
AGENDA
BUS OPERATIONS SUBCOMMITTEE

Tuesday, January 29, 2002 9:30 AM - noon

Metropolitan

Transportation

Authority

Windsor Conference Room, 15th Floor
One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012

One Gateway Plaza

LosAngeles, CA
90012-2952

a) Call to Order

b) Approval of November 27, 2001 Minutes
(Attachment 1)

c) Chmr’s Comments

d) Ge~als and Priorities for BOS
(Attachment 2)

Brynn Kernagltan,
Chair

Action
(BOS)

Brynn Kernaghan

Brynn Kernaghau

e) TEA Reauthorization Packet
(Attachment 3)

Bob Hildebrand/
Michael Turner

f) Legislative Update
(Attachment 4)

Michael Turner

g) Section 5309 Bus Appropriations and FTA Narrative Ron Smith
(Attachment 5)

h) Mid-Year Adjustment to Funding Marks Nalini Ahuja

i) BOS Bylaw Amendments
(Attachment 6)

j) MTA/BOS Rolling Agendas
(Attachment 7 & 8)

k) Status of Needed Changes to NTD Reports

l) Regional Pass Task Force Update

m) UFS Money Committee Status

Brynn Kernaghan

Brynn Kernaghan

Brynn Kernaghan/
Nalini Ahuja

Nalini Ahuja

Jane Matsumoto/
Paula Faust



n)

o)

Information Items
Summary of Invoices
Subsidy Tracking Matrix
2000 Document Requirement Status
2001 Document Requirement Status

New Business

Adjourn to February 26, 2002 @ 9:30am
Windsor Conference Room, 15t~ Floor



ATTACHMENT 1

October 30, 2001 Minutes



Bus Operations Subcommittee Minutes
November 27, 2001

The meeting called to order at 9:35 AM

Members present included:

Kelly Hubbard, Claremont Dial-A-Ride/Pomona Valley
Felicia Brannon, Culver City Municipal Bus Lines
Andre Colaiace, Foothill Transit
Bob Hildebrand, Gardena Municipal Bus Lines
David Rzepinski, LADOT
John Fong, LADOT
Brynn Kernaghan, Long Beach Public Transportation Company
Art Henry, MTA
Kathryn Engel, Montebello Bus Lines
Dana Lee, Norwalk Transit System
Mark Whitefield, Redondo Beach Wave
Bob Murphy, Santa Clarita Transit
David Feinberg, Santa Monica’s Big Blue Bus
Marianne Kim, Santa Monica’s Big Blue Bus
Dennis Kobata, Torrance Transit
Mark Zieten, Torrance Transit

Call to Order

Approval of October 30, 2001 Minutes - Amend members present portion of
minutes to include Art Henry.

Chair’s Comments

The MTA Board’s Planning and Programming Committee will make the following
recommendations to the MTA Board for consideration:

Approve 6-month extension for four community based shuttles namely
Westchester Green Line, E1 Segundo Green Line, Lakewood, and Carson
Nightline shuttle through June 2002.

¯ Approve $15 million of additional STIP funds for the Universal Fare System.
This includes BOS operators and LTSS operators.

¯ Approve ’Gold’ as the color for the Pasadena Blue Line currently under
construction.

TAC discussed Draft TEA Reauthorization principles that were presented by
Claudette Moody to TAC.



TAC also discussed lessons to be learned from the most recently approved Call For
Projects and possible improvements to the program. Those interested in providing
comments should contact Heather Hills and Renee Berlin.

4. Legislative Update, Michael Turner

MTA recently testified at a State Assembly Transportation Committee heating on
security issues throughout the transportation industry. The heating focused on costs
being born by agencies to provide additional security for ports, airports, transit systems;
highway, and bridge systems throughout the state.

Governor Davis made recommendations for cuts and reductions in the State Budget.
Numerous departments have been ordered to prepare a list of cuts that would go into the
governor’s budget. Transportation is not expected to be impacted.

AB 1677 - Meals and break periods for public transportation operators: Public operators
would be required to have the same benefits as private operators. Unions have gone
before the Industrial Welfare Commission to get a wage role that mandates public
operators should have the same break requirements as private operators. This constitutes
a 30 - minute break after 5 hours of service. This meal and break period is expected to
impact route schedule and cost. According to Michael Turner, MTA will recommend
that this bill be amended.

