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Thursday, May 3, 2012 
1:00 p.m. – 2:00 p.m. 
 
SCAG Main Office 
818 W. 7th Street, 12th Floor 
Board Room 
Los Angeles, CA  90017 
(213) 236-1800 
 
If members of the public wish to review the attachments or have any 
questions on any of the agenda items, please contact Deby Salcido at 
(213) 236-1993 or via email salcido@scag.ca.gov 
 
Agendas & Minutes for the Transportation Committee are also available 
at: www.scag.ca.gov/committees/tc.htm 
 
SCAG, in accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), will 
accommodate persons who require a modification of accommodation in 
order to participate in this meeting.  SCAG is also committed to helping 
people with limited proficiency in the English language access the 
agency’s essential public information and services.  You can request such 
assistance by calling (213) 236-1993.  We require at least 72 hours (three 
days) notice to provide reasonable accommodations.  We prefer more 
notice if possible.  We will make every effort to arrange for assistance as 
soon as possible.  
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TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
AGENDA 
MAY 3, 2012 

 
The Transportation Committee 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. Keith Millhouse, Chair) 
  
PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD – Members of the public desiring to speak on items on the agenda, 
or items not on the agenda, but within the purview of the Committee, must fill out and present a 
speaker’s card to the Assistant prior to speaking.  Comments will be limited to three (3) minutes.  
The Chair may limit the total time for all comments to twenty (20) minutes. 
 
REVIEW AND PRIORITIZE AGENDA ITEMS  
 
CONSENT CALENDAR  Time Page 
    
Approval Item    
    
1. Minutes of the March 1, 2012 Meeting Attachment  1 

    
2. Minutes of the March 21, 2012 Special Joint Meeting Attachment  7 

     
INFORMATION ITEMS    
    
3. Status Report on Pacific Electric Right-of-Way/Santa Branch 

Corridor Alternatives Analysis 
(Philip Law, SCAG Staff) 

Attachment 10 mins. 11 

    
4. Update Regarding Recent Passenger Rail Developments 

(Steve Fox, SCAG Staff) 
Attachment 20 mins. 23 

     
5. Green Rail Intelligent Development (GRID) Regional 

Transportation Solution 
(Mike Jones, SCAG Staff) 

Attachment 15 mins. 33 

     
6. Freight Shuttle System 

(Mike Jones, SCAG Staff) 
Attachment 15 mins. 43 

    
CHAIR’S REPORT    
(Hon. Keith Millhouse, Chair)    
    
STAFF REPORT    
(Jonathan Nadler, SCAG Staff)    
    
    



 

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
AGENDA 
MAY 3, 2012 

 
    
    
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS    
Any Committee member or staff desiring to place items on a future agenda may make such a 
request. 
    
ANNOUNCEMENTS    
    
ADJOURNMENT    
 
The next meeting of the Transportation Committee will be held on Wednesday, June 7, 2012 at the 
SCAG Los Angeles Office. 
 
 
 



Transportation Committee 
of the 

Southern California Association of Governments 
 

March 1, 2012 
 

Minutes 
THE FOLLOWING MINUTES ARE A SUMMARY OF ACTIONS TAKEN BY THE 
TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE.  A DIGITAL RECORDING OF THE ACTUAL 
MEETING IS AVAILABLE FOR LISTENING IN SCAG’S OFFICE. 
 
The Transportation Committee (TC) held its meeting at SCAG’s office in downtown Los Angeles. 
The meeting was called to order by Vice-Chair Hon. Keith Millhouse, City of Moorpark. There 
was a quorum. 
    

Members Present: 

Hon. Jerry Amante, Tustin    OCTA   
Hon. Bruce Barrows, Cerritos   District 23 
Hon. Glen Becerra, Simi Valley   District 46 
Hon. Russell Betts, Desert Hot Springs  CVAG 
Hon. Stan Carroll, La Habra Heights  District 31 
Hon. Mary Craton, Canyon Lake   RCTC 
Hon. Gene Daniels, Paramount   District 24 
Hon. Judy Dunlap, Inglewood   District 28 
Hon. Paul Eaton, Montclair   District 9 
Hon. Mario Guerra, Downey   GCCOG  
Hon. Frank Gurulé, Cudahy   District 27 
Hon. Bert Hack, Laguna Woods   OCCOG  
Hon. Carol Herrera, Diamond Bar   District 37 
Hon. Jim Hyatt, Calimesa    District 3 
Hon. Michele Martinez, Santa Ana  District 16 
Hon. Ryan McEachron, Victorville  SANBAG  
Hon. Marsha McLean, Santa Clarita  District 67 
Hon. Barbara Messina, Alhambra   District 34 
Hon. Keith Millhouse, Moorpark (Vice-Chair) VCTC  
Hon. Leroy Mills, Cypress    District 18 
Hon. Shawn Nelson     Orange County 
Hon. Pam O’Connor, Santa Monica  District 41 
Hon. Gary Ovitt     San Bernardino County  
Hon. Greg Pettis, Cathedral City   District 2 
Hon. Frank Quintero, Glendale   District 42 
Hon. Sharon Quirk-Silva, Fullerton  District 21 
Hon. Ron Roberts, Temecula   District 5 
Hon. David Spence, La Cañada-Flintridge Arroyo Verdugo Cities 
Hon. Karen Spiegel, Corona   WRCOG 
Hon. Tim Spohn, City of Industry   SGVCOG  
Hon. Jeff Stone     Riverside County    
Hon. Jess Talamantes, Burbank   SFVCOG 
Hon. Don Voss, City of La Cañada-Flintridge District 36 
Hon. Alan Wapner, City of Ontario  SANBAG 
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Members Not Present: 

Hon. Mike Antonovich    Los Angeles County  
Hon. Jeff Cooper, Culver City   WCCOG 
Hon. Steve Diels, Redondo Beach   SBCCOG  
Hon. Glenn Duncan, Chino   District 10 
Hon. James Gazeley, Lomita   District 39 
Hon. Paul Glaab, Laguna Niguel (Chair)  District 12 
Hon. Thomas Glancy, Thousand Oaks  VCOG 
Hon. Matthew Harper, Huntington Beach  District 64 
Hon. Jose Huizar, Los Angeles   District 61 
Hon. Ryan Kelley, Brawley   ICTC 
Hon. Trish Kelley, Mission Viejo   OCCOG 
Hon. Steven Ly, Rosemead   SGVCOG  
Hon. Brian McDonald    Chemehuevi Indian Tribe  
Hon. Brett Murdock, Brea    District 22 
Hon. Steven Neal, Long Beach   District 29 
Hon. Bernard C. Parks, Los Angeles  District 55 
Hon. Don Robinson, Banning   WRCOG 
Hon. Mark Rutherford, Westlake Village  LVMCOG  
Hon. Damon Sandoval    Morongo Band of Mission Indians 
 

 
Voting Members, Non-Elected Officials: 

McCarthy, James (Not Present)   Caltrans – District 7 
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CALL TO ORDER & PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

Hon. Keith Millhouse, Vice-Chair, called the meeting to order at 10:05 a.m.  Hon. Ron Roberts, 
City of Temecula, led the Committee in the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD 

There were no public comments. 
 

