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3. Chair’s Comments

4. Legislative Update
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Michael Turner

LACTOA - Action Plan for Senior Disabled
Card Process
(Attachment 3, Page 20)

Vanessa Smith/
Gail Harvey

6. Abbreviated Call for Projects- Transit Capital
(Attachment 4, Page 21)

Nalini Ahuja

Comprehensive Annual Financial Report
For Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 1999 (CAFR)
(Attachment 5, Page 27)

Nalini Ahuja

INFORMATION ITEMS
1. FY2001-2005 Short Range Transit Plan Diskettes
2. FTA Access to Jobs and Reverse Commute

ADJOURN TO APRIL 25, 2000



ATTACHMENT "1"

Minutes of February 29, 2000 Minutes



BUS OPERATIONS SUBCOMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES
MEETING OF FEBRUARY 29, 2000

Meeting called to order at 9:40 a.m.

Members Present:

Ron Cunningham, Anteiope Valley Transit Authority
Michael Busch, City of Arcadia~.
Jim Lewis, City ofClaremont :
Fernando Mendoza, Commerce Municipal Bus Lines
Mona Babauta, Culver CityBus
Andre Colaiace, Foothill Transit
Bob Hildebrand, Gardena Municipal Bus Lines
Joseph Voigt, La Mirada Transit
Brynn Kemaghan, Long Beach Transit
David Rzepinski, LADOT
Josee Larochelle, MTA Operations
Kathryn Engel, Moutebello Municipal Bus Lines
Lisa Patton, Norwalk Transit
Brad Lindahl, City.of Redondo Beach
Don Williams, Santa Clarita Transit
David Feinberg, Santa Monica’s Big Blue Bus
Anthony Rose, Torrance Transit

1. CHAIR REMARKS

David Feinberg called for approval of the minutes 0fthe January 25, 2000 meeting. Bob Hildebrand of
Gardena noted that in item 10, FY 2000-2001 Funding Marks Update, the minufes should read that the
TPM form deadline of January 31a pertained only to FY 2000. This being noted, the motion to approve the
minutes was forwarded by Andre Colaiace of Foothill Transit. He was seconded by David Rzepinski of
LADOT. Motion passed. David Feinberg said that the MTA Board on February 24, 2000, did not approve
the motion which would fair share the Proposition C - 40% Discretionary funds that MTA Operations is
using to satisfy the Consent Decree requirements. David said that there were seven board members when
the motion was voted. The motion had four votes in favor but it needed all seven votes to pass.

2. LEGISLATIVE UPDATE

Michael Turner of MTA gave the group a legislative update. Michael said that the MTA Board took
positions on certain bills at their last meeting which he would provide to members upon request. He also
said that Friday, February 25, was the deadline for introducing bills in the California legislature and that a
’stew’ of them were presented the last two days. MTA staffis currently reviewing these bills. Kathryn
Engel of Montebello said it was unusual that MTA had not sponsored bills in the legislature. Michael
replied that there were certain bills in MTA’s legislative program, such as, the renewal of the Freeway
Service Pa~’ol program and worker’s compensation changes. The corridor studies approved by the MTA
Board at their last meeting will be presented to the legislature.



3. 1-800 COMMUTE PHONE WAIT TIMES UPDATE

David Feinberg introduced Tom Longsden of MTA Customer Relations to address the group on this topic.
David said the reason he invited Tom was that members had received complaints from their customers on
the waiting times for the 1-800 COMMUTE phone. Tom said he was surprised to see this item on the
agenda since operations have improved in the past two years. Longsden said that call volume was up by
8,000 calls/month and that customer wait times had been reduced by an average of 50 seconds. He said the
average wait time is currently 304 seconds. He noted that these numbers were averages and that there were
some time periods in th6 day in Which the call volume was large and others when there were few, if any
calls. Tom said that they were funded to respond within 4 to 6 minutes, on the average. Bob Hildebrand of
Gardena asked if the response time could be shorter. Longsden replied that it was a resource issue and they
were currently proposing to add staffto reduce average wait times to 3 minutes. Bob said that the
resources allocated to this service have been insufficient to keep up with demand for the past seven years
and that ten years ago the service was adequately funded. Longsden agreed and said that the service had
taken budget cuts in the past and they are currently getting back to adequate staffing levels. He said this
effort was being helped by the MTA’s allowable use of part-time staff, a concession won in the last union
negotiations. He said the new budget adds eight part-time telephone operators. He said that MTA’s
website had a trip itinerary planner as well as bus and rail schedules and hoped that this tool would help to
keep demand for phone information from growing sharply. Longsden said the MTA is looking at new
technologies such as interactive voice response that would allow customers to state their origin, destination
and time of travel.. The speech would be translated to data and sent to the MTA mainframe computer
which would deliver the itinerary before the operator talks to the customer. This Would reduce contact
time between customer and operator leading to a reduction in operators required and/or faster response
time.

