opportunity Areas…

8

Riparian Integration via Varied Ecological Reintroduction (RIVER) 

Channel Terracing

Taylor Yard

LA State Historic Park
(Cornfields) Piggyback Yard 

(LATC)

Verdugo Wash

Arroyo Seco

…are in the Recommended Project.
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TAYLOR YARD G2: The Crown Jewel of Los Angeles River Revitalization

TAYLOR YARD G2 is
The Crown Jewel of Los Angeles River Revitalization.

LA River trails and parks are growing.
GOAL: GREEN THE NEIGHBORHOODS
• Create a Continuous River Greenway
• Connect Neighborhoods to the River
• Extend Open Space, Recreation and Water Quality Features into Neighborhoods
• Enhance River Identity
• Incorporate Public Art Along the River
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All 32 Miles in the City have been touched.
GOAL: CAPTURE COMMUNITY OPPORTUNITIES
• Make the River the Focus of Activity
• Foster Civic Pride
• Engage Residents in the Community Planning Process and Consensus Building
• Provide Opportunities for Educational and Public Facilities
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The LA River connects people.
GOAL: CREATE VALUE
• Improve the Quality of Life
• Increase Employment, Housing, and Retail Space 

Opportunities
• Create Environmentally‐Sensitive Urban Design and 

Land Use Opportunities and Guidelines
• Focus Attention on Underused Areas and 

Disadvantaged Communities
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We have lots of work yet to do.
Upstream & 
Downstream.
Onward. 
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DATE: September 1, 2016 

TO: Energy and Environment Committee (EEC) 

FROM: Grieg Asher, Program Manager, Sustainability; (213) 236-1869; asher@scag.ca.gov  
 

SUBJECT: SCAG Green Region Initiative Sustainability Indicators Map  

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL:         
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
For Information Only - No Action Required.  
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
The CivicSpark program is a statewide Governor’s Initiative AmeriCorps program administered by 
the State of California’s Office of Planning and Research and the Local Government Commission 
(LGC). SCAG is a regional partner and beneficiary of the CivicSpark program, and has hosted 
CivicSpark fellows working in the Sustainability Department for the past two (2) years. SCAG’s 
partnership with CivicSpark will continue through the 2016-17 program year. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN: 
This item supports SCAG’s Strategic Plan Goal 1: Improve Regional Decision Making by Providing 
Leadership and Consensus Building on Key Plans and Policies; Objective a: Create and Facilitate a 
Collaborative and Cooperative Environment to Produce Forward Thinking Regional Plans. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
The CivicSpark program is a statewide Governor’s Initiative AmeriCorps program administered by the 
State of California’s Office of Planning and Research and the LGC. The program places 48 fellows in 
local governments around the state to build capacity for climate mitigation and adaptation. SCAG is a 
Regional Partner and beneficiary of the CivicSpark program, and has hosted CivicSpark fellows 
working in the Sustainability Department for the past two (2) years, since the program began. 
 
This year’s CivicSpark fellows have continued work on the Green Region Initiative – Sustainability 
Indicators project, which charts and maps progress across 25 sustainability topics in every city and 
county in the SCAG region. The final deliverable of the 2015-16 CivicSpark program year is an updated 
Green Region Initiative map, which will provide a resource for SCAG staff, local governments, and the 
public to explore best practices in the region, facilitate collaboration, and advance sustainability 
planning and programming in Southern California.  
 
Tasked with updating the current sustainability map to be interactive and include specific policy data, 
the fellows developed a map with SCAG’s GIS team using the Green Region Initiative Sustainability 
Indicators chart data. The updated version of the map is interactive, and includes specific policy data for 
all cities and counties in the region for 25 sustainability topics. This project supports the 2016 RTP/SCS 
Land Use Strategy to Support Local Sustainability Planning because it highlights best practices around 
the region and serves as a resource for other cities to replicate existing projects and tailor them to suit 
their unique needs.  
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HIGHLIGHT OF RESULTS: 
Over the course of their term, the fellows:  
 

 Developed metrics to track progress for policy and performance across 25 sustainability 
indicators including GHG reduction and climate action planning, active transportation, energy, 
waste, water, and urban greening.  

 Researched and recorded all relevant policies of cities and counties in the region, measuring each 
jurisdiction’s policy progress.  

 Used the data obtained to produce the interactive regional map, develop fact sheets, and outline a 
plan for future workshops to share best practices discovered in the research.  

 
NEXT STEPS: 
SCAG’s partnership with CivicSpark will continue through the 2016-17 program year. The CivicSpark 
fellows will continue collecting data on sustainability progress, focusing on performance data collection 
through targeted outreach to all cities in the region. The fellows will also conduct outreach to receive 
feedback from stakeholders on the map’s functionality and purpose. They will then use this feedback to 
further refine and update the map. Finally, the fellows will organize targeted workshops and technical 
assistance for local governments on sustainability best practices in the region.  
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
The CivicSpark program is funded jointly by the by the LGC and SCAG’s Overall Work Program 
(OWP) Budget.  
 
