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REGIONAL COUNCIL

AGENDA
SEPTEMBER 6, 2012

The Regional Council 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. Glen Becerra, President)

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 Council, must fill out and present a Public
Comment Card to the Assistant prior to speaking. Comments will be limited to three (3) minutes per
speaker provided that the Chair has the discretion to reduce this time limit based upon the number of
speakers. The Chair may limit the total time for all public comments to twenty (20) minutes.

REVIEW AND PRIORITIZE AGENDA ITEMS

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT
(Hasan Ikhrata, Executive Director)

e Update on Subcommittee Draft Work Plans
e Update on Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP)

PRESIDENT’S REPORT

New Members

New Committee Appointments

New Subcommittee Appointments

COMMITTEE REPORTS/ACTION ITEMS

Executive/Administration Committee (EAC) Report
(Hon. Glen Becerra, Chair)

Community, Economic and Human Development Committee (CEHD) Report
(Hon. Paula Lantz, Chair)

Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) Subcommittee Report
(Hon. Paula Lantz, Chair)

Energy and Environment Committee (EEC) Report
(Hon. Cheryl Viegas-Walker, Chair)

Transportation Committee (TC) Report
(Hon. Keith Millhouse, Chair)

Legislative/Communications and Membership Committee (LCMC) Report
(Hon. Larry McCallon, Chair)
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REGIONAL COUNCIL

AGENDA
SEPTEMBER 6, 2012

CONSENT CALENDAR

Approval ltems

1.
2.

9.

Minutes of the July 5, 2012 Meeting

Conformity Analysis for the 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement
Program (FTIP)

Approval of Final 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

(ETIP)

Contracts $200,000 or Greater: Contract No. 12-033-C1 — Integrated
Transit and Land Use Planning for the Foothill Boulevard/5th Street Bus
Rapid Transit (BRT) Corridor

Contracts $200.000 or Greater: Contract No. 12-043-C1 — On-Call
Economic Advisory and Outreach Services

2012 Investment Policy

Support of Cap-and-Trade Coalition Principles

AB 939 (Perez): Salton Sea Restoration; AB 1410 (Perez): Salton Sea
Restoration

SCAG Memberships and Sponsorships

Receive & File

10.
11.

Contracts/Purchase Orders and/or Amendments between $5.000 — $200.,000

September 2012 State and Federal Legislative Update

INFORMATION ITEMS

12.
13.

14.
15.

Draft Subcommittees Work Plans

Preliminary Draft 2016 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable
Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) Milestone Schedule

Litigation Update
CFO Monthly Report

FUTURE AGENDA ITEM(S)

ADJOURNMENT
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To be distributed
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Attachment
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158

The next Regional Council Meeting is scheduled for Thursday, October 4, 2012, at the SCAG Los Angeles

Office.
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Regional Council Minutes of the Meeting

July 5,2012
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AGENDA ITEMNO. 1

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

REGIONAL COUNCIL
MINUTES OF THE MEETING
JULY 5, 2012

THE FOLLOWING MINUTES ARE A SUMMARY OF ACTIONS TAKEN BY THE
REGIONAL COUNCIL.
AVAILABLE FOR LISTENING IN THE OFFICE OF REGIONAL COUNCIL SUPPORT.

A DIGITAL RECORDING OF THE ACTUAL MEETING IS

The Regional Council (RC) of the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) held its
meeting at the SCAG Los Angeles Office. There was a quorum.
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Regional Council Minutes of the Meeting

Members Present - continued
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Staff Present

Hasan Ikhrata, Executive Director

Sharon Neely, Chief Deputy Executive Director

Joann Africa, Chief Counsel

Basil Panas, Acting Chief Financial Officer

Debbie Dillon, Deputy Executive Director, Administration
Catherine Chavez, Acting Chief Information Officer

Huasha Liu, Director of Land Use & Environmental Planning
Deby Salcido, Officer to the Regional Council

Tess Rey-Chaput, Office of Regional Council Support

CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

President Glen Becerra, Simi Valley, District 46, called the meeting to order at approximately 12:22 p.m.
Immediate Past President Pam O’Connor, Santa Monica, District 41, led the Pledge of Allegiance.

Presentation by Film Industry Executives and the Los Angeles Economic Development Corporation

(LAEDC)

President Glen Becerra, Simi Valley, District 46, stated his appreciation for the Regional
Councilmembers’ commitment in the Southern California Economic Recovery and Job Creation Strategy
to launch Phase II of the strategy through a Model Film Ordinance recently adopted by the California
Film Commission (CFC) with the goal to retain entertainment industry jobs in California. President
Becerra stated that the Model Film Ordinance would serve as a framework to create uniformity and
streamline film permitting process for city and county governments to adopt a similar ordinance.
President Becerra introduced William C. “Bill” Allen, President and CEO, Los Angeles County
Economic Development Corporation (LAEDC). Mr. Allen provided remarks, stated that the partnership
will increase filming activity throughout Southern California and introduced Amy Lemisch, Executive
Director, California Film Commission (CFC).

Ms. Lemisch provided remarks and stated that as the primary liaison to all levels of governments, CFC’s
role is to facilitate production throughout the state to increase jobs and support businesses by streamlining
the film permitting process. She stated that the CFC has a network of over 60 Regional Film Offices
across the state to provide localized support, detailed location information and facilitate the permit
process. Ms. Lemisch announced that the CFC offers incentive programs such as the California Film &
Television Tax Credit Program that allows allocation of $100 million annually of tax credit for four (4)
fiscal years. Ms. Lemisch concluded her presentation and introduced, Paul Audley, President, FilmL.A.

Mr. Audley provided remarks and stated that FilmL.A. was created when the City and County of Los
Angeles decided to privatize their film permit offices, allowing more flexibility in providing services to
production companies and local communities. A private, not-for-profit organization, Mr. Audley stated
that FilmL.A. was established to benefit the public and is funded primarily by permit coordination fees
paid by production companies to help the region retain its status as the entertainment production capital of
the world. Mr. Audley stated the importance of the Model Film Ordinance along with FilmL.A.'s
assistance to provide expert, centralized coordination of multi-jurisdictional on-location filming permits
and encouraged the councilmembers to adopt a similar ordinance in their jurisdictions.

William C. “Bill” Allen, President and CEO, Los Angeles County Economic Development Corporation
(LAEDC), reiterated the importance of the film industry in the region’s economy and noted that SCAG’s
adoption of the Model Film Ordinance, would help urge local communities and county governments to
work within a framework of policies that can create a region that is attractive to the industry. Mr. Allen
asked that the Regional Council to: 1) adopt the Model Film Ordinance and Best Practices document; 2)
that SCAG—as aligned with the 2010 Business Friendly Principles document—urge its member cities in

. A SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
<= ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS Page 3



Regional Council Minutes of the Meeting July §5,2012 Page 4 of 9

the six-county SCAG region to formally adopt the Model Film Ordinance and Best Practices; and 3)
propose that SCAG expressly include the Model Film Ordinance and Best Practices document in the
Southern California Economic Recovery and Job Creation Strategy Phase II.

Councilmember Carl Morehouse, nd Vice-President, Ventura, District 47, asked how to design an
ordinance that would mitigate the local community’s concerns related to disruption, excessive noise and
traffic while supporting the film industry. Ms. Lemisch responded that it is important to balance the
needs of the industry and the needs of the community by establishing set hours and creating a structure of
what is allowable.

Councilmember Barbara Messina, Alhambra, District 34, suggested utilizing the local businesses in the
community as an incentive for allowing filming. Mr. Audley responded that the film industry supports
utilizing local business during filming in the community.

Supervisor Gary Ovitt, San Bernardino County, stated support for keeping the film industry jobs in the
region.

Councilmember Marsha McLean, Santa Clarita, stated that the City of Santa Clarita recently passed a film
permit ordinance to expedite the process; commented that local businesses benefit from the film industry;
and stated support for the industry.

Councilmember Cheryl Viegas-Walker, El Centro, District 1, asked how to address the federal
jurisdiction’s film permitting delays for still photography used for commercial filming and cited the U.S.
Department of the Interior’s Bureau of Land Management (BLM) as an example. Ms. Lemisch responded
that they work with federal departments such as BLM, the U.S. National Parks Service and suggested that
the Imperial County Film Commissioner contact the San Bernardino Film Commissioner who could assist
in facilitating such film permits.

Councilmember Dennis Zine, Los Angeles, District 50, asked how to regulate adult-themed filming in
certain pockets of the community to mitigate the residents’ concerns. Mr. Allen responded that the First
Amendment precludes any government to impede the ability to film these types of production as any
other type of film production.

Councilmember Mitch Englander, Los Angeles, District 59, stated support for the film industry and its
benefits in utilizing local vendors in the community; asked how to mitigate altered street markers while
filming on streets and cited an example of an automobile commercial filming incident. Mr. Allen
responded that cities have requirements that impact filming and that the cities have been working closely
with the film production crew to ensure better communication.

Councilmember Kathryn McCullough, City of Lake Forest, Orange County Council of Governments,
commented regarding filming restrictions and the continued decrease of filming in the City of Lake Forest
and in the southern part of Orange County. Mr. Allen responded that filming has been significant in
Orange County and stated that film productions are not restrained to a particular city or county.

A motion was made (Becerra) that member jurisdictions adopt the Model Film Ordinance and Best
Practices document, as appropriate. Motion was SECONDED (Barrows) and UNANIMOUSLY
APPROVED.

On behalf of the Regional Council, President Becerra thanked William C. “Bill” Allen; Amy Lemisch;
and Paul Audley for their presentation and presented them with a token of appreciation.

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD

President Glen Becerra, Simi Valley, District 46, opened the Public Comment Period.
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Diane Moss, Nuclear Campaign Consultant, Friends of the Earth, commented in regard to the San Onofre
Nuclear Generating System (SONGS) repair costs and urged that the replacement of the defective steam
generators undergo a thorough and transparent public review prior to restarting the generators. Ms. Moss
stated that Friends of the Earth filed a legal petition with the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC)
to launch a full license amendment process to review the design changes in the new steam generators.

Rye Baerg, Southern California Regional Policy Manager, Safe Routes to School National Partnership,
stated support for the new subcommittees as part of the implementation of the 2012-2035 Regional
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS).

President Glen Becerra, Simi Valley, District 46, closed the Public Comment Period.

REVIEW AND PRIORITIZE AGENDA ITEMS
There was no reprioritization of the agenda items.

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT

Hasan Ikhrata, Executive Director, stated that he sent an email to the Regional Councilmembers reporting
that Congress passed the Transportation Bill authorizing federal spending on highways and transit for the
next two (2) years with the same level of funding. Mr. Ikhrata clarified that the funds appropriated for the
Central Valley High-Speed Rail Project will not be affected. As specified on the Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU) with the California High-Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA), Mr. Ikhrata reported that
all agencies signed the MOU, with the exception of Orange County.

After much exploration and examination to obtain an electronic voting system that is accurate and
reasonably priced for the Regional Council, Mr. Ikhrata reported that this endeavor has been unsuccessful
as there are several challenges for such a large Board. However, Mr. Ikhrata reported that the Information
Technology staff will continue to research alternatives and whether the use of iPads or Microsoft Surface
tablets would be a possibility to capture accurate votes during meetings.

Mr. Ikhrata reported that SCAG received notification that the Overall Work Program (OWP) for Fiscal
Year 2012-2013 was approved by the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA). As a Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO), this approval is required for
SCAG to implement the Board priorities and planning activities included in the OWP.

PRESIDENT’S REPORT

President Glen Becerra, Simi Valley, District 46, reported that there were no new members or committee
appointments and reiterated that there is no meeting in August. President Becerra stated that a letter will
be sent to all the cities and counties in the SCAG region regarding the Southern California Economic
Recovery and Job Creation Strategy Phase II as to how this relates to the recent adoption of the Model
Film Ordinance and Business Practices as a first step towards specific actions that local governments
could do to improve the economy. As part of the Phase II Strategy, President Becerra reported that 20 to
30 model ordinances will be reviewed by the Global Land Use and Economic (GLUE) Council and will
select five (5) or six (6) business-friendly ordinances for the Regional Council and member agencies to
consider and adopt.

President Becerra expressed his appreciation for Councilmember Ginger Coleman, Town of Apple
Valley, District 65; First Vice President Greg Pettis, Cathedral City, District 2; Councilmember Dennis
Zine, Los Angeles, District 50; Councilmember James Johnson, Long Beach, District 30; and Immediate
Past President Pam O’Connor, Santa Monica, District 41, for attending the recent All Staff meeting and
appreciation breakfast.
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COMMITTEE REPORTS/ACTION ITEMS

Executive/Administration Committee (EAC) Report

1.

New SCAG Subcommittees

Councilmember Marsha McLean, City of Santa Clarita, North L.A. County, asked for clarification on
the new subcommittees to sunset after six (6) months; to reconsider not limiting the membership to
one (1) representative per county; and stated concern that Los Angeles County is too large to be
represented by one (1) member. President Becerra clarified that each subcommittee will be
represented by one (1) member and one (1) alternate from each county with its work product to be
reviewed by the full committee structure. In regard to the duration of the subcommittees, Mr. Ikhrata
clarified that the work involved and the deliverables will be reported and presented to the General
Assembly as part of its Annual Conference scheduled for May 2013; hence, the need to sunset after six
(6) months. President Becerra requested that the councilmembers complete and return the
Participation Survey Form for New Subcommittees that staff had circulated.

Councilmember Cheryl Viegas-Walker, El Centro, District 1, stated that the EEC discussed the
reporting structure of the subcommittees and unanimously preferred that the Public Health and Goods
Movement Subcommittees report to the EEC.

Councilmember Alan Wapner, Ontario, SANBAG, commented on the reporting structure policy of
subcommittees, task forces, or ad hoc committees and asked when the policy was changed that would
require for these committees to report to the Regional Council for a full review. Joann Africa, Chief
Counsel, responded that due to resource issues, the policy was changed in 2008 with the goal to
improve efficiency. Mr. Ikhrata clarified that while the Regional Council approved the formation of
the new subcommittees, including the creation of its Charters; however, the reporting structure has not
been approved.

Discussion ensued. Mr. Ikhrata suggested that this item be discussed at the Policy Committees’
meeting in September 2012 and recommendations will be forwarded to the Regional Council in
October 2012 to allow ample discussion. President Becerra reiterated that the councilmembers may
complete and submit the Participation Survey Form for New Subcommittees for review.

Councilmember Pam O’Connor, Immediate Past President, Santa Monica, District 41, cautioned that
although the new subcommittees are intended to have a small membership and a short duration, no
one will be precluded from participation; and to lose valuable time will cause delay in the
implementation strategy of the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS and in setting the stage and framework of the
next RTP.

Councilmember Paula Lantz, Pomona, District 38, stated concerns in the limited size of the new
subcommittees’ membership and exclusion of other councilmembers who are willing to participate
and volunteer their time and intellect. Discussion ensued.

Councilmember Darcy Kuenzi, Menifee, District 63, expressed compliments regarding the formation
of the new subcommittees, the proposed Charters, the duration of the subcommittees as indicated on
the staff report; and echoed comments made by Immediate Past President O’Connor.

Councilmember Ginger Coleman, Town of Apple Valley, District 65, commented that the concerns
being shared now were also discussed at the Special Executive/Administration Committee (EAC)
meeting held July 27, 2012 and stated assurance that all councilmembers will be able to participate
and provide input in the process.

A motion was made (Coleman) to approve the SCAG Subcommittee Charters as stated in the staff
report. Motion was SECONDED (Craton).
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Councilmember Barbara Messina, Alhambra, District 34, stated concerns in regard to the limited
representation of Los Angeles County, a county much larger that the other counties; and requested
reconsideration of the size of the membership of the subcommittees. Mr. Ikhrata responded and cited
an example of a past subcommittee wherein 85% of the membership was from a single Policy
Committee and explained the reasoning behind limiting the memberships of the new subcommittees.

Councilmember Keith Millhouse, Moorpark, VCTC, stated that due to time constraints, the
Transportation Committee (TC) was not able to discuss this item at the meeting. In regard to the
concerns on the reporting structure of the new subcommittees raised at the EAC meeting,
Councilmember Millhouse stated that a suggestion was made that two (2) subcommittees will report to
each of the Policy Committees. He echoed Immediate Past President O’Connor’s comments;
reiterated the assurance that the members will have an opportunity to participate in the discussions;
and stated support for the motion.

Councilmember Leroy Mills, Cypress, District 18, expressed concerns on the unnecessary formation
of the new subcommittees and its membership’s redundancy while considering the draining resources;
staff time; the amount of work involved in the preparation and coordination of the meetings; therefore,
he stated he cannot support the motion.

Councilmember Deborah Robertson, Rialto, District 8, requested that the maker of the motion
entertain an amendment to the motion that the new subcommittees will be represented by two (2)
members from each county and one (1) alternate with a total of 18 members.

The maker of the motion, Councilmember Ginger Coleman, Town of Apple Valley, District 65,
declined to amend the motion.

Councilmember Margaret Clark, Rosemead, District 32, asked for clarification in regard to the
recommendations that will be made from the subcommittees to the Policy Committees, who will have
authority to veto recommendations, and disagreed that four (4) of the six (6) new subcommittees will
report to the Transportation Committee (TC). Mr. Ikhrata responded that the Policy Committees may
veto the recommendations made prior to forwarding to the Regional Council.

A SUBSTITUTE MOTION was made (Clark) to amend the Charters such that the new
subcommittees’ membership include two (2) representatives, and one (1) alternate, from each county;
and maintain the reporting structure, as stated on the staff report, with the exception of the Goods

Movement Subcommittee to report to the Energy and Environment Committee (EEC) and not the TC.
Motion was SECONDED (Viegas-Walker).

Councilmember Alan Wapner, Ontario, SANBAG, commented regarding the environmental-related
impact of all the new subcommittees and its reporting structure solely to the EEC.

Councilmember Bruce Barrows, Cerritos, District 23, requested clarification regarding the number of
subcommittee representatives per county. President Becerra responded that the substitute motion
proposes that the subcommittees have two (2) representatives and one (1) alternate from each county.

Discussion ensued. Councilmember Pam O’Connor, Immediate Past President, Santa Monica,
District 41; Councilmember Keith Millhouse, Moorpark, VCTC; and 2" Vice President Greg Pettis,
Cathedral City, District 2, stated support for the original motion.

President Glen Becerra asked the councilmembers to vote by a show of hands for those in favor of the
substitute motion that is to amend the new subcommittees’ membership to include two (2)
representatives, and one (1) alternate, from each county; and retain the reporting structure, as stated on
the staff report, with the exception of the Goods Movement Subcommittee to report to the EEC and
not the TC. The SUBSTITUTE MOTION FAILED for lack of majority vote.

. A SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

== ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS Page 7



Regional Council Minutes of the Meeting July §5,2012 Page 8 of 9

President Glen Becerra asked the councilmembers to vote by a show of hands for those in favor of the
original motion that is to approve the SCAG Subcommittee Charters as stated in the staff report. The
MOTION PASSED by a MAJORITY VOTE with twelve (12) in OPPOSITION (Pettis, Viegas-
Walker, Johnson, Craton, Clark, Mills, Herrera, Carroll, Lantz, Gafin, Robertson, Hyatt).

Audit Committee
2. Peer Review of SCAG’s Internal Audit Function

Richard Howard, Internal Auditor, reported that the Audit Committee requested that staff research a
peer review of the internal audit functions to ensure that SCAG is compliant with the government
auditing standards. Mr. Howard stated that the Association of Local Government Auditors (ALGA) is
the only organization that reviews compliance with the Generally Accepted Government Auditing
Standards (GAGAS) and would be best suited to perform a peer review of SCAG’s internal audit
function.

A motion was made (Morehouse) that the Regional Council adopt the Generally Accepted
Government Auditing Standards (GAGAS) issued by the Comptroller General of the United States.
Motion was SECONDED (Mills) and UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED.

Community, Economic and Human Development Committee (CEHD) Report

Due to time constraints, no report was provided.

Energy and Environment Committee (EEC) Report

Due to time constraints, no report was provided.

Transportation Committee (TC) Report

Due to time constraints, no report was provided.

Legislative/Communications and Membership Committee (LCMC) Report

Due to time constraints, no report was provided.
CONSENT CALENDAR

A motion was made (Stone) to approve Consent Calendar, Item Nos. 3 through 11, with the exception of
Item No. 6, pulled for a separate discussion by Supervisor Michael D. Antonovich, Los Angeles County.
Motion was SECONDED (Lautenschleger) and APPROVED by a MAJORITY VOTE, with one (1)
ABSTENTION (Craton) for Item No. 3.

3. Minutes of the June 7, 2012 Meeting

4. SCAG Sponsorship of Annual Event — Coalition for Clean Air’s 2012 California Air Quality Awards,
June 21. 2012 at $1.000

ACA 23 (Perea) - Local Government Transportation Projects: Special Taxes-Voter Approval

Invitation and Sponsorship From the Chinese Academy of Science to Attend a Conference in Beijing

SCAG Executive Director Invitation to Participate in Sao Paulo, Brazil Workshop
SCAG Regional Council Meeting Schedule for 2013
10. Contracts/Purchase Orders and/or Amendments between $5.000 - $200,000

o ® =W

11. July 2012 State and Federal Legislative Update
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Pulled Consent Calendar Item No. 6: AB 1446 (Feuer): Los Angeles County Metropolitan Authority —
Transactions and Use Tax

Supervisor Michael D. Antonovich, Los Angeles County, provided background on the November 2008
voter-approved Measure R. He stated that at the June 21, 2012 Metro Board meeting, he—along with
Supervisors Mark Ridley-Thomas and Don Knabe—voted to oppose asking the Los Angeles County
voters to extend the Measure R half-cent tax for 30 years beyond its 2039 expiration date, to possibly
accelerate transit and road projects funded by the original Measure R. He stated concerns on the absence
of funding for the current Measure R projects and emphasized the need to ensure that dedicated funding is
available for these projects and for those programs indicated on the original Measure R and suggested to
table or oppose this item.

Immediate Past President Pam O’Connor, Santa Monica, District 41, stated that at the June 21, 2012
Metro meeting, the Board voted (10-3) to support AB 1446 (Feuer) to allow Metro to indefinitely extend
its existing half-cent transaction and use tax related to transportation subject to voter approval.
Councilmember O’Connor suggested that the Regional Council take a position on this matter and allow
the Los Angeles County voters to decide.

A motion was made (O’Connor) to support AB 1446 (Feuer): Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Authority - Transactions and Use Tax. The motion was SECONDED (Coleman).

Councilmember Keith Hanks, Azusa, District 33, echoed the comments made by Supervisor Antonovich
and stated support to table this item. He reported that the San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments
(SGVCOG) Board recently voted to not take a position on this matter due to the lack of detailed financial
analysis of the impacts of the legislation which would extend Measure R.

A SUBSTITUTE MOTION was made (Hanks) to table this item until the subregional Councils of
Government (COGs) have an opportunity to take an official position. Motion was SECONDED (Voss).
Chief Counsel Joann Africa clarified that under the Robert’s Rules of Order that a motion to table an item
is not debatable. Therefore, President Becerra called for a vote by a show of hands —without debate—on
the substitute motion. The SUBSTITUTE MOTION passed by a MAJORITY VOTE with six (6) in
OPPOSITION (Pettis, O’Connor, Harrison, Viegas-Walker, Coleman, Mitchell).

Councilmember Mary Craton, Canyon Lake, RCTC, inquired about the conflicting schedule of the
September 6, 2012 Regional Council meeting and the League of California Cities’ (LOCC) Annual
Conference in San Diego in which several of the Regional Councilmembers will be attending.

First Vice-President Greg Pettis, Cathedral City, District 2, asked if the Regional Councilmembers who
are attending the LOCC in San Diego will be permitted to participate in the September 6, 2012 Regional
Council meeting via videoconference. Chief Counsel Joann Africa responded that this may be permitted
in this instance if the Regional Council waives its policy prohibiting videoconferencing of regular
meetings of the Regional Council as stated in the Bylaws.

INFORMATION ITEM
13. CFO Monthly Report

A written report was provided. There were no questions asked by the Regional Council.
FUTURE AGENDA ITEM(S)
ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business, the Regional Council meeting ad;'ﬁu edzt 2:16 p.m.

Al AWJM{@

Deby Sallé%yafffc'er to the Regional Council
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REPORT AGENDA ITEM NO. 2

DATE: September 6, 2012

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

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

SUBJECT: Conformity Analysis for the 2013 Federal Transportatio rovement Program (FTIP)

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL.:

/

RECOMMENDED EEC ACTION:
Recommend that the Regional Council approve the conformity analysis for the 2013 FTIP.

RECOMMENDED RC ACTION:
Approve the conformity analysis for the 2013 FTIP.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

Pursuant to federal and state law, SCAG is responsible for developing the regional FTIP. The 2013
FTIP is a multi-modal list of capital improvement projects to be carried out over the next six fiscal-year
period that implements the 2012-2035 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy
(RTP/SCS). SCAG staff has determined that the 2013 FTIP meets the transportation conformity
requirements set forth under the U.S. Department of Transportation’s (DOT) Metropolitan Planning
Regulations and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) Transportation Conformity
Regulations.

STRATEGIC PLAN:

This item supports 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 is the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 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
Transportation Commissions (CTCs) and public transit operators. The 2013 FTIP includes projects and
programs totaling $32.5 billion in fiscal years FY 2012/2013 to 2017/2018.

Under the U.S. DOT’s Metropolitan Planning Regulations and U.S. EPA’s Transportation Conformity
Regulations, the Draft 2013 FTIP needs to pass five (5) conformity tests: 1) consistency with the plans and
programs of the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS; 2) regional emissions analysis; 3) timely implementation of
transportation control measures; 4) financial constraint; and 5) and interagency consultation and public
involvement. The draft conformity analysis demonstrated a positive conformity finding and was presented
to the EEC for information on July 5, 2012. The draft conformity analysis was released for a 30-day public
review and comment as part of the 2013 FTIP document. Two (2) public hearings were also held as part of
the public review process. The public comment period concluded August 3, 2012. All of the comments
have been responded to and only one (1) organization provided comments on conformity including
conformity findings, modeling, and transportation control measures (TCMs).

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA Page 10
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FISCAL IMPACT:
Work associated with this item is included in the last FY11-12 Overall Work Program (10-
025.SCG0164.01: Air Quality Planning and Conformity) and the current FY12-13 Overall Work Program

(11-025.SCG0164.01: Air Quality Planning and Conformity).

ATTACHMENTS FOR EEC:
1. Final 2013 FTIP Executive Summary Volume I of III
2. 2013 FTIP Response to Public Comments Matrix

ATTACHMENT FOR RC:
Can be referenced in Agenda Item No. 5 — Final 2013 FTIP

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA Page 11
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REPORT AGENDA ITEM NO. 3

DATE: September 6, 2012
TO: Transportation Committee (TC)
Regional Council (RC)
FROM: Rich Macias, Director of Transportation Planning, (213) 236-1805, macias@scag.ca.gov

SUBJECT: Approval of Final 2013 Federal Transportation Imprayemesnt Program (FTIP)
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL: 4

[

RECOMMENDED TC ACTION:

Recommend that the Regional Council approve the Final 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement
Program (FTIP) and approve and adopt the corresponding Resolution No. 12-542-1 and forward to the
funding agencies.

RECOMMENDED RC ACTION:
Approve the Final 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) and adopt the corresponding
Resolution No. 12-542-1 and forward to the funding agencies.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

Because of its length, the Final 2013 FTIP can be viewed online at: www.scag.ca.gov/ftip/2013/final.htm.
SCAG, as the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the region, is responsible for developing
the FTIP for submittal to the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) and the federal
funding agencies. The FTIP is a multi-modal list of capital improvement projects to be implemented over
a six (6) year period and is the program that implements the Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable
Communities Strategies (RTP/SCS). The FTIP has been developed consistent with federal requirements.
Staff seeks approval to forward the Final 2013 FTIP to the funding agencies for review and approval by
October 1st.

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:

Under Federal law, SCAG is the designated MPO; and under State law, SCAG is designated as the multi-
county transportation planning agency for the six (6)-county Southern California region. SCAG is
responsible for developing the FTIP in cooperation with the State (Caltrans), the County Transportation
Commissions (CTCs) and public transit operators consistent with federal guidelines.

At the July 5, 2012 Transportation Committee meeting, the Draft 2013 FTIP was approved for a 30-day
public review and comment period. Public notices were posted in major newspapers throughout the region
and SCAG’s website. Staff also held two public hearings in the month of July. The comment period ended
on August 3, 2012. A total of seven comments were received, including comments from Caltrans staff. A
matrix of all comments and responses is attached for your review.

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
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The 2013 FTIP is composed of over 1,100 projects and is programming $32.5 billion in FY 2012/2013 to
2017/2018. Development of the 2013 FTIP has been completed in consultation and continuous
communication with the County Transportation Commissions. The CTC’s are responsible for prioritizing
and determining the projects included in their respective county FTIPs which are then transmitted to SCAG.

CONFORMITY ANALYSES AND TESTS FOR THE 2013 FTIP:

The FTIP must meet the five (5) required Transportation Conformity tests as called for under the U.S. DOT
Metropolitan Planning Regulations and Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPAs) Transportation
Conformity Regulations:

1. Consistency with SCAG’s RTP
(23 FR, Section 450.324 of the U.S. DOT Metropolitan Planning Regulations)

2. Regional Emissions Analysis
(40 FR, Sections 93.109, 93.110, 93.118, and 93,119)

3. Timely Implementation of Transportation Control Measures (TCMs) Analysis
(40 FR, Section 93.113)

4. Financial Constraint Analysis
(40 FR, Section 93.108 and 23 CFR, Section 450.324)

5. Interagency Consultation and Public Involvement
(40 CFR, Sections 93.105 and 93.112 and 23 CFR, Section 450.324)

Pursuant to EPA’s Transportation Conformity Regulations, SCAG has performed the modeling and
transportation conformity analysis for the 2013 FTIP based on the current EPA approved emission budget
and the FHWA/FTA conformity determinations for the 2012 RTP/SCS. Staff has prepared the 2013 FTIP
so that the Transportation Conformity tests have met all applicable federal regulations.

FTIP APPROVAL TIMELINE:

Approval of the 2013 FTIP would meet the Caltrans submittal date of October 1, 2012 for the 2013 FTIP.
Caltrans is scheduled to submit the statewide 2013 FTIP to the federal funding agencies in mid-November
for federal approval, which is expected by mid-December.

The approval of the 2013 FTIP is critical to the successful implementation of projects in the 2013 FTIP.
Once the federal funding agencies approve the 2013 FTIP, the CTC’s throughout the SCAG region will be
able to move forward with the delivery of their projects in the 2013 FTIP. If the 2013 FTIP does not receive
federal approval, projects in the 2013 FTIP cannot be delivered and that would negatively affect the
implementation of these projects. Thus, federal approval of the 2013 FTIP is necessary and essential for
successful implementation of all projects in the 2013 FTIP.

FISCAL IMPACT:
No fiscal impact. Work associated with this item is included in the current FY 11-12 Overall Work
Program (12-030.SCG0146A.02: Federal Transportation Improvement Program).

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Final 2013 FTIP Executive Summary
2. 2013 FTIP Response to Public Comments Matrix
3. Resolution No. 12-542-1
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Our VISION
An international and regional planning forum trusted for its
leadership and inclusiveness in developing plans and policies

for a sustainable Southern California.

Our 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.

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 — under provisions of the “Safe, Accountable, Flexible,
Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users” (SAFETEA-LU). Additional

financial assistance was provided by the California State Department of Transportation.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Executive Summary

INTRODUCTION

The Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) is a multimodal list of capital
improvement projects to be implemented over a six year period. The SCAG 2013 FTIP is a
capital listing of all transportation projects proposed over Fiscal Years (FY) 2012/13 — 2017/18 for

the SCAG region. As the Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the region, SCAG is
responsible for developing the FTIP for submittal to the California Department of Transportation
(Caltrans) and the federal funding agencies. The 2013 FTIP for the SCAG region has been

developed in partnership between the six County Transportation Commissions (CTCs) of
Imperial, Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino, and Ventura as well as Caltrans
Districts 7, 8, 11, and 12. 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, signal synchronization, intersection improvements, freeway

ramps, and non-motorized projects.

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 FTIP is developed to incrementally implement the
programs and projects in the RTP. The FTIP projects are consistent with SCAG’s approved 2012-

2035 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (2012-2035 RTP/SCS).
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2013 Federal Transportation Im_ Executive Summary

TRANSPORTATION CONFORMITY
CONFORMITY DETERMINATIONS FOR THE 2013 FTIP

The 2013 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 2013 FTIP
under the required federal tests.

v' Consistency with 2012-2035 RTP/SCS Test
Finding: SCAG’s 2013 FTIP (project listing) is consistent with the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS
(policies, programs, and projects).

v Regional Emissions Tests
These findings are based on the regional emissions test analyses shown in Tables 13 - 26 in
Section Il of the Technical Appendix.

Finding: The regional emissions analyses for the 2013 FTIP update the regional emissions
analyses for the 2011 FTIP as previously amended and the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS.

Finding: The 2013 FTIP regional emissions analysis for PM2.5 and its precursors meet all
applicable emission budget tests for all milestone, attainment, and planning horizon years in
the SCAB.

Finding: The 2013 FTIP regional emissions for the Ozone precursors meet all applicable
emission budget tests for all milestone, attainment, and planning horizon years for the SCAB,
SCCAB (Ventura County portion), Western MDAB (Los Angeles County Antelope Valley
portion and San Bernardino County western portion of MDAB), and SSAB (Riverside County
Coachella Valley and Imperial County portions).

Finding: The 2013 FTIP regional emissions for NO, meet all applicable emission budget tests
for all milestone, attainment, and planning horizon years in the SCAB.

Finding: The 2013 FTIP regional emissions for CO meet all applicable emission budget tests
for all milestone, attainment, and planning horizon years in SCAB.

Finding: The 2013 FTIP regional emissions for PMy, 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 2013 FTIP regional emissions for PM;, meet the interim emission test (build/no-
build test) for all milestone and planning horizon years for the MDAB (San Bernardino County
portion excluding Searles Valley portion), Searles Valley portion of San Bernardino County,
and for the SSAB (Imperial County portion).
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Finding: The 2013 FTIP regional emissions analysis for PM, s and its precursors 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).

v Timely Implementation of TCM Test

Finding: The TCM project categories listed in the 1994/1997/2003/2007 Ozone State
Implementation Plans (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.

v Inter-agency Consultation and Public Involvement Test

Finding: The 2013 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/publicparticipationplan/ ). In accordance with the PPP, SCAG’s
Transportation Conformity Working Group serves as a forum for interagency consultation.

On July 5, 2012 the Draft 2013 FTIP was released for a 30-day public review period. In
addition, during the public review period, two (2) public hearings were held on the Draft 2013
FTIP on July 19" and 26", 2012 at SCAG’s Los Angeles office with video-conferencing
available from SCAG Regional offices, located in Imperial, Orange, Riverside, San
Bernardino, and Ventura Counties. These public hearings were noticed in numerous
newspapers throughout the region. The notices were published in English, Spanish, Korean,
and Chinese languages (please see Section V of the Technical Appendix or visit
http://scag.ca.gov/ftip/pdf/final/2013/Final2013FTIP TA Sec05.pdf to view these notices).
The Draft 2013 FTIP was posted on the SCAG website and distributed to libraries throughout
the region.

v" Financial Constraint Test

Finding: The 2013 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).
SCAG’s 2013 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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PROGRAM SUMMARY

The 2013 FTIP includes projects and programs totaling $32.5 billion over the next six years. 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 24 percent of the total is from federal funds, 16
percent is from state funds, and 60 percent is from local funds.

Summary of 2013 FTIP by Funding Source

Federal
24%
Local _— Stat
60% ate
16%
Figure 1
Summary of 2013 FTIP by Funding Source
(in 000's)
Federal State Local Total
2012/13 $ 2,010,509 $1,994,712 $ 4,651,318 $ 8,656,539
2013/14 $ 1,129,811 $1,067,283 $ 3,110,771 $ 5,307,865
2014/15 $ 1,029,174 $ 756,208 $ 4,074,886 $ 5,860,268
2015/16 $ 964,744 $ 666,869 $ 4,514,906 $ 6,146,519
2016/17 $ 1,715,834 $ 570,266 $ 2,445,846 $ 4,731,946
2017/18 $ 809,938 $ 23,373 $ 989,587 $ 1,822,898
Total $ 7,660,010 $5,078,711 $ 19,787,314 $32,526,035
% of Total 24% 16% 60% 100%

1 B\ 4| SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
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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 41 percent of the total $32.5 billion
in the FTIP is programmed in the State Highway Program, 20 percent in the Local Highway Program, and
39 percent in the Transit (including rail) program. For further information, please refer to the Financial
Plan section of the Technical Appendix (Volume Il of the 2013 FTIP).

