











Independent Auditor’s Report

Independent Citizens” Advisory and Oversight Committee
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

We have audited the accompanying Schedules of Proposition A (“Ordinance No. 16”) and
Proposition C (“Ordinance No. 49”) Revenues and Expenditures (the “Schedules™) of the Los
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (“LACMTA”) as of and for the year

ended June 30, 2008. These Schedules are the responsibility of LACMTA’s management. Our
responsibility is to express an opinion on these Schedules based on our audit. The prior year’s
summarized comparative information has been derived from the 2007 Schedules of Proposition A
and Proposition C Revenues and Expenditures and, in our report dated October 30, 2007, we
expressed an unqualified opinion on those Schedules.

We conducted our audit in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United
States of America and the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Government
Auditing Standards, issued by the Comptroller General of the United States. Those standards
require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance about whether the
Schedules of Proposition A and Proposition C revenues and expenditures are free of material
misstatement. An audit includes examining, on a test basis, evidence supporting the amounts and
disclosures in the Schedules. An audit also includes assessing the accounting principles used and
significant estimates made by management, as well as evaluating the overall Schedule
presentation. We believe that our audit provides a reasonable basis for our opinion.

In our opinion, the Schedules referred to above present fairly, in all material respects, the
Proposition A and Proposition C revenues and expenditures of LACMTA for the year ended June
30, 2008, in conformity with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of
America.

In accordance with Government Auditing Standards, we have also issued our report, dated
October 23, 2008, on our consideration of LACMTA’s internal control over financial reporting
and on our tests of its compliance with certain provisions of laws, regulations, contracts and grant
agreements and other matters. The purpose of that report is to describe the scope of our testing of
internal control over financial reporting and compliance and the results of that testing and not to
provide an opinion on the internal control over financial reporting or on compliance. That report
is an integral part of an audit performed in accordance with Government Auditing Standards and
should be considered in assessing the results of our audit.

Torrance, CA
October 23, 2008

Fhempson, Cobl, Bazilic & Ussaciates, P.C.
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Report on Internal Control over Financial Reporting and on Compliance and
Other Matters Based on an Audit of Financial Statements Performed in
Accordance with Government Auditing Standards

Independent Citizens® Advisory and Oversight Committee
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

We have audited the accompanying Schedules of Revenues and Expenditures (the “Schedules™)
for Proposition A and Proposition C Special Revenue Funds of the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (“LACMTA”) for the year ended June 30, 2008 and have
issued our report thereon dated October 23, 2008. We conducted our audit of the Schedules in
accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America and the
standards applicable to financial audits contained in Government Auditing Standards, issued by
the Comptroller General of the United States.

Internal Control Over Financial Reporting

In planning and performing our audit, we considered LACMTA’s internal control over financial
reporting as a basis for designing our auditing procedures for the purpose of expressing our
opinion on the Schedules, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of
the LACMTA’s internal control over financial reporting. Accordingly, we do not express an
opinion on the effectiveness of the LACMTA’s internal control over financial reporting.

A control deficiency exists when the design or operation of a control does not allow management
or employees, in the normal course of performing their assigned functions, to prevent or detect
misstatements on a timely basis. A significant deficiency is a control deficiency, or combination
of control deficiencies, that adversely affects the LACMTA’s ability to initiate, authorize, record,
process or report financial data reliably in accordance with generally accepted accounting
principles such that there is more than a remote likelihood that a misstatement of the LACMTAs
Schedules that is more than inconsequential will not be prevented or detected by the LACMTA’s

internal control.

A material weakness is a significant deficiency, or combination deficiencies, that results in more
than a remote likelihood that a material misstatement of the financial statements will not be
prevented or detected by the LACMTA s internal control.

Our consideration of internal control over financial reporting was for the limited purpose
described in the first paragraph of this section and would not necessarily identify all deficiencies
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in the internal control that might be significant deficiencies or material weaknesses. We did not
identify any deficiencies in internal control over financial reporting that we consider to be
material weaknesses, as defined above.