4. LACTOA CARD IMPLEMENTATION UPDATE

Vanessa Smith of MTA noted that the March 1 deadline of conversion from the old card to the new card
for MTA-issued cards was now indefinite due to procurement era new vendor. This will not affect inter-
agency cards because MTA drivers have been instructed to accept both the old and new cards. Lisa Patton
of Norwaik said that her agency had never issued one of these cards and requested training in order to do
so. Vanessa said that she had limited staff available to guarantee visits to municipal operators facilities but
that something could be worked out. Kathryn Engel of Montebello said that her agency has had two or
three customers a day complaining that the MTA bus operators were not accepting the new LACTOA
cards. Vanessa replied that MTA bus operators had been instructed to accept both the old and new cards
and that Demetrious Jones of MTA had been placed in charge of ensuring this takes place. Group agreed
to set up training sessions for issuing new cards in the next few weeks. The LACTOA card implementation
update will be an item at next month’s BOS meeting.

5. AQMD RULE 1190 UPDATE

Doug Kim of MTA said that this year is the year of urban bus regulations. He noted that the California Air
Resources Board (ARB) approved last week an urban bus rule that only affects 40-foot buses. This rule 
scheduled to be implemented in January 2001. The local Air Quality Management District (AQMD) rule
1190 affects all transit services that have a carrying capacity of 15 passengers or more. This rule exempts
school buses and paratransit services. Doug encouraged members to participate in the AQMD Transit Bus
Working Group which will clarify the rule including the definition of paratransit. The AQMD has slated an
adoption date of this rule in late April 2000. Kim said that the AQMD is trying to assemble and secure
local sources of funding to comply with the rule. Doug said that a huge shortfall of available funds is
expected. The AQMD has proposed that this rule be effective upon adoption in April. Doug said this
means that after adoption of the rule all new vehicle purchases would have to be in alternative-fueled



buses. He said this gives transit agencies little time to prepare for implementation of this rule. Doug noted
that low-sulfur diesel fuel and effective diesel particulate traps, which could alleviate some of the impacts
of this rule, are not yet in the market. Doug said that if the rule becomes effective in April many agencies
will be running their diesel buses a while longer. Kim said that the AQMD rule as it stands is not very
flexible. For example, articulated buses cannot be purchased because there are no alternative-fuel
articulated buses. There is no place in the AQMD rule for diesel-hybrid buses. Brynn Kemaghan of Long
Beach Transit circulated a position paper from BOS on the AQMD rule. Doug said that the contact for
more information on the AQMD Transit Bus Working Group is Henry Hogo. He can be reached at (909)
396-3184. The group agreed on a motion that asks AQMD to: a) invite all transit operators, contractors,
manufacturers and sole providers to participate in the working group; b) more time to review rule (three
months); c) definition of paratratisit; d) allowance for new technologies; e) rule be implemented one year 
after adoption; and, f) that pamtransit vehicles that are not commercially available in alternate fuels be
exempted from this rule. Da~,id Feinberg noted that the City of Santa Monica is very supportive of this
rule. Motion passed with Santa Monica and LADOT abstaining.

6. FY 1999 MIDYEAR REALLOCATION UPDATE

Nalini Ahuja of MTA said that there were no significant changes between revenue estimates and actual
revenues for PY 1999 requiring a midyear reallocation. Nalini introduced Carlos Monroy from the MTA
Budget office. Carlos said that the only apparent significant change in FY 1999 would be in STA funds.
There appears to be a decrease of about $700,000 of which the MTA receives 75%. Carlos said that the
Budget office would send this to the MTA Board in or before May as a decrease in the MTA’s FY 2000
budget. Kathryn Engel requested that changes be consistent for all operators in terms of fiscal years. The
group then agreed that any FY 1999 reallocation would be rolled into the FY 2001 funding marks with
explicit annotation for the year source of the monies. Kathryn also requested a year end P/L statement for
MTA Operations budget. Nalini said that she had a copy of the CAFR report. Josee Larochelle of MTA
said that the year end report as well as quarterly budget reports were available from the Budget office.
Kathryn said this was required in order to explain how MTA Operations was able to close its FY 2000
budget deficit. This item will be in next month’s BOS agenda.

