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Thursday, February i, 1990 - 9.30 a.m.
LACTC Sixth Floor Main Conference Room

¯ 403 West Eighth Street
Los Angeles, CA 90014

I. Call to Order - BOS

2. Approval of January 4,

Be

e

9e

BOS Bylaws

1990 Meeting Minutes
(Item 2 - Page01 

(Item 3 - Page06 

FY 90-9i LACTC TDA.Guidelines
(To be mailed under separate cover)

¯ Preliminary FY 91 through (Item 5 - Page i0 
FY 93 Bus Transit Funding Estimates

BOS Mailing Directory

Private sec£or Forum Schedule¯

Legislative Update
(AB 2541, Polanco Bill)

New Business

(Item 6 - Page 23 

(Item 8 - Page 26 

i0. Adjournment

(213) 626-0370

SUGGESTED
DISPOSITION

Action

Action

Action

Action

Information

Information

Discussion

Discussion
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MINUT

LOS ANGELES COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COIVlI~__~_ON 403 We~ 8th St., ~ 500, L~ ~

BUS OPz~(ATIONS SUBCOMMITTEE

LACrC
~ CA 90014 (213) 626-0370

JANUARY 4, 1990

MEMBERS PRESENT

Name Aqency

Jim Parker
David Feinberg
Tom Bachman
Birgit Brazill
Bill Forsythe
Nicole Long
John DiMario
Karen King
Larry Torres
Stephanie Griffin
Ellen Gelbard
Bob Zargorski

Gardena
Arcadia
Commerce
Culver City
Foothill Transit
L.A. County D.P.W.
La Mirada
Long Beach
Montebello
Santa Monica
SCRTD
Torrance

OTHERS PRESENT

Dan Gomez
Nancy Whelan

Steven Brown

Commerce
Deloitte & Touche
SCRTD

LACTC STAFF PRESENT

Linda Bohlinger
Rex Gephart
Brynn Kernaghan
Dale Royal
Frank Zarider

AGENDA.I:BOSMIN
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II.

III

CAT.T. TO ORDER - BOS

The meeting was called to order at 9:40 a.m.

APPROVAL OF JANUARY 4, 1990 MTNUT~.~

Birgit Brazill, Culver City, noted that the minutes did not
record her request for a new estimate of Culver City’s FY
1989 Proposition A Discretionary Carry-over funds.

Bill Forsythe, Foothill Transit noted that, "Mr. A1 Reyes,
SCRTD, motioned not to adopt" should read, "Mr. John
Richeson, SCRTD, motioned not to adopt," ¯

The Chair noted that, "drug testing program was motioned, and
approved", shouldread, "drug testing program, was moved,
seconded, and approved."

The November 30, 1989 minutes were moved, seconded and
approved as corrected.

BOS BYLAWS

Representatives of the BOS Bylaws Working Group-presented the
item. ¯After the presentation, the BOS agreed to adopt the
following six amendments to the bylaws.

List of Items for Review by BOS.
(Article I, Section 2)

In order to clarify the role of the BOS, add the
following statement to Section 2.

"At a minimum, the following items will be reviewedby¯
the BOS:

Transportation planning and policy-making with
impacts on transit;

Proposition A Discretionary program and Guidelines;

Proposition A Local Assistance programs and
Guidelines;

o Legislative issues- federal, state, and local;

o Short Range Transit Plan (SRTP) issues;
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TDA and STA issues; and

Issues related ~to Proposition A Discretionary Grant
MOU approvals.

Chanqe Names ofTra-~it Operators
(Article II, Section i)

In order to make the bylaws reflect theproper names of
each operator, the following corrections were proposed:

o La Mirada Dial-a’Ride - change to La Mirada
Transit

o Montebello Transit Utility Line - change to
Montebello Municipal Bus Lines

Redondo Beach Dial-a-Ride.- change to Redondo Beach
Wave

San Gabriel Valley Transportation Zone - change to
Foothill Transit Zone "

Also, it was recommended that wording be adjusted to.
allow fbr more than one Transit Zone in the future.

(Article II, Section 2)
Transportation Zone - change to Transportation
Zone(s).

Move Back Deadline for Receivinq Meetinq Material~
(Article IV, Section i)

The deadline for receiving BOS meeting materials was
decreased from "no less than five (5) workings days" 
"no less than three (3) workings days before the next
scheduled meeting."

Increase the Quo~Im
(Article IV, Section 2)

The minimum number for a quorum was increased from 50%
to 50% + 1 of voting members. The section should read:
"A fifty percent plus one (50% + i) majority of ’the
voting members of the Bus Operations Subcommittee shall
constitute a quorum for the transaction of business."
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IV.