Summary of 2013 FTIP by Program

Local
. Highway
_Tran5|t 20%
(includes
rail)
39%
State
Highway
41%
Figure 2
Summary of 2013 FTIP by All Programs
(in 000's)
{_ocal _State : Transit ; Total
Highway Highway (includes rail)
2012/13 $ 1,641,709 $ 4,523,823 $ 2,491,007 $ 8,656,539
2013/14 $ 1,600,882 $ 1,649,967 $ 2,057,016 $ 5,307,865
2014/15 $ 1,164,124 $ 2,281,977 $ 2,414,167 $ 5,860,268
2015/16 $ 828,724 $ 2,982,238 $ 2,335,557 $ 6,146,519
2016/17 $ 815,072 $ 1,769,180 $ 2,147,694 $ 4,731,946
2017/18 $ 323,540 $ 381,202 $ 1,118,156 $ 1,822,898
Total $ 6,374,051 $ 13,588,387 $ 12,563,597 $32,526,035
% of Total 20% 41% 39% 100%
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The six pie charts below summarize the funds programmed in the 2013 FTIP for each county in the
SCAG region for State Highway, Local Highway, and Transit (including rail) Programs.

IMPERIAL COUNTY
$180,810 Local
i ' High
. Krznsit ) (in $000's) S?i,;?;
Inciudes ral
$39,133 17%
22%
State
Highway
$110,416
61%
ORANGE COUNTY Local
oca
5_5’395'2'88 Highway
6%
Transit
(includes State
rail) Highway
$2,908,008 $2,161,282
51% 40%
SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY
Transit 54,033,321
(includes (in $000's) Local
rail) Highway
$149,219 $1,046,787
A% 26%
State
Highway
$2,837,315
70%

] }é SOUTHE
ASSOC
’ September 2012

LOS ANGELES COUNTY
$15,048,084 Local

. ' Highway
(in 5000 s) $3,113,675

21%

Transit
(includes
rail) State
$9,249,465 Highway
61% $2,684,944
18%
RIVERSIDE COUNTY
Transit 5-7’168’3'31 Local
(includes (in 5000's) Highway
rail) $1,643,546
$22,759 23%
1%
State
Highway
$5,502,026
77%
VENTURA COUNTY Local
$561,367 Highway
(in $000's) $74,081
Transit 13%
(incluides
rail)
$194,882
35%
State
Highway
$292,404
52%
6




2013 Federal Transportation Impr_ Executive Summary

Environmental Justice

The Final 2012-2035 RTP/SCS, approved by the SCAG Regional Council on April 4, 2012 (and approved
by FHWA/FTA with regard to transportation conformity on June 4, 2012), included a comprehensive
environmental justice analysis. The 2013 FTIP is consistent with the policies, programs, and projects
included in the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS, and as such the environmental justice analysis included as part of
the federally approved 2012-2035 RTP/SCS appropriately serves as the analysis for the transportation
investments in the 2013 FTIP. As stated in our Compliance Procedure for Environmental Justice in the
Transportation Planning Process (October 2000), “since each TIP contains projects that are a subset of
those in the RTP, and the RTP meets environmental justice expectations ... , the TIP is also presumed to
meet these expectations.” SCAG is also proceeding to update its environmental justice compliance
procedures, in consideration of the recent FTA Circular on Environmental Justice Policy Guidance for
Federal Transit Administration Recipients (effective August 15, 2012).

Additionally, a key component of the 2012-2035 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 2012-2035 RTP/SCS, SCAG identified
several performance measures to analyze existing social and environmental equity in the region and to
address the impacts of the 2012—2035 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:/rtpscs.scag.ca.gov/Documents/2012/final/SR/2012fRTP EnvironmentalJustice.pdf .

As stated earlier in this document, the 2013 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/publicparticipationplan/ ). In accordance with the PPP, SCAG’s Transportation
Conformity Working Group serves as a forum for interagency consultation.

On July 5, 2012 the Draft 2013 FTIP was released for a 30-day public review period. In addition, during
the public review period, two (2) public hearings were held on the Draft 2013 FTIP on July 19th and 26th,
2012 at SCAG’s Los Angeles office with video-conferencing available from SCAG Regional offices,
located in Imperial, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino, and Ventura Counties. These public hearings
were noticed in numerous newspapers throughout the region. The notices were published in English,
Spanish, Korean, and Chinese languages (please see Section V of the Technical Appendix or visit
http://scag.ca.gov/ftip/pdf/final/2013/Final2013FTIP_TA Sec05.pdf to view these notices). The Draft 2013
FTIP was posted on the SCAG website and distributed to libraries throughout the region.

Likewise, the Guidelines for the 2013 FTIP went through a similar public review process. SCAG, in
cooperation with the CTCs, TCWG, and other local, state and federal partners, completed its update of
the 2013 FTIP Guidelines. The draft Guidelines were presented to the SCAG Transportation Committee
for release on September 1, 2011. SCAG received comments on September 8, 2011 from local, state and
federal agencies as well as other interested parties, and revised the document as necessary. The Final
Guidelines for the 2013 FTIP were approved by the SCAG Regional Council on October 6, 2011. For
additional information on the 2013 FTIP Guidelines, please visit
http://www.scag.ca.gov/ftip/pdf/final/2013/Final2013FTIPGuidelines.pdf .
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Economic Impacts of FTIP Program Expenditures

Executive Summary

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 2012/2013 and ending in 2017/2018. 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. The total employment impact of the FTIP transportation

program is shown in Figure 3.

2012-

2013
SCAG 139,207
Los Angeles 67.948
County ’
Orange County 28,913
San Bernardino
County 14,857
Riverside County 24,392
Ventura County 2,563
Imperial County 534

Figure 3 - Jobs Creation

2013-
2014

82,983
42,151
19,268
10,280

9,362
1,504
418

2014-
2015

86,389
42,239
18,080

7,495

16,724
1,557
294

2015-
2016

83,524
32,738
17,212

7,968

24,049
1,259
298

2016-
2017

60,885
26,082
12,383
12,208

8,258
1,629
325

2017-
2018

20,936
6,310
8,652
1,592

3,985
304
93

Average
78,985
36,244
17,418

9,066

14,461
1,469
327

Over the six-year period, the FTIP program will generate an annual average of approximately 79,000 jobs
in the six-county SCAG region. In addition, the rest of the state of California will benefit from spillover
impacts of an additional 5,500 jobs per year on average, and an additional 18,000 jobs per year on
average will accrue to other states throughout the U.S.

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.
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FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

MAIN OFFICE

818 West 7th Street, 12th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90017

Phone: (213) 236-1800

Fax: (213) 236-1825

IMPERIAL COUNTY REGIONAL OFFICE
1405 North Imperial Avenue, Suite 1

El Centro, CA 92243

Phone: (760) 353-7800

Fax: (760) 353-1877

ORANGE COUNTY REGIONAL OFFICE
OCTA Building

600 South Main Street, 9th Floor
Orange, CA 92863

Phone: (714) 542-3687

Fax: (714) 560-5089

RIVERSIDE COUNTY REGIONAL OFFICE
3403 10th Street, Suite 805

Riverside, CA 92501

Phone: (951) 784-1513

Fax: (951) 784-3925

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY REGIONAL OFFICE
Santa Fe Depot

1170 West 3rd Street, Suite 140

San Bernardino, CA 92418

Phone: (909) 806-3556

Fax: (909) 806-3572

VENTURA COUNTY REGIONAL OFFICE
950 County Square Drive, Suite 101
Ventura, CA 93003
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2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Response to Comments

Attachment 2

Comment | Comment | Name | Affiliation Comment Response Acknowledgement
ID Date of Receipt
Reviewed the FTIP and asked for clarification | See response to comment
on the following topics: #13-7, regarding
performance criteria for
1. The FTIP needs to include a set the next Regional
of metrics to evaluate each Transportation
project’s impact on walkingand | Plan/Sustainable
biking within the SCAG region. (C‘%“T“I‘}/“Snété?,sosrtf%ﬁ?{,)
There is no evidence of and Federal Transportation
barriers/obstructions that are Improvement Program
posed by freeway off ramps to (“FTIP”) updates.
biking and walking. Additionally, note that
SCAG identified
2. Metrics should prioritize and performance measures
identify the best return on related to active
‘ investment within the region and | {ransportation in the 2012-
FTIP 13-1 | 19-Jul-12 }alllcl)lxe ?oafsecﬁg’;tes focus exclgsively on active %gjssﬁggtslgr?ﬁ;g;x 19-Jul-12
’ . transportation.
National
Partnership 3. Currently working with SCAG
staff to request the excel format
of the FTIP in order to properly
break out the information and
projects that focus exclusively on
active transportation.
Ms. Chow thanked SCAG for providing such
a detailed and well executed FTIP and also
noted that she along with her colleagues
would be submitting formal written
comments.
8/28/2012 I|Page
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2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Response to Comments

Comment | Comment | Name | Affiliation Comment Response Acknowledgement
ID Date of Receipt
Question asked at the July 24, 2012 Project LA0G440 was
Transportation Conformity Working Group incorrectly marked as a
meeting- Non-Exempt. The
- Why a Santa Clarita project on the I-5 | correction has been made
Andrew | Caltrans — freeway was no longer a TCM in the | to identify this project as a
FTIP 132 | 24-Jul-12 Yoon | District 7 Draft 2013 FTIP? Transportation Control 24-Jul-12
Measure (TCM) in the
Draft 2013 FTIP. Mr.
Yoon has been informed
of the change.
Imperial Thanked SCAG staff for their assistance in
David County the process, noting that everyone has always
FTIP 13-3 26-Jul-12 Saleado Traﬂsp(?m{tion been helpful and in particular thanked Kurt Comment Noted. 24-Jul-12
g Commission | Walker for his help.
(ICTC)
Thank you very much for providing us an Comment Noted.
opportunity to review SCAG's Draft 2013
FTIP. My compliments to you and your staff
for preparing an excellent document.
Please include response to the comments
below when submitting final 2013 FTIP to
Caltrans.
FTIP 13-4 | 31-Jul-12 %l;};g;t Caltrans Let me know of any questions. Thank you. 31-Jul-12
General comments:
1. Please ensure that project listings included | SCAG will upload the
in the final 2013 FTIP are available in CTIPS | 2013 FTIP to the
by October 1, 2012. California Transportation
Improvement Program
System
8/28/2012 2|Page
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2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Response to Comments

Comment | Comment | Name | Affiliation Comment Response Acknowledgement
ID Date of Receipt

( CTIPS) by October 1,
2012

2. For Planning Studies (non-transportation There are no Metropolitan

capital), check to ensure that these projects Planning funds

have been considered for inclusion in the programmed in SCAG's

Overall Work Program rather than the FTIP. 2013 FTIP.

3. Technical Appendix Volume II of I, Changes to the Expedited

Section IV Attachment E: EPSP: Project Selection

Please note that using EPSP projects can be Procedure (EPSP)

moved, advanced and/or delayed, within the language of the FTIP

4-year FSTIP cycle as long as capacity to Guidelines require SCAG

implement project exists in the year of to go through its

obligation. consultation, review and
approval process. SCAG
will address the requested
language change in the
next FTIP Guidelines
update process.

Financial Summary:

1. Provide the financial summary in the SCAG will transmit the

electronic format (see 2013 FSTIP Resources | financial summary in

section under link below) when submitting electronic format when

final 2011 FTIP to Caltrans. submitting the final 2013
FTIP to Caltrans.

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/transprog/oftmp.ht

m

2. 5307 FTA transfer funds: See comment

no. 6 below.

8/28/2012 3|Page
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2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Response to Comments

Comment | Comment | Name | Affiliation Comment Response Acknowledgement
ID Date of Receipt

Project Listings:

1. LAOB408: Construction phase is Yes the TCR funds will

programmed over multiple years. Please require annual

clarify if each year a separate authorization authorizations.

will be requested.

2. 0C2500: Please confirm if construction Caltrans in discussion with

phase programmed in FY 2015/16 is fully SCAG agree that the

funded. construction programming
for the subject project will
be updated via amendment
#1 to the 2013 FTIP.

3. Draft 2013 FTIP includes projects (e.g. Projects programmed in

LAF5101, LAOF010, LAF5704, LAF5305 years 5 and 6 of the 2013

only few projects are listed here) that do not FTIP are for informational

have any funding programmed within the 4- purposes as allowed by

year period of the 2011 FTIP. Clarify why federal requirements.

these projects are programmed. Include a

note in the project description if these projects

are included in the 2011 FTIP for the

environmental document approval.

4. RIV100103: Please note in the project The project was updated

description that this an AC conversion project. | as requested.

5. LAOF075, LA0G841, VEN20101, The FTA funding is

VENS54070: 5307 FTA transfer funds are not | reflected under the FTA

listed in the financial summary. 5307 line item in the
financial plan.

6. SBD20020812: Please note in the project | The project was updated

description if this is an AC conversion as requested.

8/28/2012 4|Page
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2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Response to Comments

Comment
ID

Comment
Date

Name

Affiliation

Comment

Response

Acknowledgement
of Receipt

project.

7. VEN990609: Please change the fund type
from "STP-RIP" to "STIP-AC".

8. LA0G447: FTA funding is programmed
over multiple year. Please confirm if each
year a separate grant approval request will be
made to FTA.

9. LAF5806: Local funds programmed in the
amount of $312,000 are programmed in FY
2015/16 which is inconsistent with 2012 STIP
as shown below. Please confirm.

The project was updated
as requested.

Yes, there will be an
annual grant request to
FTA.

The project has been
updated consistent with
the 2012 STIP.

FTIP 13-5

3-Aug-12

Rye
Berg

Safe Routes
to School
National
Partnership

Official Comment Letter:

RE: 2013 Federal Transportation
Improvement Plan

On behalf of the Safe Routes to School
National Partnership (National Partnership) , I
would like to thank SCAG for its leadership
in creating a new Active Transportation
Division and the creation of the Active
Transportation, Transportation Finance,
Sustainability, and Public Health
subcommittees. We are excited to work with
SCAG over the coming years to ensure that
Southern California becomes a safer and
healthier place to walk and bicycle to school
and in daily life.

Upon review of the Draft 2013 Federal

3-Aug-12

8/28/2012
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2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Response to Comments

Comment | Comment | Name | Affiliation Comment Response Acknowledgement
ID Date of Receipt

Improvement Program, the National

Partnership would like to provide you with the

following comments:

Of primary concern is the lack of transparency | The document and project

in the current format of the document that lists are formatted per

makes it extremely difficult to analyze the guidance from Caltrans

extent to which active transportation projects | and the federal agencies.

have been included in the project lists. In SCAG, along with the

addition, the document clearly defines the County Transportation

effects that transit and Commission, will continue

motorized vehicles have on our transportation | to work with our partners

system and environment but does not clearly | to ensure that the

illustrate the benefits of active transportation. | document is transparent.

With this being said, we would like to thank

SCAG staff for providing us with assistance

and additional information upon our request.

As was noted in the discussions over the 2012 | The SCAG 2012 RTP/SCS

RTP/SCS, funding for Active Transportation | was unanimously

needs to be increased to improve safety and approved by the Regional

promote public health. Only a small fraction Council and did represent

of the money in the FTIP (2.3 percent) is a significantly increased

allocated to projects that include bicycling commitment to

and pedestrian components. It must also be sustainability, health, and

noted that in many of these projects, bicycling | quality of life. The

and pedestrian components make up only a RTP/SCS is a planning

small percentage and thus the total funding is | and policy document that

actually much lower. The 2012 RTP/SCS communicates the

only includes 1.3 percent of all the funding for | Region’s vision, goals, and

bicycling and pedestrian projects. objectives. In addition, it
lists all fiscally
constrained projects and
investments through 2035

8/28/2012 6|Page
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2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Response to Comments

Comment
ID

Comment
Date

Name

Affiliation

Comment

Response

Acknowledgement
of Receipt

as well as the supporting
policies and strategies.
The RTP/SCS meets the
greenhouse gas emission
per capita targets
established by the
California Air resources
Board pursuant to SB375,
and gained the official
support of many in the
environmental
community.

Full benefits of this
RTP/SCS Plan can only be
achieved by implementing
every component of the
Plan, including land use,
capital investments
(projects) and key policy
initiatives. On the other
hand, FTIP represents
implementation of only
one of these components
of the Plan, namely,
capital investments.
Furthermore, these
components must work in
unison in order for the
Plan to be successful. For
example, unless we are
successful in creating
adequate mixed use
development around the

8/28/2012
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2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Response to Comments

Comment
ID

Comment
Date

Name

Affiliation

Comment

Response

Acknowledgement
of Receipt

region, as called for in the
Plan, that have the
potential to offer more
biking and walking
opportunities, we may not
be able to meet our active
transportation investment
targets and the
corresponding benefits.
Another example is the
pricing policy. Pricing
policy, such as mileage
based user fee, encourages
transit usage and reduces
VMT, probably more than
specific capital projects.

Since its adoption only
four months ago, SCAG
has moved aggressively to
demonstrate its
commitment to the
implementation of the
RTP/SCS. It has created
six new subcommittees to
help guide that effort
including the following
three subcommittees: the
Active Transportation,
Transportation Finance,
Sustainability, and Active
Transportation
subcommittees. In
addition, SCAG recently

8/28/2012
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2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Response to Comments

Comment
ID

Comment
Date

Name

Affiliation

Comment

Response

Acknowledgement
of Receipt

implemented an internal
re-organization and
established an Active
Transportation Department
and a Sustainability
Department. This was
done to reflect the new
priorities set forth in the
RTP/SCS.

It should be recognized
that FTIP is a programing
document that is very
narrow in scope, limited to
capital projects in the first
six years of the long range
Plan. It is not designed to
implement every aspect of
the adopted 2012
RTP/SCS. The FTIP does
not implement important
policy elements of the
Plan beyond capital
investments, which can be
as important as the capital
projects.

It should also be
recognized that the
projects that are contained
in the 2013 FTIP are
consistent with the
projects listed for the same
period in the 2012

8/28/2012
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2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Response to Comments

Comment
ID

Comment
Date

Name

Affiliation

Comment

Response

Acknowledgement
of Receipt

The 2013 FTIP includes 360 out of a total
1171 projects that include biking and
pedestrian components (many of these are
street widening projects or capacity

RTP/SCS. For instance,
the level of investment on
active transportation in the
2013 FTIP is consistent
with the level of
investment for active
transportation in the 2012
RTP/SCS for the first five
years. Moreover, the
RTP/SCS anticipates new
funding sources in the
future and as these
materialize, much of the
new funding will be
dedicated to transit and
active transportation.

AB 1358 requires cities
and counties to plan for a
balanced, multimodal
transportation network. As

8/28/2012
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2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Response to Comments

Comment | Comment | Name | Affiliation Comment Response Acknowledgement
ID Date of Receipt

enhancement projects local jurisdictions continue

that only include sidewalks). The SCAG to comply with the

region will need to increase the quality and requirements set forth by

quantity of complete streets projects in order | AB 1358, these

to implement AB 1358 the Complete Streets | jurisdictions will work

Act. with the County
Transportation
Commissions to program
these improvements in
future FTIPs and FTIP
amendments.

SCAG’s 2013 FTIP guidelines state, “In order | As additional funding

for SCAG to be able to meet its 2020 target, it | becomes available, the

is critical that the 2013 FTIP prioritize County Transportation

funding for transportation choices that help Commissions are

the region move towards sustainability. As anticipated to identify

such, the CTCs are required to help the projects for submittal to

region meet these targets. SCAG that can help the

Given the long lead time involved in the region meet the

construction of transportation projects, it is greenhouse gas emissions

necessary to prioritize funds now for projects | reduction targets set forth

that will help to reduce demand for single by SB 375, for inclusion

occupant vehicle miles traveled and promote | into subsequent FTIPs.

less polluting alternatives. CTCs are strongly

encouraged to carefully review County TIP

projects and to earmark funding in the 2013

FTIP for projects which help to contribute to

transportation choices and promote the

development of mixed-use, transit oriented

and other innovative growth. SCAG is

committed to take into account the broader

goals of the 2012 RTP and its requirements as

8/28/2012 I11|Page
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2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Response to Comments

Comment | Comment | Name | Affiliation Comment Response Acknowledgement
ID Date of Receipt

set forth by SB 375 when creating the 2013

FTIP.” We therefore will be looking to

SCAG and the CTC’s to ensure that additional

funding and resources are devoted to Active

Transportation projects in the future so that

we can meet the mandates of SB 375. This

will require the CTC’s to actively increase

both the number of projects and the

amount of funding for active transportation in

future FTIPs.

Below are specific suggestions on how to

improve the Draft 2013 FTIP and future

FTIPs.

Section | Conformity Requirements &

Findings

This section should be expanded to show how | The FTIP is the short term

the transportation investments in the FTIP are | program comprised of the

meeting the goals, objectives and performance | first 6 years of the 2012-

measures in the 2012 RTP/SCS and SB375. 2035 RTP/SCS and meets

For example, how will the projects in the the goals for this period of

FTIP reduce VMT per capita and the number | time.

of bicycle and pedestrian injuries and

fatalities? The primary purpose of
the FTIP is to list the
transportation projects that
will carry out the goals
and objectives for
improving transportation
in the SCAG region. The
Conformity Tests and
Findings section located in
the Conformity

8/28/2012 12|Page
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2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Response to Comments

Comment
ID

Comment
Date

Name

Affiliation

Comment

Response

Acknowledgement
of Receipt

Section Il Regional Emissions Analysis

We are excited to learn that SCAG is
currently developing an activity based model
and improving its existing models. We would
however like to make several comments on
the

Requirements and
Findings chapter
demonstrates that the
projects in the 2013 FTIP
are consistent with the
goals of the 2012-2035
RTP/SCS which reaches
the greenhouse gas
emissions reduction
targets set by the
California Air Resources
Board pursuant to SB 375.
Further, SCAG staff is in
the process of developing
additional performance
measures that will evaluate
the policies and projects in
the RTP/SCS to ensure
that the projects listed in
both the plan and FTIP
continue to provide
mobility and air quality
benefits for the region.

SCAG’s Travel Demand
Model is an advanced four
step model that meets all
the requirements of the
Transportation Conformity

8/28/2012
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2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Response to Comments

Comment | Comment | Name | Affiliation Comment Response Acknowledgement
ID Date of Receipt
modeling as it is presented in the current Rule. All transportation
FTIP. modes must be evaluated
in the mode choice model.

FTIP Modeling Assumptions As described on page 11-4,
e SCAG should expand the variables in its SCAG’s mode choice
nested logit model for mode choice. model includes Non-
Currently, “Mode choice is a function of level | Motorized (walk and bike
of service attributes (in-vehicle travel time, as independent modes of
out-of-vehicle travel time, fares, parking fees, | transportation and as
roadway tolls, auto operating costs), access to transit) at the top
household attributes such as income, and branch along with Auto
zonal attributes such as residential and and Transit. The Regional
employment densities.” SCAG should Travel Demand Model
consider addressing the following variables: used for the 2013 FTIP is

o Access to active transportation consistent with model used

networks for the 2012-2035

o Extensiveness of active RTP/SCS.

transportation networks (is there a

network or are there SCAG’s model

missing links) continually undergoes peer

o Access to transit by active reviews based on current

transportation trends and meets all

o Access to a variety of land uses requirements of the

within Y2 mile for walking and 3 miles | Transportation Conformity

for biking Rule.

o Roadway speed

o Collision rates

o Crossing distances at intersections

o Intersection density

o Percentage of residents able to drive

(Children and elderly often cannot)

o Person throughput instead of

vehicle throughput
e The “Mode Choice Model Outputs” need to
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be expanded to include active transportation.

If the outputs only include motorized vehicle

and transit modes 21% of the trips in

Southern California are being excluded from

the model.

e In addition to highway and transit network

assignments under “Network Assignment

Model Outputs,” the active transportation

network needs to be considered and analyzed.

Bicycle and Pedestrian Networks Bike and Pedestrian

e A summary of bicycle and pedestrian networks are described in

networks should be discussed in the tables on | depth in the 2012-2035

transportation system attributes. Since our RTP/SCS.

transportation system directly affects public

health outcomes and mode choice, the

availability and convenience of these

networks will determine mode choice.

Understanding the existing and needed

infrastructure will help SCAG and the CTCs

to better allocate funding.

Non-Motorized Trips

e The analysis of non-motorized (active Scenario development is

transportation) trips suggest there will be an not a function of the FTIP.

approximately 1% increase in the number of | The FTIP is the funding

non-motorized trips. SCAG should conduct document for the first 6

an analysis to determine the funding levels years of the RTP/SCS and

necessary to produce different percentage sets forth funding

increases in the number of active strategies as identified and

transportation trips and include this in the prioritized by the county

Financial commissions. Scenario

Plan. development was
implemented during the
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early planning stages of
the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS.
Section III Timely Implementation Of TCMs
SCAG should work with each CTC to ensure | At its July 5, 2012, the
that all active transportation projects are Regional Council
included as TCM measures and that these approved the development
projects are given priority funding. In of an Active
addition, in order to build out the active Transportation
transportation networks in a timely manner, subcommittee. This
SCAG should encourage each CTC to subcommittee will be
increase the number of active transportation responsible for
projects that are submitted. By fast tracking recommending to the
active transportation in Southern California Transportation Committee
we will realize the public health and (TC) policies which
environmental benefits of these projects implement the 2012-2035
sooner. At present SANDAG is developing RTP/SCS as it relates to
both a Bicycle Early Action Program and an Active Transportation.
Active Transportation Early Action Program | Policy recommendations
in order to increase the investment in active approved by the TC will
transportation in the next 10 years. We would | be forwarded to SCAG’s
like to see SCAG work with the CTC’s to governing board, the
create similar programs. Regional Council, for final
review and approval.
These anticipated, new
SCAG policies may assist
local jurisdictions and the
County Transportation
Commissions (CTCs) in
initiating active
transportation projects.
Per the 2013 FTIP
8/28/2012 16|Page
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Guidelines adopted by the
Regional Council, each
CTC is required to identify
and include Transportation
Control Measures (TCMs)
in its County TIP, Further,
a TCM project or program
becomes a committed
TCM once funds have
been programmed for
right-of-way and/or
construction in the first
two years of the FTIP.
Committed TCM projects
require priority in funding,
as well as demonstration
of timely implementation,
in accordance with the
schedule provided in the
FTIP. Note that TCMs are
only required by the
Federal Clean Air Act in
ozone non-attainment
areas that are classified as
“serious” and above
[Section 182(c)] which
currently include the South
Coast Air Basin and the
Ventura County portion of
the South Central Coast
Air Basin in the SCAG
region.

As discussed during the

8/28/2012
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Section 1V Financial Plan

e The financial plan only highlights Transit,
State Highway and Local Highway projects
and is unclear about the percentage of funding
that has been committed for bicycle and
pedestrian improvements.

2012-2035 RTP/SCS
adoption process it was
acknowledged that not all
locally funded non-
motorized projects are
listed in the FTIP. The
local agencies are
implementing projects
through the use of their
local funds which are not
required to be in the FTIP.
The FTIP does not contain
all the local funding that
implements non-motorized
type projects.

The Financial Plan is
required by the funding
agencies for all MPOs in
the state. The format seen
in the FTIP was developed
by funding agencies and
all MPOs are required to
use this format to
demonstrate that their
respective FTIPs are
financially constrained.
Located in the same
section is the 2013 Federal
Transportation
Improvement Program
Expenditure Summary that

8/28/2012
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provides a breakdown of
expenditure by project
category.
e The plan should include a discussion of the | The purpose of the FTIP is
relative costs and benefits of building and to provide a capital list of
maintaining different facilities for different projects consistent with
modes. Bicycle and pedestrian projects are the goals and policies
often the most cost effective and cheapest identified in the RTP/SCS.
projects to build and maintain. In addition, Relative costs and benefits
bicycle and pedestrian projects produce more | of building projects are
jobs per dollar spent than highway projects. identified at the local
level. All transportation
Sincerely, funds are not
interchangeable due to
Rye Baerg and Pauline Chow funding restrictions and
Southern California Regional Policy commitments made
Managers through the local sales
Safe Routes to School National Partnership measures.
Comment Email:
State Implementation Plans for the South The Draft 2013 FTIP has
Coast Air Quality Management District met the 5 Conformity tests
SCAQMD has not been achieved in PM, NOx | as called for under the
and Ozone with continued extensions for U.S. DOT Metropolitan
Joyce | Private compliance. Rules are made but successful Planning Regulations and
FTIP 13-6 3-Aug-12 Dillard | Citizen implementation success is guaranteed, only Environmental Protection 3-Aug-12
forecast. Agency’s (EPAs)
Transportation Conformity
Regulations. They can be
There needs to be a grip on reality to found on pages 2 & 3 of
8/28/2012 19|Page
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recognize aspects of an over-built
environment.

Will conformity ever be achieved?

Bicycles, ridden by a minority, are being used
as a solution.

How?

Neglected are the Environmental Impacts and
Health Risk Assessments of projects such as
the Metrolink Maintenance Facility. Those
important environmental impacts were never
analyzed on any long-term basis and no
mitigations have been taken on diesel

the Draft 2013 FTIP
Executive Summary —
Conformity is a required
linkage between the
transportation plan and
State Implementation Plan
(SIP). Implementation
issues of the SIP are
handled by the agencies
responsible for the
measures in the SIP as
well as regional, state and
federal air agencies.

The 2013 FTIP strives to
meet the goals of the
2012-2035 RTP/SCS,
which calls for a balanced,
multimodal approach to
transportation
improvements that
provides options,
including the automobile,
public transportation, and
active transportation.

Projects listed in the FTIP
were included in the 2012-
2035 RTP/SCS, which
was adopted by SCAG in
April 2012; thus the
environmental impacts of

8/28/2012
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emissions. such projects were
previously analyzed on a

Instead, the surrounding neighborhoods fight | regional scale and

for some environmental justice because their | mitigation measures were

health has deteriorated and their children have | identified in the Program

issues with health and with their school Environmental Impact

education. Report (PEIR) for the
2012-2035 RTP/SCS.
Project-level analyses are
typically required of the
project’s implementing
agency, and are not
required as part of the
development or update of
the FTIP.

This is not mentioned in this plan.

More than vehicles are aspects of other

transportation modes that pollute centers of These impacts were

economy. Monitoring stations are based on analyzed in the 2012-2035

wide areas, not source point areas. RTP/SCS Program
Environmental Impact

The pollutants affect more than the air, it Report, and lead agencies

affects the water and interferes with that must conduct project-level

Commerce aspect of the Clean Water Act. environmental review of
the individual projects
(there is no EIR required
for the FTIP as it is not a

These impacts are not addressed. plan or project but is the
programming document
for the RTP).
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The mode to go to Public Transportation is All the pollution impacts

not the solution, as Metrolink represents of transit, HOV, Metrolink

Public Transportation. Metrolink also crosses | etc. have been modeled at

various Air Quality Control Districts but the a regional level for the

Maintenance Facility is in SCAQMD and is in | 2012 RTP/SCS and 2013

the vicinity of freeways to compound the air FTIP.

quality problem.

Transportation Control Measures TCM does

not take into account the absence first-mile,

last-mile transport.

HOV lanes are addressed as a solution, yet the | A project-level

Los Angeles Convention and Event Center environmental impact

(Farmer’s Field NFL Stadium) is being report (EIR) must be

planned with heavy concentrations of people | completed for the

flooding sports events. Without proper proposed Farmers Field

studies, public transportation is being used as | project, as required by

a solution. In Los Angeles, low-income riders | California law, to identify

frequent the Public Transportation system impacts such as traffic

while more affluent riders frequent Metrolink. | impacts, and to identify

More pollution is expected with increased mitigation measures. An

Metrolink connections and increased truck EIR for Farmers Field is

and vehicle traffic flow to this destination. currently under
development.

Where is the conformity? The Draft 2013 FTIP has
met the 5 Conformity tests
as called for under the
U.S. DOT Metropolitan
Planning Regulations and
the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA)
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We cannot be guaranteed that there is
financial stability as municipalities are cash
poor and many have gone bankrupt.

Not mentioned is the debt load carried by the
participating municipalities and their ability or
inability for infrastructure improvements and
the operation and maintenance funding to
maintain those assets.

Transportation Conformity
Regulations. The
Conformity findings may
be found on pages 2 & 3
of the Draft 2013 FTIP
Executive Summary.
Upon approval of the 2013
FTIP the SCAG Regional
Council will also approve
the associated conformity
findings.

Comment Noted

The 2013 FTIP only
contains projects for which
construction or operating
funds can be reasonably
expected to be available
and includes system-level
estimates of costs and
revenue sources that are
reasonably expected to be
available to adequately
operate and maintain the
transportation system.
Debt management policies
of the county
transportation
commissions are detailed
in the 2013 FTIP Financial

8/28/2012
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Circulation Elements of the participating
municipalities are not discussed, yet they are
required.

Regional Connector, in the City of Los
Angeles, is being viewed as a solution, yet job
growth does not exist in the area. Farmer’s
Field, the Football Stadium, may benefit the
most from a Regional Connector.

Plan. Examples of debt
service associated with
individual projects are also
documented in the 2013
FTIP, such as debt
payments for GARVEE
Bond-funded projects in
Los Angeles County. As
indicated in the 2012-2035
RTP/SCS, debt service
represents about nine
percent of total plan
expenditures between

FY 2011 and FY 2035.
Additional information on
debt service can be found
in the 2012-2035
RTP/SCS

Transportation Finance
Chapter.

The FTIP has no authority
over circulation elements,
which fall under the
purview of local
jurisdictions.

The Regional Connector is
included in the adopted
2012-2035 RTP/SCS. An
Environmental Impact
Study/Environmental

8/28/2012
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Impact Report (EIS/EIR)

That is only one business in a large has been completed by the

Metropolitan area. Los Angeles County
Metropolitan
Transportation Authority,
which documents a
projected employment
growth in the study area.

Charter Schools and their dependence on SCAG evaluates emission

private transportation (cars) or public at a regional level.

transportation to attract students to their Transportation and

schools should be considered. Charter emissions model updates

Schools’ jurisdiction is the State of California, | will continue and all

not one City or County School District. With | relevant mobile sources of

241 (approximately) Charter Schools in the emissions will be updated

Los Angeles Unified School District area, one | and assessed as needed.

needs to consider the stresses of distance to

school attendance. Each Charter School is a

Local Education Agency LEA or School

District unto itself.

There are no jobs created in this distance Comment noted.

traveling.