7. TRIENNIAL AUDIT IMPLEMENTATION/RECOMMENDATIONS STATUS UPDATE,

Nalini Ahuja of MTA said that the board report on this topic would state that monies will be withheld if the
reports are not submitted to MTA. Ron Cunningham of AVTA asked if once the recommendation was
implemented was it necessary to report it every quarter. Nalini introduced Allan Lipsky, MTA Chief
Operating Officer to the group. Allan replied that once was enough. He also asked the municipal
operators to submit these documents as soon as possible so that the board report on this topic could be
modified. Allan addressed the group on the Proposition C - 40% Discretionary issue. Allan noted that this
discussion has been going on for two years. He said that Mr. Burke and himself were disappointed that
they had been able to resolve much more difficult issues, such as the transit corridor studies, and had failed
to reach agreement on the allocation of Proposition C - 40% Discretionary monies with the municipal
operators. Allan said that it seemed to him that what the bus systems needed in terms of Proposition C -
40% was a forward-looking program that gave everyone a clear commitment for funding out of Propositiun
C - 40% revenues for an extended period of time. Lipsky said that the MTA uses the Proposition C - 40%
funds as a balancing account for budget deficits. Allan said that to simply say that we would fair-share the
Proposition C - 40% monies would not give anyone a predictable source of revenues. Allan said that the
General Managers have stated to him that if they were going to receive an allocation, it needed to be a
sustained revenue source so that they could plan their operations in a cost-effective and service-effective
manner. MTA came up with a five-year plan for the allocation of the Proposition C - 40% Discretionary
monies. This plan started at $5 million dollars for the first year and would build up after a three year
period to $15 million/year. Along with this was a cooperative plan in which all operators would participate
in a countywide overcrowding relief problem and access improvements for the transit dependent. This was



included so that MTA would be allocating revenues in a manner consistent with its Consent Decree
obligations. The deal fell apart on principle. Allan said that some of the bus systems alleged that the
Proposition C - 40% Discretionary monies and any money allocated to MTA bus revenues was statutorily
required to be fair shared. Lipsky said that MTA disagreed with this position because this was not the
intent of the voters when Proposition C was passed. Allan said that MTA would continue to discuss this
issue with the municipal operators in a fair and responsible manner as a regional agency. Brynn
Kernaghan thanked Allan on behalfofBOS for addressing the group on this topic. Brynn said that she was
troubled by some of Allah’s comments. She said that the corridor studies were passed by the MTA Board
because they see these projects as being funded by the Governor’s surplus, a different fund source.
However, the MTA Board has been advised that it would run into Consent decree legal problems if it fair
shares the Proposition C - 40%Discretionary funds. She said it was troubling that an agency can run up
deficits and then cover these deficits with the Proposition C - 40% Discretionary monies. Lastly, Brynn
said that some BOS member’s were not using the Calderon bill as the law that fair shares this money, but
rather they were basing their request on the MTA Board’s policy that funds the municipal operators. Allan
said that MTA agrees with the fair share principle but that they disagreed on what fund sources were to be
fair shared. Lipsky said that the MTA excluded from these funds the Consent Decree funding requirements
because this was a regional problem that the MTA got stuck with. Allan noted that although different
venues like the California Legislature are being used to resolve this questions, the MTA will continue to
fair share the remaining balance of the Proposition C - 40% Discretionary monies after MTA Consent
Decree obligations are satisfied.

8. FY 2001-2005 SHORT RANGE TRANSIT PLAN

Larry Torres of MTA went over the memo in the agenda that has copies of the tables required for the FY
2001 Short Range Transit Plan (SRTP). He also went over the narrative required in the SRTP. Larry said
that the deadline for the SRTP’s was sixty days after the MTA Board approves the funding marks. Larry
introduced Heather Hills of MTA who told the group they need to submit Congestion Management
Program (CMP) tables for each CMP project the agencies have in progress. Heather can be reached 
(213) 922-2821 if there are any questions on the CMP submittal.

9. FY 2000 STA ELIGIBILITY TEST

Nalini Ahuja of MTA went over the FY 2000 STA eligibility test. She said four operators had failed the
FY 2000 STA test: Santa Monica, Long Beach, Culver City and MTA. Nalini noted that the funds can be
set aside for capital or the agency can wait until next year’s test to use these monies for operating purposes.
She asked the operators to notify Larry Torres if they were going to set the monies aside for capital. Nalini
mentioned certain items that stood out as she compiled the statistics for the STA test. She noted that
Foothill Transit’s numbers were lower than the prior year. Andre Colaiaee of Foothill Transit said he would
review the numbers. Nalini also noted that Santa Clarita had not broken down their numbers by FAP
monies and dedicated funding sources. Nalini said that she had taken Norwalk’s Route 4 out of the formula

because it was being funded through Call for P~_r~oiects monies. A lengthy discussion ensued about folding
shuttle services ~nto the formula. ~~ taRS ~i~hcy posa-ig.n.~i~ii~.~’-~-Wd ~

~_~mtyn repnea mat t~-oliey ~was~at any time ~s~t,SC~SO_umae nmaee out~..~e -
~~l~’~ff~j~;~ili~-~6~’~’~ ~f~di~r~’~ionary monies, such as Call money,
wRliOUt fapinginfo tt/e:f0fifi~la funds.