VI.

o Define VotinqRules
(Article V)

The following sentence was added to clarify the voting
rules: "Fifty percentplus one (50% + i) of the voting
members present constitutes a majority."

Include LACTC Ratification of Bylaws
(Article VI)

To recognize the last step in amending the BOS bylaws,
add the following clause in parentheses:

"(subject to ratification by the LACTC)."

UPDATE ON LACTC TRANSIT FINANCIAL PLAN - Information

Nancy Whelan, Deloitte, Touche, presented this item.

Whelan explained that she is developing a model for bus
capital replacements by modifying similar models used to
calculate light rail and Metro-rail needs, chairman Parker
recommended that,, where applicable, data from the Booz-Allen
bus retirement model should be utilized in the process.

BUS DRIVER INSTRUCTOR TRAINING OPPORTUNITI~ - Information

Rex Gephart, LACTC, presented this item.

Chairman Parker noted that the limited opportunities for
certified operator training is a key policy problem worthy of
attention by Frank Zarider, Transit Systems Coordinator,
LACTC.

BOS MEMBER ADDRESS ¥.7s~ - Information

Rex Gephart, LACTC, asked for all operators to note any
corrections to the address, phone and FAX list.

TRGISLATIVE UPDATE - Information

Brynn Kernaghan gave an oral report

California SB 1 - League of California Cities will an vote to
support or oppose the bill on January 4, 1990.

National Transportation Policy - Draft in February.

Americans with Disabilities Act - Mark-up in January.

VII. NEW BUSINESS

VIII. ADJOURNMENT

AGENDA.2:MINUTES.
DR/gh

O~



ITEM #3

BUS OPERATIONS SUBCOMMITTEE

BYLAWS

ARTICLE I. PURPOSE AND SCOPE:

Section I. Under the authority of the Los
Angeles County Transportation Commission, hereinafter called the
Commission, the Bus Operations Subcommittee, also referred to as
the BOS, shall be consulted on issues and will provide techinical
input/assistance to the Commission by reviewing and evaluating the
various transportation policies, operating issues, and
transportation financing programs in Los Angeles County. BOS shall
review, comment upon and make recommendations on such matters as
referred to it by the Commission.

Section 2. Under the authority of the
Commission, BOS may also engage in such related activities as
appropriate to the dispatch of its responsibilities and from time
to time may bring matters of special concern to BOS operators to
the attention of the Commission through the appropriate Commission
policy committees.

At a minimum, the following items will be reviewed
by the BOS:

Transportation planning and policy-making with
impacts on transit

Proposition A Discretionary program and
Guidelines

Proposition A Local Assistance programs and
Guidelines

Legislative issues - federal, state, and local

Short Range Transit Plan (SRTP) issues

TDA and STA issues

Issues related to Proposition A Discretionary
Grant MOU approvals

Section 3. The staff of the Commission shall be
available to aid BOS in its work.

Page 1 of 4



ARTICT~ II. MEMBERSHIP:

The Bus Operations Subcommittee shall consist of
sixteen (16)voting members and two (2) ex-officio members selected
as follows:

Section i.

a.

Do

Co

do

Section 2.

Voting Members

Included operators of Los Angeles County
[one (i) vote each]:

o
o
o
o
o
o

Arcadia Dial-A-Ride
Claremont Dial-A-Ride
CommerceMunicipal Bus Lines
Culver City Municipal Bus Lines
La Mirada Transit
Long Beach Public Transportation
Company
M0ntebello Municipal Bus Lines
Norwalk Transit System
Redondo Beach Wave
Santa Monica Municipal Bus Lines
Torrance Transit. System
Southern California Rapid Transit
District

Los Angeles County (Department of Public
Works [one (i) vote].

City of Los Angles (Department of
Transportation [one (i) vote].

Foothill Transit Zone [one (i) vote].

Non-voting Members (Ex-Officio)

LACTC-Approved Transportation Zone(s)

Private Sector Representative
(selected by Private Sector Forum.)

ARTICLE III. OFFICERS:

The Bus Operations Subcommittee shall elect a
Chairperson, Vice Chairperson and Secretary from the voting members
thereof, each of whom shall serve for one (i) year, and thereafter
until either re-elected or successor is elected. The individual
member shall be considered as the elective officer and not the
organization or agency.

Election of officers will be conducted at the
September meeting of BOS (and will assume their duties immediately
following the meeting).