5. Reorganization of TEA-21, Claudette Moody

Claudette Moody informed BOS that there was one major change to the cover memo. It
informed members that agencies could make change(s) as they deemed appropriate. The
TEA Reauthorization package included forms that required comments from operators to
be faxed to the MTA. The due date for those forms with comments was January 15, 2002.
Claudette informed BOS that she intended to take to the MTA Board in February
information compiled from the forms submitted. The first sheet with information to be
faxed included a draft list of TEA-21 successes. According to Claudette, the MTA
wanted to add individual agency successes to that list. This, she said, would show that
TEA funding was used and continue to be used properly and effectively in Los Angeles
County. The second fax sheet attempts to find out what transit agencies would like for the
coming year. Under a general theme of principles, the MTA would be looking for three
major things:

¯ Ensure continued flexibility in the TEA-21 Reauthorization
¯ Secure funding for highway and transit program that have been approved

in the MTA’s Long Range Transportation Plan and promoted by the
region’s transportation interest

¯ Support funding and authority for homeland safety and security.



Claudette asked BOS to review and make comments on the entire TEA-21
Reauthorization document. The hope is that representatives from municipal operators
and the MTA will be able to communicate the same message to key decision makers
during their visit to Washington, DC. Brynn recommended that a working group be
organized within BOS to review and make appropriate comments on issues relevant to
transit.

Bob Hildebrand asked where funding for the proposed safety and security needs will
come from. Claudette responded that funds would come from the general fund using the
existing formula and distributed by formula. Claudette stressed that it is important that
all TEA-21 Reauthorization forms be returned to the MTA. Information submitted by
municipal operators will be used as justification for receiving funds.

Felicia Brannon asked if the homeland security package was coming from general fund
and wouldn’t take from the formula package and not be considered a core capacity issue.
Claudette’s response ensured that it shouldn’t be a part of the TEA-21 Reauthorization
package and not part of the economic stimulus package. Claudette was of the conviction
that funding will come from FTA, through formula package.

6. Welcome to and Remarks b~/CEO Roger Snoble

MTA’s Chief of Staff, Maria Aguirre, accompanied CEO Roger Snoble into the meeting.
Brynn gave a brief overview of the MTA staff that supports BOS and personal
introductions were made to the CEO. Mr. Snoble opened with acknowledgement of
transportation issues in Southem California. He cited overcrowding because there are too
many cars which makes it very difficult to get around the County. He called for
alternatives to the private automobile, to help to ensure continued mobility or improved
mobility in the region. He said that this should not be the effort of one agency, but rather
a partnership was essential to help Los Angeles County achieve mobility. He went on to
say that municipal agencies and the MTA should continue to work together toward a
common goal to provide a large amount of mobility to the region. He also said that an
effort is needed to make sure that there is no duplication of efforts and resources.
Everyone needs to develop a common vision or common plan and help execute to the
best of that agency’s ability. He reiterated that the focus should be on a customer first
attitude toward transportation and working together as one unit.

According to Mr. Snoble, MTA should provide regional services and inter-community
services, and the munis provide local shuttles, connector and paratransit services. He also
called for shared resources to include being able to park at each other’s facilities and
advocates using same signage for buses.

Concerning the consent decree, Mr. Snoble said that the MTA responded favorably, and
will continue to respond to the needs of the bus riders. He recognized the need to add
more buses to the fleet. He stressed that our collective primary focus should be providing
good bus service.



7. Programming Additional RTIP Funds, Hal Suetsugu

Hal Suetsugu provided the Bus Operations Subcommittee with a status on programming
additional RTIP funds. The MTA’s Planning and Programming Committee approved
staff recommendation to program $94.7M of Regional Improvement Program (RIP) and
Interregional Improvement Program (ITIP) funds into the 2002 STIP. This programming
consists of $66.8M in additional RIP funds and $30.6M through reprogramming of the
ITIP funds. By reprogramming the ITIP funds, MTA can optimize the leveraging
opportunity for funding countywide projects through a 50/50 percent match and
strengthen the partnership with Caltrans. Other recommendations ITIP matches went to
funding the State Route 138 under the Rural Areas category.