Is equestrian transport ever considered? The 2012-2035 RTP/SCS

Trails are necessary, especially if an calls for the increase in our

earthquake or other disaster occurs. Only region’s bikeway lane

horses and donkeys will be able to get through | miles from 4,315 to

congested roads or damaged roads. 10,122 by 2035. In most
cases, all modes of active
transportation will be
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permitted to utilize such
bikeways, including
equestrian transport. The
2012-2035 RTP/SCS also
addresses Safety and
Security goals related to
major human-caused or
natural events
Have you addressed the Architectural and These guidelines apply to
Transportation Barriers Compliance Board the construction of
ATBCB Shared Use Path Accessibility transportation
Guidelines or Accessibility Guidelines for infrastructure. However,
Pedestrian Facilities in the Public Right-of- the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS
Way? What costs are involved both in capital | does encourage the
costs and operations and maintenance? development of a
balanced, multimodal
Joyce Dillard transportation system for
P.O. Box 31377 all users.
Los Angeles, CA 90031
Official Comment Letter:
Re: Comments on SCAG’s Draft 2013 FTIP
Lucian | Natural
Go Resources President Becerra,
Defense
FTIP 13-7 | 3-Aug-12 Council The Natural Resources Defense Council, 3-Aug-12
Move LA and the American Lung Association
in California respectfully submit these
Amanda | Deputy comments on SCAG’s Draft 2013 Federal
Eaken Director, Transportation Improvement Program.
Sustainable
8/28/2012 26 |Page
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Communities | As you know, NRDC, Move LA, and ALA in
NRDC California were deeply involved in the
development of SCAG’s recently adopted
Denny | Executive Sustainable Communities Strategy under SB
Zane Director 375 and supported the goals of cleaner air,
Move LA improved health and more sustainable
communities. This plan has been hailed as a
“model of sustainability” by the Los Angeles
Times, and national media outlets have asked,
Bonnie | American “Is SoCal America’s Next Environmental
Holmes | Lung Success Story?” The unanimous vote of the
-Gen Association 84 member SCAG Board to adopt this 20 year
in California. | plan was a victory celebrated by many.
But as we heard former SCAG President Federal regulations require
Larry McCallon tell the California Air the FTIP to be consistent
Resources Board in March, “This plan means | with the RTP and meet all
nothing if it is not implemented. I and my applicable conformity
agency (SANBAG) are committed to regulations. Based on
implementing this plan.” We are pleased to technical analysis, we
hear this commitment. And we believe that have determined that the
the Draft 2013 FTIP is the first concrete step | Draft 2013 FTIP is in
that SCAG will take to implement the SCS. conformity with the State
The TIP is the culmination of the regional Implementation Plans for
transportation planning and project selection | air quality, pursuant to the
process, and identifies specific near-term federal Clean Air Act and
projects over a four-year period to move the U.S. EPA Transportation
region towards its transportation vision. Conformity regulations,
and with the adopted
Our preliminary review of the FTIP reveals 2012-2035 RTP/SCS
that its balance of projects is not yet projects and policies. The
commensurate with the bold vision and strong | 2012-2035 RTP/SCS
commitment to sustainable communities and | demonstrated a shift in
improved health that characterized the policies and investments
8/28/2012 27 |Page
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recently adopted Sustainable Communities through the addition of
Strategy. With this letter, we are urging funds to active
SCAG and its Regional Council, in transportation and the
collaboration with your member County melding of land use with
Transportation Commissions, to review the transportation investments
lists of projects submitted, and identify the to create economies of
projects that are no longer relevant because scale. In line with the
they support urban sprawl, a development 2012-2035 RTP/SCS, the
pattern that is no longer viable. We ask you to | 2013 FTIP continues to
reconsider any projects that are inconsistent demonstrate this shift in
with the goals and ambitions of the highly policies that are reflected
laudable plan you just adopted. in the 2012-2035
RTP/SCS.
Further, consistent with direction below The development of the
excerpted from the 2013 FTIP guidelines, we | 2013 FTIP in the SCAG
ask you to prioritize those projects that do region was developed
further the goals of the SCS. We know from through a “bottom up”
experience that creating sustainable approach. The County
communities and providing real, sustainable Transportation
transportation choices does not happen Commissions (CTCs) are
overnight. These projects have long lead times | responsible for prioritizing
before they will be completed. Therefore, we | and determining the
need to start Now down a path of creating a projects that go into their
truly sustainable Southern California. respective County FTIPs
which were transmitted to
“Under SB 375, SCAG is required to achieve | SCAG in January 2012.
per capita reductions of greenhouse gas Thus, each CTC has a
emissions from improved, integrated land use | project selection process
and transportation planning. that was conducted prior
SCAG must achieve a 2020 target of 8% and | to submitting their 2013
a 2035 target of 13%. SCAG has a number of | County FTIP to SCAG.
supporting programs and policies to the
RTP/SCS, with the goal to reduce vehicle
8/28/2012 28 |Page
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miles traveled and greenhouse gas emissions
from passenger vehicles.

In order for SCAG to be able to meet its 2020
target, it is critical that the 2013 FTIP
prioritize funding for transportation choices
that help the region move towards
sustainability. As such, the CTCs are required
to help the region meet these targets. Given
the long lead time involved in the construction
of transportation projects, it is necessary to
prioritize funds now for projects that will help
to reduce demand for single occupant vehicle
miles traveled and promote less polluting
alternatives. CTCs are strongly encouraged to
carefully review

County TIP projects and to earmark funding
in the 2013 FTIP for projects which help to
contribute to transportation choices and
promote the development of mixed-use,
transit-oriented and other innovative growth.
SCAG is committed to take into account the
broader goals of the 2012 RTP and its
requirements as set forth by SB 375 when
creating the 2013 FTIP.”i

We believe SCAG needs to do more to
demonstrate that the brilliant conversations
about sustainability and public health
priorities that occurred during the
development of the

SCS truly marked a change in direction in
your agenda. We need to see a directional
shift in policies and investments to support

SCAG has reorganized its
structure and developed
several new departments,
including an Active
Transportation
Department, with the goal
of implementing the
RTP/SCS. Moreover, the
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sustainable development patterns that promote | Regional Council

transit and reduce the need to drive. We approved the creation of

further urge you to incorporate health six subcommittees that

indicators in the decision making process to will develop policy in

measure health outcomes of TIP projects such | specific areas such as

as increases in walking and cycling, reduction | sustainability, active

in injuries from vehicular, pedestrian and transportation, and public

bicycle collisions, reductions in air pollution, | health. As policy

and access to goods and services. guidance is developed
through the
subcommittees, SCAG
will work with the County
Transportation
Commissions and local
agencies to measure the
outcomes of policy
recommendations and
develop strategies and
identify projects that will
benefit the region.

Further, we request that in the future, SCAG SCAG is committed to

and its member County Transportation working with the County

Commissions embrace an improved public Transportation

process surrounding the adoption of the FTIP. | Commissions (CTCs) to
assess and improve as

The process of creating the SCS involved needed the public

dozens of public outreach meetings and hours | participation process for

of public comment over several months. The | development of future

TIP process, by contrast, involved a Notice of | FTIPs. Consistent with

Availability posted during the summer months | federal regulations (23

and two hearings —just a 30 day process in its | U.S.C. Section 134 and 49

entirety. Programming actual funds to build U.S.C. Section 5303),
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real projects is a critical part of
implementing the RTP/SCS, one that calls for
a more inclusive and public process. The Call
for Projects from the MPO to the CTCs, for
example, which occurred in January, was not
widely noticed to the public.

As another example, the guidelines referenced
above, which SCAG issued to the CTCs in the
Call for Projects, is an internal document, not
found anywhere on SCAG’s website. It
should be publicly available. We were only
able to obtain a copy by requesting it from
staff. Clearly, this is not a transparent and

SCAG has developed a
Public Participation Plan
that provides details on the
public participation
process for the FTIP that
meets federal and state
requirements. Part of the
development of the
SCAG’s FTIP requires the
County Transportation
Commissions to submit
their County TIPs for
analysis and development
of the draft FTIP. To
clarify, the January due
date referenced in the
2013 FTIP Guidelines is
the date that the County
Transportation
Commissions had to
submit their County TIPs
to SCAG. The County
TIPs are not a Call for
Projects since SCAG does
not award funding to
specific projects.

The 2013 FTIP Guidelines
have been posted on the
SCAG website and future
FTIP Guidelines will be
posted on the SCAG
website during the FTIP
public review and
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inclusive process and it must be changed. We | comment process.

recommend instead that SCAG and the CTCs

hold public educational forums early in the

cycle to help public stakeholders participate in

the process and ensure that all relevant

guidance is posted on the SCAG and CTC

websites. We believe you could do more to

foster public participation throughout the

development of the TIP by continuing some

of the best practices you used during the SCS

process.

We direct your attention to the excellent SCAG is also embarking

process recently undertaken by the Bay on establishing

Area’s Metropolitan Transportation performance criteria for

Commission to assess the performance of the FTIP as specified by

their transportation projects and their the recently enacted

alignment with performance goalsii, and ask federal surface

that SCAG and its CTCs undertake a similar | transportation law,

analysis during the next TIP process. During | Moving Ahead for

this process, staff attempted to analyze how Progress in the 21%

closely aligned MTC’s major upcoming Century (MAP-21). In

transportation investments were with the close consultation with the

region’s 10 adopted performance goals, and county transportation

scored projects based on these objectives. commissions, transit

This process gives decision makers and the operators, Caltrans, federal

public a reasonably good sense of how well funding agencies, and

the agency’s investments will move the region | other stakeholders, SCAG

in its chosen direction. will establish performance
criteria for the RTP/SCS
and the FTIP.

We recognize there are legitimate constraints | The 2012 RTP/SCS

engendered by some of the funding sources identifies opportunities to
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used for projects in the FTIP, but believe there | increase funding for active
is significantly more that can be done to transportation. SCAG will
accelerate projects that provide real continue to work with the
sustainable transportation choices that County Transportation
Southern Californians deserve. Commissions in
developing new policy
We are committed to working with you to strategies that can generate
implement this excellent SCS, and we look funding for transportation
forward to a sustained partnership. projects that support the
goals identified in the
Sincerely, RTP/SCS. Once funding
is identified, projects may
Amanda Eaken then be submitted for the
Deputy Director, Sustainable Communities FTIP.
NRDC
Denny Zane
Executive Director
Move LA
Bonnie Holmes-Gen
American Lung Association in California.
FTIP 13-8 5-Jul-12 Herman | Los Angeles Metro sent an e-mail on July 5 requesting that | SCAG made the requested
Cheng | County ten projects swap CMAQ funds for RSTP changes to the ten projects 5.Jul 12
Metropolitan | fyyp s, Metro requested.
Transportation
Authority
Thank you for submitting the Southern
Federal California Association of Governments
FTIP 13-9 8-Aug 12 Vincent Hichwa (SCAGQG) Dratft Fiscal Year 23-Aue 12
& Mammano | SBYVY | (FY) 2012/13- 2016/17 Federal &
Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP)
to the Federal Highway
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Administration (FHW A) for review. Overall
we find that SCAG has organized and
developed a

comprehensive Draft FY 2012/13 - 2016/17
FTIP document that substantially meets the
requirements of 23

Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 450 and

for the Final Rule on Statewide and
Metropolitan

Transportation Planning as published in the
February 14, 2007 Federal Register. SCAG's
document

appears to adequately address transportation
conformity and Clean Air Act provisions,
proposes an air

quality regional emissions analysis update,
lists wholly jurisdictional Transportation
Control Measure

(TCM) details, incorporates a financial plan
within limits of SCAG regional projected
revenues, and

specifies an all-inclusive register of projects
expected to proceed.

Specific comments we have on the Draft FY
2012/13-2016/17 FTIP are as follows:

* FHW A commends SCAG for keeping its
Public Participation Plan (PPP) current-
adopted January 5, 2012. While SCAG's PPP
is available electronically online, document
reference seems to go without mention in the
draft FTIP. There appears to be brief

SCAG has included
additional information
explaining that the FTIP
was prepared in
accordance with SCAG’s
Public Participation Plan
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discussion on interagency consultation and (PPP). This information
public involvement in the conformity includes the link to
requirements and findings section, yet SCAG’s PPP as well. The
additional public involvement procedure updated information is
requirement dialogue and reference to included in both Vol I and
SCAG's PPP may go to further enhance Vol II of the Final 2013
clarity of public participation in the FTIP FTIP.
* For supplemental public information SCAG has included a copy
enhancement, FHW A recommends SCAG of the SCAG publication
consider including tables/graphics that contain | “SCAG General Fact
information and links to key SCAG Sheet” and a “Weblinks to
transportation documents (i.e. RTP, OWP, SCAG and SCAG’s main
etc.) in the Final FY 2012/13- 2016/17 FTIP. | work programs” page at
Such particulars may possibly be incorporated | the beginning of Volume
as a document attachment or even inserted III of the Final 2013 FTIP.
inside the front and/or back cover. Detail
inclusion of these components may also have
multipurpose utilization in all key SCAG
transportation planning documents, in
addition to the FTIP.
* At the Federal Statewide Transportation The Final 2012-2035
Improvement Program (FSTIP) Workshop, RTP/SCS, approved by the
held in January 2012, Environmental Justice SCAG Regional Council
(EJ)/Title VI analysis was an item conversed | on April 4, 2012 (and
in need for transportation planning product approved by FHWA/FTA
support to comply with EJ and Title VI. with regard to
SCAG documented in October 2000 transportation conformity
compliance procedures for EJ, how was this on June 4, 2012), included
considered in development of SCAG's Draft a comprehensive
8/28/2012 35|Page
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2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Response to Comments

Comment
ID

Comment
Date

Name

Affiliation

Comment

Response

Acknowledgement
of Receipt

FY 2012/13 - 2016117 FTIP and was an
EJ/Title VI FTIP analysis conducted for the
projects integrated in the draft document?
FHW A recommends SCAG to incorporate
more discussion of EJ/Title VI factors into the
Final FTIP version. FHW A also recommends
SCAG consider an EJ compliance measures
update because it appears the latest production
was completed in 2000.

environmental justice
analysis. The Draft
2012/13-2016/17 FTIP is
consistent with the
policies, programs, and
projects included in the
2012-2035 RTP/SCS, and
as such the environmental
justice analysis included as
part of the federally
approved 2012-2035
RTP/SCS appropriately
serves as the analysis for
the transportation
investments in the
2012/13-2016/17 FTIP.
As stated in our
Compliance Procedure for
Environmental Justice in
the Transportation
Planning Process
(October 2000), “since
each TIP contains projects
that are a subset of those
in the RTP, and the RTP
meets environmental
justice expectations ... ,
the TIP is also presumed
to meet these
expectations.” SCAG is
also proceeding to update
its environmental justice
compliance procedures, in
consideration of the recent

8/28/2012
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2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Response to Comments

Comment
ID

Comment
Date

Name

Affiliation

Comment

Response

Acknowledgement
of Receipt

FTA Circular on
Environmental Justice
Policy Guidance for
Federal Transit
Administration Recipients
(effective August 15,
2012).

Additionally, a key
component of the 2012-
2035 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 2012-2035
RTP/SCS, SCAG
identified several
performance measures to
analyze existing social and
environmental equity in
the region and to address
the impacts of the 2012—
2035 RTP/SCS on various
environmental justice

8/28/2012
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2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Response to Comments

Comment
ID

Comment
Date

Name

Affiliation

Comment

Response

Acknowledgement
of Receipt

We once again appreciate the timely submittal
of SCAG's Draft FY 2012/13-2016/17 FTIP,
in concurrence and cooperation with Caltrans'
2013 FSTIP development schedule, and for
the diligent work SCAG staff invested to
compile the draft. FHW A will continue to

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://rtpscs.scag.ca.gov/D
ocuments/2012/final/SR/2
012fRTP_EnvironmentalJ
ustice.pdf). The 2013
FTIP Executive Summary
and Technical Appendix II
Section V was updated to
address Environmental
Justice.

8/28/2012
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2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Response to Comments

Comment
ID

Comment
Date

Name

Affiliation

Comment

Response

Acknowledgement
of Receipt

monitor SCAG's FTIP as the 2013

FSTIP schedule moves forward, and we may
provide additional comments on the submitted
Final FY 2012/13-2016/17 FTIP document. If
you have questions or need clarification as it
pertains to FHW A's comments on SCAG's
Draft FY 2012/13-2016/17 FTIP, please
contact Michael Morris of the FHW A
California Division's Cal-South office at (213)
894-4014, or by email at
michael.morris@dot.gov.

cc: (email)

Hasan Ikhrata, SCAG

Rich Macias, SCAG

Rosemary Ayala, SCAG

Ted Matley, FTA Region IX

Ray Sukys, FT A Region IX

Vincent P. Mammano

Division Administrator

Abhijit Bagde, Caltrans Programming (abhijit
bagde@dot.ca.gov)

Muhaned Aljabiry, Caltrans Programming
(muhaned aljabiry@dot.ca.gov)

Karina O'Connor, EPA Region IX

Lisa Hanf, EPA Region IX

Stew Sonnenberg, FHW A-CA

Jermaine Hannon, FHW A-CA

Michael Morris, FHW A-CA

cc:

SCAG 2012/13 FTIP Binder

MM/

8/28/2012
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ATTACHMENT 3

RESOLUTION NO. 12-542-1

A RESOLUTION OF THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS APPROVING THE
2011/13 - 2017/18 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (2013 FTIP)

WHEREAS, the Southern California Association of Governments
(SCAG) is the federally designated Metropolitan Planning Organization
(MPO) pursuant to 23 U.S.C. §134(d) for the Counties of Imperial, Los
Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino and Ventura, and as such, is
responsible for the preparation, adoption and regular revision of the Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) and the Federal Transportation Improvement
Program (FTIP) pursuant to 23 U.S.C. §134 et seq., 49 U.S.C. §5303et seq.,
and 23 C.F.R. §450.312; and

WHEREAS, under state law SCAG is the designated Regional
Transportation Planning Agency and, as such, is responsible for preparation of
the RTP and Sustainable Communities Strategy under California Government
Code §65080 et seq., and the FTIP under California Government Code §
65082 and Public Utilities Code §130301 et seq.; and

WHEREAS, under federal metropolitan transportation planning law,
23 U.S.C. §134 et seq. and implementing regulations under 23 C.F.R Part
450, an MPO shall develop and update a FTIP for the metropolitan planning
area covering a period of no less than four years. In addition, under state law,
the FTIP must be updated every two years so as to be consistent with the State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). The SCAG Regional Council
adopted and approved the FY 2010/11 — 2015/16 FTIP (2011 FTIP) in
September 2010. As such, the 2013 FTIP updates the 2011 FTIP; and

WHEREAS, the 2013 FTIP is a staged, multiyear, intermodal
program of transportation projects which covers six fiscal years, includes a
priority list of projects to be carried out in the first four fiscal years (2012/13,
2013/14, 2014/15, and 2015/16) and a listing of obligated projects from prior
years that may require state or federal action. Projects in the additional years
(2016/17 and 2017/18) are to be considered by the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) and Federal Transportation Agency (FTA) as
informational. The 2013 FTIP is composed of over 1,100 transportation
projects with $32.5 billion dollars programmed in fiscal years FY 2012/13 to
FY 2017/18; and

WHEREAS, 23 U.S.C. §134(j)(3)(C) and 23 C.F.R. § 450.324(g)

requires each project or project phase in the 2013 FTIP to be consistent with
the 2012 RTP; and
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WHEREAS, 42 U.S.C. § 7506(c)(1) requires the 2013 FTIP to conform with the
applicable State Implementation Plan (SIPs) developed for the federal non-attainment and
maintenance areas in the Mojave Desert Air Basin, the Ventura County portion of the South
Coast Air Basin, the South Coast Air Basin, and the Salton Sea Air Basin; and

WHEREAS, the 2013 FTIP used the most recently approved version of Emission
Factors as approved by the California Air Resources board and the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) for conformity analysis; and

WHEREAS, 23 C.F.R. §450.330(e) requires that in non-attainment and maintenance
areas, funding priority be given to timely implementation of transportation control measures
(TCMs) contained in the applicable SIPs in accordance with the transportation conformity
regulations at 40 CFR Parts 51 and 93; and

WHEREAS, SCAG has worked concurrently with local, state, and federal jurisdictions
in a continuing, cooperative and comprehensive manner as required by federal and state
metropolitan transportation planning provisions; and

WHEREAS, 23 C.F.R. §450.330(a) requires each MPO to adopt a public participation
program. SCAG approved and adopted a Public Participation Plan on March 1, 2007, to serve
as a guide for SCAG’s public involvement process. This Public Participation Plan was further
amended on January 5, 2012, to provide more explicit details as to SCAG’s strategies,
procedures and techniques for public participation on the RTP, FTIP and the Overall Work
Program (OWP). Such strategies, procedures and techniques require SCAG to hold a public
hearing regarding a draft FTIP; and

WHEREAS, on April 4, 2012, the SCAG Regional Council adopted the Final 2012-
2035 Regional Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS); and

WHEREAS, SCAG staff has conducted an analysis of the Draft 2013 FTIP and found
that the 2013 FTIP complies with federal and state metropolitan planning requirements and is
consistent with the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS and its policies; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with the interagency consultation requirements, 40 C.F.R.
§93.105 as well as the provisions of SCAG’s Public Participation Plan, SCAG consulted with
the respective transportation and air quality planning agencies, which involved discussion of a
draft of the 2013 FTIP with the Transportation Conformity Working Group (a forum for
implementing the interagency consultation requirements) on June 26, 2010. In addition, the
Draft 2013 FTIP was reviewed by the Transportation Committee on July 5, 2012, who in
turn authorized the release of the draft of the 2013 FTIP for a 30-day public review and
comment period. The Draft 2013 FTIP was available for public review and comment from
July 5, 2012 to August 3, 2012, during which time SCAG held two (2) public hearings
regarding the Draft 2013 FTIP on July 19 and 26, 2012, respectively; and
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WHEREAS, comments received during the public review and comment period were
considered by staff and appropriately addressed as part of the final version of the Draft 2013
FTIP; and

WHEREAS, the 2013 FTIP complies with the required transportation conformity
tests with respect to financial constraint, timely implementation of transportation control
measures, the regional emission analysis and the inter-agency consultation/public review
process. Specifically, the 2013 FTIP demonstrates timely implementation of TCMs in the
applicable State Implementation Programs (SIPs) within the SCAG region, and includes a
Finance Plan that indicates estimated available resources including resources from public
and private sources that are reasonably expected to be available to carry out the 2013 FTIP
as required by 23 U.S.C. §134(h)(2)(b). Further, the 2013 FTIP reaffirms the transportation
conformity determination of the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS update and takes into account minor
revisions related to project descriptions, schedules and funding; and

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, by the Regional Council of the Southern
California Association of Governments as follows:

1. The Regional Council approves and adopts the 2013 FTIP for all six (6)
counties (Imperial, Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino and Ventura) in the SCAG
region for the purpose of complying with federal and state metropolitan transportation planning
requirements. In adopting the 2013 FTIP, the Regional Council finds as follows:

a. The 2013 FTIP complies with all applicable federal and state requirements;

b. The 2013 FTIP implements and is consistent with SCAG’s 2012-2035
RTP/SCS;

c. The 2013 FTIP is consistent and in conformance with the portions of the
applicable SIPs relevant to all air basis as required by 42 U.S.C. §7506(c)(1)
and accompanying Federal regulations at 40 C.F.R. Parts 51 and 93; and

d. The 2013 FTIP passes all required conformity tests with respect to
financial constraint, timely implementation of transportation control
measures, the regional emission analysis and the inter-agency
consultation/public review process.

2. In approving the 2013 FTIP, the Regional Council approves the staff findings
and incorporates all of the foregoing recitals in this Resolution.

3. SCAG’s Executive Director or his designee shall transmit the 2013 FTIP to
the Federal Transit Administration and the Federal Highway Administration to make the
final conformity determination in accordance with the Federal Clean Air Act and EPA
Transportation Conformity Rule at 40 C.F.R. Parts 51 and 93.
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APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the Regional Council of the Southern California
Association of Governments at a regular meeting this 6th day of September, 2012.

Hon. Glen Becerra
President, SCAG
Councilmember, City of Simi Valley

Attested by:

Hasan Ikhrata
Executive Director

Approved as to Form:

Joann Africa
Chief Counsel
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REPORT AGENDA ITEM NO. 4

DATE: September 6, 2012
TO: Executive/Administration Committee (EAC)
Regional Council (RC)
FROM: Basil Panas, Acting Chief Financial Officer, (213) 236-1817, panas@scag.ca.gov

SUBJECT: Contracts $200,000 or Greater: Contract No. 12-033-C1, Integrated Transit and Land Use

Planning for the Foothill Blvd/5th Street Bus Rapid Transi#t(BRT) Corridor
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL:

T

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Approve Contract No. 12-033-C1, with Transportation Management Design (TMD), Inc., in an amount not-
to-exceed $379,291, to conduct a study of integrated transit and land use planning for the Foothill Blvd/5th
Street Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Corridor in San Bernardino County.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

Staff recommends approval of Contract No. 12-033-C1 with TMD to conduct a study in coordination with
agencies from San Bernardino County of integrated transit and land use planning for the Foothill
Blvd/5th Street Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Corridor. Among other things, the study shall provide
recommendations to maximize operational efficiency and potential for transit-supportive land uses;
develop station-area land use plans that take advantage of the future presence of BRT thereby increasing
BRT ridership potential, reducing vehicle travel and emissions.

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:
Staff recommends executing the following contract $200,000 or greater:

Contract
Consultant/Contract # Contract Purpose Amount
Transportation Management Design, Inc. The consultant shall provide a review of $379,291

(TMD) (12-033-C1) existing conditions, identify express bus/BRT
concept options, identify operational
characteristics for each concept, provide land
use planning in station areas; evaluate Express
Bus/BRT options, and provide
recommendations and implementation
planning.

FISCAL IMPACT:
Funding is available in the FY 2012/13 budget.

ATTACHMENT:
Consultant Contract No. 12-033-C1 Summary
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Recommended
Consultant:

Background &
Scope of Work:

Project’s Benefits

& Key Deliverables:

Strategic Plan:

Contract Amount:

Contract Period:

Project Number:

CONSULTANT CONTRACT 12-033-C1

Transportation Management Design, Inc. (TMD)

The objectives of the project are to: refine the Foothill/5™ Street Bus Rapid Transit
(BRT) Corridor alignment, operational concepts, and station locations to maximize
operational efficiency and potential for transit-supportive land uses; develop
station-area land use plans that take advantage of the future presence of BRT
thereby increasing BRT ridership potential, reducing vehicle travel, and reducing
emissions; facilitate the future implementation of the Foothill/5™ Street Corridor
BRT line and associated land use plans in station areas, tailored to each BRT
segment and jurisdiction; and establish an evaluation process “template” for non-
rail premium transit options in suburban settings that can be applied to other
corridors within and outside San Bernardino County.

The consultant shall provide a review of existing conditions, identify express
bus/BRT concept options, identify operational characteristics for each concept,
provide land use planning in station areas; evaluate Express Bus/BRT options, and
provide recommendations and implementation planning.

This project will allow San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAGQG),
Omnitrans, and local jurisdictions to optimize the investment being made in transit
infrastructure and operations in the Foothill/5™ Street Corridor. This type of
integrated planning will provide focus for future land use changes and
infrastructure needs around the BRT station areas. The benefits will include
increased ridership on the BRT line, improved economic development potential in
station areas, improved air quality, enhanced BRT system performance, and
additional opportunities for compact, pedestrian-oriented development in the San
Bernardino Valley. The key deliverables include, but are not limited to: existing
conditions report; express bus/BRT options report; land use and implementation
plans; technical memorandum documents; meeting minutes; stakeholder outreach;
as well as draft and final reports.

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.

Total not-to-exceed $379,291
TMD (prime consultant) $163,093
URS Corporation (subconsultant) $135,607
Cambridge Systematics (subconsultant) $80,591

Note: TMD originally proposed $384,775; however, staff negotiated the
price down to $379,291 without reducing the scope of work.

Notice-to-Proceed through December 31, 2013

145.SCG02022.01  $379,291
Funding sources: FTA and SANBAG
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Request for
Proposal (RFP):

Selection Process:

Basis for Selection:

SCAG staff notified 1,682 firms of the release of RFP 12-033-C1. Staff also
advertised the RFP on The Planning Institute’s website, American Planning
Association’s website, Transit Talent website, and posted on SCAG’s bid management
system. A total of 134 firms downloaded the RFP. SCAG received the following
six (6) proposals in response to the solicitation:

TMD (2 subconsultants) $384,775
City Design Studio, LLC (4 subconsultants) $396,175
HDR Engineering, Inc. (4 subconsultants) $398,458
AECOM Technical Services, Inc. (1 subconsultant) $398,876
KOA Corporation (3 subconsultants) $399,855
Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. (5 subconsultants) $400,000

The Proposal Review Committee (PRC) evaluated each proposal in accordance
with the criteria set forth in the RFP, and conducted the selection process in a
manner consistent with all applicable federal and state contracting regulations.
After evaluating the proposals, the PRC interviewed the three (3) highest ranked
offerors.

The PRC consisted of the following individuals:

Stephen Fox, Senior Regional Planner, SCAG

Tom Grahn, Associate Planner, City of Rancho Cucamonga
Lawrence A. Mainez, City Planner, City of Highland
Christine Medina, Associate Transportation Planner, Caltrans
Steve Smith, Chief of Planning, SANBAG

Anna Rahtz, Planning Project Manager, Omnitrans

Nancy Strickert, Transit Analyst, SANBAG

The PRC recommended TMD for the contract award because the consultant:

e Proposed the lowest cost proposal;

e Demonstrated the most impressive experience in bus transit planning and
operations, and BRT planning and operations, including being the firm that
planned and launched Los Angeles County Metro’s Metro Rapid network that
later included a thorough program review with recommendations and
adjustments of the Rapid network once it had been fully implemented;

e Proposed providing the most detailed path and steps to FTA funding;

e Provided a team that has developed BRT guidance products for FTA; and

e Provided the most cost-effective distribution of hours for each task, with
sufficient number of hours allotted to senior and principal level staff.
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REPORT AGENDA ITEM NO. 5

DATE: September 6, 2012
TO: Executive/Administration Committee (EAC)
Regional Council (RC)
FROM: Basil Panas, Acting Chief Financial Officer, (213) 236-1817, panas@scag.ca.gov

SUBJECT: Contracts $200,000 or Greater: Contract No. 12-043-C1, On-Call Economic Advisory and
Outreach Services _—

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL: W

L

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Approve Contract No. 12-043-C1, with multiple consultants, in an amount not-to-exceed $1,000,000, to
provide on-call economic advisory and outreach services for a two-year period.

The multiple consultants are:

California Lutheran University - The Center for Economic Research and Forecasting
CDM Smith

Center for Continuing Study of the California Economy (CCSCE)
Development Management Group, Inc.

Economics & Politics, Inc.

GrassrootsLab, LLC

Green Tech Coast LLC

Jack Faucett Associates

Kosmont & Associates, Inc.

10 Los Angeles County Economic Development Corporation (LAEDC)
11. Orange County Business Council

A A Al

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

In June 2011, the Southern California Economic Recovery & Job Creation Strategy (*“Strategy”) was
approved by the Regional Council. The Economic Strategy identifies opportunities for SCAG to partner
with member cities, counties, business leaders, organized labor, environmental groups, and other key
stakeholders to create jobs to reduce or remove high-priority economic challenges and provide solutions
to expedite Southern California’s economic recovery. In June 2012, the Region Council directed staff to
develop Phase Il of the Southern California Economic Recovery & Job Creation Strategy and engage the
economic expertise necessary to complete the work. This economic work effort is also consistent with
approved implementation of the 2012-2035 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities
Strategy (RTP/SCS)

SCAG has selected multiple consultants for the contract award, and may request on-call economic
services for two (2) major areas: 1) Economic Analysis and Advisory Services; and 2) Outreach Services.

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 b: Develop external
communications and media strategy to promote partnerships, build consensus and foster inclusiveness in the
decision making process; and Objective c: Provide practical solutions for moving new ideas forward.
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REPORT AGENDA ITEM NO. 5

BACKGROUND:
Staff recommends executing the following contract $200,000 or greater:

Contract
Consultant/Contract # Contract Purpose Amount
Consultants Identified Above The consultant shall provide a variety of $1,000,000

(12-043-C1) economic advisory services to support
SCAG’s implementation of the 2012-2035
RTP/SCS and implementation of Phase III of
the Economic Recovery and Job Creation
Strategy development.

FISCAL IMPACT:
Funding is available in the FY 2012/13 budget.

ATTACHMENT:
Consultant Contract No. 12-043-C1

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
>< ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS Page 80



Recommended
Consultants:

Background &
Scope of Work:

Project’s Benefits

& Key Deliverables:

CONSULTANT CONTRACTS 12-043-C1 through 12-043-C11

1. California Lutheran University - The Center for Economic Research and
Forecasting

CDM Smith

Center for Continuing Study of the California Economy (CCSCE)
Development Management Group, Inc.

Economics & Politics, Inc.

GrassrootsLab, LLC

Green Tech Coast LLC

Jack Faucett Associates

. Kosmont & Associates, Inc.

0. Los Angeles County Economic Development Corporation (LAEDC)
1. Orange County Business Council

— 0NN AW

In June 2011, the Southern California Economic Recovery & Job Creation Strategy
(“Strategy”’) was approved by the Regional Council. The Economic Strategy
identifies opportunities for SCAG to partner with member cities, counties, business
leaders, organized labor, environmental groups, and other key stakeholders to
create jobs to reduce or remove high-priority economic challenges and provide
solutions to expedite Southern California’s economic recovery. In June 2012, the
Regional Council directed staff to develop Phase II of the Strategy and engage
economic expertise necessary to complete the work.

SCAG requires economic advisory services with knowledge and expertise from the
six (6) county regions to support SCAG’s Phase Il Economic Recovery and Job
Creation Strategy development and implementation of the 2012-2035 Regional
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS).

SCAG has selected multiple consultants for the contract award, and may request
on-call services for two major areas: 1) Economic Analysis and Advisory Services;
and 2) Outreach Services.

The project’s benefits and key deliverables include, but are not limited to:

e Supporting the development of Phase II of the Strategy;

¢ Providing economic analysis and written assessments of SCAG’s planning
activities;

¢ Analyzing, regionally significant economic indicators, as needed;

e Documenting the economic benefits and job impacts of the 2012-2035
RTP/SCS, including case studies, to better describe economic importance of
transportation investments;

e Assessing the economic impacts of transportation investments and cost of
delays in the transportation arena, including but not limited to, economic
impacts of project acceleration, project certainty, and implications for the
Strategy;

¢ Analyzing the Southern California Industry Clusters, including factors in
determining the competitive position of each cluster; and

e Increasing collaboration with Southern California’s key business, public sector
and labor leaders on SCAG’s ongoing planning activities.
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Strategic Plan:

Contract Amount:

Contract Period:

Project Number:

Request for
Proposal (RFP):

(O8]

Nown ks

10.

11.

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 b: Develop external communications and media strategy to
promote partnerships, build consensus and foster inclusiveness in the decision
making process; and Objective c: Provide practical solutions for moving new ideas
forward.

Total not-to-exceed $1,000,000

Note: This is for on-call, or as needed services with consultants to be paid a set
hourly rate for their services. As such, there is no specific award amount to each
consultant, nor does SCAG guarantee any specific amount of work to a consultant.
Therefore, no award amounts are shown below.

California Lutheran University - The Center for Economic As Needed
Research and Forecasting
Sub: Weaver Research & Consulting Group

CDM Smith As Needed
Center for Continuing Study of the California Economy As Needed
(CCSCE)

Development Management Group, Inc. As Needed
Economics & Politics, Inc. As Needed
GrassrootsLab, LLL.C As Needed
Green Tech Coast LLC As Needed

Sub: William E. Donovan
Sub: Geoinversion Technologies, Inc.
Sub: The 20/20 Network

Jack Faucett Associates As Needed
Kosmont & Associates, Inc. As Needed
Sub: Burke Rix Communications, LLC

Los Angeles County Economic Development Corporation As Needed
(LAEDC)

Orange County Business Council As Needed

September 10, 2012 through June 30, 2014

13-055.SCG0131.01/.02 $500,000
14-055.SCG0131.01/.02 $500,000
Funding sources: Consolidated Planning Grant - FHWA, FTA and TDA

SCAG staff notified 1,371 firms of the release of RFP 12-043-C1. Staff also posted
it on SCAG’s bid management system. A total of 112 firms downloaded the RFP.
SCAG received the following 21 proposals in response to the solicitation:

AECOM Technical Services Inc. (no subconsultants)

Beacon Economics, LLC (no subconsultants)

California Lutheran University - The Center for Economic Research and
Forecasting (2 subconsultants)

CDM Smith (1 subconsultant)

Center for Continuing Study of the California Economy (no subconsultants)
Development Management Group, Inc. (no subconsultants)
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Selection Process:

Basis for Selection:

Economic & Planning Systems, Inc. (no subconsultants)
Economics & Politics, Inc. (no subconsultants)

Economic Roundtable (1 subconsultant)

GrassrootsLab, LLC (no subconsultants)

Green Tech Coast LLC (3 subconsultants)

Jack Faucett Associates (no subconsultants)

Kavet, Rockler & Associates, LLC (1 subconsultant)
Kosmont & Associates, Inc. (1 subconsultant)

Los Angeles County Economic Development Corporation (no subconsultants)
Metropolitan Research and Economics (one subconsultant)
Orange County Business Council (no subconsultants)
Point C (no subconsultants)

Shallman Communications (no subconsultants)

The Planning Center | DC&E (no subconsultants)

The Tioga Group, Inc. (no subconsultants)

The Proposal Review Committee (PRC) evaluated each proposal in accordance
with the criteria set forth in the RFP and conducted the selection process in a
manner consistent with all applicable federal and state contracting regulations.
After evaluating the proposals, the PRC did not conduct interviews because the
proposals contained sufficient information upon which to base a contract award.