ATTACHMENT: 
PowerPoint Presentation: “Green Region Initiative Sustainability Indicators Project” 
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Presented by 
CivicSpark 
Fellows
Bree Swenson,
Mike Kloha,
and Mackenzie 
Bolger

GREEN REGION INITIATIVE 
SUSTAINABILITY 

INDICATORS PROJECT

CIVICSPARK PROGRAM

48 fellows in local governments around the state to 
build capacity for climate mitigation and adaptation
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SCAG’S ROLE

 Regional partner and beneficiary of CivicSpark

 Has hosted CivicSpark fellows in the Sustainability 
Department since the program began 2 years ago

Indicators Chart and Map

 197 cities and counties 

 25 topics
 GHG Reduction and Climate Action Planning

 Renewables and Energy Efficiency

 Water Conservation and Capture

 Motorized and Active Transportation

 Built Environment and Forestry

 Waste Reduction

 Measuring progress: 
 Policy and program categories

 Performance metrics 

OVERVIEW OF PROJECT
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 Define and measure progress for 25 topics
 Detailed metric reports
 Policy and performance charts

 Visualize sustainability progress in the region
 Map provides a resource for local governments to explore best 

practices and collaborate on programs 
 Fact sheets to inform sustainability planning

 Connect to RTP/SCS
 Land Use Strategy to support local sustainability planning

PURPOSE

Outlines background, metrics and reasoning for 25 
topics, with policy and performance metrics for each
 Researched sustainability metrics
 Examined regional programs and policies
 Developed policy and program categories and performance 

metrics to measure progress for all topics

METRIC REPORTS
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POLICY AND PERFORMANCE CHARTS

Tracks sustainability progress at the local level
 Policy: Categorized jurisdictions’ sustainability policies and 

programs
 Performance: Conducted outreach to collect data using defined 

metrics (in process)

 Background

 Regional 
statistics

 Notable projects

 Tools and 
resources to 
assist local 
governments in 
sustainability 
planning and 
programming

FACT SHEETS
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 Interactive and web-based
 Provides visualization of sustainability policy and 

program data for each topic
 Acts as a resource for cities to replicate existing 

projects and collaborate regionally 

MAP

MAP: ALL INDICATORS
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MAP: ONE INDICATOR

MAP: MULTIPLE INDICATORS
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MAP: LEGEND

MAP: POP-UP BOX
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MAP: SEARCH FUNCTION

MAP: HYPERLINKS

 
Page 93 of 117
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 Topic-specific takeaways
 Energy Efficiency

 Parking Management

 Water Conservation

 Electric Vehicles

 Farmlands

 Participation/Collaboration in Existing Efforts

 Correlation with income level

 Regional collaboration

TAKEAWAYS
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 SCAG staff training

 New CivicSpark fellows
 Performance data collection

 Outreach on map function/policy data

 Best practice workshops and fact sheets

NEXT STEPS

What cities and counties can do 
 Consistent and uniform tracking

 Find a champion

 Not a score
 Colors represent stages of a process

White spaces are opportunities

 Collaboration, not competition

 Data disclaimer

CONCLUSIONS
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DATE: September 1, 2016 

TO: Energy and Environment Committee (EEC) 
Community, Economic and Human Development Committee (CEHD) 
Transportation Committee (TC) 
 

FROM: Huasha Liu, Director, Land Use and Environmental Planning, 213-236-1838, 
liu@scag.ca.gov   
 

SUBJECT: Criteria for Sustainability Program Call For Proposals 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL:         
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION FOR EEC AND TC: 
For Information Only – No Action Required. 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION FOR CEHD: 
Recommend Regional Council approval of Call for Proposals guidelines and scoring criteria. 
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
Staff has developed a consolidated Sustainability Planning Grants Program (SPG) Call for Proposals. 
This effort is designed to support and implement the policies and initiatives of the 2016 RTP/SCS and 
continues the themes of the previous Call.  There is a funding commitment of $3.5 million including 
$1.0 million from SCAG in FY ’16-17, which will be presented as part of Budget Amendment 1 
scheduled for RC consideration at its September 29, 2016 meeting. The SPG is designed to be a multi-
year funding program to be supported through federal, state and local resources. Any additional 
SCAG resources will be requested as part of the budget development process in future fiscal years. 
 

The 2016 SPG Call for Proposals updates the program application and guidelines to promote 
implementation of the goals, objectives and strategies of the recently adopted 2016 RTP/SCS, and 
incorporates the planning components of SCAG’s 2017 Regional Active Transportation Program 
(ATP). In addition, the Call for Proposals will support the development of concepts that contribute to 
a shared regional vision and support planning work that will help local agencies compete for federal 
and statewide competitive grant programs offered through the statewide Cap & Trade program, ATP 
and other programs. 
  
STRATEGIC PLAN: 
This item supports SCAG’s Strategic Plan Goal 1: Improve Regional Decision Making by Providing 
Leadership and Consensus Building on Key Plans and Policies; and Goal 4: Develop, Maintain and Promote 
the Utilization of State of the Art Models, Information Systems and Communication Technologies. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
Since 2004, the SPG (formerly Compass Blueprint) has been a successful component of SCAG’s efforts to 
assist local jurisdictions and implement RTP/SCS policies. To date, 203 Sustainability Planning Grant-funded 
local planning projects have been completed or are currently in progress, providing a total funding of $22M. 
Each of these innovative projects provides an example of integrated transportation and land use planning, 
tailored to local needs and aligned with regional priorities that other cities and counties can emulate. 