REVIEW AND PRIORITIZE AGENDA ITEMS 

There was no reprioritization of the agenda. 
 
CONSENT CALENDAR 

Approval Item 

1. Minutes of February 2, 2012 Meeting  

A MOTION was made (Voss) to approve the Consent Calendar. The MOTION was SECONDED 
(Messina) and UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED. Motion passed. 
 
Receive and File 

2. Imperial County Highway Sanctions Update 
 
ACTION ITEMS 

3. High Desert Corridor Partnership Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) 

Ryan Kuo, SCAG staff, provided a brief overview on the High Desert Corridor 
Partnership’s Memorandum of Understanding (MOU). Mr. Kuo stated that there has 
been significant progress made by many stakeholders and agencies across the region to 
advance the high desert corridor project between the high desert areas of Los Angeles 
and San Bernardino Counties. This effort is underway with the draft Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) / Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and is expected to be 
completed later this year. Mr. Kuo explained that the MOU is merely a formalization of 
the ongoing partnership by the various cities and agencies along the corridor. SCAG is 
not committing any funding and is only providing support.  

 
A MOTION was made (Hack) to recommend to the Regional Council that SCAG’s Executive 
Director be given authorization to sign the High Desert Corridor Partnership Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU). The MOTION was SECONDED (Messina) and UNANIMOUSLY 
APPROVED. Motion passed. 

 
INFORMATION ITEMS 

4. Draft 2012 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy 
(RTP/SCS) Summary of Comments Received 
Item was deferred to the Joint Policy Committee meeting.  
 

5. Update on the State Route 241 (SR-241) Extension Project 
Due to time constraints, this item was postponed to a future meeting.  
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REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN (RTP) SUBCOMMITTEE REPORT 

6. Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Subcommittee Report 
Due to time constraints, this item was postponed to the March 21st meeting.  
   

HIGH-SPEED RAIL (HSR) SUBCOMMITTEE REPORT 

7. High-Speed Rail (HSR) Update 
Mr. Hasan Ikhrata, SCAG’s Executive Director, provided a status update on the 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the California High-Speed Rail Authority 
(CHSRA).  Mr. Ikhrata reported that the majority of the signatories have signed the 
MOU with the exception of the Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA). 
OCTA deferred the item to be further discussed at its March 13, 2012 board meeting. 
Mr. Ikhrata opened the floor for additional comments from the OCTA representatives. 
 
Hon. Shawn Nelson, Orange County, explained that the language within CHSRA’s 
Business Plan specifically states that the signing agency will agree to defend its 
Business Plan. Hon. Nelson added that signing the MOU will compromise OCTA’s 
position on the Business Plan by forcing them to support a plan that has been deemed 
as flawed by the independent agencies that reviewed it. Additionally, comments have 
been made that if the MOU is altered to remove this language, it would need to be 
recirculated to all of the signing agencies and there doesn’t seem to be a desire for this 
to happen. 
 
Mr. Ikhrata reminded members that at the February 21, 2012 Joint Policy Committee 
meeting, several Regional Council (RC) members requested that language revisions be 
made to the MOU which would then require that the MOU be recirculated to the 
various boards. Mr. Ikhrata noted that recirculating the MOU would set a precedent for 
additional revisions to be made by the remaining boards.  
 
Hon. Bert Hack, City of Laguna Woods, questioned the legalities of the MOU and how 
binding it would be upon the signatories. Mr. Ikhrata explained that every party had the 
right to withdraw from the MOU. Hon. Millhouse added that the MOU is a legally 
binding document and suggested that the discussion be deferred to SCAG’s legal 
counsel. 
 
Hon. Jerry Amante, City of Tustin, stated that there is language specifically within the 
MOU which requires OCTA to agree under all circumstances to advocate for, support 
and defend CHSRA in exchange for the blended approach. Hon. Amante added that he 
understands that modifying the language in the MOU can be cumbersome; however, the 
OCTA board has suggested other vehicles be used such as a resolution or the like.  
Hon. Nelson clarified that supporting High-Speed Rail (HSR) is not an issue rather the 
issue is the language within the MOU that calls for complete support of the Business 
Plan.   
 
Hon. Alan Wapner, SANBAG stated that the action that was taken was to include the 
California High- Speed Rail Phase I (CHSR) in the Constrained Plan contingent upon 
an MOU being executed between CHSRA and the various agencies. Hon. Wapner 
asked if the MOU can still go forward and be included in the Constrained Plan. Mr. 
Ikhrata responded that the overarching goal of the MOU was to ensure that the agencies 
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received funding for their current systems. Unfortunately, the MOU will move forward 
without the final signature but Mr. Ikhrata stated that he remains hopeful that OCTA 
will be the final signatory to the MOU.  
 
Discussion ensued regarding OCTA’s position on the MOU and the suggested 
revisions. Ms. Joann Africa, SCAG’s Chief Legal Counsel, clarified that the MOU is a 
legal agreement and any party to the agreement is allowed to withdraw or terminate 
from the agreement. The concerns regarding the language can also be amended as with 
any agreement.  
 

CHAIR’S REPORT 

Due to time constraints, no Chair’s Report was provided. 
 
STAFF REPORT 

Due to time constraints, no Staff Report was provided. 
 
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 

Due to time constraints, no Future Agenda Items were provided. 
 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 

Due to time constraints, no Announcements were made. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 

The meeting adjourned at 10:30 am. The next meeting of the Transportation Committee will be 
held on Wednesday, March 21, 2012 at the SCAG Los Angeles office. 
 
 
 
 
      Jonathan Nadler, Manager 
      Transportation Modeling, Air Quality and Conformity 
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Special Meeting of the 
Transportation Committee 

with the  
Southern California Association of Governments 

 

March 21, 2012 
 

Minutes 
THE FOLLOWING MINUTES ARE A SUMMARY OF ACTIONS TAKEN BY THE 
TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE.  A DIGITAL RECORDING OF THE ACTUAL 
MEETING IS AVAILABLE FOR LISTENING IN SCAG’S OFFICE. 
 