Mr. Suetsugu recapped the Technical Advisory Committee’s (TAC) position on staff
recommendations for programming these funds, based on the October 10, 2001 TAC
meeting. Two points.were highlighted in which TAC did not agree with staff
recommendations; Light Rail Vehicle Expansion and Countywide Street Rehabilitation
(System Preservation). Staff recommended $31.3M for light rail vehicles for relieving
overcrowding on the Long Beach and Pasadena light rail lines and recommended no
funding for System Preservation. TAC opposes these two recommendations and voted to
recommend no funding for the Light Rail Vehicle Expansion and $15.0M for System
Preservation.

Other issues were discussed including; staff recommendation to fund $5.0M for bus
stations/stops in Phase II of the Rapid Bus Expansion project and fund $15.0M for the
Universal Fare System consistent with TAC recommendation for muni ($10.0M) and
local ($5.0M) operators.

8. BOS Goals and Priorities, Brynn Kemaghan

Brynn presented her views and review of the proposed BOS Goals and Priorities. She
compared them to those adopted by BOS when Dave Feinberg was BOS chairman.
Progress has been made on the goals and Brynn believes that there are other areas to
work on as well. Brynn feels concentration should be placed on planning, and
coordination and funding steps could be more routine with a more cooperative
relationship with agency representatives.

The following changes were made to the BOS Goals and Directions: (see Attachment 
’updated version’ of this month’s agenda)

Under proposed mission statement, after "well coordinated" add "cost effective".

Under Proposed BOS Goals/Strategies: 2nd bullet point - "Establish task forces to work
on countywide planning and coordination items"



Under Proposed BOS Goal~/Strategies: #2 - BOS works with MTA staff to define a
process that streamlines communication with the MTA Board and staff, to ensure a
county-wide perspective in bus service. (This "includes" BOS involvement "and input"
in issue development stage of transit items which MTA staff/Board select for study or
action; inclusion of relevant BOS motions in MTA agenda staff reports; and following
TAC protocol in presenting issues.)

Under proposed goals/strategies, 2nd bullet #4 - add: "and provides ongoing briefings at
General Managers’ meetings as necessary".

Under Proposed BOS Goals/Strategies: 3rd bullet point, #5 - BOS/MTA staff continue to
provide "regular on going" training for BOS members on funding procedures, planning
tasks, administrative requirements of operators, and other topics of mutual interest (e.g.
clean air requirements)

Under Proposed BOS Goals/Strategies: 3rd bullet point, #6 - MTA distributes subsidies
in a timely manner after claims are submitted "and provides quarterly financial reports
on the status of funds for each operator."

Under Proposed BOS Goals/Strategies: 3rd bullet point, Add #7 - "Streamline funding,
grants and reporting process while protecting the intent of the transit process".

Work on the goals and priorities will continue at the next meeting.

9. Report of Regional Pass Task Force, Nalini Ahuja

Nalini Ahuja gave an update on the two Regional Pass Task Force meetings. Nalini said
the task force was trying to determine the cost of the proposed pass, and to develop a
methodology to distribute the revenues to the operators who were participating in the
program. An e-mail was sent out requesting relevant data. She called on BOS members
to come up with estimates of what the sales of the pass would be with usage. She
understands that these are rough estimates and projections for FY01 and planned to come
back with assumptions.

10. Infoimation Items

TPM data is due Nov 30, 2001.

December 3, 2001, is the TIP deadline to MTA - not just amendments, but other changes
as well for FY03.

Scott Greene brought copies of a survey presented a few months ago to BOS from Access
Services. The CTSA, Social Services Transportation survey is done every four years.
All BOS members are highly encouraged to respond to this important survey.



Rufus introduced Vanessa Ward to the BOS group as replacement to Gigi Bums.

Brynn called for members to work with Claudette Moody on a Reauthorization Task
Force to give input between now and January. Members volunteering were Bob
Hildebrand, Andre Colaiace, Felicia Brannon, David Feinberg and Marianne Kim.

11. Adiournment

The meeting was adjourned at 12:15 PM to Tuesday, January 29, 2002 at 9:30 AM, at the
Windsor Conference Room (15t~ Floor).