AGENDA ITEM NO. 10   
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Consolidated Sustainability Planning Grant Call for Proposals 
A consolidated Sustainability Program “call-for proposals” has been developed by SCAG staff to help 
support innovative approaches to addressing and solving regional issues. The “call-for-proposals” will 
be released in September 2016, with work on approved planning activities to begin in Fiscal Year 2016-
2017. The SPG guidelines are being presented simultaneously to the three Policy Committees due to 
TC’s ongoing overview of Active Transportation (AT) projects. The CEHD will continue on-going 
oversight of Integrated Land Use (ILU) projects, and the EEC will continue to review projects under the 
Green Region Initiative (GRI). The Policy Committees’ recommended action regarding the SPG’s 
program guidelines will be presented to the Regional Council on September 29, 2016. Pending review 
and approval by the Policy Committees and the Regional Council, project proposals will be evaluated 
and selected based on the scoring criteria included in the attached Program Guidelines.  
 
On June 2, 2016, the RC adopted the 2017 ATP Regional Guidelines, which includes the policy, 
standards, criteria, and procedures for the development, adoption and management of SCAG’s 2017 
ATP Regional Program.  In July 2016, staff advised the Regional Council and Policy Committees about 
the opportunity for coordinating SCAG’s 2017 ATP Regional Program with the SPG. Accordingly, the 
AT component of the consolidated SPG will support Active Transportation Planning and Capacity 
Building proposals to supplement the application process that is administered by the California 
Transportation Commission (CTC). SCAG will establish fund assignments at the time of award based 
on eligibility requirements of each funding source.  
 
Program Goals 
The SPG Call for Proposals seeks to support the following goals: 
 

• Provide needed planning resources to local jurisdictions for sustainability planning efforts 
• Develop local plans that support the implementation of the 2016 RTP/SCS 
• Increase the region’s competitiveness for federal and state funds, including the California 

Active Transportation Program and Greenhouse Gas Reduction Funds. 
 
In addition, each category has additional goals for eligible project types: 

Active Transportation Goals Integrated Land Use & Green Region Goals 
• Increase the proportion of trips accomplished 

by biking and walking 
• Increase safety and mobility of non-

motorized users 
• Continue to foster jurisdictional support and 

promote implementation of the goals, 
objectives and strategies of 2016 RTP/SCS. 

• Seed active transportation concepts and 
produce plans that provide a preliminary step 
for future ATP applicants. 

• Integrate multiple funding streams to 
increase the overall budget for active 
transportation planning and capacity building 
projects. 

• Identify regional strategic areas for infill and 
investment  

• Focus new growth around transit  
• Plan for growth around Livable Corridors 
• Support local sustainability planning and 

climate action planning  
• Continue to foster jurisdictional support and 

promote implementation of the goals, 
objectives and strategies of 2016 RTP/SCS. 

• Encourage integrated concepts and produce 
plans that promote implementation, are 
eligible for sustainability-oriented funding, 
and help achieve a regional shared vision. 
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AT grants are proposed to fund planning and non-infrastructure projects or programs that promote safety 
and encourage people to walk and bike more. ILU grants would continue to focus on sustainable land 
use and transportation planning. GRI component would provide grants to assist local jurisdictions in 
funding sustainability plans or studies, such as climate action plans and water, energy, resiliency or open 
space studies. The new consolidated Call-for-Proposals would solicit project proposals for all three 
program areas. 
 
Next Steps 
 
The tentative schedule for developing the application and issuing the Call for Proposals is outlined 
below.  Greater details on eligibility, selection criteria and the evaluation process can be found in the 
attached Consolidated SPG Guidelines.  
 

o July-August 2016: Call for Proposals Development and Stakeholder Engagement 
o September 29, 2016: Regional Council Review and Approval of Consolidated SPG Call for 

Proposals.   
o November 18, 2016: Applications Due 
o November 18, 2016: December 2016 Proposal Review and Scoring  
o December 2016: Staff recommended Proposal Scores 
o December 2016-January 2017: County Transportation Commission Approvals (Active 

Transportation Program funded projects only) 
o February 2, 2017 Regional Council Approval of 2017 SPG proposal rankings 
o February 6, 2017 Submit Regional Program to CTC (Active Transportation Project funded 

projects only) 
o March 2017 CTC adopts Regional Program (Active Transportation Program funded projects 

only) 
 

FISCAL IMPACT: 
Staff’s work budget for the current fiscal year is included in FY 2016-17 OWP 065.00137.01 and OWP 
150.04094.01.  
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
1. Consolidated Sustainability Planning Grant Call for Proposals Guidelines 
2. PowerPoint Presentation: “Consolidated Sustainability Planning Grant Call for Proposals 

Guidelines” 
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 Southern California Association of Governments 

2016 Sustainability Planning Grants Call for Proposals 

Overview 
The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) announces the Call for Proposals for the 

2016 Sustainability Planning Grants Program (SPG). Since 2005, SCAG’s Sustainability Planning Grant 

Program has provided resources and direct technical assistance to member jurisdictions to complete 

important local planning efforts and enable implementation of the Regional Transportation Plan and 

Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS).  

The SPG allows SCAG to strengthen partnerships with local agencies who are responsible for land use 

and transportation decisions. Projects selected will allow local agencies to facilitate coordination and 

integration of transportation planning with land use, open space, job‐housing balance, environmental 

constraints, and growth management.  The SPG also serves as the primary funding vehicle where SCAG 

partners with local agencies to implement the goals, objectives and strategies of the recently adopted 

2016 RTP/SCS. Applicants are encouraged to review strategies promoted in the 2016 RTP/SCS to align 

project proposals with regional planning priorities and concepts. The most competitive proposals will 

advance multiple planning goals, utilize new or innovative planning practices, and result in planning 

products or programs that are clearly tied to implementation. Conducting collaborative public 

participation efforts to further extend planning to communities previously not engaged in land use and 

transportation discussions is highly encouraged.  