10. FY 2000-2001 FUNDING MARKS UPDATE

Nalini mentioned that she had not yet received the full complement of NTD reports and Transit
Performance Measurement (TPM) forms. Kathryn Engel made a motion that MTA provide CPI increases
to the Proposition C - 40% Discretionary funds every year from now on. Motion was seconded by Andre



Colaiace of Foothill Transit. Motion passed with no opposition or abstentions. Bob Hildebrand of
Gardena asked why MTA miles and fare revenues were down from last year. Nalini replied that the
additional service implemented for the Consent Decree had reduced MTA bus services elsewhere. Bob
asked why this was not done for the prior year. Nalini replied that although FY 1999 was the year that saw
a big increase in Consent Decree services, she had also done this for FY 1998. Nalini asked members to go
over the funding marks in detail for their particular agency and to get back to her with any errors or
omissions. Nalini said that the expected growth rate on Propositions A and C was six percent. Brynn
asked that the TDA principal be separated from the interest in the funding marks. She also asked for how
long would the Certificates of Participation (COP) be listed in the marks. Nalini said that it was ten years
after the certificates are issued. Brynn also requested that the Proposition C - 5 % Security funds be
allocated completely to the municipal operator in the funding marks. Each operator will tell Nalini the
amount they want to give to the partnership. Michael Busch of Arcadia asked how the number of vehicles
in page 48 was arrived at. Nalini replied that the number listed was bus equivalents for dial-a-ride
properties. Kathryn asked that the funding marks be approved before or with the MTA budget. Nalini said
she would try to finalize the funding marks by the end of March. In order to do this, the group needs to
allocate the Section 9 - 15% Discretionary Capital monies before then. The group agreed to meet at 1:30
p.m. on March 21, 2000 at MTA headquarters to allocate this money. Proposals are due to Mike Busch by
March 16, 2000. His fax number is (626) 447-3309. He will fax members a one page spreadsheet with the
proposals and money requested on Monday, March 20, 2000.

1 I. NEW BUSINESS

Ray Tellis of the FTA said that they had met with Caltrans and that the CMAQ projects were in the
pipeline and Caltrans would proceed with the necessary notifications. He said the FTA had an interim
procedure to move forward with the CMAQ projects. He told the group to contact him if Caltrans tells
members that the CMAQ projects are on hold. Ray can be reached at (213) 202-3952. Brynn Kernaghan
mentioned that MTA is planning to hold a mini Call for Projects with Governor Davis’ unspent transit
funds. Don Williams of Santa Clarita said it was his understanding that this mbney was taken by the MTA
Board at their last meeting for the corridor studies. Brynn and David said they would seek clarification at
TAC the following day and report back to BOS. Meeting adjourned until 1:30 p.m. Tuesday, March 21,
2000, at MTA headquarters.



FY 1999 MUNICIPAL OPERATOR DOCUMENT STATUS

AS of March 20, 2000

DATEDUE

A~ntelo~pe Valley Transit Authority

Arcadia Transit

Claremont Dial-A-Ride

Commerce’Municipal Bus Lines

Culver CityBua

FY 2000-2004
SRTP

31-Jui-99

Received

Received

Received

Received

Foothill Transit ¢’ Received

Gardena Municipal Bus Lines Received

La Mirada Transit

LACMTA

LADOT

Received

Received

Received

FY 1999
NTD Report

15-Nov-99

Received

Received

Received

Received

Received

Received

Received

Received

Received

Received

FY 99 Certified
Finance and Compliance

Audit

30-Dec-99

Received

Received

Received

Received

F~/’1999

State Controller
Report

Received

Received

Received

Received

Received

Received Received

Received Received

Received

Received

Received

Received

Not Required

Long Beach Transit Received Received Received Received

Montebello Bus Lines Notice Sent Received Received Received

FY 2000

Santa Monica’s Big Blue Bus

TDA/STA
CLAIM

17-Sep-99

Not Required

P~eeived

Received

Received

Received

Received

Received

Received

Not Required

Received

Received

Norwalk Transit Received Received Received Received Received

Redondo Beach Dial-A-Ride Received Received Received Received

Santa Clarita Transit Received Received Received Not Required

Received Received Received

Received ReceivedTorrance Transit Received Received

* Footlllll lranstt ¢dontxactors nave not yet sut~m~tteO NI’D reports.
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1999/00 Local, State and Federal Legislative Matrix (2nd Session) Page 1 of 12

The following is an update of major legislation that affects you and your transportation needs. This
page will be periodically updated as needed¯

1999/00 LOCAL, STATE AND FEDERALLEGISLATIVE
MATRIX

(2nd Session)

Last Update - February 24, 2000

Proposal/Actions
$200 Mtlhon
Agreement with the
City of Los Angeles

Valley
Fransportation Zone

LOCAL
Descri ~tion

fhe MI’A and the Los
Angeles City Council signed
an agreement July 24, 1997,
that committed the City to
providing the MTA $200
million over eight years to
assist with the construction
of the MTA’s rail program.