The PRC consisted of the following individuals:

Darin Chidsey, Acting Deputy Director, SCAG
Simon Choi, Chief of Research and Forecasting, SCAG
Sharon A. Neely, Chief Deputy Executive Director, SCAG

The PRC recommended the contract be awarded to a team of consultants as this
approach will allow SCAG to retain a broader level of localized independent
economic expertise throughout the six county region. Further, it will allow that
certain tasks be tailored. The PRC determined that a team approach would improve
the quality of the deliverables. Additionally, awarding the contract to multiple
consultants provides SCAG greater flexibility to meet the various needs of the
scope of work.

The PRC used the following criteria to determine consultant selection:

e Ability to demonstrate economic expertise in a geographical area or industry
field;

e Ability to demonstrate experience with conducting outreach services;

e Ability to demonstrate ability to allocate resources to meet SCAG’s need for
on-call services;

e Ability to demonstrate previous experience preforming economic analysis of a
similar scope;

e Ability to demonstrate understanding of the project intent; and

e Provide rates that are reasonable and within the desired range.
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REPORT AGENDA ITEM NO. 6

DATE: September 6, 2012

TO: Executive/Administration Committee (EAC)
Regional Council (RC)

FROM: Basil Panas, Acting CFO, 213-236-1817, panas(@scag.ca.gov

SUBJECT: 2012 Investment Policy e
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL: M

T

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Recommend that the Regional Council approve the 2012 Statement of Investment Policy as amended.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

SCAG’s Statement of Investment Policy is included as Article X of the Regional Council Policy
Manual. This policy is currently subject to annual review and re-approval by the Regional Council.
Staff recommends re-approval of this policy with amendments.

STRATEGIC PLAN:
This item supports SCAG’s Strategic Plan, Goal 3 - Enhance the Agency’s Long Term Financial Stability
and Fiscal Management.

BACKGROUND:

The Statement of Investment Policy (Section 17: Modification and Legislative Changes) states that the
Executive/Administration Committee shall be responsible for modifying investment guidelines as
conditions warrant and submit the modified guidelines for re-approval by the Regional Council on an
annual basis.

The proposed changes to the Statement of Investment Policy are specifically underlined in the attachment

and summarized as follows:

e The reporting frequency has been changed to monthly instead of quarterly and is not required to
appear on the Consent Calendar (page 2). When the Investment Subcommittee was active, it met on a
quarterly basis. The Investment Subcommittee is no longer active and information on SCAG’s
investments is instead included in the monthly CFO report which is not a Consent Calendar item.

e The funding vehicle for SCAG’s other post-employment benefits has been named as the California
Employer’s Retiree Benefit Trust (page 3). Pay-as-you-go has been added as an option for funding
SCAG’s supplemental defined benefit pension plan. This is the option currently used by SCAG.
SCAG pays the costs of the supplemental retirement benefits as they are paid to the retirees.

e The only option in the current policy is an annuity, which may not be the best choice for SCAG (page
3) because it requires a lump sum for prefunding.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

ATTACHMENT:
2012 Statement of Investment Policy
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SCAG STATEMENT OF INVESTMENT POLICY
Section 1: Purpose

This SCAG Statement of Investment Policy is intended to provide standards and
guidelines for the prudent investment of funds by SCAG in conducting its investment and
cash management responsibilities. The goal is to strengthen the overall financial
condition of SCAG, while earning a return on our investments with safety and liquidity.

Section 2: Obijective

The Policy is designed to achieve and maintain adequate working capital to support our
Planning and Support Operations, and to grow our available resources and funds to the
fullest extent possible. SCAG attempts to obtain a market rate of interest without
assuming undue risk to principal. The objectives of such investments are: 1) the long
term preservation of capital, 2) adequate cash resources to meet our short term financial
needs for liquidity; and 3) to earn a competitive rate of return on capital.

Section 3: Scope

This investment policy applies to activities of SCAG with regard to investing the
financial assets of all funds, including the following: General Fund, Special Revenue
Funds, and Trust Funds, and any other Funds that may be created from time to time.

Section 4: Investment Responsibility

Investments are the responsibility of the Chief Financial Officer and the Manager of
Accounting. This includes the authority to select investments, engage professional
services, to open accounts with banks, brokers and dealers, to establish safekeeping
accounts or other arrangements for the custody of securities, and report to oversight
bodies. Those persons authorized to execute transactions include: 1) Chief Financial
Officer or his/her director designee, 2) Manager of Accounting or his/her staff designee,
and 4) those specifically approved and added by the Executive/Administration
Committee (EAC) of the Regional Council (RC). Brokers and dealers are to be provided
with a list of specified names of those persons authorized to execute transactions.

Section 5: Internal Controls

The Chief Financial Officer and the Manager of Accounting shall establish the
investment function so that specific responsibility for the performance of duties is
assigned with a clear line of authority, accountability and reporting. The functions of
authorizing, executing and recording transactions, custody of investments and performing
reconciliations are to be handled by separate persons to reduce the risk that a person is in
a position to conceal errors or fraud in the normal course of duty.

While no internal control system, however elaborate, can guarantee absolute assurance
that assets are safeguarded, it is the intent of the internal control system to provide
reasonable assurance that management of the investment function meets our objectives.
These internal controls shall be reviewed annually by the independent auditor.
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Section 6: Reporting

The EAC shall be responsible for reporting the status of investments to the RC on a
monthly basis. Reports are to be submitted by the Chief Financial Officer to the EAC
and/or the Investment Subcommittee following the end of each reporting period. These
reports shall show the type of investment, institution, interest rate, date of maturity,
compliance to the investment policy, a verification of adequacy of working capital to
meet our operating needs and market value for all investments. Fhe-reperts-shall-appear
in the consent calendar of all agendas.

Section 7: Prudence

The standard of prudence to be used by investment officials shall be the “prudent person”
rule and shall be applied in the context of managing all aspects of the overall portfolio.
Investments shall be made with care, skill, prudence, and diligence under the
circumstances then prevailing, that a prudent person acting in a like capacity and
familiarity with those matters would use in the conduct of funds of a like character and
with like aims, to safeguard the principal and maintain the liquidity needs.

Section 8: Authorized Investments
A. Surplus Funds

Funds may be invested in any instrument allowable by the State of California
Government Code Section 53600 et seq. so long as the investment is appropriate when
SCAG'’s investment objectives and policies are taken into consideration. Within the
context of the limitations, the following are authorized:

e US Treasury Obligations (Bills, Notes and Bonds)

e US Government Agency Securities and Instrumentality’s of Government Sponsored

Corporations

Banker’s Acceptances

Commercial Paper

Repurchase Agreements

Certificates of Deposit

Negotiable Certificates of Deposit

Passbook Savings Accounts

Interest Bearing Checking Accounts

Intermediate Term Corporate Notes

Bank Money Market Accounts

Local Agency Investment Fund (State Pool)

Los Angeles County Investment Fund (County Pool)

Shares of Beneficial Interest issued by a Joint Powers Authority organized pursuant to

California Government Code Section 6509.7 that invests in the securities and

obligations authorized in Section 53601 (a) through (n).

e Other investments that are, or may become, legal investments through the State of
California Government Code.
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B. Other Post-Employment Benefits Funding

All funding approved for this purpose shall be invested in the irrevocable trust for post-
employment benefits administered by the California Public Employees Retirement
System (CalPERS), also known as the California Employer’s Retiree Benefit Trust

(CERBT).

C. Supplemental Defined Benefit Pension Plan Funding

All funding approved for this purpose shall be invested in an annuity selected according
to criteria prescribed by SCAG procurement policies and SCAG’s financial and
operational needs, or funded on a pay-as-you-go basis.

Section 9: Prohibited Investments

SCAG shall not invest any funds in inverse floaters, range notes, or interest-only strips
that are derived from a pool of mortgages. SCAG shall not invest any funds in any
security that could result in a zero interest accrual if held to maturity.

Section 10: Investment Criteria

Criteria for selecting investments and order of priority are:

A SAFETY
The safety and risk associated with an investment refers to the potential loss of
principal, interest or a combination of these amounts. SCAG shall only invest in
those financial instruments whose safety and quality comply with State law and
SCAG?’s risk tolerance.

B. LIQUIDITY

This refers to the ability to convert an investment into cash at any moment in time
with a minimal chance of losing some portion of principal or interest. Since
liquidity is an important investment quality, especially when the need for
immediate access to funds may occur unexpectedly, potential fluctuations in
market value are to be an important consideration when selecting an investment.
SCAG’s portfolio shall provide for adequate liquidity as indicated by SCAG’s
cash projections.

C. YIELD
Yield is the potential dollar earnings an investment can provide and sometimes is
described as the rate of return. SCAG shall attempt to maximize return consistent
with criteria A and B above.

Section 11: Diversification
SCAG will diversify use of investment instruments to avoid incurring unreasonable risks
inherent in over investing in specific instruments, individual financial institutions or

maturities. Diversification strategies shall be established within the guidelines of
Government Code Section 53600 et seq., and periodically reviewed.
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Section 12: Investment Pools

SCAG has determined that use of investment pools is a practical investment option.
SCAG will utilize guidelines established by the California Municipal Treasures
Association and California Society of Municipal Finance Officers to ensure the safety of
investment pools.

Section 13: Maturity Limitations

Every investment instrument purchased must have a term remaining to maturity of five
years or less, unless RC approval was obtained three months in advance.

Section 14: Safeguarding of Assets and Records

Securities purchased from broker/dealers shall be held in third-party safekeeping in
SCAG’s name and control, whenever possible. Monthly statements received from the
financial institution are reconciled to the investment reports by the Senior Accountant.
Review of safety, liquidity, and yields of investment instruments; and reputation and
financial condition of investment brokers is to be done by the EAC. The periodic review
of the investment portfolio, including investment types, purchase price, market values,
maturity dates, and investment yields as well as conformance to the stated investment
policy will also be performed by the EAC.

Section 15: Qualified Institutions

If SCAG decides not to use investment pools, SCAG shall prepare and maintain a listing
of financial institutions which are approved for investment purposes. In addition, a list
will be maintained of approved broker/dealers selected by credit worthiness, who
maintain an office in the State of California. All financial institutions and broker/dealers
who desire to become bidders for investment transactions must supply the following:
audited financial statements, proof of National Association of Security Dealers’
certification, trading resolution, proof of California registration, and certification of
having read this Investment Policy. An annual review of the financial condition and
registrations of qualified bidders will be conducted by the EAC.

Section 16: Monitoring and Adjusting the Portfolio

SCAG will monitor the contents of the portfolio, the available markets and the relative
values of competing instruments and will adjust the portfolio accordingly based on our
Investment Policy. Investment counselors may be engaged to assist in the performance
of this work with the approval of the EAC.

Section 17: Modification and Legislative Changes

The EAC shall be responsible for modifying investment guidelines as conditions warrant
and submit same for re-approval by the RC on an annual basis. This annual approval
may be on the consent agenda unless there are amendments to this Policy. Any State of
California legislative action, that further restricts allowable maturities, investment type or
percentage allocations, will be incorporated into SCAG’s Statement of Investment Policy
and supersede any and all previous applicable language.
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Section 18: Segregation of Responsibilities

A. FUNCTION

B. RESPONSIBILITY

Develop Statement of Investment Policy

Chief Financial Officer
Manager of Accounting

Recommend modifications to Statement of
Investment Policy

Chief Financial Officer
Legal Counsel

Manager of Accounting
Investment Subcommittee

Approve Statement of Investment Policy
and appointment of Oversight Committee

Executive/Administration Committee

Adopt Statement of Investment Policy

Regional Council

Select Investments

Chief Financial Officer
Manager of Accounting
Outside Investment Manager

Approve transactions

Chief Financial Officer or Manager of
Accounting

Execute investment transactions and fax
completed trade information to SCAG

Outside Investment Manager

Investment verification (match broker
confirmation to trade information provided
by outside Investment Manager to SCAG
investment records)

Senior Accountant

Record investment transactions into
SCAG’s accounting records

Senior Accountant — General Ledger

Reconcile investment records to accounting
records and bank statements

Senior Accountant — General Ledger

Security

Time Certificates of Deposit will be
maintained in SCAG’s safe in the care of
the Manager of Accounting. All other
investment securities will be held in
safekeeping in the trust department of
SCAG’s Depository bank, or other third
party custodian as designated by the Chief
Financial Officer.
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Section 19: Executive/Administration Committee and Investment Subcommittee

The EAC is empowered to review and make recommendations on the Investment Policy
and Investment Strategy of SCAG to strengthen the internal controls of the management
of funds. The EAC may, in its discretion, establish an Investment Subcommittee to assist
the EAC to achieve the goals and objectives of this Investment Policy.

19.1 Purpose of the Investment Subcommittee

A. To review and make recommendations about this Investment Policy and
Investment Strategy.

B. To review investments on a periodic basis and to report any exceptions to this
Investment Policy immediately to the RC.

C. To be responsive to EAC requests.

19.2  Membership

The total membership shall consist of five (5) members: EAC Chairman and two (2)
Members (selected by the EAC members), Chief Financial Officer, and Manager of
Accounting.

19.3 Functions and Duties
A. Annually

To review and approve the Statement of Investment Policy; to review the financial
condition of broker/dealers and financial institutions.

B. Quarterly

To review investments made during the previous quarterly period; to provide a status
report to the EAC.

C. Monthly

To develop and carry out the ongoing investment strategy in accordance with the
Investment Policy; to recommend amendments to the Statement of Investment Policy.

D. The function of the EAC and the Investment Subcommittee is to provide policy
guidance that gives the operating staff standards and guidelines to work within on a day-
to-day basis. By this, it is meant that each individual trade need not be approved by this
Committee at the time it is transacted, provided that it falls within the scope of the
Statement of Investment Strategy.
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REPORT AGENDA ITEM NO. 7

DATE: September 6, 2012
TO: Executive/Administration Committee (EAC)
Regional Council (RC)
FROM: Sharon A. Neely, Chief Deputy Executive Director, neely@scag.ca.gov, (213)-236-1992

SUBJECT: Support of Cap-and-Trade Coalﬁ%
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL.:

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Support.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Legislative/Communications and Membership Committee at its August 2, 2012 meeting
forwarded a recommendation of support of the coalition cap & trade principles for approval by the
Regional Council. A stakeholder coalition group consisting of the League of California Cities, the
California State Association of Counties, the California Alliance for Jobs, California Transit
Association, and Transportation California, has been formed and have developed a set of principles
to ensure that an equitable portion of collected revenues from the Cap-and-Trade Program be
dedicated for transportation purposes.

As part of the implementation of AB 32 (the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006), the
California Air Resources Board (ARB) has adopted regulations to establish a new Cap-and-Trade
Program to cap greenhouse gas emissions statewide. AB 32 calls for the reduction of greenhouse
gases to 1990 levels by the year 2020. Apart from the reduction of emissions, the cap-and-trade
program stands to generate significant revenues. ARB plans to sell 66 million allowances in FY 2012-
2013, generating an estimated $660 million to $3.3 billion (depending on the price per ton, which
would range between a minimum of $10 and maximum of $50). There is currently legislation in both
houses of the legislature focused on the allocation of Cap-and-Trade revenues.

BACKGROUND

This report summarizes an update on Cap-and-Trade activities by the ARB and the Legislature as well
as activities by other entities to ensure that an equitable portion of collected revenues be dedicated for
transportation purposes. CARB has adopted regulations to establish a new cap-and-trade program to cap
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions statewide as part of the implementation of AB 32 (Nuifiez and Pavley),
Chapter 488, Statutes of 2006, the Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006. AB 32 calls for the reduction
of GHG emissions to 1990 levels by the year 2020.

According to ARB, a total reduction of 80 million metric tons (MMT), or roughly 16% compared to
business as usual, is necessary to achieve the 2020 limit. Approximately 78% of the reductions will be
achieved through identified regulatory measures. ARB proposes to achieve the balance of reductions
necessary to meet the 2020 limit (approximately 18 MMT) through a Cap-and-Trade Program.
Producers of approximately 80% of the state’s GHG emissions are subject to the cap, which reduces
emissions by about 20% at a rate of 2% per year in 2013 and 2014 and 3% percent per year through
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2020. Motor vehicle fuels will be subject to the cap starting in 2015. The remaining 20% of emissions
derive from smaller entities and are uncapped sectors.

The first auction of emission allowances by the ARB is scheduled to be held in November 2012, with
subsequent auctions to be held in February and May 2013. As part of its regulations, ARB has set a floor
price of $10 per ton and a ceiling of $50 per ton. Based on the 66 million allowances that ARB plans to
sell in FY 2012-13, this will generate between $660 million to $3.3 billion in FY 2012-13. Governor
Brown’s proposed 2012—13 budget assumes ARB will raise $1 billion from the auctions for the budget
year. ARB estimates annual revenue from the auction of GHG emission allowances to range from $2
billion to $5 billion in 2013, with that amount increasing to between $17 billion and $67 billion in later
years.

Transportation comprises about 40% of the state’s share of GHG emissions; thus, the sale of emissions
allowances from Cap-and-Trade represent a significant new funding opportunity for the transportation
sector, and low-carbon transportation improvements should receive a substantial share of proceeds from
the Cap-and-Trade Program.

TRANSPORTATION FUNDING COALITION PRINCIPLES FOR CAP AND TRADE
AUCTION REVENUES

A coalition group consisting of the League of California Cities, the California State Association of
Counties, the California Alliance for Jobs, California Transit Association, and Transportation California,
has been formed to ensure that an equitable portion of collected revenues from the cap-and-trade
program be dedicated for transportation purposes. The principles provide policy input to determine how
distribution of collected cap-and-trade revenues for transportation and infrastructure would be
apportioned. Members of the Coalition have sent a letter to the ARB providing their input on broad areas
of consensus concerning cap-and-trade revenue allocations. A copy of the letter is attached to this report.

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG), Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC)
and CALCOG have also endorsed the Coalition principles. The LCMC, at its August 21, 2012 meeting,
reviewed these principles and has forwarded a recommendation of support of the Coalition cap & trade
principles to the EAC and the RC.

The Coalition principles consist of the following (more detail can be found in their attached letter):

1. Dedicate the allocation of revenues related to fuels to transportation investments. This is
consistent with the longstanding policy of the state to dedicate revenues related to motor vehicle
fuels to transportation. It also assures a political and legal nexus between the costs and benefits
of the program.

2. Invest a major portion of fuels related revenues to implement the AB 32 regulatory program by
reducing GHG emissions from transportation. Dedicate revenues directly into transit and road
operations and maintenance, as well as transit and complete streets infrastructure within existing
urban infill and rural communities. These funds must be invested in a way that implements AB
32 using, where applicable, the SB 375 regional strategies. In regions not within an MPO where
SB 375 does not apply, other measurable greenhouse gas reduction strategies can be developed
within regional transportation plans.
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3. Structure the investments to favor integrated transportation and land use strategies. Funds should
be allocated regionally by population, recognizing that different strategies are needed to achieve
GHG reductions in different areas of the state. To maximize cost effective GHG reduction,
additional incentives for regions with Sustainable Community Strategies that exceed GHG
reduction targets, or equivalent Blueprint Plans or other regional plans. Within each region,
funding should be allocated primarily through a competitive grant program based on cost
effectiveness of GHG emission reductions from combined land use and transportation
infrastructure and operations investments.

4. Improve modeling and verification systems to evaluate GHG reduction potential. Funding should
be allocated to the development of performance measurement tools for local and regional actions
that will allow evaluation and prediction of the GHG reduction and cost effectiveness of
investment and land use strategies.

5. Allow flexibility at the regional and local level to develop the most cost effective ways to meet

GHG reduction goals through transportation and land use investments.

Provide the incentives and assistance that local governments need to make SB 375 work.

7. Project-funding determinations should be done at the regional level under established statewide
criteria to encourage local innovation and flexibility.

o

OTHER MPO ACTIONS

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) approved cap-and-trade principles on June 27,
2012 (report attached). Their principles include:

Authority of the Legislature to adjust the expenditure plan;

A similar share of cap-and-trade allowance revenue to be allocated to transportation projects as the
total GHGs attributable to transportation (40%);

Distribution of cap-and-trade allowance revenues for transportation to MPOs to help achieve GHG
reduction targets included in each region’s Sustainable Communities Strategy;

Each region’s share of allowance revenue determined by formula based on a geographically
equitable distribution of funds.

The San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG) endorsed cap-and-trade principles at their July
27" Board meeting (report attached). Their principles include:

Dedicate the allocation revenues related to fuel to transportation investments.

Ensure revenues are dedicated to public transportation.

Provide an equitable distribution of funds.

Ensure revenues are invested consistent with regional plans and Sustainable Communities Strategies.
Ensure project eligibility criteria are created in collaboration with Metropolitan Planning
Organizations (MPOs).

PENDING LEGISLATION

The Assembly and Senate budget subcommittees have adopted language that would dedicate “at least
$500 million” of cap-and-trade revenues towards General Fund (GF) expenditures to help reduce the
deficit. Both houses rejected the Administration’s proposal to appropriate the balance of funds to an
expenditure plan that would be developed by the Administration at a later date on the grounds that it
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denies the Legislature the opportunity to adjust the expenditure plan. Instead, the draft budget includes
language stating that the appropriation of additional funds beyond those used to offset GF expenditures
will be contingent upon the enactment of future legislation.

There are currently two primary Cap-and-Trade bills pending in the Legislature to guide this process:

e AB 1532 —John A. Perez (D)
California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006: Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund

As amended, this bill would create the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund (GHGRF), and requires
moneys in the GHGRF to facilitate the achievement of feasible and cost-effective reductions of
Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions in the state. The bill requires administering agencies, including
ARB and any other state agency identified by the Legislature to allocate those moneys to measures
and programs that meet specified criteria. The bill would require ARB to develop three investment
plans that identify the anticipated expenditures of moneys appropriated from the account, to submit
each plan to the budget committees of each house of the Legislature, and to adopt each investment
plan.

Additionally, the bill requires that each investment plan identify the anticipated expenditures of
moneys appropriated from the fund. Each investment plan must list and describe the key measures
and strategies that the state is relying on to achieve GHG emissions, reduction targets by sectors,
analyze gaps, where applicable, in current state strategies to meeting the state's GHG emissions
reduction goals by sector, and identify priority programmatic investments of moneys appropriated
from the fund that will facilitate the achievement of feasible and cost-effective GHG emissions
reductions toward achievement of reduction targets by sector.

The Governor would be required to submit a budget to the Legislature that includes specified
appropriations consistent with each investment plan and would require the Legislature to consider
these appropriations when adopting the Budget Act. The bill would require the state board to
annually submit a report no later than December of each year to the appropriate committees of the
Legislature on the status of projects and their outcomes and any changes ARB recommends need to
be made to the investment plan.

As amended, prior bill provisions specifying that each investment plan adopted by ARB be exempt
from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) have been removed, thus no CEQA plan
exemption provision remains in the bill.

Senate Floor Amendments of August 24, 2012 strike and add requirements and criteria for the
expenditure of revenue and the development of investment plans for revenue collected pursuant to
the California Global Warming Solutions Act. Specifically, the amendments (1) strike the
requirement that the state determine a measure or program is consistent with requirements, as
established by the California Supreme Court in Sinclair Paint Co .v. State Board of Equalization; (2)
add specified investments to the purposes for the use of GHGRF moneys; (3) add specified criteria
for the California Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA) to consider when developing a
methodology that identifies priority communities for investment; (4) strike duplicative requirements
and adds new requirements related to investment in priority communities area to GHGRF investment
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plans; (5) require that if ARB and CalEPA find that less than 10% of all available moneys from a
fiscal year was invested in priority community investment areas the Governor include in the annual
budget additional allocations to projects in priority community investment areas equal to the
difference between 25% of the prior year's allocation and the actual allocation; and (6) require ARB
to hold one public hearing on the required report prior to its submission to the Legislature.

AB 1532 passed the Assembly by a vote of 49-27 on May 29, 2012. The bill was referred to the
Senate Committee on Environmental Quality on June 7, 2012. The bill was amended by the author
and Bill passed out of Senate Appropriations Committee (5-2) on August 20, 2012. On August 27,
2012 after substantive amendments on August 24, 2012 the bill was re-referred from Senate 3rd
Reading File to Senate Committee on Environmental Quality, where absent rule waiver the bill must
be heard and pass prior to floor session only beginning on August 29, 2012. Last day to amend bills
on the floor is September 2, 2012; last day to pass bills is September 9, 2012. Staff will provide an
oral update at the meeting.

The following summarizes support and opposition on record for the bill by the following
organizations, agencies, and groups:

Support

American Federation of State, County and Municipal
Employees, AFL-CIO

American Lung Association

American Society of Landscape Architects -California
Asian Pacific Environmental Network

Audubon California

Big Sur Land Trust

Bolsa Chica Land Trust

Breathe California

California Association of Local Conservation Corps
California Biomass Energy Alliance

California Clean DG Coalition

California Climate and Agriculture Network
California Housing Partnership Corporation
California Infill Builders Federation

California Interfaith Power & Light

California ReLeaf

California State Association of Counties

California Transit Association

California Urban Forests Council

California Watershed Coalition

California Watershed Network

Californians Against Waste

CALSTART

Coalition for Clean Air

Electrification Leadership Council
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Ella Baker Center, Green Collar Jobs Campaign
Energy Independence Now

Environmental Defense Center

Environmental Defense Fund

Friends of Harbors, Beaches and Parks

Global Green

Golden Gate Audubon Society

Greenlining Institute

Honda North America

Intelligent Transportation Society of California
Land Trust of Santa Cruz County

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Marin Agricultural Land Trust

Nature Conservancy

Natural Resources Defense Council

Non-Profit Housing Association of Northern California
Open Space District

Pacific Forest Trust

Peninsula Open Space Trust

San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District

Santa Clara County Open Space Authority

Sensys Networks

Silicon Valley Leadership Group

Sonoma County Agricultural Preservation and Open Space
District

State Building and Construction Trades Council of
California

Sunrun

Trust for Public Land

Union of Concerned Scientists

Waste Management

Water Replenishment District of Southern California
Wilderness Society

Opposition

American Council of Engineering Companies of California
California Asian Pacific Chamber of Commerce

California Business Properties Association

California Chamber of Commerce

California Chapter of the American Fence Association
California Fence Contractors' Association

California Framing Contractors Association

California Grocers Association

California Independent Oil Marketers Association
California League of Food Processors
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California Manufacturers & Technology Association
California Metals Coalition

California Retailers Association

California Taxpayers Association

Can Manufacturers Institute

Chemical Industry Council of California
Engineering Contractors' Association
Flasher/Barricade Association

Golden State Builders Exchange

Marin Builders' Association

National Federation of Independent Business
United Contractors

Western State Petroleum Association

e SB 1572 — Senator Fran Pavley (D)
California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006: AB 32 Investment Fund

As amended, provides revised expenditure of funds derived from the auction of greenhouse gas
(GHG) allowances pursuant to the cap-and-trade program adopted by ARB pursuant to AB 32
(Nufiez), Chapter 488, statutes of 2006. As amended the bill appropriates auction revenues collected
in the 2012-13 fiscal year, that are not used by the Department of Finance (DOF) to offset General
Fund expenditures pursuant to the Budget Act, to ARB to be allocated as follows:

1. 60% to fund GHG reduction projects undertaken by industries covered by the Cap-and-Trade
program.

2. 10% to the Strategic Growth Council to be awarded to Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs)
or councils of governments (COGs) for regional and local GHG reduction plans and local climate
innovation projects.

3. Continuously appropriates to ARB any moneys collected by ARB from the sale of allowances to the
University of California (UC) and the California State University (CSU) for ARB to expend on
GHG reduction projects undertaken by UC or CSU.

4. Continuously appropriates to ARB any moneys collected by ARB from the sale of allowances to a
water supplier for ARB to expend for purposes of reducing GHG emissions associated with water
suppliers.

Funds awarded to MPOs or COGs for regional and local GHG reduction plans shall be awarded based
on statewide criteria developed by the Strategic Growth Council, and ARB that prioritize investments in
projects that cost-effectively reduce GHG emissions, integrate transportation infrastructure and land use
strategies, and achieve additional greenhouse gas emissions reductions and community benefits through
integration with local energy, water, public health, or resource conservation strategies.

The bill specifies that in regions with sustainable community strategies or an alternative planning
strategy for which ARB has accepted a metropolitan planning organization’s determination that the
sustainable communities’ strategy or the alternative planning strategy would, if implemented, achieve
the greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets.
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Funds allocated by the Strategic Growth Council may be used for any of the following:

Integrated land use and transportation infrastructure development, design, construction, or planning,
including, but not limited to, complete street retrofits, street scape improvements, multiuse traits,
electric vehicle charging infrastructure, natural gas refueling infrastructure, and transit infrastructure
implemented with complementary land use changes, including passenger or commuter rail, transit-
oriented affordable housing, and other infrastructure that provides access to a diverse mix of housing
types, jobs, schools, and recreational, commercial, retail, and other services of the neighborhood
level, as well as other integrated infrastructure and land use strategies that demonstrate GHG
emission reductions.

Transportation efficiency measures that provide greenhouse gas emissions reduction benefits,
including, but not limited to, expansion and greenhouse gas reduction of transit services, road and
bridge maintenance with safety retrofits, roadway operations, and demand management strategies.
Performance measurement systems to evaluate GHG emissions reductions from integrated projects
and program administrative costs.

SB 1572 passed the Senate by a vote of 23-13 on May 31, 2012. The bill was amended by the author and
passed out of Assembly Appropriations Committee (11-5) on August 16, 2012 and, following
substantive amendments on August 24, 2012 was referred back to Assembly Natural Resources
Committee on August 27, 2012 where a hearing was held on August 29, 2012. Floor session began
August 29, 2012, last day to amend bills on the floor was September 2, 2012 and last day to pass bills is
September 9, 2012. Staff will provide an oral update at the RC meeting.

On record support and opposition of the bill include:

Support

American Lung Association

California Energy Efficiency Industry Council
Coalition for Adequate School Housing
County School Facilities Consortium

Santa Clara County Open Space Authority
School Energy Coalition

University of California

Opposition

American Council of Engineering Companies
California Asian Pacific Chamber of Commerce
California Business Properties Association

California Chamber of Commerce

California Chapter of the American Fence Association
California Fence Contractors Association

California Grocers Association

California Independent Oil Marketers Association
California League of Food Processors
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California Manufacturers & Technology Association
California Metals Coalition

California Retailers Association

California Taxpayers Association

Can Manufacturers Institute

Chemical Industry Council of California
Engineering Contractors' Association
Flasher/Barricade Association

Golden State Builders Exchanges

Marin Builders' Association

National Federation of Independent Business
United Contractors

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Transportation Funding Coalition Cap-and-Trade Letter

2. MTC Staff Report: Cap-and-Trade Advocacy Principles

3. SANDAG Staff Report: Proposed Cap-and-Trade Principles
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July 27, 2012
Re: Transportation Funding Coalition for Cap and Trade Auction Revenues

The California Alliance for Jobs, Transportation California, California Transit Association, and more
recently local and regional government associations have been exploring ways to invest cap and trade
revenue to address both the greenhouse gas reduction goals of AB 32 and critical transportation system
maintenance and operation needs identified in the California Transportation Commission’s Statewide
Transportation Needs Assessment over the next ten years.

Our uniting principle is that auction revenues derived from vehicle fuels should be used to fund
transportation system needs in a way that achieves AB 32 objectives and builds on the framework of SB
375 and other GHG reduction strategies. We believe that by integrating investments in new mobility, new
infrastructure, and new jobs we can create healthy communities and better quality of life for all — while
measurably reducing greenhouse gas emissions consistent with AB 32 and legal requirements for
spending allocation revenues.

By targeting revenues and incentives toward local governments in support of regional planning goals we
can leverage a cost effective investment portfolio across both transportation infrastructure and efficiency
measures to yield the greatest GHG reductions associated with the transportation sector. Allocating
funding to promote combining strategies will maximize GHG reduction while reinforcing SB 375, regional
blueprints, other regional plans and local innovation.

Implementing SB 375 and other GHG-reducing regional plans outside of metropolitan planning
organizations (MPOSs) requires rebuilding aging infrastructure within urban infill and rural areas targeted
for more intense development. This includes the maintenance and operation needs of local roads and
transit systems, as well as active transportation infrastructure for walking and bicycling. By investing in an
integrated transportation system, cost effective GHG reductions can also be achieved from approaches
like rural resource infrastructure, intercity rail, and roadway management strategies. All of these
transportation investments can yield even greater GHG reductions when combined with supporting land
use strategies.

All of these investments are consistent with AB 32 and with meeting California’s transportation
infrastructure needs. These investments will create jobs, improve the movement of goods and enhance
the economic performance of the state. Overall, we think this program should:

» Create cost-effective greenhouse gas reduction investments

» Leverage infrastructure investments across transportation and related land use strategies
» Foster collaboration and performance measurement

¢ Promote innovation in GHG reduction beyond AB 32 regulations

¢ Invest in existing communities by offsetting the high cost of infill development

e Support co-benefits/goals related to health, equity, energy, jobs, water, and agriculture
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We want to work with CARB to craft an effective strategy to achieve maximum GHG reductions and long
term co-benefits under AB 32 by investing a major portion of revenues related to fuels in integrated
transportation and land use strategies consistent with the SB 375, the California Regional Blueprint plans
and other regional planning processes. As a starting point, we want to suggest a few concepts for
consideration in the development of your investment strategy:

1.

Dedicate the allocation revenues related to fuels to transportation investments.

This is consistent with the longstanding policy of the state to dedicate revenues related to motor
vehicle fuels to transportation. It also assures a political and legal nexus between the costs and
benefits of the program.

Invest a major portion of fuels related revenues to implement the AB 32 regulatory
program by reducing GHG emissions from transportation. Dedicate revenues directly into
transit and road operations and maintenance, as well as transit and complete streets
infrastructure within existing urban infill and rural communities. These funds must be invested in a
way that implements AB 32 using, where applicable, the SB 375 regional strategies. In regions
not within an MPO where SB 375 does not apply, other measurable greenhouse gas reduction
strategies can be developed within regional transportation plans.

Structure the investments to favor integrated transportation and land use strategies.
Funds should be allocated regionally by population, recognizing that different strategies are
needed to achieve GHG reductions in different areas of the state. To maximize cost effective
GHG reduction, additional incentives for regions with Sustainable Community Strategies that
exceed GHG reduction targets, or equivalent Blueprint Plans or other regional plans. Within each
region, funding should be allocated primarily through a competitive grant program based on cost
effectiveness of GHG emission reductions from combined land use and transportation
infrastructure and operations investments.

Improve modeling and verification systems to evaluate GHG reduction potential. Funding
should be allocated to the development of performance measurement tools for local and regional
actions that will allow evaluation and prediction of the GHG reduction and cost effectiveness of
investment and land use strategies.

Allow flexibility at the regional and local level to develop the most cost effective ways to
meet GHG reduction goals through transportation and land use investments.

Provide the incentives and assistance that local governments need to make SB 375 work.

Project-funding determinations should be done at the regional level under established
statewide criteria to encourage local innovation and flexibility.

We hope you will give us the opportunity to work with you to refine these concepts and take advantage of
this opportunity to make AB 32 a key component of California’s transportation investment program.

Sincerely,

California Alliance for Jobs

California Transit Association
Transportation California

California State Association of Counties
League of California Cities
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Memorandum
TO: Commission DATE: June 20, 2012
FR: Executive Director W.I1 1131

RE: Cap-and-Trade Advocacy Principles

Attached are seven advocacy principles for how the state should spend allowance revenue
generated from the “cap-and-trade” program, a new element of the state’s strategy to reduce
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions consistent with AB 32 (Nufiez) — the Global Warming
Solutions Act of 2006. These principles are slightly revised from the version that was approved
by the Legislation Committee at their June 8 meeting. Since that meeting, MTC legislative staff
has been in discussions with representatives of various statewide organizations (including the
California Alliance for Jobs, the California Transit Association, the California League of Cities,
and the California State Association of Counties) that are advocating for transportation to receive
100 percent of allowance revenue from transportation fuels.