ATTACHMENT 2

Goals & Priorities of BOS
For 2001-2002



BOS DIRECTIONS FOR 2001-2002
(showing changes from BOS’ 11/01 meeting)

BOS Purpose from By-laws:

"BOS shall be consulted on issues and will provide technical input~assistance to MTA by
reviewing and evaluating the various transportation policies, operating issues and
transportation financing programs in Los Angeles County."

BOS Vision adopted by BOS 2/99:

"To promote seamless travel by ensuring a coordinated transit system for Los Angeles County."

Proposed Mission Statement for BOS:

To provide technical advice and assistance to MTA on its policy, planning, operating and fiscal
decisions, and to influence MTA decisions to promote a well-coordinated, cost-effective transit
system which integrates and values the service of operators throughout the county for the benefit
of all transit customers.

Proposed BOS Goals and Strategies for 2001-2002:

¯ Develop a more cooperative relationship between MTA and municipal operators.

Strategies/examples:
1. Build on the messages of Roger Snoble and John Catoe that we are equal partners.
2. Begin work on the nine items Roger Snoble identified to strengthen our partnerships.
3. In addressing issues, consider how we can all work together to meet our customers’

needs.
4. Take individual operator steps to work together, such as the Montebello/MTA agreement

on passes.
5. Investigate opportunities to jointly seek state and federal funds.
6. Jointly develop TEA-21 Reauthorization position paper
7. Develop ideas for rapport-building, fun activities involving all (Snoble)



Emphasize our proactive role in county-wide planning and service coordination.

Strategies:

estab!i~he~ ta~k force~ to ",:nde~"d~e work Establish task forces for work on county-wide
planning and coordination items.

2. BOS works with MTA staff to define a process that streamlines communication with the
MTA Board and staff, to ensure a county-wide perspective in bus service. (This could
includes BOS involvement and input in the issue development stage of transit items
which MTA staff/Board select for study or action; inclusion of relevant BOS motions in
MTA agenda staff reports; and following TAC protocol in presenting issues.)

3. BOS Chair works with MTA staff and other TAC subcommittee chairs to identify
upcoming topics for BOS review or action.

4. BOS Chair briefs MTA CEO/DCEO and General Managers on BOS goals and strategies~
and provides ongoing briefings at General Managers’ meetings as necessary.

Partner between MTA staff and BOS members to facilitate quality staff work from all.

Strategies:
1. Operators submit all required reports to MTA on time.
2. BOS/MTA staff stay on established, running calendar for funding actions and

administrative items.
3. MTA staff completes and distributes updated funding book with guidelines for all

sources. Investigate putting this and other relevant information on a website for easy
access and revision.
MTA staff/BOS officers have one-on-one introductory meetings with new BOS
members.
BOS/MTA staff continue to provide regular, ongoing training for BOS members on
funding procedures, planning tasks, administrative requirements of operators, and other
topics of mutual interest (e.g. clean air requirements)
MTA distributes subsidies in a timely manner after claims are submitted, and provides
quarterly financial reports on the status of funds for each operator.
Streamline funding, grants and reporting processes while meeting the intent of the transit
programs.

o

Encourage involvement by BOS members, and develop future BOS leadership

Strategies:
1. Establish or continue task forces to address planning or funding issues (e.g. Snoble list;

SRTP; strike impacts on FAP; MTA budget; training; LACTOA card; TEA-21
reauthorization)

2. Assign BOS members to appropriate MTA standing committees or task forces (e.g. UFS,
TAC, LTSS?)

3. Monthly report at BOS by an operator on their system, a special
accomplishment/undertaking, or topic of interest in which they have expertise to share

Mta/bos/goals for 2001-2002



ATTACHMENT 3

TEA Reauthorization Packet



DRAFT BOS COMMENTS ON MTA REAUTHORIZATION MATERIALS
(to be finalized 1/29/02)

Deletions are ...... "~ ̂ -~" additions are underlined and in some cases in italics.

Cover Sheet

Include pictures of transportation systems other than MTA, or somehow else
acknowledge other systems and cities in the county.

Benefits Sheet

County-wide Infrastructure Benefits:

Item one: Purchase of over 1900 new public buses running on clean fuel and conversion
to clean fuels CNG nearly complete with new fueling facilities and conversion of existing
,facilities.

Item four: Funding for the County-wide Universal Fare System and new Global
positioning technology for radio communication and location identification of the MTA,
municipal operator, and city bus fleets.