On September 29, the MTA
Board of Directors voted to
approve a draft amendment
to the Agreement.
Discussions between the
MTA and the City of Los
Angeles are continuing.

ust 26, 1998, the Los
~ngeles City Council
~pproved a motion to
~xplore the feasibility of a
xansportation zone in the
gan Fernando Valley.

Status
lhe MTA and City orLos Angeles Ctuef
Legislative Analyst (CLA) are currently
negotiating the balance of the agreement.

On May 4, 1999, the Los Angeles City Council
unanimously adopted a resolution to formally
direct city staffto amend the current agreement

On February 16 the Los Angeles City Council
voted to approve the City Transportation
Committee report ehich recommends paying
the MTA the balance of $34.1 million for the
Metro Rail North Hollywood extension
project. Approval is contingent upon the
provision of 250 parking spaces for the
Universal City Station.
On February 25, 1999, the MTA Board voted to
give the public, municipal transit agencies, transit
unions and others an additional month to
comment on draft guidelines for proposed new
xansit zone recommendations. The board will
zonsider this motion at it’s April 29, 1999,
rie.eting.

On April 29, 1999, the MTA Board approved the
gone pre-applications but voted to adopt the Local
transit Zone Guidelines. Staff was directed to
zontinue to work with the applicants to revise the
uidelines. The board will consider the revised
uidelines at it’s May 27, 1999, meeting.

In May 27, 1999, the MTA Board of Directors

htt~://.www.mta.net/coroorate/dents/~ovtrelal~r 99 00 matrix.hlm 3/20/00



1999/00 Local, State and Federal Legislative Matrix (2nd Session) Page 2 of,12 ,

101 - 405 Freeway
Interchange

lhe Los Angeles City
2ouncil established a task
force to identify
improvements and study
~olutions that could be in
place within five years to
relieve the traffic congestion
at the interchange.

approved pre-applications for proposed transit
zones filed by Foothill Transit and the Greater
San Fernando Valley Transportation Zone. The
Board also approved the selection of 36 Metro
bus lines as being significant to the region.

On January 5, 2000, the Transportation
Committee of the City of Los Angeles approved
the Chief Legislative Analyst (CLA) and
Department of Transportation (LADOT) reports
which recommend that the City enter into an
interim Joint Powers Authority (JPA) with eight
3ther cities and the County of Los Angeles, and
:ontinue the process of establishing the Zone.
~)n November 19, 1998, MTA Board orDirectors
:ecommended a list of candidate projects for
:onsideration by Caltrans for inclusion in the
[nterregional Transportation Improvement
?rogram (ITIP).

9n January 21, 1999, the MTA Planning &
Programming Committee adopted to provide a 20
~ match to the $13.1 million proposal to fund
improvements for the interchange.

On April 29, !999, the MTA Board adopted the
Planning & Programming Committee’s
recommendation to approve the Los Angeles
:ounty project list which prioritizes rebuilding
101-405 Interchange.

On July 29, 1999, the MTA Board adopted the
1999 TIP Call for Projects which includes $8~2
million in funding for two lane additions at the
101-405 interchange.

On January 7, 2000 the Los Angeles City Council
will consider a motion by Council Members
Laura Chick and Hal Bemson instructing
LADOT, in conjunction with Caltrans, the
Metropolitan Transit Authority and the Southern

~ddr
alifornia Association of Governments, to
repare and present a report to Council,

essing all studies or research currently
erway about relieving congestion along the

1 Freeway Corridor, by February 1, 2000.

Any inquiries regarding MTA’s local legislative program may be directed to Wilbur Babb, Jr. at
babbw(~,mta.net.

http://www.mta.net/corporate/depts/govtrela/gr_99 00 matrix.htm 3/20/00



1999/00 Local, State and Federal Legislative Matrix (2nd Session)

l~lll / Autl~or

AB 30

AB 38

LA 8/26/99

h,B 44

STATE ASSEMBLY
Description MTA

Position
Appropriates $100
million to the Office of
Criminal Justice
Planning to fund grants
for the salaries and
benefits of peace
afficers previously
funded by a federal
~ant that expires on or
~efore Jariuary 1, 2002.
I’his bill could benefit
~e MTA by providing
fianding for existing and
~dditional police
~fficers to patrol our
~:ansit services.

Original bill extended Neutral
the $1 motor vehicle
registration fee to the
~ear 2004 for South
Coast Air Quality
Management District
(SCAQMD) projects.
Amended bill unrelated
to transportation.