Given California’s longstanding commitment to investing taxes associated with gasoline and
diesel fuel back into the transportation system, combined with the fact that the revenue potential
from 100 percent of transportation fuel-related allowances is expected to be considerably higher
than 40 percent of total allowances remaining after General Fund offsets (as proposed in the
original recommendation), staff suggests that the Commission consider approving the attached
revision to the Legislation Committee recommendation.

/

Steve Heminger &7

Attachment

JACOMMITTE\Commission\2012\06_June_2012\10b_CapandTrade_covermemo.doc
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Agenda Item #10b
Cap-and-Trade
Attachment 1
June 27,2012

Legislative Advocacy Principles for the State’s Cap-and-Trade Program

. A multi-year expenditure plan for the use of cap-and-trade revenue should be developed
by the Administration, with ample opportunity for public input. The Legislature should
be empowered to make adjustments to the plan before final adoption by the Air
Resources Board.

. In addition to meeting the legal nexus requirement, the expenditure plan should seek to
maximize other benefits to California, including improved mobility, livability, public
health and social equity.

Allowance revenue from transportation fuels should be dedicated to transportation
investments. This is consistent with the longstanding policy of the state to dedicate
revenue related to motor vehicle fuels to transportation. It also assures a political and
legal nexus between the costs and benefits of the program.

. To help implement SB 375, cap-and-trade revenue funds dedicated to transportation —
other than those of a statewide nature, such as high-speed or intercity rail — should be
distributed to MPOs to help them achieve the GHG reduction targets included in each
region’s Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS).

. Each region’s share of allowance revenue should be determined on a formula basis that
reflects a geographically equitable distribution of funds.

. Project eligibility in the transportation sector should include any transportation project
that can meet the legal nexus test for fees, including projects that reduce GHG emissions
as well as those that mitigate the effects of GHG emissions, (such as climate adaptation
projects). MPOs would be responsible for ensuring that projects funded by allowance
proceeds satisfy all legal requirements.

. Projects funded by MPOs must be consistent with each region’s SCS. Project selection

should be done competitively with priority given to projects that reduce GHG emissions
in the near term, while also supporting other key state and regional goals.

Page 103



Attachment 3

SAnpasy

BOARD OF DIRECTORS AGENDA ITEM NO. 12-07- 1 5
JULY 27, 2012 ACTION REQUESTED - APPROVE
PROPOSED CAP-AND-TRADE PRINCIPLES File Number 7300400

Introduction

In fall 2011, the California Air Resources Board
(CARB) adopted reguiations to establish the first cap-
and-trade program in the nation. The first auction
for the cap-and-trade program is scheduled for
November 2012, and this year the Legislature is
expected to pass legislation to determine how the
proceeds from the auction would be used. In order to respond to various proposals currently under
consideration by the Legislature, staff has drafted proposed cap-and-trade principles. This report
provides an overview on the state cap-and-trade program, discusses pending state legislation, and
includes proposed principles, which would provide a guide as cap-and-trade bills move through the
state legislative process and as future administrative guidelines and regulations are developed.

Discussion

Assembly Bill 32 (AB 32) (Nunez, 2006), the Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, calls for the
reduction of greenhouse gas emissions to 1990 levels by 2020. To implement AB 32, the CARB
Climate Scoping Plan report outlined strategies for meeting the greenhouse gas (GHG) emission
reduction targets, including direct regulations, alternative compliance mechanisms, monetary and
nonmonetary incentives, voluntary actions, market-based compliance mechanisms like a cap-and-
trade system, and an implementation fee to fund the program.

in 2011, CARB adopted regulations to establish a new cap-and-trade program to cap GHG emissions
statewide. Producers of about 80 percent of the state’s GHG emissions are subject to the cap, which
would reduce emissions by about 20 percent through 2020. Sectors subject to the cap include
refineries, power plants, industrial facilities, and transportation fuels. Motor vehicle fuels will be
subject to the cap starting in 2015.

As part of the regulation, CARB plans to auction 66 million allowances in FY 2012-2013, which is
anticipated to generate $660 million to $3.3 billion. The first cap-and-trade auction is scheduled for
November, with additional auctions scheduled for February and May 2013. The FY 2012-2013
budget authorizes at least $500 million for use in offsetting existing General Fund costs of GHG
mitigation activities. It also specifies that additional expenditures related to GHG emissions
reductions be made pursuant to future legislation.

Full implementation of the 2050 Regional Transportation Plan and its Sustainable Communities

Strategy (2050 RTP/SCS) is dependent on stable funding sources. The 2050 RTP/SCS includes nearly
$21 billion (in year of expenditure) through 2020 for investments in major corridors, transportation
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demand and system management projects and programs, active transportation projects, Safe Routes
to Transit, Safe Routes to School, and Smart Growth Incentive programs. The 2050 RTP/SCS is based
on current and reasonably available sources and levels of funding. It assumed continuation of
existing levels of state and federal funding through the current Regional Transportation
Improvement Program period (FY 2015), and some additional new revenues through FY 2020 (based
on historic funding and revenue growth levels). Cap-and-trade revenues could provide a new source
of state funds to assist in the implementation of the 2050 RTP/SCS.

As described in further detail below, the California Senate and Assembly have introduced legislation
that would establish a cap-and-trade account and outline eligible recipients, projects, and programs
for the funds. The Assembly version of the bill includes broad categories for cap-and-trade
investments, and outlines a process for CARB to create three investment plans starting in 2013 until
2020 for the distribution of funds. The Senate version of the bill is more detailed; it requires projects
that are funded to meet overall goals of reducing GHG emissions and includes a list of priority
project categories, including a percentage for each priority project category to be funded by
cap-and-trade proceeds.

Pending Legislation
AB 1532 (Perez) California Global Warming Solution Act of 2006: GHG Reduction Account

AB 1532 was introduced by Speaker John Perez (D-Los Angeles) on January 23, 2012, and was last
amended June 18, 2012. This bill would establish the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Account and set
goals for achieving feasible and cost-effective reductions in GHG emissions. The bill’s stated goals
include:

. Maximize economic, environmental, and public health benefits to the state

. Foster job creation by promoting in-state GHG emission reduction projects

. Complement efforts to improve air quality

o Direct investment toward the most disadvantaged communities and households in the state

. Provide opportunities for small business, schools, affordable housing developers, water

agencies, local governments, and other community institutions to reduce GHG emissions

The bill also would provide that funds may be used to reduce GHG emissions through investments in
the following areas:

. Clean and efficient energy

. Low-carbon transportation and infrastructure

. Natural resource protection

° Research, development, and deployment of innovative technology, measures, and practices
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AB 1532 would require CARB to do the following:

. Adopt guidelines regarding the allocation and allowable uses of money, including
establishing criteria for receiving funding, a process to verify qualifications of recipients, and
monitoring requirements

. Develop and adopt three investment plans (FY 2013-2014, FY 2015-2017, and FY 2018-2020)
with each investment plan identifying the anticipated expenditures, establishing priorities for
allocation of moneys, identifying specific categories of programs and projects, identifying
levels of expenditures for each category, and identifying the state agencies best qualified to
implement the plan

. Coordinate with Natural Resources Agency, the California Environmental Protection Agency,
Department of Food and Agriculture, and Business, Transportation, and Housing Agency

. Hold at least two public hearings prior to the adoption of the investment plan

. Submit the investment plan to the legislative budget committees prior to adoption of each
investment plan for review

. Provide the Governor a plan detailing proposed appropriations from the Greenhouse Gas
Reduction Account

AB 1532 would require the Governor to include a proposed appropriation in his annual budget and
would allow the Legislature to consider adopting the appropriation as part of the annual budget
process.

SB 1572 (Pavley) California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006: AB 32 Investment Fund

SB 1572 was introduced by Senator Fran Pavley (D-Agoura Hills), and was last amended on June 25,
2012. This bill would create the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Account and would require all revenues
collected by CARB from the auction or sale of allowances to be deposited into the account and
available, upon appropriation by the Legislature.

SB 1572 would do the following:

e Provide that no funds will be expended if the total auction revenues in the FY 2012-13 are less
than $550 million

. Require that 50 percent of auction revenues collected in FY 2012-13, or $250 million,
whichever is less, go to priority projects listed in the bill; the other 50 percent would remain in
the account

® Require projects funded by the bill to comply with the following:

o Achieve GHG reductions at a reasonable cost
o Achieve budgetary savings for families, businesses, schools, universities, companies

regulated under cap-and-trade program, community institutions, and state, local, and
regional governments
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o Protect existing jobs in the state by minimizing leakage
o] Benefit the most adversely impacted and disadvantaged communities

o Provide opportunities for small businesses, schools, local governments, and other entities
to participate in and benefit from statewide and regional efforts to reduce GHG
emissions

. Create the following priority projects:

o K-12 Energy Projects, Public University Projects, Rapid Transition Assistance for Industrial
Facilities, Residential Energy Efficiency, Energy in Agriculture Priority Projects,
Sustainable Land Use and transportation, Good Movement, Lower-Emission School Bus
Program, and Clean Vehicle Rebate Project

Proposed SANDAG Cap-and-Trade Principles

The SANDAG 2012 Legislative Program includes two priorities that support the overall goal of a
cap-and-trade program at the state or federal level: Goal No. 3A, which supports access to resources
and technical tools that will enable SANDAG to implement the 2050 RTP/ SCS; and Goal No. 12B,
which supports energy-related legislation consistent the Regional Energy Strategy.

In order to respond to various proposals currently under consideration by the Legislature, staff
drafted proposed cap-and-trade principles for consideration. On July 13, 2012, the Executive
Committee discussed the proposed principles and directed staff to include an additional principle
regarding the importance of providing funding for public transit from cap-and-trade auction
proceeds. The Executive Committee also asked that the proposed principles be included for Board
action in July, and that a presentation by CARB on cap-and-trade proposals be scheduled for a
future Board Policy meeting.

The proposed cap-and-trade principles are:

. Dedicate the allocation revenues related to fuel to transportation investments. Since
the transportation sector contributes about 40 percent of the state's greenhouse gas (GHG)
emissions, a similar share of the allowance revenues should be dedicated to projects and
programs that reduce GHG emissions from the transportation sector.

. Ensure revenues are dedicated to public transportation. In lawsuits filed on the
2050 Regional Transportation Plan and its Sustainable Communities Strategy, the Attorney
General and other petitioners assert that SANDAG should accelerate investment in the
region’s public transportation system. The state should dedicate cap-and-trade auction
revenues to public transportation, as a near-term source of state funds to advance the transit
projects and programs included in regional plans.

. Provide an equitable distribution of funds. Each region’s share of allowance revenues
should be allocated on a formula basis to reflect a geographically equitable distribution of
funds.

. Ensure revenues are invested consistent with regional plans and Sustainable
Communities Strategies. Eligible projects should be consistent with a CARB-approved and
regionally adopted Sustainable Communities Strategy.

4
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. Ensure project eligibility criteria are created in collaboration with Metropolitan
Planning Organizations (MPOs). MPOs should collaborate with CARB to develop statewide
eligibility thresholds that provides maximum flexibility for implementation at the regional
level. '

Next Steps

Pending approval by the Board of Directors, staff will use the proposed principles to evaluate bills as
they make their way through the legislative process and as future administrative guidelines and
regulations are developed. Staff also will work with CARB to schedule a presentation at the
September 14, 2012, Board Policy meeting, focusing on a more comprehensive discussion of cap-
and-trade issues at the state level.

GARY L. GALLEGOS
Executive Director

Key Staff Contact: Genevieve Morelos, (619) 699-1994, Genevieve.Morelos@sandag.org
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DATE: September 6, 2012
TO: Executive/Administration Committee (EAC)
Regional Council (RC)
FROM: Sharon A. Neely, Chief Deputy Executive Director, neely@scag.ca.gov, (213)-236-1992

SUBJECT: AB 939 (Perez): Salton Sea Restoration; AB 1410 (Perez): Salton Sea Restoration
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL:

7+

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Vote to Support AB 1410 in lieu of AB 939.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

At its meeting on August 21, 2012, the Legislative/Communications & Membership Committee
(LCMC) voted to support AB 939, which would have transferred authority over Salton Sea restoration
efforts from the State of California to a local joint power authority, the Salton Sea Authority. Since
the August 21, 2012 LCMC meeting, the contents of the bill were shifted over to a new bill, AB 1410,
which was gutted and amended to become the new legislative vehicle for the Salton Sea restoration.
AB 1410 would retain State authority over restoration efforts, but those efforts would be carried out
in consultation and coordination with the Salton Sea Authority. The Salton Sea Authority would also
have significant input in specified areas such as economic development, air quality, and public access
and recreation.

STRATEGIC PLAN:

This item supports SCAG’s Strategic Plan, Goal 2: Obtain Regional Transportation infrastructure
Funding and Promote Legislative Solutions for Regional Planning Priorities; Objective b) Identify and
support legislative initiatives.

BACKGROUND:

The Salton Sea is a terminal water body, meaning that it has no outlet other than evaporation. Because of
this, the salinity level in the Sea is continually increasing. In addition, water transfers out of the Imperial
Valley, coupled with more water efficient farming practices, are reducing the flow of water into the
Salton Sea. In combination, these factors are leading to a saltier Salton Sea with a receding shoreline.
These factors are degrading both water quality and air quality in and around the Salton Sea.

Under the Quantification Settlement Agreement of 2003, the Legislature directed the Secretary of
Resources to develop a plan for the restoration of the Salton Sea. The plan, which was submitted to the
Legislature in 2007, recommended a $9 billion Preferred Alternative restoration plan. Since that time,
the Legislature has not taken action on the restoration of the Salton Sea.

AB 939 would:
e Require the Salton Sea Authority (a joint powers authority of several local government agencies
in Riverside and Imperial Counties) to lead the Salton Sea restoration efforts, including early
start species conservation projects, investigations of issues relating to the restoration, analysis of
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potential funding sources for the restoration, and an analysis of economic development
opportunities;

e Require the Salton Sea Authority to develop a restoration plan. The Authority is required to
include existing proposals for consideration and to work with a technical advisory committee
made up of specific state, federal, and local stakeholders;

e Require the Authority to consult with the public on a variety of issues relating to restoration
activities; and

e Require the Department of Water Resources to provide staff support to the Authority.

AB 939 would transfer oversight authority to a local joint powers authority and the State of California
will have financial responsibility. In addition, the provisions of the bill that require additional study of
the issue will create costs, and since the State would retain authority for the restoration and because the
bill requires the Salton Sea Authority to undertake specific activities, the State will be responsible for
reimbursing the costs of doing so. In addition, the bill requires the Department of Water Resources to
provide staff support to the Salton Sea Authority to undertake its required activities. Costs that are likely
to be incurred under the bill include:

e Development of a Restoration Plan
The costs to evaluate the existing restoration plan alternatives and potentially new alternatives
will likely be in the millions over the next several years. The process to develop the Preferred
Alternative restoration plan by the Natural Resources Agency took four (4) years and cost about
$20 million. Because much of the technical analysis of existing alternatives has been completed,
the cost to develop a new restoration plan should be less. If the Salton Sea Authority decides to
pursue a new restoration plan, however, there would be significant costs to develop that plan.

e Implementation of a Restoration Plan
The projected costs of the Preferred Alternative are $9 billion (in 2007 dollars). Depending on
the ultimate restoration plan adopted by the Salton Sea Authority, the total costs to restore the
Salton Sea could be lower or higher than the Preferred Alternative.

The costs above would include direct costs to the Department of Water Resources to provide staff
support to the Salton Sea Authority, expenditures by the Salton Sea Authority that would be a
reimbursable state mandate, and contract funds for technical support and analysis.

The source of funding for these activities would likely include Proposition 84 general obligation bond
funds and/or the General Fund. While there is a remaining fund balance of $15 million in Proposition 84
funds for Salton Sea Restoration activities, much of those funds are intended to support the ongoing
development of wildlife habitat. The recently adopted budget, for example, includes $3 million over
three years for habitat restoration activities.

The following entities are on record in support of AB 939:
Coachella Valley Economic Partnership

Coachella Valley Water District

County of Imperial

County of Riverside

Imperial Irrigation District
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e RBF Consulting
e Salton Sea Authority

There is currently no opposition on record.

The LCMC voted to support AB 939 at its meeting on August 21, 2012. Issues discussed primarily
revolved around opposition to the bill. It was noted that while there was no opposition on record, there
were nineteen (19) Assembly Members that voted against the bill when it passed out of the Assembly.
Members of the Committee mentioned that any opposition to the bill is likely to stem from: a) funding
issues, and/or b) limited authority and control at the State level because the bill assigns leadership
authority to a local joint powers authority over a matter for which the State retains financial authority
and responsibility. The bill itself does nothing to relieve the State of its financial responsibility for the
restoration of the Salton Sea.

AB 939 passed out of the Assembly by a vote of 51-19 on May 2, 2011 and was subsequently referred to
the Senate Committees on Environmental Quality and Natural Resources & Water. The bill was
withdrawn from the Committee on Environmental Quality on June 22, 2011. The bill passed out of the
Committee on Natural Resources & Water to the Committee on Appropriations by a vote of 6-2 on July
3, 2012. The bill was sent to the Suspense File on August 6, 2012, and was held in Committee on
August 16, 2012.

Related Legislation
SB 1018 (Committee on Budget, Statutes of 2012)

The resources budget trailer bill, approved by Governor Brown on June 27, 2012, created a January 1,
2013 sunset date for the existing Salton Sea Restoration Council.

AB 642 (Calderon)

This bill would authorize the Secretary of the Natural Resources Agency to establish a program to
provide financial support for the development of commercial algae production in the area around the
Salton Sea. AB 642 passed out of the Assembly by a vote of 76-0 on May 27, 2011 and was
subsequently referred to the Senate Committees on Natural Resources & Water and Energy, Utilities &
Commerce on June 8, 2011. The bill was withdrawn from the Committee on Natural Resources & Water
on June 23, 2011, but referred to that Committee on June 14, 2012. The bill was withdrawn from the
Committee on Energy, Utilities & Commerce on June 6, 2012. The bill passed out of the Committee on
Natural Resources & Water to the Committee on Appropriations by a vote of 5-3 on June 26, 2012. The
bill was sent to the Suspense File on August 6, 2012, and was held in Committee on August 16, 2012.

STATUS UPDATE
AB 1410

Since the LCMC meeting on August 21, 2012, the contents of AB 939 have since been shifted into a
new legislative vehicle, AB 1410. According to conversations with the Speaker’s office, the original
bill—AB 939—did not move forward because: 1) too much authority was given to the local joint powers
authority (i.e., Salton Sea Authority); and 2) the State of California retained financial responsibility
despite delegating authority over restoration efforts to a local joint powers authority. The new bill, AB
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1410, has retained much of what was AB 939, but the delegation of authority over the restoration of the
Salton Sea has changed.

Instead of transferring full authority over restoration to the Salton Sea Authority, AB 1410 would
instead require the Secretary of the Natural Resources Agency, in consultation and coordination with the
Salton Sea Authority, to lead Salton Sea restoration efforts. The Secretary, with the Salton Sea
Authority, would form a technical advisory group, which would provide guidance about evaluating,
developing, or proposing future restoration or economic development activities. The Secretary, in
consultation and coordination with the Salton Sea Authority, would lead Salton Sea restoration efforts
that would include:

e Early start species conservation habitat demonstration projects;

e Biological investigations relating to the restoration of the Salton Sea;

e Investigations of water quality, sedimentation, and inflows relating to the restoration of the
Salton Sea;

e Air quality investigations relating to the restoration of the Salton Sea;

e Geotechnical investigations relating to the restoration of the Salton Sea; and

¢ Financial assistance grant programs to support restoration activities of local stakeholders.

The Salton Sea Authority, however, would also be able to undertake a restoration funding and feasibility
review study—which would be state-funded—in consultation with the technical advisory group to do
the following:

e Investigate access and utility agreements that may contribute to future funding of restoration
activities at the Salton Sea;

e Analyze all feasible funding sources for restoration program components and activities;

e Analyze economic development opportunities, including, but not limited to, renewable energy,
biofuels, mineral development, and algae production for the purposes of identifying new revenue
sources for the Salton Sea restoration efforts;

¢ Identify state procurement and royalty sharing opportunities; and

e Review existing long-term plans for restoration of the Salton Sea and recommend to the
technical advisory group and the Secretary changes to existing restoration plans.

For the purposes of considering local, publicly derived input concerning habitat objectives and actions,
types and levels of public access, and integration of air quality management and habitat restoration, the
Secretary will be required to seek input from the Salton Sea Authority on the following components of
restoration of the Salton Sea:

e Design opportunities and constraints, including the integration of the habitat, public access, and
air quality management objectives;
Public access and recreational components;
Opportunities for economic development;
Habitat mosaics and location;
Vector management and predator control; and
Feasible financial resources to fund all recommended restoration program components.
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While AB 939 would have delegated authority over restoration efforts to the Salton Sea Authority, AB
1410 would provide that the Secretary and the Legislature would maintain authority and responsibility
for any state obligation (under the Quantification Settlement Agreement). The Secretary and Legislature
would also have final approval for any proposed restoration plan. Even though the State of California
would retain overall authority, the Salton Sea Authority would still be integral to restoration efforts
because: 1) restoration efforts would be done in consultation and coordination with the Salton Sea
Authority; and 2) the Secretary would be required to seek input from the Salton Sea Authority.

AB 1410 was gutted and amended on August 24, 2012, which was the last day to amend bills on the
floor. AB 1410 would take effect immediately as an urgency statue. As of August 27, 2012, AB 1410 is
currently on the Senate floor and has been ordered to a Second Reading. August 31, 2012 is the
deadline for each house to pass bills and September 30, 2012 is the last day for the Governor to sign or
veto bills passed by the Legislature before September 1, 2012.

It is the recommendation of SCAG staff—in light of AB 1410 being a virtual successor bill to AB 939
due to the constraints of the legislative calendar—that the Regional Council vote to support AB 1410 in
lieu of voting to support AB 939.

ATTACHMENT:
None.
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DATE: September 6, 2012

TO: Executive Administrative Committee (EAC)
Regional Council (RC)

FROM: Sylvia Patsaouras, Director Strategy, Policy and Public Affairs; patsaour(@scga.ca.gov;
213-236-1806

SUBJECT: SCAG Memberships and Sponsorships 457

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL.: 4

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
Approve.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
The Legislative/Communications &Membership Committee (LCMC) met on August 21,2012, and
recommend approval of up to $30,400 in sponsorships and $117,339 in FY 2012/13 memberships for a

total of $147,739.

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:
The following recommendations are consistent with the approved budget and in accordance with the SCAG

adopted Mission Statement and sponsorship policies.

Annual Memberships:
SCAG participation and leadership in several organizations are central to the success of SCAG’s core
responsibilities and have been included in the FY 2012/13 budget. They are consistent with SCAG work

priorities for FY 2012/13 as approved by the RC.

1) California Association of Council of Governments (CALCOG) ($26.647)
Established in 1977, the California Association of Council of Governments (CALCOG) is a
statewide association representing 36 regional planning agencies working to assist each member in
developing capacity to serve its members’ needs for regional coordination and policy development.
CALCOG’s members serve as a forum for local governments to prepare regional plans, set regional
transportation policy, strengthen the effectiveness of local government, and develop and maintain
regional databases.

CALCOG works with and through its members to:

e Review plans, and policies on subjects agreed upon by members;

e Coordinate policy development as appropriate to the League of California Cities, the California
State Association of Counties, the National Association of Regional Councils (NARC), and the
Association of Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs);

e Promote more effective planning at the regional level;
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2)

3)

4)

e Conduct statewide workshops and conferences which provide members with an ideal opportunity
to discuss key issues and learn from recognized experts in various fields;
¢ Provide an informational clearinghouse on issues of concern to the regions and state.

The FY 2012/13 annual dues are $26,647. Immediate Past President Pam O’Connor serves on the
Executive Committee and Executive Director Hasan Ikhrata serves on the Executive Director
Committee.

Coalition for America’s Gateways and Trade Corridors (CAGTC) ($6,500)

SCAG is a founding member of this organization as part of the RC high priority goal to seek a
federal freight funding partnership. The Coalition for America’s Gateways and Trade Corridors
(CAGTC) works with and through its members to raise public recognition and Congressional
awareness of U.S. freight needs to promote sufficient funding in federal legislation for trade
corridors, gateways, intermodal connectors and freight facilities. CAGTC is comprised of over sixty
representative organizations, including state Departments of Transportations (DOTs), MPOs, ports,
engineering firms, and freight corridors who work to improve national freight policy. All of the
Southern California freight stakeholders are a member of CAGTC. As a CAGTC member, SCAG
will have the opportunity to participate in helping shape national freight policy and legislation with
the organization. SCAG Chief Deputy Executive Director Sharon Neely currently serves as Vice
Chairman of the CAGTC Executive Committee. RC Board Officers regularly travel to Washington,
DC to attend their meetings and conferences. The annual dues are $6,500.

Southern California Leadership Council and The Center of Economic Development (SCLC)
($20.000)

Established in 2005, The Southern California Leadership Council (SCLC) is comprised of business
and community leaders from throughout the 7 counties of Southern California, including four (4)
former California Governors. SCLC funds, prioritizes, and approves the work of The Center of
Economic Development, which is a regional program of the Los Angeles County Economic
Development Corporation (LAEDC). As a program of the LAEDC, the Center benefits from related
work of the LAEDC's business assistance, economic research and consulting programs. The Center's
work is funded, prioritized and approved by SCLC to shape and solve public policy issues such as
business vitality, transportation, energy, water, and goods movement that are critical to SCAG and
the region’s economic vitality and quality of life. SCAG Executive Director Hasan Ikhrata attends
the SCLC meetings and regularly takes SCAG Board Officers. The annual dues are $20,000.

National Association of Regional Councils (NARC) ($31,250)

Based out of Washington, DC, NARC is the leading advocate for MPO’s and members consist of
regional organizations. They regularly provide solutions that positively impact American
communities through effective inter-jurisdictional cooperation. SCAG has been an active member
of NARC throughout the years and recommends continuing to do so as this organization is
consistent with SCAG core responsibilities and adopted Mission.

As a national public interest organization, NARC works with and through its members to:

e Shape federal policy that recognizes the increased value of local intergovernmental cooperation;

e Advocate effectively for the role of regional councils in the coordination, planning, and delivery
of current and future federal programs;
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5)

6)

7)

e Provide research and analysis of key national issues and developments that impact SCAG
members; and

e Offer high quality learning and networking opportunities for regional organization through
events, training, and technical assistance.

SCAG Immediate Past President Pam O’Connor is the elected West Coast representative to the
Board. SCAG Executive Director Hasan Ikhrata serves on the Executive Director Committee. SCAG
Chief Deputy Executive Director Sharon Neely serves as Chair of their Freight Committee. The
annual dues are $25,000.

Town Hall Los Angeles ($2,500)

Town Hall Los Angeles convenes events around topics of regional concern and provides a platform
for the discussion of solutions from a nonpartisan viewpoint. Since 1937, Town Hall Los Angeles
has been supported entirely through dues and grants from individuals and organizations in the region
and is counted among the Top Ten Leadership Forums in the nation. Their archive of nearly 5000
speakers provides a rich context for conversations about today’s economy, infrastructure, job
growth, and other topics of importance to the region. SCAG members attend their meetings and
events depending on the subject and availability. Their annual dues are $2,500.

American Public Transportation Association (APTA) ($5.,442)

The APTA is a leading force in advancing public transportation. APTA members include transit
systems, government agencies, manufacturers, suppliers, consulting firms, contractors, and other
business partners. To strengthen and improve public transportation, APTA serves and leads its
diverse membership through advocacy, innovation, and information sharing. The annual
membership provides SCAG with access to the highest-quality tools, resources, and programs,
including advocacy efforts, networking and partnership opportunities, the latest industry research
and data, and professional development. These benefits are valuable in light of new requirements
under the recently enacted Federal Transportation Reauthorization Bill, Moving Ahead for Progress
in the 21st Century (MAP 21). MAP 21 requires MPOs, in coordination with the State and transit
operators, to establish performance targets and incorporate them into the Federal Transportation
Improvement Program (FTIP) and Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). SCAG officials and staff
have attended conferences in the past, but not actively participated in their committees in developing
federal policy. SCAG staff is proposing to become a member in order to participate in the
committees that are core to SCAG responsibilities (e.g. Rail Committee, Legislative Committee,
etc.). The annual dues are $5,442.

Mobility 21 ($25.000)

Mobility 21 is a coalition of public, business, and community stakeholders to pursue regional
solutions to transportation challenges facing the SCAG region and San Diego County. Created in
2002 as an effort in Los Angeles County, Mobility 21 became a regional effort in 2007 with the
primary goals to support practical solutions to the transportation challenges of all Southern
California; mobilize regional support for transportation funding and legislative priorities at the
Federal and State levels; unite political leaders around common transportation priorities; and bring
together residents, civic leaders, business groups and industry experts to effectively speak out in
support of transportation. The annual dues are $25,000.

The above memberships have been included in the FY 2012/13 budget for a total of $117,339.
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Sponsorships:

8)

9)

UCLA Lewis Center and Institute of Transportation Studies Transportation Land-Use Environment
Connection Symposium, October 28-30, 2012 ($10,000)

Each year, the UCLA Lewis Center and Institute of Transportation Studies Program holds a
symposium dealing with regional and public policy issues. This year’s symposium will take place on
October 28-30, 2012 at Lake Arrowhead and will include panels and other forums for dialogue
among public officials, private industry leaders, and audience members to explore challenges and
opportunities for infrastructure investment to support economically and environmentally sustainable
growth in the years ahead.

SCAG has been a sustaining co-sponsor of this program at the $10,000 level, which enables SCAG
to maintain membership on the Arrowhead Steering Committee and directly help plan and evaluate
the event, including suggesting topics and speakers and nominating experts to attend the symposium
consistent with SCAG goals. SCAG will be recognized as a Sponsor and a Steering Committee
Member in the UCLA symposium notebook of written materials; listed on the symposium letterhead
stationery and on signage at the conference center; and recognized in the published proceedings that
are widely distributed after the symposium. Staff recommends continued support of this symposium
as sustaining co-sponsor at the $10,000 level. SCAG Board members and Executive staff will attend
the meeting.

2012 Coro Southern California’s Executive Fellows Program ($5,000)

A $5,000 sponsorship of the 2012 Coro Southern California's Executive Fellows Program includes
one (1) participant in a part-time leadership program from September 2012 through June 2013.
SCAG Vice- President Greg Pettis and Regional Councilmember Margaret Finlay recently
participated in this program. The program activities during the year include the following:

A presentation on state or city budget issues by key policy leaders

Interpersonal leadership skill development

An exploration of water challenges in Southern California via site visits

A panel discussion on public employee pension reform

Interviews with policy advocates and legislators

Joint exercises with Coro’s Public Affairs Fellows (full-time, post-graduate students)

e A one-day study of a community (corporate, neighborhood, or institutional)

10) SEVCOG Valley Mobility Summit, October 22, 2012 ($1,000)

The San Fernando Valley Council of Governments (SFVCOG) will hold the Annual Valley Mobility
Summit the morning of October, 22 2012 at the Hyatt Regency in the City of Valencia. The 2011
event, which was SFVCOG’s inaugural Valley Mobility Summit, had over 300 civic and
government leaders in attendance, and this year’s attendance is expected to at least reach that mark.
SCAG was a sponsor of this event last year. Staff recommends a $1,000 “Table” sponsorship, which
includes:

e Table for 10, with signage.

e Signage in the auditorium and slideshow.

e Listing in the program and on the website.
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11) California ARB Haagen-Smit Symposium on a Sustainable Freight System for California, May 2013
($10.,000)
SCAG will participate with the California Air Resources Board (ARB) in coordinating the May 2013
2012 Haagen-Smit Symposium, which brings together policymakers; business and freight industry
leaders; environmental, community, and labor representatives; and researchers to talk candidly about
the need and actions to transform California’s freight system to meet long-term air quality, climate,
energy, transportation, and economic goals. Participation is by invitation to support discussion and to
draft a Symposium declaration that guides the next steps.

After establishing the drivers for policy regarding sustainable freight infrastructure, speakers will
briefly summarize the current state of technology and logistics operations for imports, exports, and
domestic goods. Policymakers will listen as the other participants identify the key elements of a
future freight system to meet their needs. This will provide the context for discussion of potential
policy mechanisms to achieve change. Participants will engage in a dialogue to craft
recommendations for the ARB as it develops a Sustainable Freight Strategy for California and for
use by other agencies as they prepare related state/regional plans.

Staff recommends a $10,000 “Gold” sponsorship and partnership with the Southern California
Leadership Council in order to maximize Southern California leaders participation. Sustainable
Goods Movement is a high priority for the Regional Council

12) Exporting Conference, October 18, 2012 ($1.,000)
The San Gabriel Valley Economic Partnership (SGVP) will host an Exporting Conference on

October 18, 2012 at the Fairplex Conference Center. Staff is recommending a Partner sponsorship
of $1,000.

13) The South Coast Air Quality Management District (AQMD) — 24™ Annual Clean Air Awards ($400)
AQMD will host the 24™ Clean Air Awards Luncheon on October 12, 2012 at the Millennium
Biltmore Hotel in downtown Los Angeles. AQMD will be honoring individuals, communities,
groups and businesses that have dedicated their efforts to cleaning the air and creating a more
sustainable economy. The $400 sponsorship will include a SCAG table reservation for ten (10).

14) SCLN Southern California Visionaries 2012 Awards Luncheon, December 4, 2012 ($2.,500)
On Tuesday, December 4, 2012, the Southern California Leadership Network (SCLN) will hold the
Southern California Visionaries 2012 Awards Luncheon. The Southern California Visionaries
Awards Luncheon celebrates dynamic leadership by recognizing outstanding achievements of the
region’s leaders. SCLN’s leadership fellowships—Leadership L.A., Leadership Southern California,
and California Connections—have already equipped more than 1,500 civic-minded thinkers with the
community and regional collaboration skills necessary to address quality of life issues including
traffic, water, clean air, education, and public safety. SCAG has successfully partnered with the
SCLN for many years, with SCAG board members participating in the SCLN’s leadership
development program, the annual awards luncheon, and panel discussions on regional policy issues.
The SCLN estimates there will be over 400 business, government, and non-profit leaders from
Southern California in attendance. SCAG staff is recommending a $2,500 (Bronze level)
sponsorship, which includes:
e Table of ten (10) for the luncheon.
e Company name in event program.
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e Sponsor recognition on all event signage and electronic promotions.
e Verbal recognition at the event.
e Half-page “Bronze Ad” in the tribute book.

15) Los Angeles Sustainability Collaborative (LASC) ($500)
The Los Angeles Sustainability Collaborative is hosting its Third Annual Awards Event on October
14,2012. LASC is determined to create a more sustainable Los Angeles by promoting, funding, and
informing the business community and providing solutions to environmental challenges. Staff
recommends a $500 supporter sponsorship which includes two (2) complimentary tickets, and the
SCAG logo or name included on poster, event web-page, and invitation.

All sponsorships have been included in the FY 2012/13 budget for a total of $30,400.

FISCAL IMPACT:
Up to $147, 739 (These funds are included in the approved FY'13 budget.)

ATTACHMENT:
None.
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DATE: September 6, 2012
TO: Executive/Administration Committee (EAC)
Regional Council (RC)
FROM: Basil Panas, Acting Chief Financial Officer, (213) 236-1817, panas@scag.ca.gov

SUBJECT: Contracts/Purchase Orders and/or Amendments betwe

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL.:

000 - $200,000

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

For Information Only - No Action Required.

STRATEGIC PLAN:

This item supports SCAG’S Strategic Plan, Goal 3: Enhance the Agency’s Long Term Financial Stability

and Fiscal Management.

BACKGROUND:

SCAG executed the following Contracts between $25,000 and $200,000

Consultant/Contract #
1. Data Products, Research & Systems
(12-030-C1)

2. Melendrez
(12-022-C1)

3. AECOM Inc.
(12-001-B19)

4. AECOM Inc.
(12-001-B10)

5. Burke, Williams & Sorensen, LLP
(12-045-SSG1)

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS

Contract’s Purpose

The consultant shall provide the design,
development, and implementation of SCAG’s
Geodatabase, a system of storing data and
electronic maps.