The Transportation Committee (TC) held its meeting at SCAG’s office in downtown Los Angeles. 
The meeting was called to order by Chair, Hon. Paul Glaab, City of Laguna Niguel. There was a 
quorum. 
    

Members Present: 

Hon. Bruce Barrows, Cerritos   District 23 
Hon. Stan Carroll, La Habra Heights  District 31 
Hon. Mary Craton, Canyon Lake   RCTC 
Hon. Gene Daniels, Paramount   District 24 
Hon. Steve Diels, Redondo Beach   SBCCOG  
Hon. James Gazeley, Lomita   District 39 
Hon. Paul Glaab, Laguna Niguel (Chair)  District 12 
Hon. Frank Gurulé, Cudahy   District 27 
Hon. Bert Hack, Laguna Woods   OCCOG  
Hon. Matthew Harper, Huntington Beach  District 64 
Hon. Carol Herrera, Diamond Bar   District 37 
Hon. Jim Hyatt, Calimesa    District 3 
Hon. Trish Kelley, Mission Viejo   OCCOG 
Hon. Michele Martinez, Santa Ana  District 16 
Hon. Marsha McLean, Santa Clarita  District 67 
Hon. Barbara Messina, Alhambra   District 34 
Hon. Keith Millhouse, Moorpark (Vice-Chair) VCTC  
Hon. Leroy Mills, Cypress    District 18 
Hon. Shawn Nelson     Orange County 
Hon. Pam O’Connor, Santa Monica  District 41 
Hon. Gary Ovitt     San Bernardino County  
Hon. Greg Pettis, Cathedral City   District 2 
Hon. Ron Roberts, Temecula   District 5 
Hon. David Spence, La Cañada-Flintridge Arroyo Verdugo Cities 
Hon. Karen Spiegel, Corona   WRCOG 
Hon. Tim Spohn, City of Industry   SGVCOG    
Hon. Jess Talamantes, Burbank   SFVCOG 
Hon. Don Voss, City of La Cañada-Flintridge District 36 
Hon. Alan Wapner, City of Ontario  SANBAG 
 
 

AGENDA ITEM NO. 2 
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Members Not Present: 

Hon. Jerry Amante, Tustin    OCTA  
Hon. Mike Antonovich    Los Angeles County  
Hon. Glen Becerra, Simi Valley   District 46 
Hon. Russell Betts, Desert Hot Springs  CVAG 
Hon. Jeff Cooper, Culver City   WCCOG 
Hon. Glenn Duncan, Chino   District 10 
Hon. Judy Dunlap, Inglewood   District 28 
Hon. Paul Eaton, Montclair   District 9 
Hon. Thomas Glancy, Thousand Oaks  VCOG 
Hon. Mario Guerra, Downey   GCCOG  
Hon. Jose Huizar, Los Angeles   District 61 
Hon. Ryan Kelley, Brawley   ICTC 
Hon. James Ledford, Palmdale   North LA County 
Hon. Steven Ly, Rosemead   SGVCOG  
Hon. Brian McDonald    Chemehuevi Indian Tribe  
Hon. Ryan McEachron, Victorville  SANBAG  
Hon. Brett Murdock, Brea    District 22 
Hon. Steven Neal, Long Beach   District 29 
Hon. Bernard C. Parks, Los Angeles  District 55 
Hon. Frank Quintero, Glendale   District 42 
Hon. Sharon Quirk-Silva, Fullerton  District 21 
Hon. Don Robinson, Banning   WRCOG 
Hon. Mark Rutherford, Westlake Village  LVMCOG  
Hon. Damon Sandoval    Morongo Band of Mission Indians 
Hon. Jeff Stone     Riverside County  
 

 
Voting Members, Non-Elected Officials: 

Garth Hopkins (Not Present)   Caltrans – District 7 
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CALL TO ORDER & PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

Hon. Paul Glaab, Chair, called the meeting to order at 11:30 a.m.  Hon. Ron Roberts, City of 
Temecula, led the Committee in the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD 

There were no public comments. 
 

ELECTION OF CHAIR AND VICE-CHAIR  

Justine Block, SCAG Legal Counsel, announced that nominations for the positions of Chair and 
Vice-Chair will be taken from the floor followed with a roll call vote. 
 
Hon. Michele Martinez, City of Santa Ana, nominated Hon. Alan Wapner, City of Ontario for the 
position of Vice-Chair. Hon. Barbara Messina, City of Alhambra, seconded the motion. Motion 
passed. 
  
Hon. Marsha McLean, City of Santa Clarita, nominated Hon. Bruce Barrows, City of Cerritos, to 
serve as Vice-Chair. Hon. Barrows declined the nomination given that his term will expire and 
prevent him from serving as Vice-Chair for the entire year. 
 
Hon. Alan Wapner, City of Ontario, nominated Hon. Keith Millhouse, City of Moorpark, for the 
position of Chair.  Hon. Barbara Messina, City of Alhambra, seconded the motion. Motion passed. 
 
There being no further nominations a roll call vote was taken. A MOTION was made (Voss) to 
approve the nomination of Hon. Keith Millhouse for Chair and Hon. Alan Wapner for Vice-Chair. 
A roll call vote was taken. There were 27 AYES and 0 NOES. Motion passed UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 

The Transportation Committee meeting adjourned at 11:40am.  
 
 
 
 
      Jonathan Nadler, Manager 
      Transportation Modeling, Air Quality and Conformity 
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DATE: May 3, 2012 

TO: Transportation Committee (TC) 

FROM: Philip Law, Corridors Program Manager, 213-236-1841, law@scag.ca.gov 

SUBJECT: Status Report on Pacific Electric Right-of-Way/West Santa Ana Branch Corridor 
Alternatives Analysis 

 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL:         
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
For Information Only – No Action Required. 
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
Staff is nearing completion on the Pacific Electric Right-of-Way (PE ROW)/West Santa Ana Branch 
Corridor Alternatives Analysis.  The Final Set of Alternatives includes the following options:  No Build, 
Transportation Systems Management, Bus Rapid Transit, Street Car, Light Rail Transit, and Low Speed 
Maglev.  The Final Set of Alternatives has been evaluated and the results are summarized in a Draft 
Alternatives Analysis Report.  The results have been presented to the study’s Technical Advisory 
Committee and Steering Committee, and will be presented to the corridor communities in a final round of 
public open house meetings in May 2012.  In June 2012, staff will work with the advisory committees to 
develop study recommendations on a preferred alternative or alternatives, and conclude the technical 
work on the study.  Staff will then return to the Transportation Committee with the advisory committee 
recommendations. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN: 
This item supports SCAG’s Strategic Plan, Goal 1: Improve Regional Decision Making by Providing 
Leadership and Consensus Building on Key Plans and Policies, Objective a: Create and facilitate a 
collaborative and cooperative environment to produce forward thinking regional plans. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
SCAG, in coordination with the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) and 
Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA), is conducting an Alternatives Analysis (AA) planning 
study to identify a locally preferred strategy for improving transportation on the PE ROW that connects Los 
Angeles and Orange Counties.  The abandoned railroad ROW is owned by Metro and OCTA and is not 
currently used for mass transportation purposes. 
 