Page 2 of 4
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ARTICTR III. OFFICERS: - continued

Section I. Dutiesof Officers:

~hairperson - It shall be the duty of the
Chairperson to preside at all meetings of
BOS and to ensure that the proceedings of
the meeting are conducted in keeping with
adopted Bylaws.

Vice Chairperson ’ In the absence~or
inability of the Chairperson to act, the
Vice Chairperson shall perform all the
duties of the Chairperson.

Secretary - The Secretary shall keep, or
cause to be kept (by LACTC staff) minutes
of all BOS meetings. The Secretary shall
give, or cause to be given (by LACTC
staff), notice of all meeting in keeping
with adopted Bylaws.

Section 2. Subcommittees - the Chairperson may
create special or ad hoc subcommittees, and shall appoint
subcommittee members as needed, subject to the majority approval of
BOS.

ARTICLE IV. MEETINGS:

In the dispatch of its responsibilities, the Bus
Operations Subcommittee may conduct meetings, may appoint
committees or working groups, and engage in such related activities
as it deems necessary.

Section i. Regular Meetings - Regular meetings
of the Bus Operations subcommittee shall be held on the first
Thursday of each month.

a. The Staff of the Commission will supply BOS
members with copies of meeting agendas (includin~ supporting
material) and minutes of the prior BOS meeting n~ less than three
(3) days before the next scheduled meeting.

Section 2. Quorum - A fifty percent plus one
(50% + i) majority of the voting members of the Bus Operations
Subcommittee shall constitute a QUorum for the transaction of
business.

Section 3. Ralph A. Brown Act - All meetings of
the Bus Operations Subcommittee shall be called, noticed and
conducted in the manner prescribed by Section 54952.3 of the
Government Code (the Ralph Brown Act).

Page 3 of 4



ARTICLR V. VOTING PROCEDURES:

Each voting member shall have one (i) vote. Only
designated representatives may vote. Only voting members may make
and second motions. Fifty percent plus one (50% + i) of the voting
members present constitutes a majority.

The Bylaws of the Bus Operations Subcommittee may be
amended within thirty (30) days notice of proposed changes by 

two-thirds (2/3) vote of the voting members (subject 
ratification by the LACTC).

ARTICTR VII. AUTHORITY:

The Bus Operations Subcommittee is created by the
Commission and shall have no authority separate Or apart from that
of the Commission.

*LACTC approved Transportation Zone(s) shall become included
opertors once provisions for eligibility have been achieved per
established guidelines.

BOS.2:BYLAWS
REV. 1.23.90
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NElL PETERSON
EXECLR’WE D;RECTOR

ITEM #5

Los Angeles County
Transportation
Commission
403 West Eighth Street
Suite 500
Los Angeles
California 90014-3096
1213) 626-037~

January 24, 1990

MEMO TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

BUS OPERATIONS SUBCOMMITTEE - 2/1 MEETING
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE - 2/7 MEETING

NEIL PETERSON

PRELIMINARY FY 1991 THROUGH FY 1993 BUS TRANSIT FUNDING
ESTIMATES

Transit operators should use the following economic factors to
Prepare their FY 1991 budgets and SRTP’s:

o Estimated CPI for FY 1991 and outyears: 4.4%.

o Gross FY 1990 TDA revenue-growth: 5.75%

o Gross FY 1990 Proposition A revenue growth: 6.25%

o Outyears gross TDA revenue growth: 5.25%

o Outyears gross Proposition A revenue growth: 5.75%

Based on the preceding factors, FY 1990~91 revenue projections and
estimates are presented on the following exhibits for TDA,
Proposition A, STA and UMTA Section 9:

Exhibit 1
Exhibit 2
Exhibit 3
Exhibit 4

FY 1990-91 TDA Projection
FY 1990-91 Proposition A Projection
FY 1990-91 STA Estimate
FY 1990-91 UMTA Section 9 Estimates

Key assumptions which were used to develop the projections and
estimates:

TDA and Proposition A growth projections are based on
historical trends of these receipts with the many
forecasts of probable downturn in the economy factored
into growth factors;
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TAC - 2/7 MEETING

January 24, 1990
Page2.

There will be. no STA revenues available in FY 1990-91 per
Controller’s Office notification;

UMTA Section 9 reVenues are assumed to continue into FY
1991 and outyears at the current year’s (FY 1990) funding
level.

Please note that the TDA estimate has not yet been confirmed by the
County Controller-Auditor as is required by TDA statute;
~~erefore, some additional adjustment may be forthcoming.

The economic factors were derived from the following reference
data and tempered by published assessments by economists including
UCLA of a~probable downturn in the Southern California economy.