As part of the Compass Blueprint program, the
consultant shall conduct a study for the City of
Glendale. Among other things, the study shall
examine the possibilities for creating frontage
roads along the State Route 134 (SR-134) freeway
east of Space 134 (the identified project area), to
connect residential neighborhoods to downtown
Glendale.

As part of the Compass Blueprint program, the
consultant shall assist the Downtown Los Angeles
Neighborhood Council (DLANC) with assessing
transportation-related conditions and mobility
improvements including parking, bicycle, and
pedestrian planning to help develop strategies to
reclaim streets and sidewalks for people, and to
encourage trips in modes other than a car.

As part of the Compass Blueprint program, the
consultant shall assist the City of Rancho Palos
Verdes with developing the Western Avenue
Corridor Strategy and Vision Plan.

The consultant shall provide the necessary
General Counsel legal services to SCAG.
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$124,453
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$121,885
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SCAG executed the following Contracts between $25,000 and $200,000

Consultant/Contract #
6. Regional Economic Models, Inc.

(13-003-SS)

7. Zepol Corporation
(12-040-C1)

Contract’s Purpose

The consultant shall provide Transight
Econometric software to assist staff with its
modeling analysis.

The consultant shall provide trade data
information for use in SCAG’s regional goods
movement planning efforts.

SCAG executed the following Purchase Orders (PO’s) between $5,000 and $200,000

Vendor

Qwest Communications Corp.
Canon Financial Services, Inc.
SAS Institute, Inc.

Employment Development Dept.
Caliper Corporation

New Horizons CLC of Southern Calif.

Graycon, Inc.

United Imaging

AT&T / CalNet

Office Depot Business Services Div.
Citycom Real Estate Services
Canon Business Solutions-West Inc.
Microsoft Corporation

Ametron Audio/ Video Inc.
Regional Economic Models, Inc.
Granicus, Inc.

CDW Government, Inc.

CQ Roll Call Subscription
Sparkletts

Conferencing Advisors, Inc.
PlanetBids, Inc

Xerox Corporation

Consiliant Technologies, LLC
Xerox Corporation

University of Southern California
Citilabs Inc.

Clean Sweep Janitor Service

CDW Government, Inc.

Westin Bonaventure Hotel & Suites

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS

PO Pu 'pose
FY 13 Internet and IT Connection Service

FY13 Copy Equipment Lease

FY13 SAS Support

FY13 Unemployment Insurance

FY 13 Transcad Software Support

FY13 Computer & Other Training

FY13 Cooling Unit For Server Room Fee

FY 13 Printer Cartridges

FY13 Voice & Data Service

FY13 Office Supplies

FY13 San Bernardino Office Rent

FY13 Copy Maintenance

FY 13 GP Dynamics Support

FY13 Regional Council Meeting Video Taping

Economic Modeling Software (13-002-S1)

FY 13 Software Support

FY13 HP EVA 4400 Renewal

FY'13 Subscription For Fednet

FY13 Coffee & Beverage Services

FY13 Video Conferencing Equipment Support

Online Bid Management Svc

FY 13 Xerox Printer Lease & Maintenance

FY'13 Hitachi Storage Support

FY 13 Graphics Printer Supplies

2012 Staff Retreat Facility Rental

FY13 Cubeland, Voyager Software Maintenance

FY 13 Janitorial Service For Imperial

FY 13 Software Renewal

Deposit For 2012 Regional Council Summit
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Contract
Amount
$53,000

$29,916

PO Amount

$130,000
$72,000
$50,142
$50,000
$49,683
$49,500
$45,756
$41,300
$40,000
$40,000
$36,500
$35,000
$26,364
$26,000
$22,500
$19,356
$16,248
$15,936
$15,000
$11,878
$11,000
$9.861
$9,333
$8,000
$8,000
$7,811
$5,600
$5,248
$5,000
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Vendor PO Purpose

Tech Depot FY13 IT Purchases

FedEx FY13 Courier Service

The Pep Boys FY13 Fleet Car Maintenance

SCAG executed the Amendment between $5,000 and $200,000

Consultant/Contract # Amendment’s Purpose
Capital Representation Group This amendment will allow the consultant to
(11-009-G1) provide additional support and analysis to issues

pertaining to implementation of Phase II of the
Southern California Economic Recovery & Job
Creation Strategy. This has become necessary now
that SCAG will be developing and supporting
additional legislation related to Phase II of the
Southern California Economic Recovery & Job
Creation Strategy.

AgreeYa Solutions, Inc. This amendment will enable the consultant to create

(12-012-C1) a software solution that will allow users not located
in SCAG offices to be able to securely access
SCAG’s various web-enabled resources that are
currently limited only to individuals that are on-
premise.

FISCAL IMPACT:
Funding is available in the FY 2012/13 budget.

ATTACHMENT:
Contract and Amendment Summaries
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PO Amount
$5,000
$5,000
$5,000

Amendment
Amount
$19,000

$9,900



Recommended
Consultant:

Background &
Scope of Work:

Project’s Benefits

& Key Deliverables:

Strategic Plan:

Contract Amount:

Contract Period:

Project Numbers:

(Ixa)

CONSULTANT CONTRACT 12-030-C1

Data Products, Research & Systems

The purpose of this project is to provide SCAG with high quality, professional, and
timely advanced Geographic Information System (GIS) data services and support to
ensure that SCAG maintains a leadership position and utilizes current processes for
the collection, storage and dissemination of data to both internal and external
stakeholders. The advanced GIS data services will enhance SCAG’s GIS system
with high performance, scalability, efficiency, flexibility, and sustainability.

The consultant shall provide the design, development, and implementation of
SCAG’s Geodatabase (a system of storing data and electronic maps). They will
provide technical advice on how SCAG should leverage additional functionalities
from GIS technology products. They will provide on-site support, best practice
documentation, training materials and bi-weekly progress reports with monthly
face-to-face meetings.

The project’s benefits and key deliverables include, but are not limited to:

e Enhanced Geodatabase containing SCAG’s major GIS files;

¢ Providing five (5) intermediate and (5) advanced GIS training sessions to
SCAG’s member jurisdictions; and

e Updated GIS datasets, including counties, cities, parcels, traffic analysis zones,
and subregions.

This item supports SCAG’s Strategic Plan, Goal 4: Develop, Maintain and Promote
the Utilization of State of the Art Models, Information Systems and
Communication Technologies; Objective a: Develop and maintain planning models
that support regional planning; Objective b: Develop, maintain and enhance data
and information to support planning and decision-making in a timely and effective
manner; and Objective ¢: Maintain a leadership role in the modeling and planning
data/GIS communities.

Total not-to-exceed $148,573
Data, Products, Research & Systems (prime consultant) $111,238
Cambridge Systematics (subconsultant) $37,335

Note: Data, Products, Research & Systems originally proposed $151,749, but staff
negotiated the price down to $148,573 without reducing the scope of work.

July 31, 2012 through July 31, 2013

12-045.SCG0694.01 $20,000

12-045.SCG0142.12 $100,313

13-045.SCG0142.12 $28,260

Funding sources: Consolidated Planning Grant FHWA, FTA,
and TDA
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Request for

Proposal (RFP):

Selection Process:

Basis for Selection:

(Ixa)

SCAG staff notified 769 firms of the release of RFP 12-030-C1. Staff advertised
the RFP on SCAG’s bid management system. A total of 87 firms downloaded the
RFP. SCAG received the following five (5) proposals in response to the
solicitation:

Data, Products, Research & Systems (1 subconsultant) $151,749
VSolvit (1 subconsultant) $39,450
Multiregional Policy Analysis (1 subconsultant) $99,977
Statistical Research Inc. (2 subconsultants) $191,899
Quartic Solutions (no subconsultants) $575,070

The Proposal Review Committee (PRC) evaluated each proposal in accordance
with the criteria set forth in the RFP, and conducted the selection process in a
manner consistent with all applicable federal and state contracting regulations.
After evaluating the proposals, the PRC interviewed the three (3) highest ranked
offerors.

The PRC consisted of the following individuals:

Javier Minjares, Regional Planning Specialist, SCAG
Ping Wang, Regional Planning Specialist, SCAG
Alex Yu, Manager of Application Development, SCAG

The PRC recommended Data, Products, Research & Systems for the contract award

because the consultant:

e Was in the range of what the Proposal Review Committee (PRC) determined it
would take to meet the required deliverables. Although the selected consultant
did not propose the lowest price, the PRC members determined that the selected
consultant demonstrated the best understanding of the Scope of Work (SOW)
and clearly and fully described technical approaches for each task and subtask.
The lower priced firms did not demonstrate a complete understanding of the
SOW and did not propose a technical approach that fully addressed the
requirements in the SOW. Specifically, one firm did not describe the American
Community Survey data update in their technical approach or deliverables. The
firm also did not describe a technical approach for Task 4, which provides GIS
expertise on spatial statistical analysis, assisting and coordinating GIS
workshops and seminars. Also, the PRC did not believe that the lower priced
firms included enough hours to perform the work by the required schedule nor
demonstrate the familiarity and breadth of experience of the selected vendor;

o Provided the best overall value to SCAG by their excellent record of past
performance based on their references, financial and staff resources for timely
performance, and their ability to provide SCAG with GIS Services and support
comprehensively and professionally; and

e Demonstrated extensive experience dealing with large databases, such as those
that SCAG maintains. They demonstrated a clear understanding of the
interrelationship between the GIS effort involved in this project and how it folds
into SCAG’s Travel Demand Modeling, other SCAG data/information, and its
ultimate part in the development of the Inter-Governmental Review (IGR)
Database, long range transportation plan, integrated transportation land use
model, etc.
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Recommended
Consultant:

Background &
Scope of Work:

Project’s Benefits

& Key Deliverables:

Strategic Plan:

Contract Amount:

Contract Period:

Project Number:

Request for
Proposal (RFP):

(Ixa)

CONSULTANT CONTRACT 12-022-C1

Melendrez

The consultant shall provide consultant services for a Compass Blueprint
Demonstration Project for the City of Glendale. Specifically, the consultant shall
provide a feasibility study to create frontage roads along the State Route 134 (SR-
134) freeway east of Space 134 (the identified project area), that will weave well-
established residential neighborhoods to downtown Glendale. The consultant shall
conduct workshops with the community stakeholders, including resident businesses,
property owners, and staff. They will prepare three (3) preliminary concept plans,
and prepare a cost benefit analysis for a freeway cap park (a park development over
the freeway) identified in the preliminary concept plans.

The project’s benefits and key deliverables include, but are not limited to:

e Concept plans and visual renderings of Space 134 that will provide a visioning
framework to reopen connections between well-established residential
neighborhoods and the City’s civic, cultural, and business core, expand open
space access, and add value to downtown properties; and

e Workshops, reports, preliminary concept plans, cost benefit analysis, and a final
report.

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.

Total not-to-exceed $124,453
Melendrez (prime consultant) $79,952
Metcalfe Associates (subconsultant) $6,000
Dannenbrook Planning (subconsultant) $9,040
KPFF (subconsultant) $20,569
Ritkin - RTPG (subconsultant) $8,892

Note: Melendrez originally proposed $166,174, but staff negotiated the price
down to $124,453 without reducing the scope of work.

July 16, 2012 through July 16, 2013

12-065.SCG0137.01 $124,453
Funding sources: Consolidated Planning Grant — FHWA and TDA

SCAG staff notified 1,655 firms of the release of RFP 12-001-B22. Staff also
advertised the RFP in the American Planning Association’s website and the Urban
Transportation Monitor, and posted it on SCAG’s bid management system. A total
of 159 firms downloaded the RFP. SCAG received the following six (6) proposals
in response to the solicitation:
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Basis for Selection:

(Ixa)

Melendrez (4 subconsultants) $166,174

AECOM (2 subconsultants) $149,727
Cooper Carey (2 subconsultants) $164,305
SWA Group (3 subconsultants) $172,147
URS Corporation (2 subconsultants) $252,539
Roesling Nakamura (4 subconsultants) $296,202

The Proposal Review Committee (PRC) evaluated each proposal in accordance
with the criteria set forth in the RFP, and conducted the selection process in a
manner consistent with all applicable federal and state contracting regulations.
After evaluating the proposals, the PRC interview the three (3) highest ranked
offerors.

The PRC consisted of the following individuals:

Melanie Bradford, Associate Transportation Planner, Caltrans District 7
Michael Nilsson, Mobility Planner, City of Glendale

Jung A Uhm, Senior Regional Planner, SCAG

Annette Vartanian, Analyst, City of Glendale

The PRC recommended Melendrez for the contract award because the consultant:

e Provided the best overall value to SCAG. Other firms proposed lower prices
but the PRC awarded the contract to the selected consultant because it was in
the range of what the PRC determined it would take to meet the required
deliverables. Specifically, the other firms did not provide creative and
innovative approaches that were specific to the City’s social, economic, and
physical context, nor did they demonstrate the knowledge and experience in
working with various stakeholders for collaboration;

e Demonstrated a highly interactive and phased approach with a clear short-term
and long-term vision centered on implementation. Also, their visioning
approach, which involved the City, community members and stakeholders,
demonstrated a very strong and strategic collaborative plan when compared to
other firms;

e Provided an analysis and understanding of the scope of work that included a
much more broad area, which covered cultural, social, environmental, and
economic benefits to the City;

e Demonstrated the most extensive experience with projects of similar size and
scope by assembling a team of experts for this project who demonstrated a
comprehensive understanding of the scope of work that was gained from
experience with prior relevant projects concerning open space, mobility,
accessibility, transit corridors, and pedestrian bridges; and

e Offered an effective approach to meet SCAG’s requirements by
acknowledging the importance of consensus building with the City in the early
visioning process in order to move forward with the necessary political support
when compared to other firms.
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CONSULTANT CONTRACT 12-001-B19

AECOM

The consultant shall provide consultant services for a Compass Blueprint
Demonstration Project for the Downtown Los Angeles Neighborhood Council
(DLANC). The consultant shall address issues of mobility, livability, prosperity
and sustainability in the downtown Los Angeles community by providing an
opportunity to engage local stakeholders about their unique issues and needs.

They will assess transportation-related conditions and mobility improvements
including parking, bicycle, and pedestrian planning to help develop strategies to
reclaim streets and sidewalks for people to encourage trips in transportation modes
other than a car. Further, long-term and short-term community greening goals will
be identified with a focus on reducing environmental impacts, including greenhouse
gas emissions.

The project’s key benefits and deliverables include, but are not limited to:

e Addressing issues of mobility, livability, prosperity, and sustainability in the
community;

¢ Identifying key issues within the community that degrade the environment,
developing goals for a more sustainable future, and coming to a consensus on an
overall vision for a greener Downtown Los Angeles through a series of
interactive activities and an ongoing exhibit;

o A Sustainability Analysis to help participants evaluate various options and come
to an informed consensus on the most sustainable future vision; and

o A list of key recommendations, priorities and strategies that will be used by
community leaders and the City to improve mobility, environmental, economic,
and physical conditions in Downtown Los Angeles through the Vision
Downtown project.

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.

Total not-to-exceed $121,956
AECOM (prime consultant) $82,956
Robert Group (subconsultant) $10,000
Iteris, Inc. (subconsultant) $10,000
Devine Strategies (subconsultant) $8,000
Greg Fischer (subconsultant) $8,000
Gil Kelly (subconsultant) $3,000

Note: AECOM originally proposed $151,026, but staff negotiated the price down
to $121,956 without reducing the scope of work.

July 16, 2012 through July 16, 2013
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Proposal (RFP):

Selection Process:

Basis for Selection:

(Ixa)

12-065.SCG0137.01 $121,956
Funding sources: Consolidated Planning Grant — FHWA and TDA

SCAG staff notified 1,623 firms of the release of RFP 12-001-B19. Staff also
advertised the RFP in the American Planning Association’s website and the Urban
Transportation Monitor, and posted it on SCAG’s bid management system. A total
of 188 firms downloaded the RFP. SCAG received the following nine (9) proposals
in response to the solicitation:

AECOM (5 subconsultants) $151,026
Point C (3 subconsultants) $175,483
The Planning Center (5 subconsultants) $180,887
Moore lacofano Goltsman (2 subconsultants) $192,918
Peter Ellis (3 subconsultants) $340,592
Interface (3 subconsultants) $362,052
Forma (9 subconsultants) $376,833
RTKL Associates (4 subconsultants) $396,744
Gensler (7 subconsultants) $433,060

The Proposal Review Committee (PRC) evaluated each proposal in accordance
with the criteria set forth in the RFP, and conducted the selection process in a
manner consistent with all applicable federal and state contracting regulations.
After evaluating the proposals, the PRC interview the four (4) highest ranked
offerors.

The PRC consisted of the following individuals:

Angus Chan, Associate Transportation Planner, Caltrans District 7
Philip Estes, Planner, Los Angeles County (DLANC)

Arlene Granadosin, Associate Regional Planner, SCAG

Gretchen Siemers, Planner, Los Angeles County (DLANC)
Veronica Siranosian, Senior Planner, URS

The PRC recommended AECOM for the contract award because the consultant:

e Proposed the lowest price;

e Demonstrated the most comprehensive and broadest range of services and
solutions that will meet SCAG’s requirements. Specifically, public outreach,
sustainability, carbon-footprinting, urban design, and transportation;

e Demonstrated the best understanding of the proposed scope of work by
demonstrating their knowledge of Downtown Los Angeles, and previous public
outreach experience, expertise in carbon-footprinting, and approach to
exploring additional funding resources to continue visioning efforts for
downtown Los Angeles;

e Best described their extensive experience in similar projects completed in the
Downtown Los Angeles Fashion District, Ventura, Los Angeles Clean Tech
Corridor, 101 Hollywood Freeway’s Part 101 and various visioning efforts
internationally; and

e Demonstrated the most innovative, and effective approach to meet SCAG’s
requirements. Specifically, their previous experience and utilization of
innovative and creative outreach tools and strategies.
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CONSULTANT CONTRACT 12-001-B10

AECOM Inc.

City of Rancho Palos Verdes seeks to develop the Western Avenue Corridor
Strategy and Vision Plan, a corridor and streetscape revitalization strategy for a 2-
mile stretch of Western Avenue that traverses the City.

Western Avenue is largely comprised of concrete and asphalt, and the City believes
that it lacks community appeal. The Vision Plan will provide the City with a
sustainability-oriented blueprint for transforming this commercial corridor into a
vibrant streetscape with a coordinated approach for bicycle, pedestrian, and transit
activity that will benefit the community and local businesses.

The project’s key benefits and deliverables include, but are not limited to:

e Developing an identity/brand for the Western Avenue corridor;

e Developing guidelines and policies that unify the overall vision and strengthen
the core Western Avenue businesses and residences, and increase community
appeal;

e A site analysis of existing conditions, and current vs. proposed usage of
Western Avenue;

e A traffic analysis and inventory of the existing parcels and right-of-way on
Western Avenue;

e Streetscape design improvements, including urban greening elements and
complete streets concepts;

¢ Recommendations and strategies for implementation of the Vision Plan; and

e A strategic implementation plan for working with multiple agencies and
coordinating with regional and State goals.

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.

Total not-to-exceed $121,885
AECOM Inc. (prime consultant) $113,872
Fransen Co. (subconsultant) $8,013

Note: AECOM originally proposed $219,928, but staff negotiated the price down
to $121,885 without reducing the scope of work (they offered more than what the
RFP requested).

Notice to Proceed through February 15, 2013

12-065.0137.01 $60,842
13-065.0137.01 $61,043
Funding sources: Consolidated Planning Grant - FHWA and TDA

SCAG staff notified 1,905 firms of the release of RFP 12-001-B10. Staff also
advertised the RFP in the American Planning Association’s website and the Urban

Page 129



Selection Process:

Basis for Selection:

(1j2)

Transportation Monitor, as well as the Planning Institute, and posted it on SCAG’s
bid management system. A total of 207 firms downloaded the RFP. SCAG
received the following twelve (12) proposals in response to the solicitation:

AECOM Inc. (1 subconsultant) $219,928
FORMA (no subconsultant) $98,785
Alta Planning + Design (3 subconsultants) $160,478
Gwynne Pugh Urban Studio( 4 subconsultants) $167,504
The Planning Center ( 3 subconsultants) $207,280
Hogle -Ireland ( 3 subconsultants) $209,994
Gruen Associates ( 3 subconsultants) $215,374
MIG ( 2 subconsultants) $219,596
David Evans & Associates ( 3 subconsultants) $226,791
SWA Group (4 subconsultants) $297,628
Johnson Fain ( 5 subconsultants) $587,311
Gensler ( 5 subconsultants) $663,796

The Proposal Review Committee (PRC) evaluated each proposal in accordance
with the criteria set forth in the RFP conducted the selection process in a manner
consistent with all applicable federal and state contracting regulations. After
evaluating the proposals, the PRC interviewed the three (3) highest ranked offerors.

The PRC consisted of the following individuals:

Eduardo Schonborn , Senior Planner, City of Rancho Palos Verdes
Joel Rojas, Community Development Director, City of Rancho Palos Verdes
Peter Brandenburg, Senior Regional Planner, SCAG

The PRC recommended AECOM for the contract award because the consultant:

Demonstrated a depth of understanding, and knowledge of, the project area that
was unmatched by any of the other firms;

More than any other firm, AECOM outlined the challenges and opportunities
facing the Western Avenue corridor and the City generally;

Demonstrated the most sophisticated, detailed and comprehensive
understanding of the planning context in which Western Avenue should be
considered in. In particular, AECOM emphasized the project’s existing and
potential linkages to the ongoing San Pedro waterfront revitalization efforts and
to other planning and political factors in the neighboring City of Los Angeles;
Demonstrated the ability and experience in navigating and integrating the City
of Los Angeles’ attributes and making them an asset to Western Avenue
revitalization rather than an impediment. None of the other respondents
demonstrated this capacity;

Included a specialized retail strategy subconsultant on its team to assist with the
economic development aspects of the project. This was indicative of a more
comprehensive and detailed approach to developing an economic development
strategy required for this project; and

Provided a robust economic development approach, which was not included by
any of the other firms.

Although AECOM was not the lowest priced firm, AECOM offered more scopes
than what was requested in the RFP. Negotiations reduced the price without
reducing the integrity of the required scope of work.
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CONSULTANT CONTRACT 12-045-SSG1

Burke, Williams & Sorensen, LLP

A General Counsel has served the Regional Council in the past. The position was
established to help support the agency and Regional Council. Increased activities
have led to the necessity of filling the General Counsel position. In the interim, the
consultant shall provide the necessary personnel to provide General Counsel legal
services to SCAG. Specifically, Joseph Silvey will serve as SCAG’s General
Counsel for Regional Council and External Affairs. Services in connection with this
contract may include, but are not limited to: advising and consulting with the
SCAG’s Regional Council and its Committees on legal matters; attending
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Executive Director’s meetings with
other MPO legal counsels; attending other meetings as directed by SCAG’s
Executive Director or Chief Deputy Executive Director; collaborating as needed on
items of Regional Council interest; and reviewing, as necessary, SCAG Bylaws for
future opportunities to improve clarity.

The project’s benefits and key deliverables include, but are not limited to:
providing legal guidance and/or services to SCAG’s Executive Director, Chief
Deputy Executive Director and SCAG Regional Council, as requested.

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.

Total not-to-exceed $120,000

Burke, Williams, & Sorensen, LLP (prime consultant)
September 1, 2012 through September 30, 2013

800-0160.01 $120,000
Funding source: General Fund

Not Applicable

SCAG awarded Burke, Williams, & Sorensen, LLP a sole source contract because
of Mr. Silvey’s extensive knowledge and expertise with advising and consulting
public agencies officials on legal matters.
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CONSULTANT CONTRACT 13-003-S1

Regional Economic Models, Inc.

As part of the development of the 2012-2035 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)
and Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS), SCAG staff needs to perform
econometric analyses for the Goods Movement, Regional Economic Strategy
development, and Transportation Finance programs. Staff used the REMI, Policy
Insight software for these analyses. As SCAG continues forward with future
analyses, especially as it relates to Goods Movement and SCAG’s Economic
Impact Analysis, staff must use the same analytical framework to ensure the work
previously done is directly compatible and consistent with subsequent analyses.

Staff initiated its modeling analysis using REMI’s Policy Insight software, under a
temporary license that was at no cost to SCAG. Due to the extensive and complex
nature of the analysis, staff was not able to complete its work under the temporary
license for two (2) reasons: 1) the free license expired on July 13, 2012; and 2) staff
desires to complete the analysis at an enhanced level. Therefore, staff wishes to
upgrade from REMI’s Policy Insight software to REMI’s Transight econometric
software, which has more functionality.

The project’s key benefit and deliverable is the REMI’s Transight econometric
software, which has more functionality than SCAG’s current econometric software.

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.

Total not-to-exceed $53,000
Regional Economic Models, Inc. (prime consultant)

July, 17, 2012 through June 30, 2013

055-0704A.02  $53,000
Funding source: Consolidated Planning Grant - FHWA and TDA

Not Applicable

The REMI Transight proprietary software is only available through REMI, Inc., as
they have no authorized resellers of their software. If SCAG does not acquire the
software, the analyses being performed by the Goods Movement and Economic
Impact Analysis would be incomplete. The Goods Movement Study requires the
Transight module (which also contains the Policy Insight Module) that is unique to
the REMI model.
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CONSULTANT CONTRACT 12-040-C1

Zepol Corporation

The purpose of this procurement is to obtain trade data information for use in
SCAG’s regional goods movement planning efforts. Staff shall use the information
to assess the cargo throughput trends associated with the Ports of Los Angeles,
Long Beach and Port Hueneme. The data will also be compared with trends
associated with Seaports in North America.

The consultant shall provide SCAG staff with access to and permit use of its online
database applications, TradelQ and Tradeview.

The online database will allow SCAG staff to conduct an in-depth study for all
shipments to practically every importer in California. It will also allow access to
specific California ports: Los Angeles, Long Beach, and Port Hueneme. The key
deliverable is a 60 month subscription that allows five (5) user licenses to access
the consultant’s database over the internet.

This item supports SCAG’s Strategic Plan, Goal 3: Develop, Maintain and Promote
the Utilization of State of the Art Models, Information Systems and
Communication Technologies; Objective b: Develop, maintain and enhance data
and information to support planning and decision making in a timely and effective
manner.

Total not-to-exceed $29,916
Zepol Corporation $29,916

Note: Zepol Corporation originally proposed $30,095, but staff negotiated the price
down to $29,916 without reducing the scope of work.

June 28, 2012 through June 27, 2017

130.SCG00162.02  $29,916
Funding sources: Consolidated Planning Grant — FTA and TDA

SCAG staff notified three (3) firms of the release of RFP 12-040-C1. This was an
Informal Procurement (i.e., a procurement that staff estimated to be less than
$50,000). SCAG received the following three (3) proposals in response to the
solicitation:

Zepol Corporation $30,095
Datamyne, Inc. $118,560
PEIRS $193,800

The Proposal Review Committee (PRC) evaluated each proposal in accordance
with the criteria set forth in the RFP, and conducted the selection process in a
manner consistent with all applicable federal and state contracting regulations.
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The PRC consisted of the following individuals:

Mike Jones, Senior Regional Planner, SCAG
Javier Minjares, Regional Planner Specialist, SCAG
Rajeev Seetharam, Senior Regional Planner, SCAG

The PRC recommended Zepol Corporation for the contract award because the
consultant:

e Provided the lowest cost proposal;

¢ Included historical trade information data in the subscription;

e Allows trade data information to be accessed using any computer with a
username and password, without Internet Protocol (IP) address restrictions;

e Provides access to U.S. Census Data (providing import and export data);

e Allows sharing and publication of the data; and

e Allows unlimited number of dataset downloads.

Other firms were deficient in the following areas:

e Higher cost, and charged a separate fee for additional users and historical data;
and

e Had restrictions on number of downloads, sharing and publishing data, and
Internet Protocol (IP) address (user is billed if data accessed from different IP
address).
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CONTRACT 11-009-C1 AMENDMENT 2

Capital Representation Group

In December 2010, SCAG awarded Contract 11-009-G1 to Capital Representation
Group (“Consultant”) to be the agency’s state government affairs legislative
consultant/lobbyist and assist SCAG in Sacramento with identifying and
implementing strategies through the California State Legislative appropriations
process that supports SCAG adopted legislative activities.

This year SGAG’s legislative priorities have expanded and consequently staff
amended the contract to reflect the new legislative priorities. The consultant’s
additional tasks include, but are not limited to: preparing and reviewing draft
legislative language related to the Southern California Job Recovery & Economic
Strategy, including suggesting amendments on key legislative priorities, arranging
briefings and scheduling visits for Regional Council Members, SCAG executive
management, and other SCAG staff with appropriate members of California State
Legislature, legislative staff, and key Governor’s Administration officials, and
preparing memos advising staff and the Regional Council on pending high priority
legislative issues.

The project’s benefits and key deliverables include, but are not limited to:

e Monitoring of legislation of interest to SCAG, including committee hearings;

e Having representation at State Transportation, Appropriations, Budget, and
Economic and/or Jobs Committees, or any other legislative committees;

e Having an advocate in Sacramento to actively promote SCAG’s priorities; and

¢ Monitoring and reporting on legislation of interest to SCAG, as well as
monitoring the project/programming/allocation discussions and actions of state
government, specifically the California Transportation Commission, the
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), the California Air Resources
Board (ARB), and the Strategic Growth Council.

This item supports SCAG’s Strategic Plan, Goal 2: Obtain Regional Transportation
Infrastructure Funding and Promote Legislative Solutions for Regional Planning

Priorities; Objective 1: Identify new infrastructure funding opportunities with state,
federal and private partners; Objective 2: Identify and support legislative initiatives.

Amendment 2 $19,000
Amendment 1 (administrative - no change to contract’s value) $0
Original contract value $233.000
Total contract value is not-to-exceed $252,000

This amendment does not exceed $75,000 or 30% of the contract’s original value.
Therefore, in accordance with the SCAG Procurement Manual Section 1.4.5,
version 10, the amendment does not require the Regional Council’s approval.

December 1, 2010 through June 30, 2014

12-800-0160.0 $78,000
Funding source: General Fund
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(1j2)

The consultant has significant and relevant experience already as SCAG’s
consultant/lobbyist for the past 21 months and has proved to be a vital asset in
Sacramento. The consultant has a firm grasp of SCAG’s legislative priorities and
initiatives, and is well abreast of transportation, appropriations, and budget issues.
The consultant has significant experience dealing with Metropolitan Planning
Organizations (MPO) and similar areas of legislative objectives, including, but not
limited to, transportation funding, safety, clean air, congestion management,
congestion pricing, goods movement, etc. When the original contract was executed,
SCAG had yet to develop the Southern California Economic Recovery & Job
Creation Strategy. Staff required this amendment to allow the consultant’s
substantive input, analysis, and clarity to issues pertaining to the economy,
economic development and job creation. The consultant has over 30 years of
experience in Sacramento, and has forged relationships that have not only enabled
them to continue with the scope of work outlined in the original contract, but to also
perform the revised work tasks.
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CONTRACT 12-012-C1 AMENDMENT 2

AgreeYa Solutions, Inc.

In November 2011, SCAG awarded Contract 12-012-C1 to AgreeYa Solutions to
assist with the redesign of SCAG’s main Internet site. Goals for this site are to
increase interactive components; provide a more succinct message and content
relevant to particular audiences; design a site that facilitates multiple contributors
and approval workflows; and develop a SCAG brand across all of SCAG’s varied
programs and activities.

The purpose of this amendment is to add funding that shall enable the consultant to
create a software solution that will allow users not located in SCAG offices to be
able to securely access SCAG’s various web-enabled resources that are currently
limited only to individuals that are on site.

The consultant shall be responsible for completing all architecture, and
development work associated with designing and building this security tool.

The project’s benefits and key deliverables include, but are not limited to:

e Technical development effort of the overall redesign and website
implementation;

e Review and implement any needed changes of the existing SharePoint
architecture including design, configuration, and implementation of security and
authentication solutions utilizing Claims Authentication and Microsoft Forefront
Unified Access Gateway (UAQG);

e Develop custom web parts and solutions within SharePoint 2010 to meet
SCAG’s requirements and provide an interactive and dynamic website
experience for SCAG visitors;

e Style all custom site elements including master pages, page layouts and web
parts;

¢ Develop custom workflows in SharePoint using Nintex Workflow designer;

e Provide SharePoint development and architecture assistance to SCAG’s internal
development team on other SharePoint related development activities such as
custom workflows development; and

e Conduct knowledge transfer to SCAG’s webmaster, Administrator, and
development team throughout the project.

This item supports SCAG’s Strategic Plan, Goal 4: Develop, Maintain and Promote
the Utilization of State of the Art Models, Information Systems and
Communication Technologies; Objective d: Integrate advanced information and
communication technologies.

Amendment 2 $9,980
Amendment 1 (administrative - no change to contract’s value) $0
Original contract value $189.600
Total contract value is not-to-exceed $199,580
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This amendment does not exceed $75,000 or 30% of the contract’s original value.
Therefore, in accordance with the SCAG Procurement Manual Section 1.4.5,
version 10, the amendment does not require the Regional Council’s approval.

November 15, 2011 through July 31, 2012

090.SCG0148.01 $199,580
811.SCG01163.07 $9,980
Funding source: Consolidated Planning Grant — FHWA and Indirect

A Microsoft tool which would allow users to sign-on to various SCAG websites

was determined to be inadequate; therefore, the most effective option was to have
the consultant customize a generic software tool to meet SCAG’s needs.
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REPORT AGENDA ITEM NO. 12

DATE: September 6, 2012

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

FROM: Hasan Ikhrata, Executive Director, (213) 236-1800, ikhrata@scag.ca.gov
SUBJECT: Draft Subcommittee Work Plans

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
For Information Only; No Action Required.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

Six (6) new Subcommittees were created by the Regional Council as part of the implementation strategy
of the 2012-2035 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS). Their
Charters were approved at the July 5, 2012 meeting. One of the key deliverables for the Subcommittees is
the development of a Work Plan, which will include action steps for implementation of the 2012-2035
RTP/SCS.

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:

At the April 5, 2012 meeting, the RC unanimously approved a motion to form various Subcommittees as
part of the implementation strategy for the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS. These Subcommittees are: 1) Active
Transportation; 2) Goods Movement; 3) High-Speed Rail and Transit; 4) Public Health; 5) Sustainability;
and 6) Transportation Finance.

These Subcommittees will facilitate information exchange and policy development around their respective
emphasis areas, identify regional priorities, and help facilitate the implementation of the 2012-2035
RTP/SCS. Purview of the Subcommittees will not be restricted as they may consider other related tasks.

The RC approved the charters of the subcommittees at its meeting on July 5, 2012. SCAG President Glen
Becerra plans to announce the appointments for the subcommittees at today’s meeting. Staff has prepared
draft Work Plans consistent with their approved Charters for review by the Subcommittees. Key
deliverables for the Subcommittees have been proposed for their review and discussion. The attached Work
Plans are subject to revisions once the Subcommittees convene.

FISCAL IMPACT:
Funds are included in the FY2012-2013 budget.

ATTACHMENTS:

Draft Active Transportation Subcommittee Work Plan
Draft Goods Movement Subcommittee Work Plan

Draft High-Speed Rail & Transit Subcommittee Work Plan
Draft Public Health Subcommittee Work Plan

Draft Sustainability Subcommittee Work Plan

Draft Transportation Finance Subcommittee Work Plan

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
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ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION
SUBCOMMITTEE

Deliverables:

1.

Action plan for moving forward implementation of key Active
Transportation strategies identified in the 2012-2035 RTP/
SCS

Recommendations to Policy Committees, which may include

the following:

Policy Recommendations

Updated Methods, processes and performance measures
Technical Studies and projects

Funding Strategies

Stated roles for local government agencies and
stakeholders.

Meeting #1

Overview of Goals/Objectives

Objective: Introduce The Goals and Objectives of committee. There will also be an overview of existing
active transportation infrastructure, planned infrastructure, and what other cities/countries are doing.
¢ Overview of existing and planned system

¢ Changes in federal /State laws and Regulations

¢ Overview of success stories in other metro areas/cities

Action: Develop Initial suite of policy recommendations for 2016 RTP/SCS development

Potential Presenters: Hasan lkhrata, Allen Crawford (Long Beach), Greg Nord (OCTA), SCAG

Meeting #2—Joint Meeting

The 2012-2035 RTP/SCS
(Joint Meeting with Public Health
and Sustainability Subcommittees)

Objective: Review 2012 RTP/SCS and implementation actions and strategies

¢ Current SCAG policies and planned programs and projects related to addressing Active Trans-
portation, Public Health, and Sustainability (HQTAs, future call for projects, etc.)