Based upon input from the study’s Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and Steering Committee, 
stakeholder interviews, presentations to neighborhood groups, and twelve community meetings, SCAG 
reviewed and screened numerous potential transportation alternatives and narrowed the alternatives down to 
a final set.  On April 27, 2011, the Steering Committee approved for final screening evaluation, a Final Set 
of Alternatives consisting of:  No Build, Transportation Systems Management, Bus Rapid Transit, Street 
Car, Light Rail Transit, and Low Speed Maglev. 
 
 
 

AGENDA ITEM NO. 3 
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Subsequently, SCAG staff and consultants worked closely with staff from Metro, OCTA, the Orangeline 
Development Authority, and the Gateway Cities Council of Governments (COG) to conduct and refine the 
final screening evaluation.  The results of the final screening evaluation are described in the Draft 
Alternatives Analysis report (available at www.pacificelectriccorridor.com) and summarized in the attached 
presentation.  The evaluation results have been presented to the TAC and Steering Committee, and will be 
presented to the public in a final round of community meetings to be held during the weeks of May 14 and 
May 21, 2012.  This study is expected to conclude in June 2012 with the identification by the Steering 
Committee of a recommended alternative or alternatives for the corridor.  Upon approval from the Regional 
Council, staff will forward the study conclusions and recommendations to Metro and OCTA.  As the owners 
of the PE ROW, Metro and OCTA have the sole discretion to proceed with the project as part of the 
engineering and environmental phases consistent with federal and state requirements. 
 
This project is included in the adopted 2012-2035 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (RTP/SCS) as the “West Santa Ana Branch ROW Corridor” and is also included in Metro’s long 
range plan and Measure R expenditure plan.  The project details are as yet undefined, pending the 
completion of this study and potential action on a preferred strategy by Metro and OCTA.  The 2012 RTP 
may be amended in the future to reflect any Metro or OCTA action that further defines the project. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
Funding for this study is provided in FY 12 OWP WBS# 12-140.SCG01003. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
1. PowerPoint presentation. 
2. Public open house meeting flyer. 
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Final Screening

Evaluation Results

Transportation Committee
May 3, 2012

www.scag.ca.gov

Study Area

• Pacific Electric Right-
of-Way extends 20 
miles from Paramount 
to Santa Ana

• Study evaluates modal 
alternatives and 
potential connections 
to: Los Angeles Union 
Station & Santa Ana 
Regional 
Transportation Center
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Final Set of Alternatives

Alternatives included:
• No Build
• Transportation System Management (TSM)
• Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
• Street Car
• Light Rail Transit (LRT)
• Low Speed Magnetic Levitation

www.scag.ca.gov

3

BRT Alternative

Alternative defined as:
• High-capacity, high speed bus 

service similar to Metro Orange 
Line in Los Angeles County

• Two options studied:
 HOV Lane-Running Option –

similar to Metro Silver Line
 Street-Running Option –

similar to Metro Rapid lines 
and OCTA BRT
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Northern Connection Area:
• Street service 
• Transitway and freeway 

HOV Lane service
PEROW/WSAB Area:
• Dedicated lane service
• Some street service
Southern Connection Area:
• Street service

BRT Alternative Alignment

www.scag.ca.gov

5

Guideway Alignment Alternatives

Northern Connection Area –
Union Station to Metro Green Line
• Four alignment options

PEROW/WSAB Area – Metro 
Green Line to Harbor Boulevard
• One alignment option

Southern Connection Area –
Harbor Boulevard to Santa Ana 
RTC
• Two alignment options
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Union Station – Green Line

1. New Green Line station
2. San Pedro Subdivision
3. LA River Bank Options
 East Bank 
West Bank 1
West Bank 2
West Bank 3

4. Union Station access

Northern Connection Area Alignments

6

www.scag.ca.gov

PEROW/WSAB Area Alignment 

Green Line –
Harbor Blvd. Station

1. Dedicated operations in 
center of ROW

2. Harbor Blvd. Station 
interface with future 
Santa Ana-Garden 
Grove Street Car Project

7
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Southern Connection Area Alignments

Harbor Blvd. 
Station –
Santa Ana RTC

1. Harbor Blvd./1st

St./Santiago 
St./SARTC

2. Westminster 
Blvd./17th

St./Main St./ 
transfer to Street 
Car system

8
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Cost to Build

9
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Funding Status

Regional
• Los Angeles County – Measure R funding = $240 

million
• Orange County – currently no committed funding

Federal
• New Starts funding – not currently in any Metro or 

OCTA request

www.scag.ca.gov

Daily Ridership Estimates
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Note: Blue portion of each bar represents new transit riders
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Cost-Effectiveness

Alternative Cost‐Effectiveness Index

TSM

Corridor System $8.15

BRT

Street‐running $20.47

HOV‐running $16.60

Street Car

West Bank 3 $51.44

LRT

West Bank 3 $48.23

Low Speed Maglev

West Bank 3 $89.90

www.scag.ca.gov
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Environmental Impacts

TSM BRT Street Car LRT
Low Speed 
Maglev

Traffic Major Major Major Major Minor

Visual and Aesthetics Minor Minor Medium Medium Major

Noise and Vibration Minor Minor Medium Major Minor

Air Quality and Climate Change Impact Impact Benefit Benefit Benefit

Parks/Cultural/Historic Resources Minor Minor Minor Minor Major

Property Acquisition  Minor Medium Medium Medium Major
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AA Study Results
Alternatives AA Study Key Points

All Modes • Increase Corridor transit ridership, attract new riders
BRT • 2035 ridership exceeds system capacity

• Operates on congested highway system
• Lowest Initial Capital Cost
• Best Cost Effectiveness Index (CEI)

Street Car • Fatal flaws due to vehicle and operations
• New mode requires new staff/facilities  
• Similar Cost to LRT

LRT • High Capital Cost
• Traffic, noise and vibration impacts
• Highest Ridership

Low Speed 
Maglev

• Highest Capital Cost
• New mode requires new staff/facilities
• Significant property acquisition and visual/aesthetic 
impacts