The 2016 SPG will incorporate five percent (5%) of SCAG’s portion of the regional funding from Cycle 3 

of the Active Transportation Program to support planning and non‐infrastructure active transportation 

projects, fulfilling SCAG’s responsibilities to conduct a competitive process for the regional portion of 

the program. Hosting a combined call for proposals to award funds through multiple funding streams is 

intended to simplify the application process and achieve efficiencies in program administration.   

Goals 
The SPG Call for Proposals seeks to support the goals below. In addition, each category has additional 

goals for the eligible project proposal types. 

 Provide needed planning resources to local jurisdictions for sustainability planning efforts 

 Develop local plans that support the implementation of the 2016 RTP/SCS 

 Increase the region’s competitiveness for federal and state funds, including but not limited to 

the California Active Transportation Program and Greenhouse Gas Reduction Funds. 

Categories  
The 2016 SPG is comprised of 3 main project proposal categories that meet the goals of the overall 

program. Each category is detailed further in the category guidelines. 

 Active Transportation (AT) – Examples includes bicycle, pedestrian and safe routes to school 

plans and programs 
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 Integrated Land Use (ILU) – Examples include sustainable land use planning, Transit Oriented 

Development (TOD) and land use & transportation integration 

 Green Region Initiatives (GRI) – Examples include natural resource plans, climate action plans 

(CAPs), green street plans, and greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction programs  

Applicants may apply in more than one category and may submit multiple proposals within a single 

category. SCAG staff is available to support applicants in determining the most appropriate category for 

their project(s). 

Scoring Criteria 
The scoring criteria across all three project proposal types funded through the SPG will be the same. For 

each category, the application includes 3 main topic areas – 1) Project Need, 2) Goals, Objectives and 

Outcomes, and 3) Partnerships and Leveraging. Application questions vary by category within each topic 

area depending on the types of projects eligible. The potential points to be awarded for responses to 

each question are noted in each application.    

Scoring Criteria 

Topic 1  Project Need  50 Points 

Topic 2  Goals, Objectives and Outcomes  35 Points 

Topic 3  Partnerships and Leveraging  15 Points 

Funding Sources 
Funding for the 2016 SPG will be provided through a combination of federal, state and local sources.  

SCAG will allocate funding for project proposals based on the eligibility of each funding source and the 

applicant’s readiness.  Grants will be managed by SCAG and implemented through its consultants, unless 

otherwise negotiated with the project sponsor.   

Timely Use of Funds/Time Extensions     
All project sponsors must be prepared to initiate their projects in Spring 2017.  All work must be 

completed within 12 to 36 months of project initiation.  A more exact period of performance will be 

determined at the time of project initiation based on project complexity and funding source.   Time 

extensions will be considered on a case‐by‐case basis. Extensions and scope changes must be in letter 

format. All requests must include an explanation of the issues and actions the agency has taken to 

correct the issues. All extensions will be contingent on funding availability and the program 

requirements of the funding source assigned to the project when awarded. SCAG intends all selected 

projects to be completed in a timely manner and requires that applicants coordinate internal resources 

to ensure timely completion of the projects.  

Schedule 
The following schedule outlines important dates  

Schedule   

SCAG SPG Call for Proposals Opens  9/29/16 
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Application Workshop  Week of 10/17/16 

SCAG SPG Call for Project Application Deadline  11/18/16 

Staff Recommended Draft SPG project list   12/21/16 

SCAG Regional Council Approval of 2017 SPG Proposal Rankings  2/2/17 

Contact Information 
Questions regarding the SPG application or application process should be directed to: 

Green Region and Integrated Land Use  Active Transportation 

Marco Anderson 
Senior Regional Planner 
Telephone: 213‐236‐1879 
Email: anderson@scag.ca.gov 

Stephen Patchan 
Senior Regional Planner 
Telephone: 213.236.1923 
Email:  patchan@scag.ca.gov 

 

Submittal Information 
Applications are due November 18, 2016 by 5:00 pm using the instructions provided in the Application. 

Questions regarding submitting applications for each category should be emailed to contact person 

listed above. Applications should include all supporting documents in a single PDF file. Files should be 

labeled in the following format: AgencyName_ApplicationCategory_ProjectName. For example: 

SCAG_AT_GoHuman or SCAG_GRI_ClimateActionPlan. 
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Active Transportation 

Overview 
The Sustainability Planning Grants Program Active Transportation Category (SPG‐AT) will fund planning 

and non‐infrastructure projects or programs that promote safety and encourage people to walk and 

bicycle. These projects will be designed to enhance local interest and/or capacity to build safe, efficient 

active transportation networks.  

Goals and Purpose 
The SPG‐AT Call for Proposals seeks to implement SCAG’s 2016 Regional Transportation Plan and 

Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) and fulfill SCAG’s responsibilities to implement the 

planning element of the Regional Program of the California Active Transportation Program (ATP). The 

2016 RTP/SCS was adopted on April 7, 2016 and is a long range vision for transportation and land use 

planning for the region. The 2016 RTP/SCS outlines recommended strategies for increasing rates of 

active transportation in the Active Transportation Appendix.  

The goals of the SPG‐AT program are to: 

 Increase the proportion of trips accomplished by biking and walking 

 Increase safety and mobility of non‐motorized users 

 Continue to foster jurisdictional support and promote implementation of the goals, objectives and 

strategies of 2016 RTP/SCS. 

 Seed active transportation concepts and produce plans that provide a preliminary step for future 

ATP applicants. 