~upport ¯

Status

Held ~n Assembly
Appropriations Committee

2-year bill

Ilais bill has passed the
deadline to be considered for
this session

Vetoed by Governor

This bill has passed the
deadline to be considered for
this session

Mandates the re- Oppose Heanng in Assembly

McClintock)
designation of all
~xisting High
Dccupancy Vehicles
~OV) as mixed flow-
!anes and directs a study
9e conducted on the
ffficacy of HOV lanes.

transportation Committee,
Ianuary 10

2-year bill

Page 3 of 12

http://www.mta.n.et/corporate/depts/govtrela/gr_99 00 matdx.htm 3/20/00



1999/00 Local, State and Federal Legislative Matrix (2nd Session)

AN 102

(.Wildman]

Hertzberg)

LA 8/16/99

AB 276

LA 5/18/99

AB 308

.A 9/3/99

357

Calderon)

2A 5/28/99

~B 521

McClintock)

?rovides 100 percent
:he funding necessary to
:omplete construction ol
:he 1989 Retrofit
3oundwall List. Issue
handled
administratively by
CTC.

Directs all sales tax
~roceeds derived from
gasoline ~ales to the
Public Transportation
~,ccount (PTA).

~_dds the rehabilitation
md reconstruction of
:olling stock and transit
:apital infrastructure to
the list of annual fund
~timates.

Original bill added $45
million to $15 million
offthe top of State
Highway Account
funding for grade
separation projects
throughout the state.
Amended bill for a
:eport on the sufficiency
~f grade separation
3rojects.

Redirects the state slaare
of sales tax on gasoline
currently allocated to the
general fund to fund the
construction and
maintenance of mixed
flow freeway lanes and
.ncrease the share of
~mding to cities and
:ounties

Support

Sponsor

Support

Support

No position

Neutral

P’alled Passage in Senate
Transportation Committee
(4-5) Reconsideration
Granted, 8/17

This bill has passed the
deadline to be considered for
his session

IHeld in Assembly
Appropriations Committee

1"his bill has passed the
geadline to be considered for
this session

Vetoed by (3ovemor in
previous session

This bill has passed the
deadline to be considered for
this session

tn Senate Transportation
Eommittee

this bill has passed the
:leadline to be considered for
this session

t,’mled pasage in Assembly
rransportation Committee,
lanuary 10

Page 4 of~ 12
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199~9/00 Local, State and Federal Legislative Matrix (2nd Session) Page 5 of 12

AB 581

~Firebaugh)

~A 8/14/99

AB 682

Directs a study
zonducted to assess
traffic congestion on
[~oute 710, the Long
Beach Corridor. The
MTA Board urged the
~ill be amended to be
9ermissive not a
aaandate. The bill was
~rnended to make it

Support with
Amendment

9ermissive..

A "spot" bill wh~ch

AB 958

IScott)

hA 8/I 7/99

1303

~lorez)

currently makes non-
substantive changes to
MTA law.

Provides a clearer
~rocess for the
utilization by local
agencies of the design-
build procurement
authority established in
1996.

Would reallocate a
~ortion of the
~tatewide gas tax to
~pecified accounts.

Neutral

Support

Work with
Author if
amended

tn Senate inactive tile, 8/25

this bill has passed the
5eadline to be considered for
~is session

In Assemlgly ]

This bill has passed the
deadline to be considered for
this session

In Senate Transportation
Committee

This bill has passed the
deadline to be considered for
this session

In Senate Transportation
Committee

htrP://www.mta.neffcorporate/depts/govtrela/gr_99 00 matrix.htm 3/20/00
19



1999/00 Local, State and Federal Legislative Matrix (2nd Session) Page 6 of 12

AB 1425

LA 8/I 6/99

AB 1612

Torlakson)

LA 116/00

Provides that IUndlng
identified as the federal
regional surface
:ransportation program
5ands would not merely
9e added to the overall
~TIP for distribution,
9ut rather be
apportioned to
metropolitan planning
organizations, or in
Southern California, to
county transportation
commissions based
upon popialation.
Committee amendment
added to apportion 20%
of the funds to
environmental
~nhancement programs.

~Sreates the
Fransportation and
Uongestion relief and
Local road
tmprovement account
in State
rransportation Fund.

Sponsor Hearing in Senate
Appropriations Committee,
suspense file, 8/16

Work with
Author/Return

to Board

this bill has passed the
deadline to be considered for
this session

In Senate Transportation
Commitee
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1765

Maddox )

0tB 1776

McClintock)

SB 10

(Rainey)

LA 4/21/99

SB 14

(Rainey)

9110199

Makes substantive
changes to the
LACMTA’s benefit
assessment districts.

Would allow the
Governor to declare a
~tate of transportation
"gridlock" emergency.

01rects $300 million in
~tate Highway Account
"SHA) funds for local
streets and roads
rehabilitation and storm
drainage repairs. This
measure is identical to
AB 1612 (Florez).

[Requires the
~epartment of
[fransportation
~(Caltrans) to complete 
INudy setting forth
criteria for determining
the "effectiveness" of
HOV lanes. Mandates
that Caltrans cannot
designate or construct
any new HOV lanes
until study is completed.
Amended to a study bill
only.