• No U.S. system – lengthy/costly approval process

www.scag.ca.gov

Alignment Challenges

• Northern Connection Challenges
– ROW purchase and coordination
– Traffic Impacts
– Union Station access/capacity
– New Metro Green Line Station

• PEROW/WSAB Area
– Diagonal crossing – traffic and safety impacts
– Adjacent residential neighborhoods

• Southern Connection Area
– Traffic and Safety impacts
– Historic and cultural resource impacts
– Sensitive Land Use impacts

15
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Next Steps

Schedule through June 2012:

Technical Advisory Committee: Initiate 
Discussion of Recommendations 

May 8 

Community Meetings May 15‐24

Technical and Steering Committee 
Discussion/Recommendation and 
Conclusion of Study

June

Transportation Committee
August/
September
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FINAL STUDY 
MEETINGS

The Southern California Association of Governments, in coordination with the Los 
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority and the Orange County 
Transportation Authority, is completing a study for reuse of the Pacific Electric Right-
of-Way (PE ROW) and West Santa Ana Branch Corridor with connections north to 
downtown Los Angeles and south to downtown Santa Ana. Please join us at an open 
house meeting to learn about the evaluation results for the project alternatives. 
View displays and a presentation, ask questions, and let us know what you think. 

PLEASE JOIN US TO SHARE 
YOUR THOUGHTS AND IDEAS:  
SANTA ANA, CA 
Tuesday, May 15, 2012
5:30-7:30 pm 
Santa Ana Regional Transportation 
Center
1000 East Santa Ana Blvd.
GARDEN GROVE, CA
Wednesday,May 16, 2012
5:30-7:30 pm
Garden Grove Community Meeting 
Center
11300 Stanford Avenue
BUENA PARK, CA
Saturday, May 19, 2012
1:00-3:00 pm
Walter Ehlers Community Center
8150 Knott Ave
LITTLE TOKYO, CA
Tuesday, May 22, 2012
5:30-7:30 pm
Japanese American National Museum
100 North Central Avenue

BELLFLOWER, CA
Wednesday,May 23, 2012
5:30-7:30 pm
John S. Simms Park
16614 South Clark Ave
SOUTH GATE, CA
Thursday, May 24, 2012
5:30-7:30 pm
South Gate Park, Senior Center 
4855 Tweedy Blvd
CONTACT US:
For more information about the study 
and upcoming community meetings, 
please visit:
www.pacificelectriccorridor.com 
or contact Philip Law, Project Manager 
at 213-236-1841 or law@scag.
ca.gov.

C O M M U N I T Y  M E E T I N G S
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DATE: May 3, 2012 

TO: Transportation Committee (TC) 

FROM: Steve Fox, Senior Regional Planner, 213-236-1855, fox@scag.ca.gov 
 

SUBJECT: Update Regarding Recent Passenger Rail Developments  

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL:          
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
For Information Only – No Action Required. 
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
This report updates TC members on recent passenger rail developments, including the Los Angeles – San 
Diego – San Luis Obispo Rail Corridor Agency (LOSSAN) locally-controlled Joint Powers Authority 
(JPA) effort and the California High-Speed Rail Authority’s Revised Draft Business Plan. 
 
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: 
LOSSAN Locally-Controlled JPA 
In August 2011, the LOSSAN Board unanimously approved the recommendation of the LOSSAN Chief 
Executive Officers (CEOs) group to move forward and develop a governance initiative that will assume 
local control of the state supported Amtrak Pacific Surfliner service.  The Regional Council approved in 
concept the development of this local control governance at its November 3, 2011 meeting. 
 
The LOSSAN Rail Corridor Agency seeks to increase ridership, revenue, capacity, reliability, and safety on 
the 351-mile-long rail line from San Diego to Los Angeles to San Luis Obispo. The LOSSAN Board, 
consisting of the:  Ventura County Transportation Commission (VCTC); Orange County Transportation 
Authority (OCTA); North County Transit District (NCTD); San Diego Association of Governments 
(SANDAG); San Diego’s Metropolitan Transit System (MTS); San Luis Obispo Council of Governments 
(SLOCOG); Santa Barbara County Association of Governments (SBCAG); Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro); and the California Department of Transportation Division 
of Rail, coordinate service and investment planning along the corridor.  SCAG, the California High Speed 
Rail Authority (CHSRA), Amtrak, and the Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC) are ex-
officio members of the Joint Powers Board. 
 
Amtrak’s Pacific Surfliner is the designated intercity passenger rail service in the corridor, and Caltrans 
Division of Rail provides administration and management for the Surfliner.  Both Amtrak and the Division 
of Rail currently provide operating subsidies for the Pacific Surfliner. Other rail operations in the corridor 
include NCTD and Metrolink commuter rail service, and freight service by Union Pacific and Burlington 
Northern Santa Fe.  At the direction of the LOSSAN Board, the LOSSAN CEOs’ group examined changes 
to the LOSSAN governance structure that would enhance LOSSAN’s ability to implement speed, service 
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and marketing improvements, especially in light of upcoming changes to federal operating subsidies per  
Section 209 of the Passenger Rail Investment and Improvement Act of 2008 (PRIIA), and the CHSRA 
MOU improvements.  The LOSSAN CEOs proposed a new joint powers structure wherein the LOSSAN 
Rail Corridor Agency would have direct control of Amtrak operations, similar to Northern California’s 
Capital Corridor Joint Powers Authority for Amtrak Capital Corridor Service.  The LOSSAN Board has 
reiterated that initial governance changes should focus only on the state-supported intercity rail service and 
not modifications to the Metrolink or NCTD Coaster governance structures. 
   
The benefits of local management of passenger rail service in the LOSSAN corridor include: 
• More efficient resource allocation related to service expansion, frequencies, and schedules 
• A unified voice at the State and Federal level when advocating on passenger rail issues, including 

funding for capital improvements 
• Consolidated services such as fares, ticketing, marketing, and passenger information systems 
• Coordinated capital improvement prioritization 
• More focused oversight of on-time performance, schedule integration, mechanical issues, and customer 

service. 
 
Over the past few months the LOSSAN partners have developed a statute bill to implement the new JPA.  It 
was introduced by State Senator Alex Padilla into the current legislative session on February 23, 2012, and 
was approved by the Senate Transportation and Housing Committee on April 24, 2012.  This bill requires 
formation of the new locally-controlled Pacific Surfliner Intercity Rail Corridor JPA by June 30, 2014 
(Attachment 1).  Today’s RC agenda includes an item recommending support of the bill by the Legislative/ 
Communications and Membership Committee. 
 