 Integrate multiple funding streams to increase the overall budget for active transportation planning 

and capacity building projects.  

Funding Sources  
Funding for the SPG‐AT will be provided from a combination of federal, state and local funding sources. 

SCAG in collaboration with the county transportation commissions will establish fund assignments at the 

time of award based on eligibility requirements of each funding source.   

Approximately $2.5 million of the program will be funded using no more the five percent (5%) of SCAG’s 

allocation from of the 2017 Active Transportation Program.  The policies and procedures for awarding 

these funds are consistent with the direction established by the California Transportation Commission 

and can be found in SCAG’s 2017 Regional Active Transportation Guidelines. The balance of the program 

funding will be comprised of federal, state and local funds.   

Grants will be managed by SCAG and implemented through its consultants, unless otherwise negotiated 

with the project sponsor.  As part of the grant management, SCAG will assume responsibility for 

procuring consultant support, and provide all necessary reporting and documentation required to 

funding partners.  The Sponsoring Agency will assign a project manager and assume responsibility for 

the timely use of funds.  
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Regional Equity   
The majority of funds to be programmed through the SPG‐AT are constrained based on county and 

geographic equity requirements established by the funding guidelines for each of the respective funding 

sources.  To ensure compliance with funding guidelines, minimum funding targets will be established for 

each county and project proposals will be evaluated against other proposals received in their respective 

county.  Capacity Building Mini‐Grants are not subject to geographic equity requirements and will be 

competitively awarded by SCAG based on scoring criteria.   

Eligible Applicants 
The following entities, within the SCAG region, are eligible to apply for SPG‐AT funds: 

 Local or Regional Agency ‐ Examples include cities, counties, Regional Transportation Planning 

Agency and County Public Health Departments.  

 Transit Agencies ‐ Any agency responsible for public transportation that is eligible for funds under 

the Federal Transit Administration.  

 Public schools or School districts  

 Tribal Governments ‐ Federally‐recognized Native American Tribes.  

Eligible Project Types/Maximum Awards 
The SPG‐AT will fund three types of projects 1) Community or Area ‐Wide Active Transportation Plans 

(including First‐Last Mile Plans) 2) Non‐Infrastructure Projects, and 3) Capacity Building Mini‐Grants. 

Projects should advance one or more program goals by enhancing community support for active 

transportation, increasing local capacity to implement active transportation infrastructure 

improvements and/or improving a local agency’s competitiveness for future state and federal funding 

opportunities.  

Community or Area‐Wide Active Transportation Plans (maximum award: $200,000) 

Planning proposals must meet the requirements of the Active Transportation Program, as described in 

the 2017 Statewide ATP Guidelines, with one exception: SCAG will allow for plan proposals to be 

completed in communities or areas that are not considered disadvantaged.  A list of the components 

that must be included in an active transportation plan can be found in Section 13, subsection E of the 

2017 ATP Guidelines.  Examples of eligible plans include but are not limited to: 

 Community‐wide Active Transportation Master Plan 

 Community‐wide Bicycle or Pedestrian Master Plan 

 Safe Routes to School Master Plan 

 First‐Last Mile Plans (active transportation improvements only) 

 Neighborhood Mobility Area (NMA) Plan (active transportation only).  See RTP/SCS for 

description of NMAs 

Non‐Infrastructure Projects (maximum award: $200,000) 

Non‐infrastructure proposals must meet the requirements of the Active Transportation Program as 

described the 2017 Statewide ATP Guidelines.  SCAG will allow for non‐infrastructure proposals to be 

completed in communities or areas that are not considered disadvantaged. Non‐infrastructure projects 
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with permanent infrastructure components are not eligible.  Project sponsors are encouraged to apply 

for activities that extend the reach and impact of the region’s successful Go Human Campaign, including 

through implementation of Go Human demonstration projects in new communities, expansion of the 

advertising campaign and collateral, and/or use of the Go Human branding in other activities. Examples 

of eligible projects include but are not limited to: 

 Open Streets Event or demonstration projects (pop‐ups) directly linked to the promotion of a 

new infrastructure project or designed to promote walking and biking on a daily basis 

 Conducting pedestrian and bicycle safety education programs, including community‐wide 

advertising campaigns 

 Development and implementation of bike‐to‐work or walk‐to‐work school day/month programs. 

 Conducting bicycle and/or pedestrian counts, walkability and/or bicycle friendly assessments or 

audits, or pedestrian and/or bicycle safety analysis.Development and publishing of community 

walking and biking maps, including school route/travel plans 

 Development and implementation of walking school bus or bike train programs 

Capacity Building Mini‐Grants (Maximum project award: $50,000) 

Capacity Building Mini‐Grants will be funded that position local agencies to compete for capital funding.  

There are no disadvantaged communities requirements for this category. In this category, applicants are 

encouraged to consider projects that advance multiple sustainability goals, like water and energy 

conservation and climate adaption, as a component of the active transportation project or program 

design. Examples of eligible projects include but are not limited to: 

 Concept Plans 

 Corridor Plans 

 Design Charrettes 

 Capacity Building/Educational Initiatives 

 Supportive Active Transportation Policies (Complete Streets) 

Match Requirements 
Project sponsors are not required to provide match to receive funding through the SPG‐AT. However, 

project proposals that include a hard match or leveraging through in‐kind efforts will be prioritized in 

the scoring criteria. 