Table I
Table Ii--

Table III
Table IV
Table V
Table VI
Table VII

Historical TDA Gross Receipts
Historical Proposition A Gross Receipts
UCLA and Security.Pacific Bank Estimates
State Department of Finance Population Estimates
Historical CPI Record
FY 1990 TDA Receipts
FY 1990 Proposition A Receipts

PREPARED_BY:

RAYMOND K. MAEKAWA
Manager of Transit Programs
Fiscal Analysis

ELLEN BLACKMAN
Transportation Analyst II

NEIL PETERSON
Executive Director

NP:RWK/kgb
C:FNDEST



TDA PROJECTION ($000)

FY 1989 Actual Gross Receipts
(excluding interest)

FY 1990 Estimated Gross Receipts
(excluding interest)

EXHIBIT 1

$192,298

$197,500

LACTC FY 1991 Estimated Gross Receipts (+5.75%)
FY 1991 Interest Revenue thru 12/31/89
FY 1990 Unapportioned Carryover

Subtotal

SCAG Planning and Administration*
LACTC Planning (1%)
Controller-Auditor Administration*

Subtotal

Article 3 (2.00%)

$209,000
2,500
1,990

$213,490

Article 8 (4.0%)*

(i,000)
(2,135)
( 2oL

$210~335

Total FY 1991 Article 4

(4,207~
Subtotal $206,128

(8,245).
Subtotal $197,883

$197,883

Outyear Projections

Gross Total TDA

Article 4 (92.6%)

FY 1992 FY 1993

$219,970 $231,520

$203,690 $214,390

Based on FY 1990 base year estimate of $197,500 and assuming
5.25% revenue growth in outyears.

*These are preliminary estimates and subject to change.

1/24/90
RKM/kgb
C:FNDEST



EXHIBIT 2

PROPOSITION A PROJECTION ($000)

FY 1989 Actual Gross Receipts
(excluding interest)

FY 1990 Estimated Gross Receipts

FY 1991 Estimated Gross Receipts

Estimated LACTC Administration

(+6.25%)

$372,021

$395,000

$419,700

~ (6 ,VO0)

Subtotal $413,000

Local Return (25%)
Rail (35%)
Discretionary (40%)

Incentive (5%)
TPM Bonus (20%)
Bus Subsidy (75%)

$103,250
144,550
165,200

$ 8,260
$ 33,040
$ 123,900

Interest Revenue Accrued to Local Return and Discretionary
Principal.

FY 1989 InterestRevenue ~
$5,084

FY 1990 Interest Revenue (thru 12/31/89) ...2,930

Subtotal $8,013

New Receipts Interest FY91 Totals

Local Return
Discretionary

Incentive (5%)
TPM Bonus (20~)
Bus Subsidy (75%)

Outyear Projections.
(excluding interest)

Gross Proposition A
IACTC Administration

$103,250 13
165,200 8,000

FY 1992

$443~800
(7,080)

$436,72o

$103,263
173,200

8,660
34,640

129,900

FY 1993

$469,320
(7,490~

$461,830

Local Return-(25%)
Rail (35%)

Discretionary (40%)
Incentive (5%)
TDM Bonus (20%)
Bus Subsidy (75%)

$109,180
152,852’

174,688
$ 8,734

34,937
131,016

$115,458
161,640
184,732

$ 9,237
.36,946

138,549

Assumes .5.75% revenue growth in outyears.



EXHIBIT 3

STA ESTIMATES

FY 1990 Statewide Estimate

Interim FY 1990 Statewide Apportionment
(July 28, 1989 State Controller Office notice)

Final FY 1990 Statewide Apportionment

(October 30, 1989 State Controller Office
notice)

Difference

Final FY 1990 STA Los Anqeles County

Population Base Share

Revenue Base Share

OUT-YEAR PROJECTION

Per Controller’s Office letter of January i0,
included in the governor’s budget for FY 1991.
revenues should be expected in FY 1991,

$1,881,500

0

$5,589,750

$3,708,250

$1,749,324

$ 843,498

$ 905,826

1990, no revenues are
Therefore, no STAF

Fiscal Analysis
1/23/90



EXHIBIT 4

UMTA SECTION 9 ESTIMATES

FY 1990 LOS Angeles county Estimate

Operating

Capital

Final FY 1990 County Apportionments (i)

Operating (1,2)

Capital¯ (i,3)~

Differences: Total Apportionments

Operating (deficit)

Capital

$80,859,000

48,338,000

35,521,000

$85,110,347

47,889,860

37,220,487

$ 4,251,347

(448~140)

4,699,487

Operators should base their SRTPs on the assumption of status quo¯

funding at 1990 levels ($000).