CHSRA Memorandum of Understanding 
The CHSRA approved the CHSRA MOU at its April 12, 2012 meeting.  The CHSRA also approved their 
new 2012 Business Plan at that meeting which incorporates the MOU into the plan.  The Regional Council 
approved the MOU and authorized the executive director to execute the MOU at its February 2012 meeting.  
The MOU is moving forward with seven of the original eight signatories having signed it with the exception 
of OCTA.  At its March 2012 meeting, the OCTA Board passed a resolution supporting high-speed rail 
investments in our existing passenger rail services, but has chosen not to be a party to the MOU at this time.  
The draft project list continues to be prioritized and refined and the MOU is scheduled to be executed by 
June 30, 2012. 
 
California High-Speed Rail Authority 2012 Business Plan 
On Monday, April 2, 2012, CHSRA released its revised draft 2012 Business Plan (Plan), and approved it at 
the April 12 Board meeting.  SCAG was given two (2) opportunities to comment on the Plan:  after the 
release of the original draft in December, and again before the release of the revised draft.  CHSRA 
incorporated the bulk of SCAG’s comments and has been working with SCAG cooperatively on the new 
blended/bookend approach. 
 
The big changes incorporated into the approved final Plan include the cost and schedule, and a stated 
decision to construct the southern end first from the Initial Construction Segment (ICS) in the San Joaquin 
Valley rather than the northern end.  In the draft Plan this decision had not been made.  The Plan calls for 
Amtrak San Joaquin service to first operate on the ICS from north of Bakersfield to north of Fresno at 
speeds of up to 125 mph.  True high-speed rail service would not start until the ICS is extended south to 
Palmdale (and north to Merced), and this “Initial Operating Segment” (IOS) would initiate the first segment 
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of the California high-speed train service with speeds operating up to 220 mph.  This segment could be 
operational as early as 2021.  As part of the blended approach, the project would be extended incrementally 
to the San Fernando Valley, San Jose, and Los Angeles Union Station, and eventually Anaheim with full 
Phase 1 build-out.  Phase 2 details are not addressed in the plan. 
 
The final Plan includes a $30 billion reduction in cost, from $98 billion to $68 billion.  (The original Phase 1 
cost was $43 billion.)  These cost savings are largely due to the new “Phase 1 Blended System” being from 
San Jose to L.A. Union Station.  For the ICS, about $3.5 billion in federal funding has been allocated, but 
$2.6 billion in state Prop 1A bonds have yet to be sold.  The Plan also prioritizes investments in the segment 
between Palmdale and Bakersfield, often referred to as the “Bakersfield Gap.” 
   
The Plan assumes a large amount of federal funding in the future, and also AB 32 cap-and-trade revenues, 
although how much is not identified.  The Plan also assumes an operating profit starting with the first IOS 
that is expected to attract private investment.  Ticket prices are forecast at 80% of the average Los Angeles 
to San Francisco airfare. 
 
NEXT STEPS: 
Staff will continue to assist with the MOU implementation and brief the Transportation Committee on 
passenger rail developments in the region. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
Staff work related to this project is included in the current OWP under Work Element No. 12-
140.SCG00121-02 Regional High Speed Rail Transport Program. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 

1. LOSSAN Local-Control Fact Sheet 
2. PowerPoint Presentation: “Update Regarding Recent Passenger Rail Developments” 
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SB 1225 (PADILLA) PACIFIC SURFLINER INTERCITY RAIL 
CORRIDOR‐LOCAL AUTHORITY 

Modeled after the success of the Capitol Corridor, SB 1225 will 

establish local authority for the Pacific Surfliner Service: 

 

Permissiveness:  Authorizes  that  a  local 

authority  may  be  formed  for  the 

purposes of local control 

Cost Effectiveness:  

 Requires  the  Secretary  of  Business, 

Transportation and Housing to make a 

determination  that  a  local  authority 

would  result  in  administrative  or 

operating cost reductions  

 Authorizes  Caltrans  to  enter  into  an 

Interagency Transfer Agreement  (ITA) 

to  transfer  those  administrative 

functions 

 Requires  the  ITA  between  Caltrans 

and  the  local  authority  to  detail  the 

terms and transfer 

 

Timing:  Requires  that  the  ITA  be 

executed on or before June 30, 2014, for 

an initial period of five years 

 

Continued  State  Operations  Funding:  

Requires the state to continue to provide 

funding  to  operate  intercity  passenger 

rail  service by  the  local  authority on  an 

annual basis 

 

Minimum  Levels  of  Service:   Requires  that  the  level of  service  funded  by  the 

state shall  in no case be  less  than  the current number of  intercity  round  trips 

operated in a corridor and serving the end points currently served 

 

Local Managing  Agency  and  State  Funding  for  Staffing:   Authorizes  the  local 

authority  to  contract  with  a  member  agency  or  independent  agency  for 

administrative purposes 

Purpose: LOSSAN member 

agencies have engaged in 

extensive discussions 

regarding the establishment 

of a local authority to 

oversee the state‐supported 

intercity service.  Using the 

successful Capitol Corridor as 

a model, these agencies have 

reached a consensus on the 

importance of locally 

governed management which 

will enhance the success of 

the Pacific Surfliner service, 

improve the customer 

experience, and create 

synergy among all the 

transportation providers in 

the region. 
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April 2012 

Background:   The Los Angeles‐San Diego‐San Luis Obispo Rail Corridor Agency  (LOSSAN)  rail corridor, 

also known as Amtrak’s Pacific Surfliner Corridor, is a state intercity rail corridor that carries more than 

2.6  million  intercity  passengers  each  year  along  its  351‐mile  corridor. Together,  with more  than 

six million commuter passengers using either Metrolink or COASTER,  it  is one of the busiest passenger 

rail corridors in the nation and Amtrak’s second busiest corridor. The Pacific Surfliner Corridor is one of 

three  state‐supported  intercity  passenger  rail  corridors  which  together,  represent  20  percent  of 

Amtrak’s overall ridership. 

The LOSSAN corridor parallels two of Southern California’s most heavily congested freeways, Interstate 

5 and Highway 101 through six counties: San Diego, Orange County, Los Angeles, Ventura, Santa Barbara 

and San Luis Obispo. The  line provides an alternative  to driving these corridors and benefits southern 

California in terms of increased mobility, congestion relief, and decreased greenhouse gas emissions.  

The LOSSAN  Joint Powers Authority  (JPA) oversees  intercity passenger  rail  service  in  the corridor and 

includes rail owners and operators, and regional transportation planning agencies along the entire six‐

county area.  Since 1989, the LOSSAN JPA has worked to increase ridership, revenue, capacity, reliability, 

and safety on the coastal rail line.  