Specific Local Benefits:

(add local proiects)

Fact Sheet

LA Region Proiects Which Benefit from TEA-21’s Reauthorization:

Add:
¯ bus facility improvements including conversion to alternative_fuels

What You Can Do:

The MTA and all transportation providers in the county need your help now to ......

General Principles

8th bullet point: add reference to CMAQ, funds (as well as STP funds).

14th bullet point: don’t say either/or: instead delete "eliminating or reducing those
mandates or".

1 of 3



Transit Programs

Provide federal funding for transit projects and programs in Los Angeles County over
the next six years, as identified in the MTA Long Range Transportation Plan, which
includes the needs of the MTA, Los Angeles County municipal operators and cities,
ASI and the SCRRA.

Include a provision that clarifies the status of the remaining TEA-21, Section 5309
New Starts balance of the $645 million for the Los Angeles Metro Rail Red Line
MOS-3 Project. (The provision would clearly provide for making the $645 million
balance available for the Los Angeles Eastside Light Rail Project and the Los
Angeles Mid-City/Exposition Boulevard Light Rail Project.

Provide increased funding for core programs that address existing and future transit
capacity needs, including:

1. Section 5307 Urbanized Area Formula Funding Program to support transit
capital and preventative maintenance needs.

2. Section 5308 Clean Fuel Formula Funding Program to encourage the use Of
alternative ~uel vehicles that protect air quality in cities throughout the countr_L.

3. Section 5310 htnding to address the paratransit needs of the growing elderly and
disabled population.

Section 5309 Capital Bus Program to provide funding for bus
modernization, bus expansion and other related capital needs, including projects
in the Los A les County area.

G5. Section 5309 Fixed Guideway Modernization to provide increased funding
for rail related capital activities, including for MTA and Metrolink capital
activities and needs. D .... ~.~ ; ....... ~ c~,~. <~nn .Fixed

6. Section 5309 New Starts, including to meet the need of Los Angeles Metro Rail
proiects.
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Allow federal formula transit funding to flow to states and localities as with federal
highway funding, which does not have to go through an annual appropriations
process. ±

Establish a separate federal funding program for Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) projects
that does not decrease the amounts made available for New Eta~s °~d Fixed
........ ~ .................... xlsttng .funding programs.

Oppose any federal transit funding limit or "cap" on formula and/or discretionary
federal transit funds for individual states.

Focus additional funding on care ...... ~+ ......... :-~~v .... ~ ~,-v ........ transit expansion projects,
specifically ono~.~" ~-~ "~..w~ .... portions of .,~ ÷~ ....,o~..~,..o,.~ .....~a~ rcgi~.xa! transportation
systems ~at ~e most strNned by through ~ps, feeder ~ps, and pe~ ho~ dem~ds.

Support and protect transit speed improvement such as peak-period lanes, traffic
signal preferences, express services, and transit station/stop improvements aimed at

increasing and protecting transit speeds on congested corridors.

Preserve current 40%/40%/20% funding split between New Starts, Fixed Guideway
Modernization, and Bus Discretionary programs.

Provide specific timetables for or otherwise streamline the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA ) New Starts evaluation and project development process.

~ FHWA funds currently flow through Caltrans, which is the agency responsible for administering and
tracking local highway funds; however it is NOT intended that transit funds would flow through Caltrans.
In the past, local agencies have repeatedly challenged the state’s CMAQ, RSTP and TEA account balance
statements.
~ To the extent that intent of most transit systems is to provide job access and congestion relief, this
sentence is largely unnecessary.
3 This sentence basically repeats the increased funding requests mentioned throughout the document.
4 There are too many objectives to this sentence. It needs to be broken out to specify that we want the FTA

to provide specific timetables, modify the evaluation criteria, and also streamline the environmental review
process for New Starts projects.
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Modify New Starts mobility evaluation criteria to allow more emphasis and weight on
the benefits of greater travel speeds, travel time savings,-etc. "uo" ~ ................
~, .............................. ~ .... new and other improvements that support
existing and new ridership.

Support continuing efforts to streamline the Federal Transit Administration’s
environmental review process for New Starts and other transportation infrastructure
projects.