¢ Reauthorization of transportation funding as it applies to Active Transportation, Public Health,
and Sustainability programs

¢ Current and possible performance measures for Active Transportation, Public Health, and
Sustainability

Potential Presenters: SCAG Staff, Compass Blueprint Grantees

Meeting #3

Safety, Active Transportation and
the Built Environment

Objective: Identify practices to increase safety and increase active transportation usage

¢ The Four Types of Bicyclists

¢ Review of California Strategic Highway Safety Plan strategies for Active Transportation

¢ Review of Safe Routes to School programs and childhood obesity

¢ Review of First Mile/Last Mile Transit options such as “Bike Share”

Action: Establish performance measures linking Active Transportation to Environmental Justice
Potential Presenters: Brian Alconcel (Caltrans). Rye Baerg (SRTS), Derek Fretheim (BikeNation),

Meeting #4—Joint Meeting

Sustainability and Equity
(Joint meeting with Public Health
and Sustainability Subcommittees)

Objective: Identify the impacts of sustainability-focused planning on environmental justice and equity
* Copenhagen—Case Study in Active Transportation; Reclaiming Streets for People (Cyclovia); Active Transportation and immigrant communities
¢ Address comments on the need to adequately address affordable housing and public health issues for low-income and underserved communities
- Is there a correlation between transit-oriented development and gentrification?
- Post redevelopment, is there an effective model of affordable housing provision?
- What are the connections between jobs housing balance and housing affordability?
Potential Presenters: Andrea Hricko (USC), Michael Woo (Cal Poly Pomona), Cecilia Estolano (Estolano LeSar Perez), Shelley Poticha (HUD), Representa-
tive from Housing Authority of LA, Representative from Affordable Housing Developer, Derek Freithem (BikeNation), SANBAG, Allison Mannos (City of
Lights/Multicultural Communities for Mobility)

Meeting #5—Joint Meeting

Financing and Implementation
(Joint Meeting with Transportation
Finance Subcommittee)

Objective: Understand options for leveraging transportation funding for Active Transportation; other
innovative financing options; and strategies for biking/walking

¢ MAP-21 provisions for Active Transportation and implications for regional initiatives

Other revenue sources to support Active Transportation opportunities for project delivery and system
preservation

Action: Establish recommendations for Active Transportation Implementation funding
Potential Presenters: SCAG Staff

Meeting #6

2012-2035 RTP/SCS Implementa-

tion Action Plan and
2016 RTP/SCS Development
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Objective: Review and recommend steps for implementation of 2012-2035 RTP/SCS and framework for

development of 2016 RTP/SCS

¢ Review policies and recommendations developed during previous meetings make final recommenda-
tions to SCAG Policy Committees

Action: Develop Report delineating recommendations to Policy Committees

Potential Presenters: SCAG




Meeting #1

Overview of Goods Movement

Plan, Emerging Issues,
and Work Plan

Objective: Introduce critical components of the goods movement plan and establish subcommittee work
plan

¢ Review Comprehensive Regional Goods Movement Plan and Implementation Strategy

¢ Review of Border Crossing Study

¢ Present work plan for subcommittee and steps to achieve deliverables

¢ Review 2016 RTP/SCS development schedule

Action: Approve Goods Movement Subcommittee Work Plan

Potential Presenters: SCAG, Cambridge Systematics, ICTC, HDR

Meeting #2

Key Functions and Markets,
and Economic Impacts
of Goods Movement

Objective: Understand key functions and markets, and economic impacts of goods movement
¢ Identify opportunities to improve competitiveness of Southern California goods movement
— Understand supply chain strategies to improve key nodes of the transportation system
— Understand local jurisdiction policies impacting goods movement
— Identify warehousing/manufacturing location and workforce development strategies
¢ Evaluate economic benefits of goods movement
Potential Presenters: SCAG, POLA/POLB, CSULB, John Husing, John Isbell, Gill Hicks, Majestic Realty, BCOs,
terminal operators, CTA, railroads, labor representatives, manufacturing, NAIOP

Meeting #3

Goods Movement
Environmental Action Plan and
Emerging Technologies

Objective: Identify next steps to implement Goods Movement Environmental Action Plan

¢ Overview of Goods Movement Environmental Action Plan

¢ Update on Zero-Emission Demonstration Project and Regional Zero-Emission Collaborative

+ Review of partner agency initiatives (CARB, AQMD, POLA/POLB Technology Advancement Program)
Potential Presenters: SCAG, Metro, AQMD, CARB, POLB/POLA, Siemens, other OEMs

Meeting #4—Joint Meeting

GOODS MOVEMENT
SUBCOMMITTEE

Public-Private-Partnerships,
Innovative Financing, and
Strategies for Goods Movement

Objective: Understand options for leveraging private sector participation; other innovative financing op-
tions; and strategies for good movement
¢ MAP-21 provisions for TIFIA and implications for regional initiatives
¢ Viable revenue sources to support PPP opportunities for project delivery and system preservation

— Goods movement funding and financing options
Potential Presenters: Nossaman, FHWA Office of Innovative Finance, financial institutions, county transpor-
tation commissions, SCAG, California Finance Authority, Tioga Group (NCFRP Report 15), POLA/POLB

Deliverables:

_ _ _ _ Meeting #5
1. Action Plan for moving forward implementation of

key strategies identified in the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS

(e.g., next steps for East West Freight Corridor) Regional Freight Corridor

Planning and Next Steps
Framework for the development of the goods

movement plan for the upcoming 2016 RTP/SCS

Objective: Review regional freight corridor planning efforts and identify next steps

¢ Overview of regional freight corridor network planning efforts
— |-710 South EIR/EIS and East-West Freight Corridor

¢ Identify emerging issues and considerations for a regional freight corridor network through the Inland
Empire

Potential Presenters: SCAG, SANBAG, SGVCOG, Metro, City of Industry, City of Diamond Bar, City of Ontario,
CTA

« Emphasis on funding/financing opportunities Meeting #6

for critical regional goods movement initiatives
2012-2035 RTP Implementation

Action Plan and 2016 RTP Goods
Movement Framework
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Objective: Identify action plan for regional goods movement planning and integration of key strategies
into 2016 RTP/SCS

¢ Review Action Plan for moving forward implementation of key strategies

¢ Discuss emerging issues for consideration in 2016 RTP/SCS

Action Item: Recommend action plan steps for regional goods movement planning and integration of key
strategies into 2016 RTP/SCS

Potential Presenters: County Transportation Commissions, POLA/POLB, BNSF/UP Railroads, private and
community stakeholders, AQMD, CARB, EPA, SCAG




HIGH-SPEED RAIL AND TRANSIT
(HSRT) SUBCOMMITTEE

Deliverables:

1.

Action Plan for implementation of key
strategies identified in the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS

. Reports on transit/rail best practices and

broad policy framework related to HSRT for
the 2016 RTP/SCS

. Road Map for the development of the

passenger rail and transit element of the 2016
RTP/SCS

Meeting #1

Overview of Work Plan and

Update on Rail/Transit Issues

Objective: Review current rail planning efforts, discuss recent and upcoming legislation and implications,
and establish subcommittee work plan

¢ 2016 RTP/SCS development schedule; work plan for subcommittee and steps to achieve deliverables

¢ Regional rail update, including review of RTP blended approach to CA HSR

¢ Updates on MAP-21 and Measure R Extension

Action: Approve High-Speed Rail and Transit Subcommittee Work Plan

Potential Presenters: CA HSRA, LOSSAN, Metrolink, Metro, FTA, SCAG

Meeting #2

Southern California
High-Speed Rail MOU

Objective: Initiate development of a coordinated regional vision for passenger rail service
¢ Southern California High-Speed Rail MOU
— Presentation of projects and improvements, costs and benefits
— MOU Working Group: Next Steps
¢ SCAG regional rail planning, coordination, and vision
Potential Presenters: county transportation commissions, Metrolink, SCAG

Meeting #3

Public Transit Best Practices and
Issue Areas for 2016 RTP/SCS

Objective: Review best practices for public transit and identify key issues and policy areas for further
evaluation as part of the development of the 2016 RTP/SCS
¢ Regional public transit update and future service plans
¢ Increasing transit ridership and attracting new riders
— Presentation of nation-wide best practices (e.g. first-mile/last-mile, smart cards & e-tickets, inter-
modal and inter-agency coordination)
— Draft strategies and recommendations for further evaluation
Potential Presenters: SCAG, county transportation commissions, transit operators

Meeting #4

Transit-Oriented Development

Objective: Understand opportunities and constraints, and identify key strategies, for successful Transit
Oriented Development (TOD) in a post redevelopment environment

¢ TOD/ land use nexus

¢ Economic development and job creation

¢ Rail and transit planning at the city level in the post CRA environment

Potential Presenters: Roger Moliere/Metro and other county transportation commissions, cities, Center for
Transit-Oriented Development, Cecilia Estolano/ELP

Meeting #5—Joint Meeting

Revenue Strategies—Joint
Subcommittee Meeting

Objective: Understand options and identify strategies to fund specific modal initiatives (e.g., commuter
rail, transit, active transportation, transportation demand management)

¢ Trends, emerging tools, and opportunities for funding modal initiatives

¢ Funding high-speed rail

¢ Update on Express Travel Choices Study and emerging regional congestion pricing strategies

Potential Presenters: APTA, FTA, Denny Zane, HSRT, Metrolink, county transportation commissions, finan-
cial institutions, cities, City of Portland, New York City DOT, SCAG

Meeting #6

Wrap Up and 2016 RTP/SCS

HSRT Framework
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Objective: Identify key issues and policy areas for integration into the passenger rail and transit elements
of the 2016 RTP/SCS

¢ Presentation of draft subcommittee deliverables

¢ Discuss emerging issues for consideration in 2016 RTP/SCS

Action: Approve framework for development of passenger rail and transit elements of the 2016 RTP/SCS

Potential Presenters: SCAG




PUBLIC HEALTH
SUBCOMMITTEE

Deliverables:

1.

Action Plan for moving forward implementation of key
strategies identified in the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS

Recommendations to Policy Committees, which may include the
following:

e Policy recommendations
Updated methods, processes, and performance measures
Technical Studies and projects
Funding strategies

Stated roles for local government agencies and stakeholders

Meeting #1

Why Public Health Matters

Objective: Introduce current public health issues and its importance in regional and local planning

¢ Overview of the common mission and perspectives of planning and public health, which include improving the quality of
life, assessing existing and future needs, and relying on a variety of stakeholders to develop supportive policies and pro-
grams

Action: Approve Sustainability Subcommittee Work Plan

Potential Presenters: Dr. Robert K. Ross (The California Endowment), Amy Buch (Orange County Health Care Agency), Manal

Aboealta (Prevention Institute), Julia Caplan (Public Health Institute), Linda Rudolph (California Department of Public Health)

Meeting #2-Joint Meeting

The 2012-2035 RTP/SCS
(Joint Meeting with Active Trans-
portation and Sustainability)

Objective: Review 2012-2035 RTP/SCS and implementation actions and strategies

¢ Current SCAG policies and planned programs and projects related to addressing Active Transportation, Public
Health, and Sustainability (HQTAs, future call for projects, etc.)

¢ Reauthorization of transportation funding as it applies to Active Transportation, Public Health, and Sustainability
programs

¢ Current and possible performance measures for Active Transportation, Public Health, and Sustainability

Potential Presenters: SCAG Staff, Compass Blueprint Grantees

Meeting #3

Public Health and
the Built Environment

Objective: Understand the intersections between public health and the built environment

¢ Links between health risks and particular aspects of the built environment, including transportation infrastruc-
ture, infill development, sustainable design, open space, etc.

¢ Review how transportation decision-making can better support public health objectives, including reduced crash-
es and pollution emissions and increased physical activity

Potential Presenters: Dr. Richard Jackson (UCLA School of Public Health), Jonathan Fielding (LA County Department of

Health), Tina Zenzola (Safe and Healthy Communities Consulting), Representative from STAR Community Index

Meeting #4-Joint Meeting

Sustainability and Equity
(Joint Meeting with Active Trans-
portation and Sustainability)

Objective: Identify the impacts of sustainability-focused planning on environmental justice and equity
¢  Copenhagen—Case Study in Active Transportation; Reclaiming Streets for People (Cyclovia); Active Transportation and immigrant commu-
nities
¢  Address comments on the need to adequately address affordable housing and public health issues for low-income and underserved com-
munities
= Is there a correlation between transit-oriented development and gentrification?
- Post redevelopment, is there an effective model of affordable housing provision?
- What are the connections between jobs housing balance and housing affordability?
Potential Presenters: Andrea Hricko (USC), Michael Woo (Cal Poly Pomona), Cecilia Estolano (Estolano LeSar Perez), Shelley Poticha (HUD), Rep-
resentative from Housing Authority of LA, Representative from Affordable Housing Developer, Derek Freithem (BikeNation), SANBAG, Allison
Mannos (City of Lights/Multicultural Communities for Mobility)

Meeting #5

Healthy Places, Healthy Regions

Objective: Understand other aspects of healthy communities beyond the built environment

¢ Current innovative policies and programs policymakers are developing in order to increase access to a variety of
healthier options in their communities

¢ Address current issues related to encouraging physical activity, Safe Routes to Schools, open space and recrea-
tion, and other ways to promote public health beyond the built environment

Potential Presenters: Lark Galloway-Gilliam (Community Health Councils), Alexa Delwiche (L.A. Food Policy Council),

Dr. Goetz Wolff (UCLA), Representative from American Lung Association ; Representative from Robert Wood Johnson

Foundation, Representative from Safe Routes to Schools

Meeting #6

Recommendations
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Objective: Review and recommend steps for implementation of 2012-2035 RTP/SCS and framework for develop-
ment of 2016 RTP/SCS

¢ Review list of initial proposals and finalize recommendations to policy committees

Action: Recommend steps for moving forward key strategies from 2012-2035 RTP/SCS and framework for develop-
ment of 2016 RTP/SCS

Potential Presenters: SCAG Staff




SUSTAINABILITY
SUBCOMMITTEE

Deliverables:

1. Action Plan for implementation of key land-use & local development
strategies identified in the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS

2. Recommendations to Policy Committees, which may include the following:

Policy recommendations
Updated methods, processes, and performance measures
Technical Studies and projects

Model Ordinances

Meeting #1

Defining and Measuring

Sustainability

Objective: Introduce the tools, and data needs for modeling regional sustainable scenario development.
¢ Overview of the data needs and current challenges regarding modeling sustainable scenario systems

¢ Update on demographic changes in transportation choices and settlement patterns

¢ Work plan for subcommittee and steps to achieve deliverables

Action: Approve Sustainability Subcommittee Work Plan

Potential Presenters: Peter Calthorpe (CA), Marlon Boarnet (USC), Randall Crane (UCLA), Steven Finnegan
(Automobile Club of Southern California)

Meeting #2—Joint Meeting

The 2012-2035 RTP/SCS
(Joint Meeting with Active
Transportation, and Public Health)

Objective: Review 2012-2035 RTP/SCS and implementation actions and strategies

¢ Current SCAG policies and planned programs and projects related to addressing Active Transportation,
Public Health, and Sustainability (HQTAs, future call for projects, etc.)

¢ Reauthorization of transportation funding as it applies to Active Transportation, Public Health, and Sus-
tainability programs

¢ Current and possible performance measures for Active Transportation, Public Health, and Sustainability
Potential Presenters: SCAG staff, Compass Blueprint Grantees

Meeting #3

The Future of the Real Estate and
Building Industries

Objective: Understand new trends in real estate development and sustainable building practices

¢ Review the challenges and opportunities facing both greenfield and infill development

¢ Discuss the factors that influence locational choices for firms and households

¢ Strategies for subregions to address workforce housing issues

Potential Presenters: Lucy Dunn (OCBC), Mott Smith (Infill Builders Association), Devon Hartman (Every
Watt Matters), Walker Wells (Green Alliance), Representative from (US Green Building Council), Representa-
tive from (Building Industry Association), Representatives from (CBRE)

Meeting #4—Joint Meeting

Sustainability and Equity
(Joint Meeting with Active
Transportation, and Public Health)

Objective: Understand the impacts of sustainability-focused planning on environmental justice and equity
¢ Copenhagen—Case Study in Active Transportation; Reclaiming Streets for People (Cyclovia); Active Transportation and immigrant
communities
¢ Address comments on the need to adequately address affordable housing and public health issues for low-income and under-
served communities
— Is there a correlation between transit-oriented development and gentrification?
— Post redevelopment, is there an effective model of affordable housing provision?
— What are the connections between jobs housing balance and housing affordability?
Potential Presenters: Andrea Hricko (USC), Michael Woo (Cal Poly Pomona), Cecilia Estolano (Estolano LeSar Perez), Shelley Poticha
(HUD), Representative from Housing Authority of LA, Representative from Affordable Housing Developer, SANBAG, Allison Mannos (City
of Lights/Multicultural Communities for Mobility)

Meeting #5

Sustainability and the Regional
Economy

Objective: Discuss the relationship between regional sustainable development strategies, and economic
development strategies

¢ Discuss the relative benefits and costs of regional sustainability

¢ Discuss performance monitoring of economic growth and sustainable development

¢ Understand the relationship between livability, quality of life and economic desirability

Potential Presenters: Wally Baker (GLUE Council), Steve Levy (Center for the Continuing Study of the CA
Economy), Chris Thornberg (Beacon Economics), April Economides (Green Octopus Consulting), Bob Bunyan
(Orange County Workforce Investment Board)

Meeting #6

Recommendations
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Objective: Review and recommend steps for implementation of 2012-2035 RTP/SCS and framework for

development of 2016 RTP/SCS

¢ Review and recommend steps for 2012-2035 RTP/SCS implementation and identify emerging issue to
address in development of 2016 RTP/SCS

Action: Recommend steps for moving forward key strategies from 2012-2035 RTP/SCS and framework for

development of 2016 RTP/SCS

Potential Presenters: SCAG,




1.0

TRANSPORTATION FINANCE
SUBCOMMITTEE

Deliverables:

1. Action Plan for moving forward implementation of
key strategies identified in the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS

2. Identify economic benefits for expediting RTP/SCS
projects delivery

3. Framework for the development of the financial plan
for the upcoming 2016 RTP/SCS

Meeting #1

Overview of Financial Plan,

Emerging Issues, and Work Plan

Objective: Introduce critical components impacting ability to achieve fiscal constraint and establish subcom-
mittee work plan

¢ Overview of the financial plan and discussion of key emerging issues (costs and revenues)

¢ Update on statewide needs assessment and associated revenue options

¢ Review 2016 RTP/SCS development schedule

¢ Work plan for subcommittee and steps to achieve deliverables

Action: Approve Transportation Finance Subcommittee Work Plan

Potential Presenters: Marty Wachs/Brian Taylor, Lucy Dunn, California Transportation Commission staff, USDOT
Office of Transportation Policy, CBO/LAO, SCAG

Meeting #2

Managing System Costs and
Expediting Project Delivery

Objective: Understand components of system costs and identify strategies to better manage costs
¢ Review of system cost components—trends, risks, and economic implications
— Incorporating full life-cycle costs in planning, programming, and financing
¢ Strategies to better manage costs and expedite project delivery
Potential Presenters: Dr. Wallace Walrod (SCAG economic consultants), Caltrans economic division, ENR, OCTA,
SANBAG, SCAG

Meeting #3

System Preservation Needs

Objective: Understand the cost of system preservation and identify adequate, reliable revenue sources to
achieve a state of good repair
¢ Investment in system preservation as a cost containment strategy

— Assessment of highways, local streets and roads, transit, and other modal system preservation needs
¢ Funding options for system preservation
Potential Presenters: Caltrans SHOPP, AASHTO, City of Ontario, Pat DeChellis (Deputy Director LACDPW), OCTA,
Metrolink, SCAG

Meeting #4—Joint Meeting

Public-Private-Partnerships,
Innovative Financing, and
Strategies for Goods Movement

Objective: Understand options for leveraging private sector participation; other innovative financing options;
and strategies for good movement
¢ MAP-21 provisions for TIFIA and implications for regional initiatives
¢ Viable revenue sources to support PPP opportunities for project delivery and system preservation

— Goods movement funding and financing options
Potential Presenters: Nossaman, FHWA Office of Innovative Finance, financial institutions, county transportation
commissions, SCAG, California Finance Authority, Tioga Group (NCFRP Report 15), POLA/POLB

Meeting #5—Joint Meeting

Revenue Strategies—Joint
Subcommittee Meeting

Objective: Understand options and identify strategies to fund specific modal initiatives (e.g., commuter rail,
transit, active transportation, transportation demand management)

¢ Trends, emerging tools, and opportunities for funding modal initiatives

¢ Funding high-speed rail

¢ Update on Express Travel Choices Study and emerging regional congestion pricing strategies

Potential Presenters: APTA, FTA, Denny Zane, HSRT, Metrolink, county transportation commissions, financial in-
stitutions, cities, City of Portland, New York City DOT, SCAG

Meeting #6

2012-2035 RTP/SCS Implementa-

tion Action Plan and 2016 RTP/SCS
Financial Plan Framework
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Objective: Review and recommend steps for implementation of 2012-2035 RTP/SCS and framework for devel-

opment of 2016 RTP/SCS

¢ Review and recommend steps for 2012-2035 RTP/SCS implementation and identify emerging issue to ad-
dress in development of 2016 RTP/SCS

Action: Recommend steps for moving forward key strategies from 2012-2035 RTP/SCS and framework for de-

velopment of 2016 RTP/SCS

Potential Presenters: County transportation commissions, Metrolink, Caltrans, FHWA/FTA, SCAG
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REPORT AGENDA ITEM NO. 13

DATE: September 6, 2012

TO: Regional Council (RC)
Community, Economic and Human Development (CEHD) Committee
Energy and Environment Committee (EEC) o

Transportation Committee (TC) W
FROM: Hasan Ikhrata, Executive Director, (213) 236-1800f ikhrata@scag.ca.gov
SUBJECT: Preliminary Draft 2016-2040 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities
Strategy (RTP/SCS) Development Schedule

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
For Information Only; No Action Required.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
SCAG staff has developed a preliminary draft schedule for stakeholder input that provides a summary of
development and phasing for the 2016-2040 RTP/SCS.

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:

On April 4, 2012, the Regional Council of SCAG adopted the 2012-2035 RTP/SCS: Towards a Sustainable
Future. Staff has conducted a review of the public participation and stakeholder participation process and
determined that there are opportunities for improving the participation process for the 2016 update. As a
result, the attached draft schedule has been prepared for stakeholder input.

This schedule provides a preliminary summary of development and phasing for the 2016-2040 RTP/SCS

and both the technical framework and timeline for collaboration with regional stakeholders are presented.
The schedule was designed to highlight the major actions and policy areas that will require RC input.

FISCAL IMPACT:
Funds are included in the FY2012-2013 budget.

ATTACHMENT:
2016-2040 RTP/SCS Draft Preliminary Development Schedule

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
>< ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS Page 146
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SCAG’s DRAFT Preliminary Schedule for Development of the 2016-2040 RTP/SCS as of August 2012

On April 4, 2012, the Regional Council of the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) adopted the 2012-2035 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS): Towards a Sustainable Future. The RTP/SCS was the culmination of a multi-year effort
involving stakeholders from across the SCAG Region. SCAG plans to build upon the success of its recent efforts and continue the vision for sustainable growth in the next planning cycle. This schedule provides a preliminary summary of development and phasing for the 2016-2040 RTP/SCS.
Both the technical framework and timeline for collaboration with regional stakeholders are presented in detail. It is important to note that as development of the 2016-2040 RTP/SCS solidifies, changes may be made to account for input from our governing bodies and our partner agencies.

2012
Basic Approach/Framework and
Program Set up

2013
Establishing Technical Bases and
Data Collection

2014
Focus on Major Policy Directions

2015
Establishing the Plan and
Engaging the Public

2016
Finalizing the 2016-2040 RTP/SCS

SEPTEMBER 2012-MARCH 2013

New SCAG Subcommittees to begin policy
development around their respective empha-
sis areas and identify regional priorities

JULY-SEPTEMBER 2012

e Determine the basics: What will be the
base year/horizon year? How will this
match up with available data from national
and state-wide resources?

e Development of Draft Framework and
Approach/Methodology: How will we get
there?

e Data/GIS, Model/Tool Development: What
will be the tools used to quantify out-
comes?

¢ |dentify uncertainties: What factors are
outside our control? (e.g. ARB GHG Target
revisions, planning for jurisdictions that
require 4 year housing element cycle?)

OCTOBER-DECEMBER 2012
Roll out the framework and methodology for
development of the 2016-2040 RTP/SCS

Public Outreach and Input from Local Jurisdictions

SCS Development for Delegated Subregions

Staff Actions in Relation to Policy/Plan Development

Regional Council Policy Committees/Subcommittees

Milestones

JANUARY-MARCH 2013

Work with local jurisdictions to collect neces-
sary data for use in the 2016-2040 RTP/SCS
(general plan, existing land use, zoning, hous-
ing unit demolitions, etc.)

FEBRUARY-MAY 2013

Findings from the Subcommittees will be
presented at SCAG’s Regional Council, Policy
Committees, and General Assembly

APRIL-JUNE 2013

Communicate with jurisdictions and stake-
holders about the implementation of SCAG’s
work plan for the 2016-2040 RTP/SCS

DECEMBER 2013
Complete preliminary calibrations to SCAG’s
technical models

JANUARY-SEPTEMBER 2014

Obtain input from cities and counties for
SCAG’s Growth Forecast and develop list of
local scenario planning options, through one-
on-one meetings and subregional workshops,
as applicable

JANUARY 2014
Subregions sign letter of intent to accept SCS
delegation and submit this document to SCAG

APRIL-MAY 2014

SCAG submits its regional GHG reduction
methodology and GHG Reduction Targets to
ARB (pending further discussion)

MAY 2014
SCAG’s General Assembly & Regional Council

SEPTEMBER 2014

Deadlines for input from local jurisdictions on
SCAG’s Growth Forecast, and for County
Transportation Commissions (CTCs) to provide
preliminary input on all planned projects to
SCAG for the RTP/SCS

OCTOBER-DECEMBER 2014

Seek policy input/direction from Policy Com-
mittees and Regional Council on: the Scope of
the Program Environmental Impact Report and
RTP/SCS Strategies

DECEMBER 2014

Growth Forecast, Land Use Patterns,

and Preliminary Financial Assumptions for the
RTP/SCS to be completed
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JANUARY-MARCH 2015

Development of alternatives for achieving
SCAG’s regional GHG reduction targets, as set
by ARB, and conformity emission budgets set
in applicable State Implementation Plans

MARCH 2015
Delegated Subregions complete their Sustain-
able Communities Strategies and submit their
plans to SCAG

MARCH 2015
Final inBut on planned projects from the CTCs
for the Draft 2016-2040 RTP/SCS

APRIL-JUNE 2015

Conduct county-specific Draft 2016-2040
RTP/SCS Planning Workshops to fulfill SB 375
outreach requirements (16 workshops mini-
mum, including extensive outreach for public
participation)

MAY 2015
SCAG’s General Assembly & Regional Council

SEPTEMBER 2015

Joint Policy Committees recommend Regional
Council to release the Draft PEIR and Draft
2016-2040 RTP/SCS for public review and
comment

OCTOBER 2015

RC approves the release of the Draft PEIR and
Draft 2016-2040 RTP/SCS for public review
and comment

OCTOBER 2015

Conduct extensive outreach to cities, coun-
ties, stakeholders, and the public on the Draft
2016-2040 RTP/SCS and PEIR to fulfill State &
Federal requirements. Start of public input on
the Draft RTP/SCS document

FEBRUARY 2016

Conclude and finalize Economic & Job Cre-
ation Analysis Component of the 2016-2040
RTP/SCS

MARCH 2016

Joint Policy Committees recommend approval
to Regional Council of proposed Final PEIR,
conformity determination, and 2016-2040
RTP/SCS

MAY 2016

Regional Council certifies Final PEIR and ap-
proves conformity determination and 2016-
2040 RTP/SCS

OCTOBER 2015-MARCH 2016

Conduct workshops with Elected Officials and
other appropriate outreach to fulfill State &
Federal outreach requirements

2472 2012.08.27



REPORT AGENDA ITEM NO. 14

DATE: September 6, 2012

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

FROM: Joann Africa, Chief Counsel, (213)236-1928, Africa@scag.ca.gov
Justine Block, Deputy Counsel, (213)236-1920, Block@scag.ca.gov

SUBJECT: Litigation Update -

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL.: W

7

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
For Information Only - No Action Required.

SUMMARY:

1) Cleveland National Forest Foundation et al. v. San Diego Association of Governments et al.
(County of San Diego Superior Court, Case No. 37-2011-00101593-CU-TT-CTL)

In November 2011, the Cleveland National Forest Foundation and Center for Biological Diversity
filed a lawsuit against the San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG), primarily
challenging SANDAG’s approval of its 2050 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable
Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) and certification of its Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR)
for the 2050 RTP/SCS, alleging violations of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). A
separate case against SANDAG was filed at the same time by CREED-21 and the Affordable
Housing Coalition of San Diego County also challenging the 2050 RTP/SCS and FEIR. These two
(2) cases were consolidated by the court for all purposes. Additionally, the court granted petitioners’
request to add Sierra Club as another petitioner, and granted the California Attorney General’s
request to join as an intervenor on behalf of petitioners in this case.

SANDAG has recently requested that SCAG join in an amicus brief to be filed by the California
Association of Councils of Government (CALCOG) by September 10, 2012. The
Executive/Administration Committee, at a special meeting on August 22, 2012, authorized staff to
join in this amicus effort, in support of SANDAG, which will seek to inform the court of various
matters, including that a program environmental impact report is the appropriate environmental
review for an RTP/SCS.

2) Imperial County Air Pollution Control District and California Department of Parks and Recreation
v. U.S. EPA (Ninth Circuit, Case Nos. 10-72729, 10-72709)

In a consolidated case, Petitioners Imperial County Air Pollution Control District (ICAPCD) and the
California Department of Parks and Recreation challenged EPA’s action on July 8, 2010 approving
in part and disapproving in part revisions to the ICAPCD’s portion of the State Implementation Plan
(SIP), known as Regulation VIII fugitive dust rules, for meeting particulate matter (PM;) air quality
standards for areas classified as “serious” nonattainment under the federal Clean Air Act (CAA).

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

>< ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS
Page 148


mailto:Africa@scag.ca.gov
mailto:Block@scag.ca.gov

REPORT AGENDA ITEM NO. 14

3)

4)
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In late July, ICAPCD and the California Parks Department reached a settlement agreement regarding
Imperial’s fugitive dust rules. This agreement includes an expedited schedule for ICAPCD to
propose several revisions to Regulation VIII and for EPA to propose SIP approval. Details are
provided in the attached fact sheet (Attachment 1). On August 21, the Notice of Proposed Settlement
Agreement was published in the Federal Register, and 30-days are provided for public comments
(Attachment 2). Written comments on the proposed settlement agreement must be received by
September 20, 2012.

As aresult of EPA's 2010 disapproval of ICAPCD's original fugitive dust rules, federal highway
restrictions, or sanctions, began on August 9, 2012. This settlement is designed to lead to local
revision and proposed federal approval of Regulation VIII revisions that would stay the highway
funding restrictions in approximately four to six months. Based on the information provided in the
July 24, 2012 letter from Malcolm Dougherty, Director of Caltrans to Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) (Attachment 3), these funding restrictions are not expected to have any
impact on local employment or transportation projects if the funding restrictions last four to six
months as is currently anticipated.

Physicians for Social Responsibility et al. v EPA (Ninth Circuit, Case No 12-70079)

As previously reported, on January 9, 2012 the Physicians for Social Responsibility, Natural
Resources Defense Council, and Communities for a Better Environment (Petitioners) filed a Petition
for Review in the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals, challenging EPA’s final, partial approval of the
state implementation plan (SIP) revisions submitted by California for attaining the 1997 fine
particulate matter (PM, s) national ambient air quality standards in the South Coast Air Basin. The
SIP revisions at issue are contained in AQMD’s 2007 Air Quality Management Plan. A ruling
against EPA in this case has the potential to disrupt EPA’s approval of the PM; s SIP for the South
Coast Air Basin, and in the event of such disapproval highway sanctions on the region are required
to be imposed beginning 18 months after SIP disapproval, unless identified deficiencies have been
corrected.

On February 2, 2012, the SCAG RC authorized staff to file a Joint Motion to Intervene with
SCAQMD in support of EPA. The Court granted the Joint Motion to Intervene filed by SCAG and
SCAQMD on February 8, 2012, and ordered a briefing schedule. Petitioners filed their opening
brief on July 13, 2012. EPA must file its Respondent’s brief by September 28, 2012. SCAG and
SCAQMD must file our Joint Intervenor brief by October 30, 2012. Finally, Petitioners’ deadline to
file a Reply brief is December 7, 2012.

Communities for a Better Environment et al. v. EPA (Ninth Circuit, Case No. 12-71340)

As previously reported, Communities for a Better Environment, California Communities Against
Toxics, Desert Citizens Against Pollution, Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc. and Physicians
for Social Responsibility-Los Angeles joined as Petitioners in a lawsuit against EPA filed on April
30, 2012. Petitioners are challenging EPA’s approval on March 1, 2012 of revisions to the South
Coast Air Quality Management District’s (AQMD) portion of the State Implementation Plan (SIP)
for meeting the 1997 8-hour Ozone air quality standards (8-hour Ozone SIP) for areas classified as
“extreme” nonattainment under the federal CAA.
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The Petition states that the principal issues to be raised in this case are whether EPA’s final
rulemaking action approving the 1997 Ozone SIP violated the CAA and Administrative Procedures
Act. One likely argument to be raised by Petitioners is the lack of enforceable measures in the 8-
hour Ozone SIP, and that EPA should have required the California Air Resources Board (ARB) and
AQMD to adopt additional measures needed to achieve attainment, including additional
Transportation Control Measures (TCMs). The implications of additional TCMs would impact
SCAG.

On May 23, 2012, the SCAG Executive/Administration Committee (EAC) authorized staff to file a
Joint Motion to Intervene with SCAQMD in support of EPA. The court granted our Joint Motion to
Intervene filed on May 30, 2012 and ordered the case to mediation. SCAG counsel and other
representatives for all parties participated in the first confidential mediation conference held on July
20, 2012. A second mediation conference is scheduled for September 11, 2012.

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Fact Sheet, “Clean Air Act Settlement between EPA, California State Parks and Imperial County
Regarding Imperial’s Fugitive Dust Regulations;” dated July 27, 2012
2. Notice of Proposed Settlement Agreement, Federal Register; dated August 21, 2012
3. Letter from Malcolm Dougherty, Director of Caltrans to Federal Highway Administration (FHWA);
dated July 24, 2012

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

>< ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS
Page 150



This Page Intentionally Left Blank



Attachment 1
FACT SHEET
Clean Air Act Settlement between EPA, California State Parks and Imperial County

Regarding Imperial’s Fugitive Dust Regulations
July 27, 2012

Overview

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the California Department of
Parks and Recreation (State Parks), and the Imperial County Air Pollution Control
District (ICAPCD) have reached an agreement regarding Imperial’s air pollution rules
that regulate emissions of inhalable particulate matter.

The public will have multiple opportunities in the next few months to review and
comment on this agreement and the associated rule revisions.

This agreement remedies EPA concerns with ICAPCD’s rules, describes a path to resolve
litigation regarding EPA’s partial disapproval of the rules, and minimizes the impact of
associated Clean Air Act (CAA) sanctions in Imperial County. If sanctions are removed
as anticipated within the next six months, this action will result in no job loss and no
impact on transportation projects.

When finalized, the agreement will lead to technically and economically feasible
enhancements to local air quality regulation to address the serious public health impacts
of inhalable particulate matter (PM) in the air.