 

Key Staff Contact: 

Chris Chavez, Office of Senator Alex Padilla, chris.chavez@sen.ca.gov, 916‐651‐4020 

The LOSSAN rail corridor parallels the 

busy Interstate 5 and Highway 101 

freeways in southern California 
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Update Regarding Recent Passenger Rail 
Developments

Transportation Committee

Steve Fox

Senior Regional Planner
May 3, 2012

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION of GOVERNMENTS

2

LOSSAN Local Control JPA

• LOSSAN Board approved developing local-
control JPA at August meeting

• Regional Council approved in November
• Statute language developed over last few 

months by all agencies
• SB 1225 authored by Senator Padilla introduced 

February 23
• Senate Transportation and Housing hearing April 

24 Passed 9-0
• JPA formation by June 2014
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3

CHSRA MOU

• CHSRA approved MOU at its April 12 Board 
meeting

• Business Plan incorporates MOU
• Regional Council approved in February
• 7 signatories have now approved
• OCTA has not approved at this time but passed 

a resolution in favor of high-speed rail 
investments in our passenger rail services

• Projects being prioritized for final MOU

4

CHSRA Business Plan

• Revised Draft released on April 2
• Approved on April 12
• SCAG given two opportunities to comment
• Bulk of our comments incorporated
• Phase 2 not addressed
• Next update in two years
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5

CHSRA Business Plan

• “Initial Construction Segment” (ICS) north of Bakersfield 
to north of Fresno (130 miles)

• Amtrak San Joaquin service to first operate on this new 
infrastructure up to 125 mph in 2018

• Next segment is South: Bakersfield to Palmdale (also 
north to Merced) – “Initial Operating Segment” (IOS)

• First true high-speed operation with speeds up to 220 
mph by 2021 to Palmdale

• Next segments to San Fernando Valley, San Jose and 
L.A. Union Station – “Phase 1 Blended”

• L.A. to Anaheim with full build-out of Phase 1

6

CHSRA Business Plan

• Cost reduced from $98 to $68 billion
• Difference between Prop 1A Phase 1 and Phase 

1 Blended
• Large role of federal funding – 60%
• New funding: AB 32 Cap-and-Trade
• $2.6 billion in state 1A funds yet to be sold
• IOS forecast to make healthy operating profit
• Ticket prices at 80% of L.A. to S.F. airfare
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7

LAO Report

• New LAO report issued April 17
• Recommends Legislature not approve 

Governor’s HSR budget proposal
• Cites lack of dedicated funding, lack of 

detail in new blended approach, and 
administrative and staffing issues

8

Next Steps

• Continue collaborating with stakeholder 
agencies

• Continue working with transportation 
partners on LOSSAN JPA formation

• Post 2012 RTP passenger and high-speed 
rail updates to Transportation Committee 
and Regional Council
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For more information
please contact

Steve Fox
Senior Regional Planner

fox@scag.ca.gov

www.scag.ca.gov
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DATE: May 3, 2012 

TO: Transportation Committee (TC) 

FROM: Mike Jones, Senior Regional Planner, (213) 236-1978, jonesm@scag.ca.gov  

SUBJECT: Green Rail Intelligent Development (GRID) Regional Transportation Solution 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL:         
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
For Information Only – No Action Required. 
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
International trade and regional goods movement activities are anticipated to increase dramatically in the 
SCAG region over the next 25 years.  This will result in increased regional economic benefits and 
numerous challenges related to congestion, safety, and air quality and community impacts.  As a regional 
metropolitan planning organization, SCAG encourages ongoing dialogue among members and 
stakeholders regarding new ideas and strategies for freight movement.  The GRID initiative developed by 
the GRID/ECSTC Systems is intended to consider the feasibility of new infrastructure and alternative 
technologies to transport regional freight in a manner that increases freight throughput, alleviates 
regional congestion, and reduces pollution. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN: 
This item supports SCAG’s Strategic Plan: Improvement of regional decision-making by providing 
leadership and consensus building on key plans and policies; Objective a: Establish initiatives which bolster 
the ability and skills of the Regional Council and SCAG staff to understand articulate and utilize emerging 
ideas, policies and trends; and Objective b: Maintain transparency in all aspects of Agency’s regional 
planning work. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
Despite the recent economic downturn, the amount of cargo transiting Southern California is expected to 
grow by 2035, presenting significant economic opportunities for the region and the nation.  However, this 
growth will be accompanied by numerous challenges related to infrastructure, congestion, system reliability, 
environmental concerns, public health, and safety.  To address these issues at a regional level, the GRID 
concept has been under development by the GRID/ECSTC Systems.  The GRID system has been offered as 
a potential transportation solution incorporating the design, construction, and operation of new infrastructure 
utilizing alternative technologies to transport regional freight in a manner that increases freight throughput, 
alleviates regional congestion, and reduces pollution.  This infrastructure includes a 1.5 mile-long container 
terminal facility with ship-to-rail interfaces called a “SuperDock,” an underground freight pipeline for 
transporting containers from the San Pedro Bay Ports to the Inland Empire using electrified rail, and 
electrified container terminals to move containers to and from the pipeline and local delivery trucks. 
 

FISCAL IMPACT: 
None. 
 

ATTACHMENT: 
Green Rail Intelligent Development (GRID) presentation 

AGENDA ITEM NO. 5 

Page 33



4/26/2012

1

The GRID Project

PRESENTING TO; Southern California Association of Governments
May 3rd, 2012 
By David Alba Project Designer 
GRID Logistics Inc

21st Century Goods Movement…

1)  I‐710 Widening Project    EST.  $6.8B

2)  Union Pacific ICTF            $0.5B

3)  BNSF SCIG ICTF                  $0.5B

4)  POLA Expansion                $1B

5) POLB Mid‐Harbor Project     $0.75B

6)  POLB Pier S Terminal $0.8B

1

2
3

4
5

East/West Freight Corridor
EST. $15B

6

TODAY ‐ ALL PROJECTS LINKED TO FUTURE CONTAINER 
TRAFFIC CAPACITY
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21st Century Logistics innovation Opportunity; to consolidate 
all on dock container terminals to a single ship‐to‐rail SuperDock

Thousands of acres in landfill development    Millions of increased freeway truck deliveries

Longer trains up to two miles in length Vastly larger container ships and cranes  

THE PROBLEM: A FIFTY YEAR OLD CONTAINER SUPPLY CHAIN SYSTEM
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Emerging Technologies 18,000 TEU Vessels

Ship to ShoreCrane Systems 
with 100% Performance Increase

The SuperDock
Two Rail Designated Platforms Operating conventional and next generation Trains
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SURFACE & UNDERGROUND

ALAMEDA CORRIDOR

FUTURE EXTENSION
OPPORTUNITIES

THE GRID: 

(1) SUPERDOCK

FREIGHT PIPELINE

NETWORKINLAND

A (3) Part Concession System

A
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M
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A
 C
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R
R
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O
R
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ST (A
C
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(2) ZERO EMISSIONS RIGHT OF WAY (R.O.W.) 