Maintain no less than a 60% federal share for New Starts Project, but retain equity in
transit/highway funding.5- [

Continue and expand definitions to allow all transit and facility maintenance to be
defined as "preventative maintenance," which is eligible for federal transit capital
funds. 6_

Allow federal transit capital funds to be used for all transit safety and security
I

Eliminate the FTA 5-year contract period of performance limitation for equipment
and systems contracts carried out for construction new fixed guideway projects.

Continue to encourage tax-free benefits to provide transit ~;’~-o~-;~-1~ forms of
ridesharin~.

Support efforts to further streamline the flexible funding process, such as for CMAQ
and RSTP funds.

Support efforts to streamline the federal auditing process, including provisions to
allow concurrent state and federal.audits.

Streamline the federal labor certification process and encourage Compliance with the
federal Administrative Procedures Act.

5 What does it mean to retain equity in transit/highway funding?
6 Include "facility maintenance" because several operators are in need of assistance to offset the higher

costs of maintaining alternative fuel structures.
7 Need to clarify the first clause of the above sentence. Currently, grantees are allowed to use Section 5307

funds for transit security. The second clause confuses the first part.
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Metropolitan
Transportation

Authority

One Gateway Plaza
LosAngeles, CA

90012-2%¢2

November 27, 2001

To:

From:

Subject:

Bus Operations S~bc.o~nmittee Members

Claudette A. Mod~ ~i~tor, Government Relations Director

Reauthorization Outreach Information Materials

In order to foster a regional approach for the next TEA-21 Re.authorization cycle,
MTA staffhave compiled the attached information packet for your review and
comment. This packet will ultimately be shared in final form with the MTA Board
of Directors, the California U.S. Senators, Los Angeles County congressional
delegation and other transportation interests.

We have attached the following in draft for your input:

Cover sheet - open to include pictures of other projects;
Regional TEA-21 successes - open to add other projects;
General fact sheet - open for comments and input;
General principles - open for comment and input;
Draft support letter - open to changes; and,
Draft resolution - open to changes.

Thank you for your time and assistance with this regional effort. A form is attached
for your edits, questions or concerns and can be faxed to (213) 922-2236 or e-mailed
to yeagerm(~.mta.net. If you have any further questions, please contact Claudette A.
Moody at (213) 922-2237 or Marisa Valdez Yeager at (213) 922-2262.



RESPONSES DUE BY: JANUARY 15, 2001

TEA-21 REAUTHORIZATION

1 SUBMiI-i’ED BY:

2 AGENCY~ENTITY:

REGIONAL TEA-21 SUCCESSES - OPEN TO ADD o’rI~ER PROJECTS

GENERAL FACT SHEET - OPEN FOR COMMENTS

GENERAL PRINCIPLES - OPEN FOR COMMENT

DRAFt SUPPORT LETTER- OPEN TO CHANGES



DRAFT RESOLUTION - OPEN TO CHANGES

Please fax to 213/922-2236 or mail to LACMTA, Government Relations, One Gateway Plaza,
99-19-6, Los Angeles, CA 90012.



D~AFT

Reauth.orization of

TEA-21
TRANSPORTATION NEEDS/EFFORTS FOR

LOS ANGELES COUNTY

SUBMITTED BY
LOS ANGELES COUNTY

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY



COUNTY-WIDE INFRASTRUCTURE BENEFITS

~ Durchase of over 1900 new public
¯ I-buses running on clean fuel and

conversion to clean fuel CNG heady
complete with new fueling facilities.

;~"~~-; ~’~ompletion of planning and

~ ~J, design phases for the
Eastside Light Rail Project.

~’~ompletion of MOS-3 Metro Rail
¯ ~’Red Une to North Hollywood,
six-months ahead of schedule and
on budget. Metro Rail ridership
doubled after the opening of this
segment.

Assisted in the redevelopment
rtprojects along Hollywood Blvd.
with the completion of MOS-2B to
Hollywood.

(~ uccessful demonstration of the Metro
~TRapid Bus program along Ventura
Boulevard and Whittier/Wilshire
Boulevards. The corridor’s ridership increased
by 28% and the program has been.approved to
expand along 21 new corridors.

Funding for the County-wide Universal FareSystem and new Global positioning
technology for radio communication and
location identification of MTA Bus fleet.