Scoring Criteria 
The scoring criteria across all three project types funded through the SPG‐AT will be the same. For each 

category, the application includes 3 main focus areas.  The potential points to be awarded for responses 

to each area are noted in the application. The question topics and their relationship to the scoring 

criteria are outlined below.   

 

Scoring Criteria          

Topic 1: Project Need  50 Points 

Mobility   15 
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Safety   20 

Public Health  5 

Disadvantaged Communities (Plans and NI)/ 
Community Need (Capacity Building Mini‐Grants)

10 

Topic 2: Goals, Objectives and Outcomes  35 Points 

Mobility  20 

Safety  5 

Public Health  5 

Public Participation  5 

Topic 3: Partnerships and Leveraging  15 Points 

Leveraging  5 

Cost Effectiveness  5 

Public Participation  5 

Application Process 
Eligible applicants are encouraged to apply to the SPG‐AT by completing an application specific to one 

the three Project Types, above.  Please contact SCAG staff if the project includes multiple components, 

or if for any other reason, support is needed in identifying the proper application to use for a project 

proposal.   Application workshops will be scheduled in October 2016 to address any questions related to 

the application process.  For more information and details on the workshop see –website. Applicants 

must complete and submit their application by 5:00pm, November 18, 2016. 

Exceptions: Non‐Infrastructure and planning projects that were submitted through the 2017 ATP 

statewide competition, but not selected for funding, will be considered for funding through the SPG‐AT. 

Because the scoring criteria for the SPG‐AT are identical to the 2017 ATP, project sponsors are not 

required, but may if they choose, submit a new application to SCAG through the SPG‐AT.  If the applicant 

chooses to complete a new application through the SPG‐AT, the application must be received by the 

November 18 deadline.  Otherwise, SCAG will use the scores provided by the California Transportation 

Commission’s (CTC) ATP review process to rank and select statewide submitted projects alongside SPG‐

AT projects submitted through this call.  The $200,000 cap will not be applied to projects that first 

submitted an application through the Statewide ATP Call for Proposals.  However, project sponsors may 

wish to review and revise their funding request in consideration of the limited ATP funding ($2.5 million) 

to be awarded through the SPG and SCAG’s regional equity goals. 

Evaluation Process 
For SPG‐AT projects, six (6) evaluation teams, one (1) per county, will be established to review, score 

and rank applications submitted to the SPG‐AT.  Each team will be comprised of staff from the county 

transportation commissions and SCAG.   Projects will compete and be ranked against other projects 

within their respective county, except as noted below.   Final awards will be based on application score, 

regional equity targets and funding eligibility.   

Exceptions:  Capacity Building Mini‐Grants will be awarded competitively across the region and will be 

scored by SCAG staff only to avoid a conflict of interest.  In addition, if a county transportation 
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commission submits a proposal for any of the project types, the application will be reviewed and scored 

by SCAG staff only.    

Schedule 
Projects awarded ATP funding should be aware of additional program dates beyond those discussed in 

the SPG guidelines overview. 

 

SPG‐AT Schedule   

SCAG SPG‐AT Call for Proposals Opens  9/29/16 

Application Workshop  Week of 10/17/16 

SCAG SPG‐AT Call for Project Application Deadline*  11/18/16 

Staff Recommended Draft SPG‐AT project list   12/21/16 

County Transportation Commission approvals (if required by assigned funding 
source)  

12/21/16 ‐ 1/27/17 

SCAG Regional Council Approval of 2017 Regional ATP (including SPG‐AT 
selected projects) 

2/2/17 

California Transportation Commission approval of 2017 Regional ATP 
(including SPG‐AT selected projectsrce) 

3/15/17 

* Deadline applies to all applicants, including project sponsors who wish to submit a new proposal for a 

project that failed to receive funding through the Cycle 3 ATP.  See Application Process above.      . 
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Integrated Land Use & Green Region Initiatives  

Overview 
The 2017 Sustainability Planning Grants Program Integrated Land Use/Green Region Initiatives 

Categories (SPG‐ILU/GRI) will fund planning, visioning, and capacity building projects or programs that 

promote sustainable development, transportation/land use integration, resource efficiency, climate 

action, and adaptation/resiliency studies.  

Goals and Purpose 
The ILU/GRI Call for Proposals seeks to implement SCAG’s 2016 Regional Transportation Plan and 

Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) and fulfill SCAG’s responsibilities to achieve the 

greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions reductions called for in Senate Bill 375 (SB375). The 2016 RTP/SCS was 

adopted on April 7, 2016 and is a long range vision for transportation and land use planning for the 

region. The 2016 RTP/SCS outlines recommended strategies for reducing GHG emissions through 

resource conservation, and integrated land use and transportation (see Chapter 5 in the 2016 RTP/SCS).  

The goals of the SPG‐ILU/GRI program are to: 

 Identify regional strategic areas for infill and investment  

 Focus new growth around transit  

 Plan for growth around Livable Corridors 

 Support local sustainability planning and climate action planning  

 Continue to foster jurisdictional support and promote implementation of the goals, objectives and 

strategies of 2016 RTP/SCS. 

 Encourage integrated concepts and produce plans that promote implementation, are eligible for 

sustainability‐oriented funding, and help achieve a regional shared vision. 

Funding Sources  
Funding for the SPG‐ILU/GRI will be provided from a combination of federal, state and SCAG funding 

sources. SCAG will establish fund assignments at the time of award based on eligibility requirements of 

each funding source.     