Section 9

Operating Estimate

Capital Estimate

FY ’90 FY ’91 FY ’92

$47,890

¯$37,220

FY ’93

$47,890 $47,89o $47,89o

$37,220 $37,220 $37,220

Notes:.

(i) Per December 19, 1989 Federal Register
(2) Reflects reduced operating cap
(3) Reflects higher reported Section 15 data

Fiscal Analysis 1/22/90



TABLE

TDA GROSS RECEIPTS

FISCAL YEARS
AND QTRS

1985-1986

1986-1987

1987-1988

1988-1989

1989-1990

IST 2ND

$40,815,898 $40,682,089

$40,484,952 $43,409,310

$45,745,556$44,910,455

$46,608,173$47,976~178

$50,978,923 $54,239,872

INCREASE
(%)OVER

TOTAL- PREVIOUS
JULY-DEC JULY-DEC

$81,497,987

$83,894,262

$90,656,011

$94,584,351

$105,218,795

2.9%

8.1%

4.3%

11.2%

JULY-DEC
PERCENT

OF FY
TOTAL

49.60%

49.36%

49.54e~

49.190~

3RD 4TH

INCREASE JAN~UNE
(%)OVER PERCENT

TOTAL- PREVIOUS OFF’t’
JAN-JUNE JAN-JUNE TOTAL

$41,235,051 $41,563,160

$42,852,732 $43,210,951

$47,828,484 $44,493,061

$50,354,782$47,358,930

$82,798,211

$86,063,683

$92,321,545

$97,713,712

50.40%

3.90/0 50.64%

7.3% 50.46%

5.8% ¯ 50.81%

ADOPTED
FY 1989-90
ESTIMATE:
.$197,500~000

INCREASE
FISCAL OVER
YEAR PREVIOUS
TOTAL FY

$164,296,198 :

$169,957,945 3.40/0

$182 977 556 7.7%

$192,298,063 5.1%

AVERAGEANNUAL
INCREASE
FY87-FY89: 5.40%
FY88-FY89: 6.38%



TABLE II

PROP A GROSS RECEIFI’S

FISCAL YEARS
AND QTRS

1982-1983
(SEPT-JUNE)