ComPletion of over 125
miles of High Occupancy

Vehicle lanes and $225
million provided for County-
wide Call for Projects.

aratransit funding
zg federal Surface

Transportation Program.

~SPECIFiC LOCAL BENEFITS FROM TEA-21 (TEA money)

¯ LANI Area Streetscape project - In the areas of Boyle Heights, Highland Park, Jefferson Corridor, Leimert Park Village, North
Hollywood, Sun Valley, Vermont Square and Virgil Village. This project consisted of new street trees, paved sidewalks and
landscaping materials.

Angel’s Walk - Pedestrian linkage enhancement program - Paved sidewalks, special treabnent of street intersections,
installation of lighting and furniture, trees and landscaping in the Historic El Pueblo de Los Angeles Historical Monument Parkand
Civic Centers.

Mariachi Plaza ,- East Los Angeles Pedestrian Improvements. Creation of minipark and community park at the site of future
Metro Rail and Electric Trolley Bus Stops. This area has been a gathering place for Mariachis from the United States and Mexico
since 1919.

Hollenbeck Lake - FilVation/Aeration System - Lake serves as community regional park. The I~roject installed a lake water
filtration/aeration/purification system to mitigate contamination caused by Interstate 5 storm runoff that drains into the lake

Avalon Scenic Bikeway and Drive - Project included paving of the mute, installation of guardrails and construction of safe
vehicle pullouts at scenic vistas on Catalina Island.

¯ Mitigation for Water Pollution for Urban Runoff - Funded volunteer program to discourage illegal dumping and increase of
monitoring storm drain blockage.

¯ City of Pomona Depot Rehabilitation - Built in 1940, the renovated depot serves as a regional transit center accomodating
passenger rail (Amtrak & Metrolinld, local bus lines and local paratransit systems.

O2-0439TR10.O1



MTA REAUTHORIZATION GENERAL PRINCIPLES

~
].) Continue to ensure flexibility in TEA-21 reauthorizal~on

2) Secure funding for transit and highway programs that have been approved in the MTA’s Long Range
Transportation Plan and promoted by the region’s transportation interests.

3) Support funding and authority for Homeland Safety and Security for mass transportation systems.

TEA-21 SUMMARY
TEA-21 allows states and local governments to invest federal, state and local resources to meet local, community and environmental
needs with the authorized amounts of $41 billion for transit and $175 billion in highway funding. TEA-21 of 1997 for Fiscal Years 1998
.through 2003 will expire on September 30, 2003. Funding for TEA-21 comes from federal fuel taxes and other related taxes. Los
Angeles County pays $627 million a year in federal fuel taxes.

The MTA is working with transportation interests around the region to promote a comprehensive reauthorizat~on proposal which benefits
the. residents, businesses and visitors of Los Angeles County.

LA REGION PROJECTS WHICH BENEFIT FROM TEA-21’S REAUTHORIZATION
¯ Streets and Highways.repaired in all Cides and County areas

¯ Construction of the Eastside Ught Rail system from downtown Los Angeles to Beverly/Atlantic in East Los Angeles and

MidCity/Expesition Boulevard Light Rail Project from downtown Los Angeles to approximately Ve~ce/Robortson boulevards

¯ The installation and implementation of the Signal Synchronization System along permanent Metro Rapid Bus routes

¯ Historic Preservation and Pedes~an improvements

¯ Bus Capital Purchases

¯ Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilit~s

¯ ~ Continuation of funding for the overall High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) plan

SUPPORT FOR OTHER LA REGIONAL AND SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PROJFCTS

¯I ....." ~..|’ ¯ Freight movement

~ ¯ Airport security

¯ Metrolink

~; ¯ SAFE Schools

WHAT YOU CAN DO
The MTA needs your help now to write/fax/call your Congressional Representative and Chairs and Members of both the House and Senate
Reauthorization Committees so that we can ensure reauthorization of TEA-’2].

Refer to attached list of TEA-2] successful projects in Los Angeles County.

02-044TERI 1.01



PRINCIPLES FOR REAUTttORIZATION .
OF TRANSPORTATION EQUITY ACT

FOR TITE~ 21sT CENTURY (TEA-21)

Submitted by
LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

The Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-21) will expire on September 30, 2003.
This legislation will need to be re-authorized so as to provide federal funding for surface
transportation programs and projects across the country. The Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (MTA) will be supporting those principles and strategies that preserve
and expand upon the successes of TEA-21 and that improve funding opportunities for
transportation programs and projects in Los Angeles County.