Grants will be managed by SCAG and implemented through its consultants, unless otherwise negotiated 

with the project sponsor. As part of the grant management, SCAG will assume responsibility for 

procuring consultant support, and provide all necessary reporting and documentation required to 

funding partners.  The Sponsoring Agency will assign a project manager and assume responsibility the 

timely use of funds.  

Regional Equity   
SCAG will take regional geographic equity into consideration when ranking SPG‐ILU/GRI program 

applications.  
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Eligible Applicants 
Only SCAG member jurisdictions are eligible to submit SPG‐ILU/GRI applications.  All projects must be 

within the SCAG region.  Non‐profit groups, community based organizations and non‐member 

government agencies may request that a member agency sponsor their application.  These applications 

must identify both a sponsoring agency project manager as well as a Managing Organization project 

manager. 

Eligible Project Types/Maximum Awards 
The SPG‐ILU/GRI will fund three types of projects 1) Integrated Shared Vision Proposals 2) Single‐

Purpose Planning Proposals, and 3) Capacity Building Mini‐Grants. Projects should advance one or more 

program goals by increasing local capacity to implement plans, enhancing community support for land 

use transportation integration or climate action planning, and/or improving a local agency’s 

competitiveness for future state and federal funding opportunities.  

Integrated Shared Vision Proposals (maximum award: $750,000) 

These proposals must present significant multi‐faceted planning and plan efforts focused on preparing 

projects for “shovel‐ready” status.  Projects should promote infill, Transit Oriented Development (TOD), 

complete communities or other forms of sustainable development. Projects should address climate 

change through GHG emission reduction, adaptation planning, and promote overall sustainability on 

various resource issues.  Preparation of environmental clearance documentation is strictly prohibited. 

Planning elements should emphasize a comprehensive approach to connectivity and location strategy; 

community design and neighborhood form; and green buildings and infrastructure. Eligible plans should 

include, but are not limited to, three or more of the following elements: 

o Land Use Strategies such as those included in the 2016 RTP/SCS 

o Strategies to Encourage mixed‐income diverse communities 

o Transit and/or Active Transportation/Land Use Integration 

o Entitlement Strategies 

o Innovative Financing Strategies 

o Resource Conservation Strategies & Green Design 

Focused Planning Proposals (maximum award: $200,000) 

These planning efforts are a continuation of previous calls for proposals.  Proposals can include land use 

visioning efforts, plan preparation, climate action plans, or other innovative proposals. Multi‐

jurisdictional efforts are encouraged. As noted above, Preparation of environmental clearance 

documentation is strictly prohibited. Projects should be 12 months in duration. Proposals can either be 

stand‐alone projects or supplement planning concepts with additional analysis or presentation 

materials. Examples of eligible projects include, but are not limited to: 

 

Integrated Land Use  Green Region Initiative 

o Transit‐Oriented Development (TOD), and 
Livable Corridor Plans 

o General Plan Element updates, Specific 

o Local or Subregional Climate Action Plans 
o Energy and/or Water Efficiency Plans 
o Open Space, Natural and Farm Lands 
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Plans and Development Code Assistance 
o Affordable Housing Development 

Feasibility Analyses 
o Mobility Innovations 

Preservation 
o Climate Adaptation and Resiliency Plans 
o Ecodistrict Planning 
o Urban Greening 

 

Capacity Building Mini‐Grants (Maximum project award: $50,000) 

Partnership building, community outreach, planning research or early visioning exercises will be funded 

that position local agencies to compete for additional funding.  In this category, applicants are 

encouraged to consider projects that advance multiple sustainability goals, like water and energy 

conservation and climate adaptation, as a component of project design. Funding may be used to hire 

grant writers, and/or contract staff for a limited term.  Examples of eligible projects include, but are not 

limited to: 

o Concept Planning and Design Charrettes 

o Neighborhood Vision Plans 

o Economic Development Strategies 

o Innovative Technology / Social Media Deployment 

o Capacity Building/Educational Initiatives 

o Grant Preparation and Project Pipeline Development 

Match Requirements 
Project sponsors are not required to provide match to receive funding through the SPG‐ILU/GRI.  

However, project proposals that include a hard match or leveraging through in‐kind efforts will be 

prioritized in the scoring criteria. 

Scoring Criteria 
The scoring criteria across all three project types funded through the SPG‐ILU/GRI will be the same. For 

each category, the application includes 3 topic areas.  The potential points to be awarded for responses 

to each question are noted in the application.   To minimize redundancy and simplify the application, 

some questions may be used to assess more than one criteria. The questions and their relationship to 

the scoring criteria are outlined below.   

Scoring Criteria          

Topic 1: Project Need  50 Points 

Readiness  15 

Sustainability  20 

Resource Need  10 

Disadvantaged Communities  5 

Topic 2: Project Goals, Objectives and Outcomes 35 Points 

Readiness  20 

Sustainability  5 

Resource Need  5 

Public Participation  5 
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Topic 3: Partnerships and Leveraging  15 Points 

Leveraging  5 

Cost Effectiveness  5 

Public Participation  5 

 

Application Process 
Eligible applicants are encouraged to apply to the SPG‐ILU/GRI by completing an application specific to 

one of the three Project Types.  Please contact SCAG staff if the project includes multiple components, 

or if support is needed in identifying the proper application to use for a project proposal.   Application 

workshops will be scheduled in October 2016 to address any questions related to the application 

process.  For more information and details on the workshop see –website. Applicants must complete 

and submit their application by 5:00pm, November 18, 2016. 