Oppose

Neutral

Neutral, seek
amendments

Oppose,
unless

amended

In Assembly
Fransportation and Local
Government Committees

In Assembly
transportation Committee

:Held in Senate
Transportation Committee

This bill has passed the
deadline to be considered for
this session

Senate unfinished business

As amended,
now neutral

2-year bill

http://www.mta.neffcorporate/depts/govtrela/gr_99 00 matrix.htm 3/20/00
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SB 17

bA 4/29199

SB 65

Lb. 3/23/99

~B 315

"Burton/

Kamette)

.A 9/1/99

Prowdes a tax lncent~ve
for employers who
subsidize transit passes
for their employees by
granting a tax credit
~qual to 40% of the
~mployer’s cost.

erowdes $20 million in
funds for transportation
programs for
CalWORKS recipients.

Provides that a bond
measure be placed on
the ballot. Part 0fa
)acket of measures,
SCA 3 and SR 8,
relating to funding for
California’s
transportation capital
needs.

Previously SB 1101.
Provides that
transportation zones
must assume MTA
anion agreements for a
~-year period after the
zreation of the zone.
~pecifies that transferred
VITA employees are
~one employees.

Support

Support vc~th
amendments

Support

Oppose

Held in Senate
~ppropriations Committee

this bill has passed the
deadline to be considered for
Ns session

Held in Senate
Appropriations Committee -
Suspense File

This bill has passed the
deadline to be considered for
this session
Conference Committee

2-year bill

Vetoed by t3ovemor

Veto was sustained

http://www.mta.net/corporate/depts/govtrela/gr_99 00 mah-ix.htm 3/20/00
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677

"Polanco)

851

~Iayden)

SB 864

!SB 1101

8/26199

~’rovides t0r a partial
and temporary
~xemption of the sales
Iax specifically for the
MTA and its purchase
3ftransit vehicles.

Similar to SB 1886, this
bill would establish
~even transp6rtation
planning boards
ahroughout the county to
be the "sole and
~xclusive" planning
:ntities for
transportation and
:apital projects within
given geographical
treas.

A "spot" 19111 which
:urrently makes non-
~ubstantive changes to
MTA law. Author
:hange indicates that
Ks bill will most likely
9e used on another issue
anrelated to MTA.

Designates
a’ansp0rtation zones as
~rganizational units of
:he MTA withits
~mployees to be part of
tae same collective
~argaining agreements
as represented by the
MTA. Provisions
amended into SB 372.

Sponsor

Oppose

Neutral

Oppose

Held in Senate Revenue and
I’axation Committee 4/21

l’his bill has passed the
deadline to be considered for
~his session

Held in Senate
I’ransportafion Committee on
~/20

Fhis bill has passed the
deadline to be considered for
:his session

?assed in Senate
Fransportation Committee,
l/4

In Senate Appropriations
2ommittee-suspense file

in Assembly

.~efer to SB 372 (Solis)

Fhis bill has passed the
deadline to be considered for
tais session

http://www.mta.net/corporate/depts/govtrela/gr. 99 00 malfix.htm 3/20/00
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, LA 1/3100

Amended Bill which
a~ould apply the AB 89
restrictions to any new
~ransit zones.

No position

SB 1202

Kamette)

SB 1243

~Murray)

LA 5/28199

SB 1276

iHayden)

.A 8/16/99

Requires that in
resolving issues relating
to labor organization
representation for the
MTA, the State Director
of Industrial Relations
aaust define the term
’employee" as including
ndividuals employed as i
supervisors and
managers. MTA will
work with Karnette’s
;taffto clarify and
amend bill to reflect
recent MTA actions in
this regard.

Bill creates a
construction authority
for an undefined project
along the Exposition
Right-of-Way.

3r~gmal bill prowded
taat the MTA Board of
Directors may not pass
any agenda item "with
tess than seven
affirmative" votes.
Amended to prohibit
MTA from expending
any ftmds until the
conditions of a consent
decree and subsequent
rulings are deemed met
by the Special Master.
Urgency clause adopted

Oppose
unless

amended

No position

Oppose

Passed in Senate on 1/27

In Assembly

Senate Industrial Kelatlons
Committee

n Senate Transportahon 2-
,ear bill

riffs bill has passed the
:leadline to be considered for
this session

Failed Passage m Senate
transportation Committee,
8/17

Reconsideration granted 2-
’ear bill

?his bill has passed the
teadline to be considered for
2ais session

http://www.mta.net/corporate/depts/govtrela/gr 99 00 matrix.htm 3/20/00
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Burton)

A 8/16/99

provided that local
transportation sales
taxes can be approved
by a majority vote,
rather than the 2/3rds
vote required by state
Constitution£or tax
measures. Amended
measure provides for a
statewidesales tax with
a requirement that "non-
transportation sales tax
counties" must submit
an expenditure plan to
voters on a countywide
ballot. Current
transportation sales tax
counties could extend
their measures with a
Vote of the County
Transportation
Authority Board. This
measure as currently
written, has no impact
on Los Angeles County
transportation sales tax
measures. Part of a
packet of measures, SR
8 and SB 315, relating
to funding for
California’s
transportation capital
needs.