1983-1984

1984-1985

1985-1986

1986-1987

1987-1988

1988-1989

1989-1990

1ST 2NO

$16,059,844 $43,700,047

$65,339,087 $59,873,050

$69,343,197 $73,282,483

$76,054,806 $75,933,235

INCREASE JULY-DE~
(%) OVER PERCENT

TOTAL- PREVIOUS OF FY
JULY-DEC JULY-DEC TOTAL

$76,108,612

$85,550,142

$88,914,325

$97,769,305 $102,948,074

$59,759,891

$125,212,137

$142,625,680

$151,988,041

$82,346,114 $158,454,726

$85,515,900 $171,066,042

$94,830,266 $183,744,591

$200,717,379

48.64o~

13.9% 50.03o,~

6.6% 49.68~

4.3% 49.06°~

8.0% " 49.12°~

7.4% 49.37o~

9.2%

3RD 4TH

¯ $57,~06,839 $54,819,109

INCREASE JAN-JUNE
(%)OVER PERCENT

TOTAL- PREVIOUS OF FY
3AN-JUNE JAN-JUNE TOTAL

$112,725,948

$66,558,944 $65,672,453

$73,503,004 $68.943;751

$77,182,521 $76,757,028

$81,073,543 $831440,320

$91,921,236 $85,241,792

$97,345,611 $91,110,520

$132,231,397 51.36%

$142,446,755 7.7% 49.97%

$’~53,939,549 8.1% 50.32%

$164,513,863 6.9% 50.94%

$177;163,028 7.7% 50,88%

$188,456,131 6.40/0 50.63%

INCREASE
FISCAL OVER
YEAR PREVIOUS
TOTAL F’Y

$172,485,839

$257,443,534

$285,072,435 10.7%

$305,927,590 7.3%

$322,968,589 5.6%

$348,229,070 7,8%

$372,200,722 6.9o/0

ADOPTED
FY1989-90
ESTIMATE:
$395,000,000

AVERAGE ANNUAL
INCREASE:
FY 85-FY 89 7.66%
F"( 87-FY 89 6.76%
FY 88-FY 89 7.35o/0



TABLE Ill

UCLA California Forecast

Forecast.
¯ 1988

Taxable Sales 7.7%

4.60/0
Disposable Income ’ 7.8%

Gross Product 6.7%

Actual
1988

8.3%

4.6%

8.7%

8.4%

1989

8.1%

5.3%

8.2%

6.4%

1990

6.5%

4.5%

7.3%

6.9%

1991

6.6%

4.3%

6.4%

6.8%

1992

6.4%

5.0%

6.5%

6.1%

1993

6.1%

4.5%

6.5%

7.0%

UCLA Los Angeles County Forecast

Taxable Retail¯ Sales

CPI

1988

5.8%

4.6%

8.1%Personal Income

1989

5.4%

5.2%

8.3%

1990

5.8%

4.3%

7.1%

1991

6.0%

4.3%

5.4%

1992

5.8%

5.0%

5.0%

1993

5.6%

4.5%

5.4%

Security Pacific California Forecast

1988

Taxable Sales 5.8% .

"Real" Taxable Sales
(Adjusted for
Inflation)

1.3%

CPI 4.5%

Gross Product 3.1%

1989

5.50/0

0.5%

5.0%

2.8%

1990

6.3%

2.2%

4.4%

6.4%



TABLE IV

State Department of Finance - L.A. County Population Estimates

1982

1983

1984

1985

1986

1987

1988

1989

1990

1991

1992

1993

Percent Increase
Population Over Previous

(July) July

7,729,801

7,862,104

7,964,602

8,085,296

8,189,100

8,286,797

8,378,913

8,464,468

8,543,687

8,621,825

8,695,545

8,764,604

1.71 O/o

1.30%

1.52 O/o

1.28 O/o

1.19O/o

1.11O/o

1 °020/o

0.940/o

0.91 °/o

0.86o/0

0.79O/o



MONTHLY CPI INCREASE OVER PREVIOUS YEAR TABLE V

JULY
AUGUST
SEPTEMBER
OCTOBER
NOVEMBER
DECEMBER ¯

AVERAGE JULY-DECEMBER

JANUARY
FEBRUARY
MARCH
APRIL
MAY
JUNE

AVERAGEJANUARY-JUNE

ANNUALAVERAGE

FY 86 FY 87 FY 88
OVER OVER OVER
FY 85 FY 86 FY 87

5.1O/o
4.9%
4.40/0

¯ 4.60/0
4~3O/o
4.8%

4.7%

4.4%
4.0%
4.3%
3.5%
3.2%
3.7%

3.9%

4.3O/o

2.9%
2.2%
3.4%
3.1%
2.7%
2.1%

2.7%

2.5%
3.8%
4.0%

4.9%
4.8%
3.9%

4.0%

3.4%

4.0%
4.8%
4.2%
4.2%
4.6%
5.1%

4.5%

4.9%
4.4%
4.4%
4.4%
4.5%
4.7%

4.6%

4.5%

FY 89
OVER
FY 88

4.8%
4.5%
4.6%
4.6%
5.0%
4.8%

4.7%

4.8%
4.8%
4.6%
5.0%
5.2%
5,5%

5.0%

4.90/0

2O



TABLE VI

FY 1989-90 TDA REVENUE RECEIPTS
ESTIMATES VEFkgUS ACTUALS
IS’T QUARTER FISCAL YEAR 1589-90

I I JULY AUQUS~ . SEPTEMBER OCTOBER NOVEMBER DECEMBER

II
I I MONTHLY .........

1989-90 TOTAL TDA REVENUE8 $13,419,400,00 $17,892,400.00 $19,667,123,26 $13,327;~00.00 $17,770,600,00 $23,141,472,27
ACTUALS DIFFERENCE

CUMUL~TIVEREVENUES I $13,419,400,00 I $31,311,800,00 I $~0,978,923,26 $64,~06,823,26 $82,077,323.26 $105,218,795.6~

ESTIMATE TOTAL TDA REVENUES I $13,181,901.18 I $17,675,877,04 I $18,945,123.63 I $13,377,830,88 I $17,837,124,51 I $19,449,596.30

II CUMULATIVE REVENUES ~ $13,181,901.18 I $30,757,778.22 ] $49,702,~01.75 I $63,080,732.61 ! $80,917,857.12 I $100,387,453.41

II DIFFERENCE -- I $237,498.82 I $316,622,96 . I $721,999.73---- ($49,930.85)- I (.t66,824.61) ...... ~ $3,691,876.97
~1 CUMULATIVEDIFFERENCEI $237,498.82 I $554,021.78 .., I $1,276,021.51 --- $1,226,090.65- I $1,159,466.14 ~ $4,851,342,12