Unmanned Electric 
Freight Pipelines 
Using American 
Made Pipe or Tunnel 
Casing and Rail

Economic value having similar 
costs to that of water transmission
Projects (much less than commuter subway).

Undergrounding freight has tremendous
potential public appeal as a 21stnCentury 
green goods movement technology.
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REPLACING THE CONTAINER TERMINAL AND FREEWAY TRUCKING 
USE COMPONENTS TO THE CONTAINER SUPPLY CHAIN 

710 FREEWAY

Terminal Operator 

On Dock Rail Yard

Near Dock Rail Yard
Intermodal Container
Transfer Facility (ICTF)

Consolidated 
Freight Service
(CFS) Facility

SH
IP

Consolidated 
Freight Service
(CFS) Facility

ALAMEDA

INLAND EMPIRE

Terminal Operator 

On Dock Rail YardSH
IP

Terminal Operator 

On Dock Rail YardSH
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Terminal Operator 

On Dock Rail YardSH
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Terminal Operator 

On Dock Rail YardSH
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Terminal Operator 

On Dock Rail YardSH
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Terminal Operator

On Dock Rail YardSH
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Terminal Operator 

On Dock Rail YardSH
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Terminal Operator 

On Dock Rail YardSH
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Terminal Operator 

On Dock Rail YardSH
IP

Terminal Operator (EXPANSION) 

2 MORE On Dock Rail YardSH
IP

TRUCK

TRAIN

Today’s Port Logistics
“Busier than it looks”

RAIL TRAFFIC
CHOKE POINT

FREEWAY TRAFFIC
CHOKE POINT ONLY
SOLUTION IS TO WIDEN
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City of Commerce & DTLA
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ZERO EMISSIONS GUIDEWAY

Near Dock Facility
Obviated (obsolete)

Consolidated 
Freight Service
(CFS) Facility

Consolidated 
Freight Service
(CFS) Facility

ALAMEDA
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City of Commerce & DTLA

Stream‐Linked Solutions

Saving class 1 railroads $1B
in facilities PLUS annual
ICTF operating costs

TRAIN
TRUCK

DTLA

ZERO EMISSIONS
TRUCK DELIVERY

ZONES
ZERO EMISSIONS
TRUCK DELIVERY

ZONES

ZERO EMISSIONS
TRUCK DELIVERY

ZONES

Using a COMBINATION of Freeway,
river/flood control channel , and 
power transmission Rights-of-Way
No demolition of  homes or 
businesses required to install 
infrastructure

Freight Pipeline Network
MICRO FEEDER TERMINALS
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The Background Graph is from the SCAG 2012‐2035 RTP (page 3 Goods Movement)

Port Trucking  Delivery Clusters from Regional Transportation Studies

POLA/POLB

Data from 2008 METRANS Project #07-01  “Integrating Inland Ports into  the Intermodal 
Goods Movement System for Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach”

Most profound effects to 
Logistics results from the 
same electrified truck 
performing multiple 
deliveries due to the 
rapid turn time involving 
delivery because average 
distance of delivery has 
been reduced by over 
80% 

SuperDock will reduce Truck trips off 
of the freeways
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The Background Graph is from the SCAG 2012‐2035 RTP (page 16 Goods Movement)

A Future for Freight Pipelines?

40%
40%

Over 40% of all containerized cargo passes through the 
Southern California Trade Gateway into the Continental United States

Port Modernization will have a Direct Impact on the costs of Imports and Exports for 
our National Economy

PRIORITY:  ESTABLISH
A PROJECT OF NATIONAL SIGNIFICANCE
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Thank You davidalba1@gmail.com
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DATE: May 3, 2012 

TO: Transportation Committee 

FROM: Mike Jones, Senior Regional Planner, (213) 236-1978, jonesm@scag.ca.gov  

SUBJECT: Freight Shuttle System 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S APPROVAL:         
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION:  
For Information Only – No Action Required. 
 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 
The Goods Movement system in the SCAG region is a complex series of interconnected infrastructure 
components designed to serve commercial activities spurred by regional and national demand. 
International, national, and local market segments depend heavily upon the extensive infrastructure 
network in the SCAG region that provides the mobility necessary to ensure economic growth.  Increasing 
mobility needs create significant challenges, especially related to congestion, safety, and air quality and 
community impacts.  Growth in regional freight will result in increased regional economic benefits, and 
also numerous challenges related to congestion, safety, and air quality and community impacts.  As a 
regional metropolitan planning organization, SCAG encourages ongoing dialogue among members and 
stakeholders regarding new ideas and strategies for freight movement.  The Freight Shuttle System 
initiative is an alternative transportation concept developed by Freight Shuttle International aimed at 
moving freight containers through the region up to 500 miles on elevated guideways using highway 
medians and other rights-of-way. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN: 
This item supports goals and objectives of the SCAG Strategic Plan, Goal 1: Improvement of regional 
decision-making by providing leadership and consensus building on key plans and policies; Objective a) 
Establish initiatives which bolster the ability and skills of the Regional Council and SCAG staff to 
understand articulate and utilize emerging ideas, policies and trends; and Objective b) Maintain 
transparency in all aspects of Agency’s regional planning work. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
Over the time horizon of the 2012 RTP/SCS, the amount of cargo transiting Southern California is expected 
to grow significantly.   While this growth will provide economic benefits for the region and the nation, it 
will be accompanied by considerable challenges related to infrastructure, congestion, system reliability, 
environmental concerns, public health, and safety.  In response, the Freight Shuttle System concept has been 
developed by the Freight Shuttle International.  The Freight Shuttle is an alternative transportation solution 
aimed at moving freight containers through the region for distances up to 500 miles by utilizing highway 
medians and other rights-of-way.  The system, as envisioned, would be a privately-funded system to provide 
reliable point-to-point delivery of freight containers with zero-emissions to terminals through the use of 
electric guideways. The elevated guideways are intended to avoid any grade crossings between the roadway 
and the elevated freight structure.    
 
FISCAL IMPACT: 
None. 

AGENDA ITEM NO. 6 
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