b’%-il-Ud passage xn ~1

9/7

http://www.mta.net/corporate/depts/govtrela/gr. 99 00 matrix.htm 3/20/00
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Deferred = bill will be brought up at another time; Chaptered = bill has become law; LA = Last Amended; Enrolled = bill
sent to Governor for approval or veto; and, Held in Committee = bill is dead for this calendar year, could be
considered next calendar year

Any inquiries regarding MTA’s state legislative program may be directed to C.A. Moody at
moodyc@mta.net.

FEDERAL LEGISLATION

Bill / Author Description

Infor~nation not available at chis time.

Status

Any inquiries regarding MTA’s federal legislative program may be directed to C.A. Moody at
moodyc@mta.net or Marisa Valdez Yeager at yeagerm(~Anta.net.

Government Relations
Los Angeles Cotmty Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza
Mail Stop 99-19-6
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952

Return to Government Relations Home

[MTA Home] [RTP&D Link]
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ATTACHMENT "3"

LACTOA Action Plan
For Senior Disabled Card Process



MEMORANDUM

DATE: March 21, 2000

TO: B.O.S. Committee

FROM: Vanessa Smith ( Reduced Fare Office)

SUBJECT: Status of the Disabled I.D. Card conversion process

Due to the extensive procurement process involved with securing a new I.D. Card processing vendor,
the MTA has decided to convert the remainder of MTA issued Disabled I.D. cardholders to the new
style Disabled I.D. card by attrition. However, to expedite the conversion process, MTA will still
encourage old style cardholders to submit a conversion application for the new style Disabled I.D.
Card. All submitted conversion applications will be process expeditiously by our new vendor.

Converting by attrition, will simplify the I.D. conversion process and eliminate on going extension
dates. We will work closely with our new vendor to complete the conversion process.

2,o



ATTACHMENT "4"

Abbreviated Call for Projects
Transit Capital



TRANSIT CAPITAL

OBJECTIVE

The primary objective of the Transit Capital modal category is to promote transit service effectiveness by funding
projects which either directly or indirectly increase transit use. Examples of projects which directly increase transit use
include those which increase the frequency, speed, and/or schedule reliability of transit service. Examples of projects
which indirectly increase transit use include those which improve access to transit systems and facilitate transfers. The
secondary objective of the Transit Capital modal category is to promote improvements in system cost-efficiency
through reductions in operating and m~aintenance expenses.

ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS

Public agencies that provide transportation services or facilities in Los Angeles County. This includes, for example, the
County of Los Angeles, Cities, State of California, and public transportation joint powers authorities.

Project Study R.eporffProject Scoping Document

Project Study Reports (PSRs) or equivalent project scoping document (i.e., a document that clearly outlines project
scope and detailed cost breakdown) are required for any projects in all modal categories. The cost of preparing the
PSR or equivalent document must be financed by the applicant and is not an eligible cost. A draft PSR or
equivalent document will be acceptable at the time of the application submittal deadline of March 31, 2000;
however, a final will be due prior to MTA Board adoption of the 2000 STIP Projects. Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) and/or Reports (EIR) are acceptable substitutes for PSRs, however, the project must 
environmentally cleared under NEPA.

A project scoping document submitted as an equivalent document to the PSR requirement shall clearly describe the
extent of the proposed document and at a minimum address the following;

1. Project boundaries or limits.

2. A description of any functional improvements proposed to be constructed.
3. A detailed cost breakdown for all proposed tasks.

ELIGIBLE PROJECTS

This category provides capital funds for regionally-significant bus capital, transit center, park-and-ride, commuter rail
projects and transit equipment purchases. Maintenance and operating expenses for current and new projects are not
eligible.

Traditional wansit capital fimding sources, such as Federal Section 5307 and State TDAJSTA funds, are allocated by
formula to the 16 included and eligible municipal transit operators. Projects seeking funding under the Transit Capital
category will be ranked more favorably if they demonstrate a need that cannot be met through the formula and is
consistent with the objectives listed above. Examples of eligible projects in the Transit Capital category include the
following:

¯ Transit capital expenditures necessary to ensure the effective and timely implementation of bus transit restructuring
study recommendations.

Improvements to or construction of regionally significant transit stations, transit centers and park and ride lots.
Park and Ride lots must have access to fixed route bus or rail ~ransit services, demonstrate need, and show potential
for increasing bus/rail transit use. Park and Ride lots that support regionally significant transit centers/hubs, HOV,
and rail projects will be ranked more favorably. Transit stations and/or Iransit centers should accommodate off-

RTP&DPoliey&Planning-3/l 5/00
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