AA:TDAESTg0,W~I

LACTC FISCAL ANALYSIS RKM:A~ 1-11-90 TDAEST~O.~I



TABLE VII

FY 1989-90 PROP A REVENUE RECEIPTS
ESTIHATES VERSUS ACTUAL$
1ST QUARTER F]SCAL YEAR 1989-90

II JULY AUGUST SEPTEHEER OCTOBER ROVEHBER DECENBER ~ASUARY
II

II ,ORT,LY ....................
II RECEIPTS I I I I l I I I
II AVERAGE Xl 6.47XJ 8.63X1 ’9.12X1 6.63XI 8"64~1 9-63X1 7-OOXl

J] CUHULATIVE ~EVENUES J$25,565,618.09 1559,652,606.83 $95,670,?95.?0 l$121,647,077-45 15156,748,806.58 J$194,769,059.39 J$222,431,83T.64

I1 DIFFERENCE .......... J $1,504,581.91 ..... J $2,006,211.26 ..... 1($I,412,283.64) ...... I $816,818.25 ..... I $647,970.88 ..... I $2,385,020.98 ...... ~ $1,783,921.54 ..... J
II EUHULATIVE DIFFERENCE J $1,504,581.91 ..... I $3,510,793.17 ..... J $2,098,509.54 ...... J $2,915,327.79 ..... I $3,563,298.66 ..... J $5,948,319,64 - ..... J $7,732,241.19 ..... J
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ITEM #8

Los Angele~ County
Transportation
(.’omrnission
403 West Eighth Street
Suite 500
LOS Angeles
California 90014-3096
(213) 626-0370

January 24,1990

MEMO TO: BUS_OPERATIONS SUBCOMMITTEE

F~OM: Sm~O~ ~Y,~AG~ OF ~’~s~.~
su~cT: AB 2541 T~SPOR~A~O~ R~ORG~IZ~T~O~ ~-

For your review, I have enclosed a copy Of the transportation

reorganization legislation introduced by State Assemb!yman Richard
Polanco, Assembly Bill 2541.

Accompanying the bill text, you will find a fact sheet by I~CTC
staff and a bill summary that was presented to the LACTC Govern-
ment Relations and Finance Committee at their meeting on January
12, 1990.

DR:
DR/POLANCO.DR
Attachments

2&
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FACT SHEET

SB 1 and AB 2541
Legislation to Reorganize Transportation

Agencies in Los Angeles County,

Los Angeles County
Transportation
Commission
403 West Eighth Street
~uite 5O0
Los Angeles
California 90014-3096
(2--131 626-0370

The Los Angeles County Transportation Commission (LACTC) is 
strong:proponent of SB i, legislation authored by Senator
Alan Robbins and Assemblyman Richard Katz, to consolidate
under one policy board the authority for making all major
transportation decisions in Los Angeles County. SB i would
consolidate the responsibilities of the LACTC and the
Southern California Rapid Transit District (SCRTD) in 
single new agency, the Metropolitan Transportation Authority
(MTA).

Assemblyman Richard P01anco has introduced AB 2541, a "two-.
agency" reorganization proposal sponsored by the SCRTD, which
would retain the SCRTD and the LACTC, but transfer much of
LACTC’s authority to the SCRTD. AB 2541 would repeal LACTC’s
authority to build a countywide rail system and to coordinate
transit operations.and assign those responsibilities to the
SCRTD instead. LACTC would.program funds, but. would have no
ability to control expenditures and project costs. AB 2541.
would not resolve the ongoing conflicts between the two
agencies which result from two separate agencies attempting
to set transportation policy~

The LACTC urges you to oppose AB 2541 and to support SB io

oppose AB 2541?

AB 2541 perpetuates the ongoing conflicts between the
SCRTD and LACTC. It fails to make one single policy
board accountable to thepublic for transportation
decisions.

AB 2541 fails to provide a strong oversight agency which
has the ability to control expenditures and ensure that
projects are built On time and withinbudget.

AB 2541 assigns the authority to plan, design, and
construct the countywide rail system to the SCRTD, an
agency with documented cost overruns and management
problems.

AB 2541 contradicts the SCRTD’s December 21 decision to
transfer responsibility for building Metro Rail to the
Rail Construction Corporation, a subsidiary of the

LACTC.



o

AB 2541 restricts the Commission’s ability to create
transportation zones, thereby limiting the alternatives
available for expanding transit service and reducing the
costs of transit delivery.

AB 2541 repeals the Commission’s authority to establish
a unified coordinated public transportation system,
which would jeopardize efforts to expand transit
services through multiple providers (e.g., municipal
transit operators, local Proposition A contracted
service, transportation zones) and to integrate transit
with highway, land use and air quality issues.