Background

Elevated levels of PM ¢ in the air can lead to premature mortality, aggravation of
respiratory and cardiovascular disease, decreased lung function, visibility impairment,
and damage to vegetation and ecosystems. Monitored levels of PM; in Imperial County
occasionally exceed national health-based air pollution standards. As a result, ICAPCD
must adopt and enforce regulations that require significant sources of PM to use best
available control measures (BACM) to minimize PM,( emissions to the environment.

In 2005, as required by the CAA, ICAPCD adopted Rules 800 through 806 (known as
Regulation VIII) to control fugitive dust, and hence PM,, from agriculture, construction,
recreational off-highway vehicle (OHV) activity, unpaved roads and other local sources.

In July 2010, EPA largely approved Regulation VIII, but partially disapproved the
regulation noting several rule improvements to ensure the rules fully complied with the
CAA requirement for BACM. EPA’s action explained that CAA permitting and highway
funding sanctions would be imposed in Imperial County unless the rules were revised.

ICAPCD and State Parks disagreed that rule improvements were needed and challenged

EPA’s action in the United States Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals. On February 17, 2012,
the Ninth Circuit directed the parties to try resolving the dispute through mediation.
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After several months of mediation, the federal, state and local agencies agreed on rule

revisions subject to public review. This agreement is designed to minimize the impact of
CAA sanctions in the County.

Highlights of Settlement

EPA, ICAPCD and State Parks agree on several economically and technically feasible
rule revisions to better demonstrate BACM. Rule revisions include more specific
definitions of agricultural dust management practices, opacity and stabilization
requirements for high traffic agricultural roads, and more detailed requirements for land
managers to control dust from OHV areas.

ICAPCD commits to promptly release these draft rule revisions for public review. If
ICAPCD adopts and submits substantially similar revisions, EPA commits to promptly
propose federal approval and take action to defer associated permitting and federal
highway funding sanctions.

Opportunities for Public Input on the Agreement and/or Rule Revisions

The settlement agreement will be formally announced in the Federal Register (FR) in
about two weeks. The FR notice will summarize the agreement and describe a 30-day
opportunity for public review and comment on the agreement. The FR is published at:
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/browse/collection.action?collectionCode=FR.

If this agreement is finalized after consideration of comments, ICAPCD will announce
another opportunity for public review and comment before revising the rules locally,
possibly in September/October 2012, at: http://www.imperialcounty.net/AirPollution/.

If the revised rules are adopted locally, then EPA will announce in the FR, possibly in
November/December 2012, another opportunity for public review and comment when
EPA publishes its analysis of the proposed rules.

Contacts for Further Information

Andy Steckel, Rules Office Chief, EPA, (415) 947-4115, steckel.andrew(@epa.gov.

Reyes Romero, Deputy Air Pollution Control Officer, ICAPCD, (760) 482-4606,
reyesromero(@co.imperial.ca.us.

Tina Robinson, Ocotillo Wells District Services Manager, California State Parks, (760)
767-1302, trobinson@parks.ca.gov.
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expertise of the nominee; the nominee’s
resume or curriculum vita; sources of
recent grant and/or contract support;
and a biographical sketch of the
nominee indicating current position,
educational background, research
activities, and recent service on other
national advisory committees or
national professional organizations. The
bio-sketches and resume or curriculum
vita of nominees identified by
respondents to this Federal Register
notice, and additional experts identified
by the SAB Staff, will be made available
to the public upon request.

Persons having questions about the
nomination procedures, or who are
unable to submit nominations through
the SAB Web site, should contact Mr.
Edward Hanlon, DFO, as indicated
above in this notice. Nominations
should be submitted in time to arrive no
later than September 11, 2012. EPA
values and welcomes diversity. In an
effort to obtain nominations of diverse
candidates, EPA encourages
nominations of women and men of all
racial and ethnic groups.

The EPA SAB Staff Office will
acknowledge receipt of nominations.
The names and bio-sketches of qualified
nominees identified by respondents to
this Federal Register notice, and
additional experts identified by the SAB
Staff, will be posted in a List of
Candidates on the SAB Web site at
http://www.epa.gov/sab. Public
comments on this List of Candidates
will be accepted for 21 days. The public
will be requested to provide relevant
information or other documentation on
nominees that the SAB Staff Office
should consider in evaluating
candidates.

For the EPA SAB Staff Office a review
panel includes candidates who possess
the necessary domains of knowledge,
the relevant scientific perspectives
(which, among other factors, can be
influenced by work history and
affiliation), and the collective breadth of
experience to adequately address the
charge. In forming this expert panel, the
SAB Staff Office will consider public
comments on the List of Candidates,
information provided by the candidates
themselves, and background
information independently gathered by
the SAB Staff Office. Selection criteria
to be used for panel membership
include: (a) Scientific and/or technical
expertise, knowledge, and experience
(primary factors); (b) availability and
willingness to serve; (c) absence of
financial conflicts of interest; (d)
absence of an appearance of a lack of
impartiality; (e} skills working in
committees, subcommittees and
advisory panels; and, (f) for the panel as

a whole, diversity of expertise and
viewpoints.

The SAB Staff Office’s evaluation of
an absence of financial conflicts of
interest will include a review of the
“Confidential Financial Disclosure
Form for Special Government
Employees Serving on Federal Advisory
Committees at the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency” (EPA Form 3110—
48). This confidential form allows
government officials to determine
whether there is a statutory conflict
between a person’s public
responsibilities (which includes
membership on an EPA federal advisory
committee) and private interests and
activities, or the appearance of a lack of
impartiality, as defined by federal
regulation. The form may be viewed and
downloaded from the following URL
address http://www.epa.gov/sab/pdf/
epaform3110-48.pdf.

The approved policy under which the
EPA SAB Office selects subcommittees
and review panels is described in the
following document: Overview of the
Panel Formation Process at the
Environmental Protection Agency
Science Advisory Board (EPA-SAB-EC~
02010}, which is posted on the SAB
Web site at http://www.epa.gov/sab/pdf/
ec02010.pdf.

Dated: August 10, 2012.

Thomas Brennan,

Deputy Director, EPA Science Advisory Board
Staff Office.

[FR Doc. 2012~20521 Filed 8-20-12; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL 9719-8]

Proposed Settlement Agreement,
Clean Air Act Citizen Suit

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Settlement
Agreement; Request for Public
Comment,

SUMMARY: In accordance with section
113(g) of the Clean Air Act, as amended
(“CAA"), 42 U.S.C. 7413(g), notice is
hereby given of a proposed settlement
agreement to address lawsuits filed by
the Imperial County Air Pollution
Control District and the California
Department of Parks and Recreation
(together, “‘Petitioners”) in the United
States Court of Appeals for the Ninth
Circuit: Imperial County Air Pollution
Control District v. EPA, No. 10-72709
(9th Cir.) and California Department of
Parks and Recreation v. EPA, No. 10~
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72729 (9th Cir.). Petitioners filed
petitions for review challenging EPA’s
final rule, approving in part and
disapproving in part, a state
implementation plan (*“SIP”)
submission made by the California Air
Resources Board on behalf of the
Imperial Valley Air Quality Control
District. The SIP submission at issue
included local pollution control
measures intended to address emissions
of PMi, from sources located within the
Imperial Valley Planning Area referred
to as Imperial County Air Pollution
Control District Rules 800 through 806
(“Regulation VIII”). The proposed
settlement agreement establishes
deadlines for both the Imperial Valley
Air Pollution Control District and EPA
to take specified actions to resolve the
lawsuits.

DATES: Written comments on the
proposed settlement agreements must be
received by September 20, 2012.
ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by Docket ID number EPA—
HQ-0OGC-2012-0644, online at
www.regulations.gov (EPA’s preferred
method); by email to
oel.docket@epa.gov; by mail to EPA
Docket Center, Environmental
Protection Agency, Mailcode: 2822T,
1200 Pennsylvania Ave. NW.,
Washington, DC 20460-0001; or by
hand delivery or courier to EPA Docket
Center, EPA West, Room 3334, 1301
Constitution Ave. NW., Washington,
DC, between 8:30 a.m. and 4:30 p.m.
Monday through Friday, excluding legal
holidays. Comments on a disk or CD-
ROM should be formatted in Word or
ASCII file, avoiding the use of special
characters and any form of encryption,
and may be mailed to the mailing
address above.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Geoffrey L. Wilcox, Air and Radiation
Law Office (2344A), Office of General
Counsel, U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Ave, NW.,
Washington, DC 20460; telephone: (202)
564--5601; fax number (202} 564-5603;
email address: wilcox.geoffrey@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Additional Information About the
Proposed Settlement Agreement

The California Air Resources Board
(“CARB”), on behalf of the Imperial
Valley Air Polluton Control District (the
“District”), made a SIP submission to
EPA containing Regulation VIII as a SIP
revision intended to address emissions
of PM;, from certain sources located
within the Imperial Valley PM,o
nonattainment area. EPA approved this
submission in part, and disapproved it
in part, based upon EPA’s evaluation of
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the submission itself and evaluation of
related claims by the District that
monitor data on certain days should be
treated as “exceptional events” and thus
excluded from regulatory
determinations. 75 FR 39,366 (July 8,
2010). The District and the California
Department of Parks and Recreation
(“Parks”) challenged EPA’s partial
disapproval of the submission and
EPA’s related actions on the claimed
exceptional events. These challenges
were filed in the United States Court of
Appeals for the Ninth Circuit (the
“Court”) in Imperial County Air
Pollution Control District v. EPA, No.
10-72709 (9th Cir.) and California
Department of Parks and Recreation v.
EPA, No. 10-72729 (9th Cir.).

The Court heard oral argument on the
consolidated challenges on February 15,
2012. On February 17, 2012, the Court
issued an Order that referred the case to
mediation and stayed further
proceedings on the case pending such
mediation. Thus, at the suggestion of the
Court, EPA, the District, and Parks
engaged in settlement discussions to
determine whether the legal and factual
disputes at issue in the litigation could
be resolved through a settlement
agreement. This notice describes and
seeks comment on the proposed
settlement agreement that the parties
have negotiated.

The proposed settlement agreement
establishes deadlines for both the
District and EPA to take specified
actions to resolve the litigation. The
objective of the parties in the settlement
agreement is to address the underlying
legal and factual disputes in a way that
will be more effective and efficient to
achieve the overarching goals of meeting
CAA requirements and improving air
quality in the Imperial Valley PM;q
nonattainment area. Thus, both the
District and EPA propose to agree to
take a series of actions by set deadlines
that will result in a resolution of the
legal and substantive concerns with
Regulation VIII that were the basis for
EPA’s partial disapproval. In particular,
the District and EPA propose to agree to
take actions on an expedited schedule
in order to assure that appropriate
revisions to Regulation VIII are in place
in the SIP quickly.

First, the proposed settlement
agreement requires that within ninety
{90) days of execution of the agreement,
the District must revise Regulation VIII
and submit it along with supporting
documentation to the District’s
Governing Board. These revisions must
be substantially the same as those set
forth in Attachment B to the settlement
agreement. Attachment B reflects
revisions intended by the parties to

resolve the legal and substantive
concerns with Regulation VIII that were
the basis for EPA’s partial disapproval.
It is understood that these revisions
must still meet all local, state, and
federal administrative process and
substantive requirements before they are
deemed to meet applicable requirements
and could be incorporated into the SIP
for the Imperial Valley PM
nonattainment area.

Second, the proposed settlement
agreement requires that within fourteen
(14) days of the Governing Board’s
adoption of the revised Regulation VIII
rules, the District must submit the
revised Regulation VIII rules to CARB
for expedited submittal to EPA for
incorporation into the California SIP.

Third, the proposed settlement
agreement requires that within sixty (60)
days of submittal by CARB, EPA must
sign for publication in the Federal
Register a notice of proposed
rulemaking that proposes taking action
on the submission pursuant to CAA
section 110(k), 42 U.S.C. 7410(k). If the
revised Regulation VIII is substantially
the same in substance as set forth in
Attachment B, the notice to be signed by
EPA must propose full approval of the
submission pursuant to CAA sections
110(k) and 189(b)(1)(B), 42 U.S.C.
7410(k), 7513a(b){1)(B).

Fourth, if EPA proposes full approval,
then within the notice of proposed
rulemaking EPA must make a statement
that EPA’s preliminary view is that the
revised Regulation VIII will constitute
“reasonable control” of the sources
covered by Regulation VIII for the
purpose of evaluating whether an
exceedance of the PM;o NAAQS is an
“exceptional event” including
reasonable and appropriate control
measures on significant contributing
anthropogenic sources. This statement
will not extend to exceedances of
NAAQS other than the PM;o NAAQS, or
to events that differ significantly in
terms of meteorology, sources, or
conditions from the events that were at
issue in the litigation,

Fifth, if EPA proposes full approval of
the revised Regulation VIII, EPA must
also sign for publication in the Federal
Register a notice making an interim
final determination to defer imposition
of sanctions pursuant to the
Administrative Procedure Act, 5 U.S.C.
553(d)(1) pending public comments on
the proposed action.

Sixth, within sixty (60) days of the
close of public comment on the
proposed action, EPA must sign for
publication in the Federal Register a
notice of final rulemaking that takes
final action on the submission
containing the revised Regulation VIII
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pursuant to CAA section 110(k), 42
U.S.C. 7410(k). Thereafter, EPA must
promptly deliver the notice of final
rulemaking to the Office of Federal
Register for review and publication.

The proposed settlement agreement
also contains various provisions that
will govern what may happen if either
the District or EPA fails to meet the
terms of the agreement.

For a period of thirty (30) days
following the date of publication of this
notice, EPA will accept written
comments relating to the proposed
settlement agreement from persons who
were not named as parties or
intervenors to the litigation in question.
EPA or the Department of Justice may
withdraw or withhold consent to the
proposed settlement agreement if these
comments disclose facts or
considerations that indicate that such
consent is inappropriate, improper,
inadequate, or inconsistent with the
requirements of the CAA. Unless EPA or
the Department of Justice determines
that consent to this settlement
agreement should be withdrawn, the
terms of the agreement will be affirmed.

II. Additional Information About
Commenting on the Proposed
Settlement Agreement

A. How can I get a copy of the
settlement agreement?

The official public docket for this
action (identified by Docket ID No.
EPA-HQ-0GC-2012-XXXX) contains a
copy of the proposed settlement
agreement. The official public docket is
available for public viewing at the
Office of Environmental Information
{OEI) Docket in the EPA Docket Center,
EPA West, Room 3334, 1301
Constitution Ave. NW., Washington,
DC. The EPA Docket Center Public
Reading Room is open from 8:30 a.m. to
4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday,
excluding legal holidays. The telephone
number for the Public Reading Room is
(202) 566—1744, and the telephone
number for the OEI Docket is (202) 566—
1752,

An electronic version of the public
docket is available through www.
regulations.gov. You may use www.
regulations.gov to submit or view public
comments, access the index listing of
the contents of the official public
docket, and to access those documents
in the public docket that are available
electronically. Once in the system, key
in the appropriate docket identification
number then select “search”.

It is important to note that EPA’s
policy is that public comments, whether
submitted electronically or on paper,
will be made available for public
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viewing online at www.regulations.gov
without change, unless the comment
contains copyrighted material, CBI, or
other information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. Information
claimed as CBI and other information
whose disclosure is restricted by statute
is not included in the official public
docket or in the electronic public
docket. EPA’s policy is that copyrighted
material, including copyrighted material
contained in a public comment, will not
be placed in EPA’s electronic public
docket but will be available only in
printed, paper form in the official public
docket. Although not all docket
materials may be available
electronically, you may still access any
of the publicly available docket
materials through the EPA Docket
Center.

B. How and to whom do I submit
comments?

You may submit comments as
provided in the ADDRESSES section.
Please ensure that your comments are
submitted within the specified comment
period. Comments received after the
close of the comment period will be
marked “late.” EPA is not required to
consider these late comments.

If you submit an electronic comment,
EPA recommends that you include your
name, mailing address, and an email
address or other contact information in
the body of your comment and with any
disk or CD-ROM you submit. This
ensures that you can be identified as the
submitter of the comment and allows
EPA to contact you in case EPA cannot
read your comment due to technical
difficulties or needs further information
on the substance of your comment. Any
identifying or contact information
provided in the body of a comment will
be included as part of the comment that
is placed in the official public docket,
and made available in EPA’s electronic
public docket. If EPA cannot read your
comment due to technical difficulties
and cannot contact you for clarification,
EPA may not be able to consider your
comment.

Use of the www.regulations.gov Web
site to submit comments to EPA
electronically is EPA’s preferred method
for receiving comments. The electronic
public docket system is an “anonymous
access’” system, which means EPA will
not know your identity, email address,
or other contact information unless you
provide it in the body of your comment.
In contrast to EPA’s electronic public
docket, EPA’s electronic mail (email)
system is not an “‘anonymous access’
system. If you send an email comment
directly to the Docket without going
through www.regulations.gov, your

email address is automatically captured
and included as part of the comment
that is placed in the official public
docket, and made available in EPA’s
electronic public docket.

Dated: August 14, 2012.
Lorie J. Schmidt,
Associate General Counsel.
[FR Doc. 2012-20518 Filed 8~20-12; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Change in Bank Control Notices;
Formations of, Acquisitions by, and
Mergers of Bank Holding Companies;
Correction

This notice corrects a notice (FR Doc.
2012-19772) published on page 48156
of the issue for Monday, August 13,
2012,

Under the Federal Reserve Bank of
Minneapolis heading, the entry for
MVC, Petroleum Inc., and William
Coleman, both of Denver, Colorado;
Eugene Nicholas, Cando, North Dakota;
Timothy Dodd and Bradley Fey, both of
Bismarck, North Dakota; Jeffrey Topp,
Grace City, North Dakota; Janet Topp,
Grace City, North Dakota; and Roger
Kenner, Leeds, North Dakota; as a group
acting in concert, is revised to read as
follows:

A. Federal Reserve Bank of
Minneapolis (Jacqueline G. King,
Community Affairs Officer) 90
Hennepin Avenue, Minneapolis,
Minnesota 55480-0291:

1. MVC; Prairie Petroleum Inc., and
William Coleman, both of Denver,
Colorado; Eugene Nicholas, Cando,
North Dakota; Timothy Dodd, Ottertail,
Minnesota; and Bradley Fay, Bismarck,
North Dakota; Jeffrey Topp, Grace City,
North Dakota; Janet Topp, Grace City,
North Dakota; and Roger Kenner, Leeds,
North Dakota; as a group acting in
concert, to collectively acquire voting
shares of BNCCORP, Inc., Bismarck,
North Dakota, and thereby indirectly
acquire voting shares of BNC National
Bank, Glendale, Arizona.

Comments on this application must
be received by August 28, 2012,

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, August 16, 2012,

Margaret McCloskey Shanks,
Associate Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 2012-20453 Filed 8-20-12; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-P
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FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION
[File No. 122 3073]

Brain-Pad, Inc; Analysis of Proposed
Consent Order To Aid Public Comment

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.
ACTION: Proposed consent agreement,

SUMMARY: The consent agreement in this
matter settles alleged violations of
federal law prohibiting unfair or
deceptive acts or practices or unfair
methods of competition. The attached
Analysis to Aid Public Comment
describes both the allegations in the
draft complaint and the terms of the
consent order—embodied in the consent
agreement—that would settle these
allegations.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before September 17, 2012.
ADDRESSES: Interested parties may file a
comment online or on paper, by
following the instructions in the
Request for Comment part of the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section
below. Write “Brain-Pad, File No. 122
3073 on your comment, and file your
comment online at https://
ftepublic.commentworks.com/ftc/
brainpadconsent, by following the
instructions on the Web-based form. If
you prefer to file your comment on
paper, mail or deliver your comment to
the following address: Federal Trade
Commission, Office of the Secretary,
Room H-113 (Annex D), 600
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington,
DC 20580.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Victor DeFrancis (202-326-3495), FTC,
Bureau of Consumer Protection, 600
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington,
DC 20580.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to section 6{f) of the Federal Trade
Commission Act, 38 Stat. 721, 15 U.S.C.
46(f}, and § 2.34 of the Commission
Rules of Practice, 16 CFR 2.34, notice is
hereby given that the above-captioned
consent agreement containing a consent
order to cease and desist, having been
filed with and accepted, subject to final
approval, by the Commission, has been
placed on the public record for a period
of thirty (30) days. The following
Analysis to Aid Public Comment
describes the terms of the consent
agreement, and the allegations in the
complaint. An electronic copy of the
full text of the consent agreement
package can be obtained from the FTC
Home Page (for August 16, 2012), on the
World Wide Web, at http://www.fic.gov/
os/actions.shtm. A paper copy can be
obtained from the FTC Public Reference
Room, Room 130-H, 600 Pennsylvania
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Attachment 3

STATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN Ir., Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR

P.0. BOX 942873, MS-49

SACRAMENTO, CA 94273-0001

PHONE (916) 654-5266 Flex your pmver!
FAX (916) 654-6608 Be energy efficient!
TTY 711

www.dot.ca.gov

July 24, 2012

Mr. Vincent Mammano

Division Administrator

Federal Highways Administration
California Division

650 Capitol Mall, Suite 4-100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Mammano:

As requested by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) during the interagency
consultation on July 6, 2012, the Final Project List of Imperial County Federal Transportation
Improvement Program 2011 projects is enclosed.

The highway sanction under the Federal Clean Air Act (CAA) will begin on August 9, 2012, in
the particulate matter (PM10) nonattainment portion of Imperial County. The sanction results
from partial U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) disapproval of a fugitive dust rule that
was required for compliance with PM10 provisions of the State Implementation Plan and the
CAA. Under CAA and U.S. EPA regulations, the mandatory highway sanction applies two years
after the effective date of the disapproval action if the deficiencies identified by EPA are not
fixed and approved by EPA during that time. Application of the sanction is almost certain
because the Imperial County Air Pollution Control District disputed EPA’s action regarding the
rule, so revisions to meet EPA’s requirements cannot be completed in time to avoid imposition
of the sanction. Imperial County’s litigation over EPA’s action is currently in the settlement
process.

As indicated on the enclosed Final Project List, there are three categories of projects:
1) Projects Potentially Impacted by a Sanction (orange highlighted)
2) Projects are Currently Undergoing the Obligation Process (green highlighted)
3) All Other Projects Will Not be Impacted by Sanction (non-highlighted)

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) requests that FHWA confirm the
exemption status of those designated Safety Exemption projects. In addition, Caltrans requests

that FHWA confirm that obligated projects may continue work in the current obligated phase.

Caltrans is working to obligate the listed projects that are highlighted in green or orange before
the August 9, 2012 deadline. The three projects shown in orange are most affected by the

“Caltrans improves mobility across California™
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Mr. Vincent Mammano
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application of the Imperial County highway funding sanction, and may not be obligated by the
deadline.

Caltrans appreciates the ongoing assistance of FHWA in the guidance and potential impacts of
project status for Imperial County highway projects.

If you have any questions or require further information, please contact Bill Figge, Caltrans
Planning Deputy District Director for our District 11 office in San Diego, at (619) 688-6681, or
bill_figge@dot.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

g

fa/ MALCOLM DOUGHERTY
Director

Enclosure

c¢: Jermaine R. Hannon, Director PAQEC, FHWA, California Division
Mark Baza, Executive Director, Imperial County Transportation Commission,
Hasan Ikrata, Executive Director, Southern California Association of Governments
Stew Sonnenberg, FHWA, California Division '
Karina O’Connor, U.S. EPA, Region 9
Wienke Tax, U.S EPA, Region 9
Kome Ajise, Acting Deputy Director, Planning and Model Programs, California Department
of Transportation
Laurie Berman, District Director, District 11, California Department of Transportation
Bill Figge, Deputy District Director, District 11, California Department of Transportation

“Caltrans improves mobility across California™
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REPORT AGENDA ITEM NO. 15

DATE: September 6, 2012
TO: Executive/Administration Committee (EAC)
Regional Council (RC)
FROM: Basil Panas, Acting Chief Financial Officer, (213) 236-1817, panas@scag.ca.gov

SUBJECT: CFO Monthly Report W
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL.:

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

For Information Only-No Action Required.

STRATEGIC PLAN:
This item supports SCAG’s Strategic Plan, Goal 3: Enhance the Agency’s Long Term Financial
Stability and Fiscal Management.

RISK MANAGEMENT

At the Annual General Meeting of the California Joint Powers Insurance Authority (Authority) on July
18, 2012, staff learned that the efforts of the Authority and its members to reduce risk exposures are
beginning to show positive results. The claims experience has begun to improve for general liability
while the workers’ compensation has bottomed out. There have been fewer large claims, verdicts and
settlements. The JPIA credits its Loss Control Action Plan (LossCAP), in which SCAG is participating,
with the turnaround. SCAG will implement its remaining LossCAP action items by December 31, 2012.

INDIRECT COST ALLOCATION PLAN
Caltrans approved an indirect cost allocation rate for SCAG of 97.64% for FY13. SCAG will use this
rate to bill its grants for indirect costs.

BUDGET & GRANTS (B&G)

B&G staff, in collaboration with the Planning Departments, prepared and submitted the FY 2010/11 4th
Quarter Progress report to Caltrans by the July 30, 2012 deadline. In addition, B&G has begun to gather
all year-end, FY 2011/12 products for submittal to Caltrans.

B&G staff completed preparation of Amendment 1 to the FY 12/13 OWP and submitted it to Caltrans
on August 20, 2012. Amendment 1 was an administrative amendment to add FY 2012/13 carryover

projects and specialized grant-funded projects.

B&G staff received notification from Caltrans on the award of six (6) Federal Transportation Planning
(5304) Grants for FY 2012/13 amounting to a total of $627,654 for the SCAG region.

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA Page 158
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REPORT AGENDA ITEM NO. 15

CONTRACTS:

During the month of July 2012, the Contracts Department issued three (3) Requests for Proposals
(RFP’s); awarded three (3) contracts; issued four (4) contract amendments; and issued 116 Purchase
Orders to support ongoing business and enterprise operations. Staff also administered 88 consultant
contracts, as well as five (5) Continuing Cooperative Agreements.

Contracts staff continued to negotiate better pricing and reduced costs for services. During the month of
July 2012, staff realized approximately $1,117 in budget savings. It should be noted that during fiscal
year 2012, Contract staff realized approximately $1,213,779 in cumulative budget savings.

ATTACHMENT:
July 2012 CFO Monthly Status Report

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA Page 159
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w. A SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
| ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS

OVERVIEW

As of August 6, 2012, there are 130 paid
members and 54 memberships pending.
There are 7 cities in the SCAG region who
are still being recruited for membership.

SUMMARY
FY12 Membership Dues $ 1,820,868.00

Total Coliected $ 1,325,603.00

Percentage Collected 72.80%

FY13 Membership
Dues Collected
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Office of the CFO
Interest Earnings Variance

\&4 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
;”f R ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS
INTEREST EARNINGS VARIANCE
$70
$60
— TARGET
. Y13 ACTUAL
$50 = ~ FY13 FORECAST
-~
28
- 2
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s 8
2
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£
$30
$20
$10
$_ Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun
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st FY13 ACTUAL $4.0
ety v FY13 FORECAST | $4.0 $9.1 $14.2 $19.3 $244 $29.5 $34.5 $39.6 $44.7 $49.8 $54.9 $60.0

Actual interest income is plotted against the target amount. The amount earned through July was
estimated to be $4,000 The LA County Pool earned 0.86% in June

The amount projected for FY13 is $60,000 which is the same as the target.
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Office of the CFO

Invoice Aging
N @ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
-.b ”“;’i ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS OVERVIEW
\
’ INVOICE AGING I The percent of total invoices
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] | within 30 days. This goal was
’ i met.
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Office of the CFO
Fiscal Year-To-Date Expenditure Report Through July 31, 2012

i
COMPREHENSIVE BUDGET
7%
I;i‘;[;;d A;:z;:d Expenditures| Commitments B‘:“:E: : ]iudget

1 Staff & Fringe Benefits 412,794 412,794 40,996 371,799 9.9%
2 51001  Indirect Costs 405,201 405,201 38,101 367,100 9.4%
3 54300  SCAG Consultants 336,000 336,000 - 148,121 187,879 0.0%
4 54340  Legal costs 100,000 100,000 - 10,203 89,798 0.0%
5 54350 Professional Services 15,000 15,000 - 15,000 0.0%
6 54400  Subregional Delegation - - - 0

7 55441 Payroll, bank fees 7,500 7,500 - 7,500 0.0%
8 55460  Materials & Equpment < $5K - 1,155 1,155 01 100.0%
9 35600  SCAG Memberships 93,000 93,000 3,000 90,000 3.2%
10 55620  Res/Materials Subscriptions 3,330 3,330 - 3,330 0.0%
11 55730  Capital Outlay 665,382 665,382 - 665,382 0.0%
12 35830  Conference - Registration - - - 0

13 55916 RC/Committee Meetings 8,237 8,237 - 8,237 0.0%
14 55914 RC General Assembly 330,000 330,000 5,000 325,000 1.5%
15 55920  Other Meeting Expense 51,400 51,400 441 50,959 0.9%
16 55930  Miscellaneous other 206,140 204,985 30 204,955 0.0%
17 53940  Stipend - RC Meetings 175,000 175,000 10,440 164,560 6.0%
18 55972  Rapid Pay Fees 975 975 - 975 0.0%
19 56100  Printing 6,000 6,000 - 6,000 0.0%
20 58100  Travel - outside SCAG region 25,000 25,000 317 24,683 1.3%
21 58101  Travel - local 17,100 17,100 1,690 15,410 9.9%
22 58110 Mileage - local 15,000 15,0600 79 14,921 0.5%
23 58150  Staff Lodging Expense 3,400 3,400 15 3,385 0.4%
24 58800  RC Sponsorships 69,650 69,650 1,600 68,050 2.3%
25 Total General Fund 2,946,109 2,946,109 102,864 158,323 2,684,922 3.5%
26 .
27 Staff & Fringe Benefits 12,566,821 12,566,821 741,274 11,825,547 5.9%
28 51001  Indirect Costs 12,335,615 12,335,615 688,940 11,646,675 5.6%
29 54300  SCAG Consultants 14,634,378 14,634,378 - 7,761,788 6,872,590 0.0%
30 54330 Subregional Consultants - - - - 0
31 54350 Professional Services 550,000 550,000 - 77,034 472,966 0.0%
32 55210 Software Support 90,000 90,000 31.049 1,310 57,640 34.5%
33 55220 Hardware Support 100.000 100,000 - 26,040 73,960 0.0%
34 55280  Third Party Contribution 2,834,820 2,834,820 - 2,834,820 0.0%
35 55620  Resource Materials - subscrib 450,000 450,000 - 280 449,720 0.0%
36 55810  Public Notices 8,000 8,000 - 1,127 6,873 0.0%
37 35830 Conference - Registration 13,000 13,000 - 13,000 0.0%
38 55920 Other Meeting Expense 20,000 20,000 - 40 19,960 0.0%
39 55930  Miscellaneous - other - - - - 0
40 55956  Temporary Help - - - - 0
41 56100  Printing 18,500 18,500 - 0 18,500 0.0%
42 58100  Travel 110,350 110,350 798 109,552 0.7%
43 58110  Mileage - - - 0
44 Total OWP 43,731,484 43,731,484 1,462,061 7,867,620 34,401,803 3.3%
45
46 Comprehensive Budget 46,677,593 46,677,593 1,564,925 8,025,943 37,086,725 3.4%
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Office of the CFO
Fiscal Year-To-Date Expenditure Report Through July 31, 2012

A SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
% ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS

INDIRECT COSTS
Yo
Adopted Budget
Budget Amended Budget| Expenditures | Commitments| Budget Balance| Spent

I 50010 Regular Staff 4277611 | 4,277,481 275,647 4.00].834 6.4%
2 50013  Regular OT - - - 0

3 50014 Interns. Temps, Annuit - 130 130 0 100.0%
4 51000 Allocated Fringe Benefits 2,924,747 2924747 179,303 2.745.444 6.1%
5 54300  SCAG Consultants 351.671 351,671 - 89.985 261.686 0.0%
6 54340  Legal 275.000 275,000 - 50.521 224,479 0.0%
7 54350  Prof Sves 766,338 766,338 63,464 529,829 173,045 8.3%
8 55210  Software Support 419,603 419.603 100.536 68,783 250,284 24.0%
9 55220  Hardware Supp 129.030 129,030 37.935 48,199 42,897 29.4%
10 55240 Repair & Maint Non-IT 19,684 19.684 1.182 18.502 0 6.0%
11 55400  Office Rent 818 Offices 1.536,000 1.536,000 124,624 1.411,376 0 8.1%
12 55410  Office Rent Satellite 222.000 222.000 16,264 178.615 27.121 7.3%
13 55420  Equip Leases 115,000 115,000 5,791 74,003 35,206 5.0%
14 55430  Equip Repairs & Maint 45,244 45,244 1.294 2.242 41,708 2.9%
15 55440  Insurance 175,299 175,299 15.493 159,806 8.8%
16 55441  Payroll / Bank Fees 15,000 15.000 - 15.000 0.0%
17 55460  Mater & Equip < $5,000 180.000 180,000 70 10,014 169916 0.0%
18 55510  Office Supplies 141.200 141,200 147 89.534 51,520 0.1%
19 55520 Graphic Supplies 50.000 50.000 - 723 49.277 0.0%
20 55530  Telephone 165,500 165,500 13,689 151.810 0 8.3%
21 55540  Postage 20,000 20,000 - 20,000 0.0%
22 55550 Delivery Services £.900 8.900 SI8 8.382 0 5.8%
23 55600  Scag Memberships 60.000 60,000 - 60,000 0.0%
24 55610 Prof Memberships 7.610 7.610 180 525 6.905 2.4%
25 55620  Res Mats/Subscrip 57.855 57.855 - 3.397 54,458 0.0%
26 55700  Deprec - Furn & Fixi 45.137 45137 - 45.137 0.0%
27 55710 Deprec - Computer Equipment 77.723 77,723 B 77.723 0.0%
28 55720 Amortiz - Leasehold Improvement 7.402 7.402 - - 7.402 0.0%
29 55800  Recruitment Notices 7,000 7,000 - 1.818 5,182 0.0%
30 55801  Recruitment - other 30,000 30.000 - 18,275 11,725 0.0%
31 55810  Public Notices 5.000 5,000 - 5.000 0.0%
32 55820  Training 160,000 160.000 13.874 91.693 54,433 8.7%
33 55830  Conference/workshops 29,850 29.850 339 45 29.466 1 1%
34 55920  Other Mig Exp 51.200 51.200 4,000 4,000 43.200 7.8%
35 55930 Miscellaneous - other 13,526 13.526 5.399 8.127 0 39.9%
36 55950 Temp Help 58.500 58.500 119 58,381 4] 0.2%
37 56100  Printing 91,500 91,500 - 2.000 §9.500 0.0%
38 58100  Travel - Outside 102,614 102.614 - 102,614 0.0%
39 58101 Travel - Local 9,186 9,186 67 9,119 0.7%
40 58110 Mileage - Local 38,404 38,404 280 38,124 0.7%
41 58150  Staff lodging Expense 5334 5334 - 5.334 0.0%
42 58200  Travel - registration 3.000 3.000 - 3.000 0.0%
43 58400  Travel - Car Rentals - - - 0
44 58450  Fleet Vehicle 8.200 8.200 44 8.156 0 0.5%
45 Total Indirect Cost 12,706,868 12,706,868 860,388 2,928,933 8,917,547 6.8%
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Office of the CFO
Indirect Cost Recovery

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS

FY13 INDIRECT COST & RECOVERY
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OVERVIEW

A comparison of Indirect Cost (IC), incurred by SCAG vs. IC recovered from SCAG's grants.

SUMMARY

Through July 2012, SCAG was under-recovered by $133,347 because less labor was charged to SCAG's
grants than planned. This will change when vacation season ends.
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Office of the CFO
Staffing Report as of July 2, 2012
k‘ SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
s & ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS

Authorized Filled Vacant
GROUPS Positions Positions Positions
Executive 6 5 1
Legal 3 2 1
Strategy, Policy & Public |
Affairs 23 19 3
Administration 47 34 2
Planning & Programs 67 63 4
Total 146 123 11
OTHER POSITIONS
GROUPS lelte.d. Term Tf.:n.lp Agency
Positions Positions Temps
Executive 1 0 0
Legal 0 0 0
Strategy, Policy & Public
Affairs 0 1 0
Administration 3 0 0
Planning & Programs 4
Total 0
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