BACKGROUND

On May 22, 1998, the Congress passed H.1L 2400 now known as TEA-21. TEA-21 is the
landmark federal reanthorization act following the Inteuuodal Surface Transportation Eftieieney
Act of 1991 0STEA). On June 9, 1998, then President Clinton signed the bill into law, and on
July 22, 1998, signed a bill malting technical corrections to TEA-21. Covering the six-year
period that includes Federal Fiscal Years (FFY) 1998-2003, TEA-21 authorized $41 billion for
transit and at least.S175 billion in highway funding. Each federal fiscal year (FY) begins 
October 1 and ends on September 30.

TEA-21 was enacted so as to build upon the initiatives that ISTEA established, such as flexibility
in the use of funds, emphasis on measures to improve the environment, and focus on a strong
planning process as the foundation of good transportation decisions. This reauthorization act
also combined the continuation and enhancement of successful funding programs with
unprecedented provisions designed to guarantee $198 billion in funding for continuing the
rebuilding of the country’s transit and highway systems.

Discussions akeady have begun nationwide on reauthorizing this important federal funding
mechanism for transportation. The following principles are submitted to the MTA’s
transportation path~ers for further discussion and input. The goal is to provide a consensus
position on TEA-21 Reanthorizafion for the Los Angeles region.



GENERAL PRINCIPLES

Work closely with Los Angeles County municipal operators and cities, the California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans), the Southern California Regional Rail Authority
(SCRRA/Metrolink), the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), 
other local and regional transportation interests to develop a unified position on the
TEA-21 Reauthorization, so that the transportation needs of Los Angeles County are
represented fairly.

Work closely also with federal, state, and other transportation stakeholders to advocate
the unified Los Angeles County position on the TEA-21 reauthorization, so that the
transportation needs of LOs Angeles County are well supported in Sacramento. and in
Washington, D.C.

Preserve the successes of ISTEA and TEA-21 and improve funding for California
transportation programs and projects that help move people and goods, particularly in Los
Angeles County.

Work with the Federal Govemment to ensure that homeland safety and security needs are
addressed for transit and highway with funding and policies.

Support transit and highway program structures by increasing formula and discretionary
funding levels, by focusing on maintaining and improving infrastructure, and by
emphasizing enhanced performance of our transit and highway systems.

Continue to ensure balanced investments in transit systems, intermodal projects,
"highways, and bridges.

Increase funding commitments to system preservation and maintenance needs such as
local street and road repairs, transit roiling stock replacement, and preventive
maintenance.

Maintain funding flexibility needed by implementing agencies, as with Surface
Transportation Program (STP) funds, to better address particular priorities of their surface
transportation network, with a particular emphasis on funding transportation-related
aspects of federal mandates such as the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)~ the
Clean Air Act (CAA)I and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).

Maintain the TEA-21 enacted federal budget "firewalls" that protect transportation-
related revenues from being diverted to other uses.

Continue the Revenue Aligned Budget Authority (RABA) provision, but seek changes 
that RABA funds are authorized and distributed consistent with the historical split of gas
tax proceeds to the Highway and Mass Transit Accounts.



¯ Increase Minimum Guarantee status beyond current level of 90.5% for donor states.

Change Minimum Guarantee program so that funds generated are provided as STP funds
and sub-allocated to urban areas.

Maintain direct links between annual generations fi’om the Highway Trust Fund (HTF)
and the Mass Transit Account with those annual appropriations that dedicate
transportation revenues for transportation purposes; spend down HTF balances over time.

Address funding problems created by current un-funded federal mandates by eliminating
or reducing those mandates or substantially increasing the funds available to address
them.

Expedite processes for addressing environmental requirements, including federal
certification of state environmental processes for federal environmental clearances, such
as allowing the California Environmental Quality Act to serve as the equivalent of a
federal environmental clearance.

¯ Expedite the metropolitan and statewide transportation planning processes even further,
and continue to stress the importance of including all transit and highway stakeholders.

¯ Ensure transportation-planning efforts are compatible with regional and local economic
development plans.