AB 2541 does not protect funding for municipal operators
or guarantee their representation on the policy board.

.AB 2541 limits the ability of the cities, other than Los
Angeles and Long Beach, to select representatives for
the.LACTC Board. Only the two highest officers of the
Leagueof CA Cities - LA Division, could represent the
League on the LACTC board.

Why Reorqanize throuqh SB i?

SB 1 will consolidate under one policy board the
authority for.making all major transportation decisions
in the county (contrary to SCRTD’s contention that it
will create additional agencies).

Major transportation decisions will be reserved to the
elected officials who sit on the board.

The same elected officials will be responsible for

highway, transit, land use and air quality issues.

There will be a higher visibility for transportation
issues.

Clear lines of authority and accountability will be
established. .

Continued funding for municipal transit operators is
assured.

The Consolidation of authority will eliminate duplica-
tion, strengthen fiscal, controls and contribute to more
and better transit service~

The disputes between LACTC and SCRTD will end, and the
transportation communitycan devote its full attention,
energy and resources to providing mobility for the
residents of Los Angeles County.

# # #

01/11/90
#T.-38/FactSbt. SB1



ITEM #2

January 5, 1989

Los Angeles County ̄
T~nsponation
Commission
403 West Eighth S[ree~
~.Jite 500
Los Angeles
California 90014--3096
(213) 626-0370

FROM:

SUBJECT:

GOVERNMENT RELATIONS AND FINANCE COMMITTEE .-
1/12 MEETING

AB 2541 (POLANCO) - TRANSPORTATION REORGANIZATION
LEGISLATION

ISSUE

Assemblyman Richard Polanco (D-LA) has introduced AB 2541,
legislation which would significantly modifyCurrent lawrelating
to the roles and authority of the LACTC and the SCRTD. The SCRTD
is the sponsor of this legislation.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission reaffirm its opposition to
the SCRTD’s two-agency reorganization transportation proposal and
oppose AB 2541. This opposition is based on Commission policy as
outlined in the 1990 LACTC Legislative Agenda.

BACKGROUND

The SCRTD policy is to support a two-agency approach to reorgani-
zation which calls for significant changes in current law relating
to the authority of the Commission and the District.

AB 2541, introduced by Assemblyman Polanco and sponsored by the
SCRTD, would repeal, effective January i, 1991, LACTC’s authority
to plan, design, and construct a mass transit guideway system and
would repeal LACTC authority to coordinate the operation of all
public transportation services in the county. The bill would
change the membership of the Commission and prohibit appointment
of alternates. It also would restrict the LACTC’s ability to
create transportation zones.

AB 2451 would change the na~e of the RTD to the Southern
California Regional Transit District and give the RTD responsibil-
ity for providing mass transit in Los Angeles County, including
planning, construction, operation and maintenance of a regional
mass transit system.

Specifically, the major provisions of AB 2541 include the
following:



AB 2541 (POLANCO) - TRANSPORTATION REORGANIZATION T.~-GISLATION
January 5, 1989
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Changes the name of the Southern California Rapid Transit
District to the Southern California Regional Transit
District.

Repeals, effective January i, 1991, Public Utilities Code
section 30754 mandating that provisions be made for displaced
employees affected by changes in service or the consolidation
or coordination of any transit system. Reinstates the same
section effective April i, 1995.

Specifies that "several municlpal bus systems" are providing
"essential local transportation services" in the District’s
operating area.

Deletes the LACTC’s authority to estabiish a unified,
coordinated public transportation system. States that the
Commission is responsible to program funds for the public
transportation system.

Amends current law to allow SCRTD to use state funds for
constructing and operatSng a mass transit "guideway" system.
Current law states it may use these funds for a "grade-
separated" transit system. (This change is to enable the
district to assume authority for the development of the light
rail system in the county.)

Deletes the Commission’s authority to allocate state funds to
itself for the pianning, design and construction of the
county’s mass transitguideway system.

Specifies LACTCb0ard shall consist of 12 members, as
follows:

- Five Supervisors
- Mayor of the. City of Los Angeles
- Chairman of the City of Los Angeles Transportation and

Traffic Committee
- One member.of the Los Angeles City Council appointed by the

Mayor with the consent of the council
- Mayor of the City of Long Beach
- Two members appointed by the Los Angeles County Division of

the League of California Cities comprised of the two
highest ranking officers of the organization, excluding
City of Los Angeles and City of Long Beach members

- One non-voting member appointed by the Governor

Deletes authority to appoint alternates to the LACTC.

Specifies that the LACTC must meet at least quarterly.