Evaluation Process 
Three (3) evaluation teams, one (1) for each project category, will be established to review, score and 

rank applications submitted to the SPG‐ILU/GRI.  Each team will be comprised of staff from partner 

agencies, and from SCAG.  Projects will compete with and be ranked against other projects within their 

respective categories. Final awards will be based on application score, regional geographic equity and 

funding eligibility.   

Schedule 
Schedule   

SCAG SPG‐ILU/GRI Call for Proposals Opens  9/29/16 

Application Workshop  Week of 10/17/16 

SCAG SPG‐ILU/GRI Call for Project Application Deadline*  11/18/16 

Staff Recommended Draft SPG‐ILU/GRI project list   12/21/16 

SCAG Regional Council Approval of 2017 SPG‐ILU/GRI Proposal Rankings  2/02/17 
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Sustainability Planning Grant Program: 

DRAFT 2016 Call for Proposals

September 1, 2016

Background

 202 Planning Grant Projects and $ 22 M since 2005 
 2013 Call for Proposals resulted in 70 projects and $ 9 M
• Categories

• Active Transportation
• Green Region
• Integrated Land Use & Transportation

2
Laguna NiguelSustainable South Bay Ventura FWY Cap Downtown FontanaCalexico Gateway WRCOG NEV Plan
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Goals/Objectives

 Provide needed planning resources to local 
jurisdictions for sustainability planning efforts

 Develop local plans that support the 
implementation of the 2016 RTP/SCS

 Increase the region’s competitiveness for federal 
and state funds, including the California Active 
Transportation Program and Greenhouse Gas 
Reduction Funds.

3

2016-2040 RTP/SCS Strategies

• High Quality 
Transit Areas

• Transit Oriented 
Development

• Livable Corridors

• Complete Streets

• First/Last Mile

• Neighborhood 
Mobility Areas

• Resource 
Conservation
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Regional Need

 40% of city/county general plans more than 10 years old

 Only 20% of Transit Priority Areas covered by specific 
plans; 60% of those 10 years old

 Only 25% of cities have GHG inventories

 Only 20% of transit stations have 1st/Last mile plans

 40%+ of cities/counties lack comprehensive active 
transportation plans

5

Program Development

Draft 
Call for 

Proposals

2014 Call for 
Proposals

Statewide/ 
Regional 

ATP 
Guidelines

2016-2040 
RTP/SCS

Statewide 
Cap & Trade 

Program 
Guidelines

AT Working 
Group

County 
Transportation 
Commissions

City 
Planning & 
CD Staff

CEO 
Sustainability 

Working 
Group

6
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Planning Goals: Categories

7

Integrated Land-Use -or- Green Region Active Transportation

• Identify regional strategic areas for infill & 
investment 

• Focus new growth around transit 
• Plan for growth around Livable Corridors
• Support local sustainability planning and 

climate action planning 
• Continue jurisdictional support for 2016 

RTP/SCS.
• Encourage integrated concepts and 

produce plans that promote 
implementation

• Increase proportion of trips 
accomplished by walk/bike

• Increase safety
• Build capacity/seed projects 

to compete for fed/state 
funds

Project Type

8

Project Type Awards/
Project

Examples

Focused Program/Plan <$200K • Active Transportation Plan
• Circulation Element
• Specific Plan
• Go Human Event

Capacity Building (mini-
grants)

<$50K • Design Charrette
• Planning Exercise
• Training
• Grant writing assistance

Integrated Shared Vision $200K-$1M • 3 combined elements
• Transit and/or Active 

Transportation/Land Use Integration
• Innovative Financing Strategies
• Energy/Water Conservation
• Green Infrastructure Design
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Scoring Criteria

Criterion Points Considerations

Project Need 50 • Does the proposal address a major 
gap in meeting program goals?

• Would this project happen without 
the Sustainability Planning Grant? 

Goals, Objectives & 
Outcomes

35 • Does the project address the need?
• Will it lead to a tangible outcome?

Partnerships & 
Leveraging

15 • Is there community/political support 
to advance the plan and its 
implementation?

9

Example Projects: Active 
Transportation

10

Education/ Encouragement Campaign

Open Streets/Demo Projects Active Transportation Plan

Project Visioning/Charrette

City of Westminster

GoHuman Campaign

City of Anaheim
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Example Projects: Integrated 
Land-Use

11

TOD/Land Use

City of South Gate

Zoning Code Assistance

City of Chino Hills

Livable Corridor Plans

San Gabriel Valley COG

Community Visioning

City of Alhambra

Capacity Building / 
Mini-Grant

South Bay Cities COG

Example Projects: Green Region

12

Climate Action Planning

Western Riverside COG

Resource Conservation

City of San Bernardino

Green Infrastructure

City of Calimesa

Energy Generation Study

City of Rancho Mirage
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Integrated Shared Vision

13

Connectivity & Strategic Location
 Housing and jobs proximity
 Habitat restoration & long-term conservation
 Reduced automobile dependence

Community Design & Neighborhood Form
 Compact development & neighborhood centers
 Mixed-income diverse communities
 Transit facilities & walkable streets

Green Buildings & Infrastructure
 On-site renewable energy sources
 Building water and energy efficiency
 Certified green buildings

Tentative Schedule

14

Call for Projects Opens pending RC approval September 29, 
2016

Call for Project Application Deadline November 18, 
2016

Proposal Evaluations November ‐
December 2016

Project List Finalized December 
2016

Program Update and Scoring Results January
2017

Program Initiated Spring 2017

Estimated Program Completion Summer 2019
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