Compliance and Other Matters

As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether the LACMTA’s Schedules are free of
material misstatement, we performed tests of its compliance with certain provisions of laws and
regulations, contracts, noncompliance with which could have a direct and material effect on the
determination of the revenue and expenditure amounts in the Schedules. However, providing an
opinion on compliance with those provisions was not an objective of our audit, and accordingly,
we do not express such an opinion. The results of our tests disclosed no instances of
noncompliance or other matters that are required to be reported under Government Auditing
Standards.

This report is intended solely for the information and use of the LACMTA’s Board of Directors
and management, and the Independent Citizens’ Advisory and Oversight Committee and is not
intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than these specified parties.

Torrance, California
October 23, 2008

Thempsen, Cobli, Bazilio & Ussaciates, P.C.




Report on Compliance with Requirements Applicable to
Proposition A and Proposition C Revenues and Expenditures in
Accordance with the MTA Reform and Accountability Act of 1998

Independent Citizens’ Advisory and Oversight Committee
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Compliance

We have audited the compliance of the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority (“LACMTA”) with the types of compliance requirements described in the MTA Reform
and Accountability Act of 1998 (the Act), Ordinance No. 16 (Proposition A) and Ordinance No.
49 (Proposition C) that are applicable to Proposition A and Proposition C revenues and
expenditures for the year ended June 30, 2008. Compliance with the requirements of the laws, the
Act, and Ordinances applicable to its Proposition A and Proposition C revenues and expenditures
is the responsibility of LACMTA’s management. Our responsibility is to express an opinion on
LACMTA’s compliance based on our audit.

We conducted our audit of compliance in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted
in the United States of America and the standards applicable to financial audits contained in
Government Auditing Standards, issued by the Comptroller General of the United States. Those
standards require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance about whether
noncompliance with the types of compliance requirements referred to above that could have a
direct and material effect on Proposition A and Proposition C revenues and expenditures
occurred. An audit includes examining, on a test basis, evidence about LACMTA’s compliance
with those requirements and performing such other procedures as we considered necessary in the
circumstances. We believe that our audit provides a reasonable basis for our opinion. Our audit
does not provide a legal determination on LACMTA’s compliance with those requirements.

In our opinion, LACMTA complied, in all material respects, with the requirements referred to
above that are applicable to the Proposition A and Proposition C revenues and expenditures for

the year ended June 30, 2008.

This report is intended solely for the information and use of the LACMTA’s Board of Directors
and management, and the Independent Citizens” Advisory and Oversight Committee, and is not
intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than these specified parties.

Torrance, California
October 23, 2008

Fhompsen, Cobili, Barzilic & Assaciates, F.C.




Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Proposition A Special Revenue Fund
Schedule of Revenues and Expenditures
For the year ended June 30, 2008
(with Comparative Totals for 2007)

(Amounts expressed in thousands)

Revenues:
Sales tax

Investment income

Total revenues

Expenditures:
Transportation subsidies

Total expenditures

Excess of revenues over expenditures

Other financing sources (uses)
Operating transfers out

Total other financing sources (uses)

Excess (deficiency) of revenues

and other financing sources over

expenditures and other financing uses

2008 2007
$ 683,352 $ 686,167
11,513 9,107
694,865 695,274
243,397 252,251
243,397 252,251
451,468 443,023
(559,535) (304,905)
(559,535) (304,905)
$  (108,067) $ 138,118

The notes to the schedule of revenues and expenditures are an integral part of this schedule.
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Proposition A Special Revenue Fund
Schedule of Revenues and Expenditures — Budget to Actual
For the year ended June 30, 2008

(Amounts expressed in thousands)

Favorable
Budget Actual (Unfavorable)

Revenues:

Sales tax $ 694,193 $ 683,352 $ (10,841)

Investment income 1,200 11,513 10,313
Total revenues 695,393 694,865 (528)
Expenditures:

Transportation subsidies 257,488 243,397 14,091
Total expenditures 257,488 243,397 14,091
Excess of revenues over expenditures 437,905 451,468 13,563
Other financing sources (uses)

Operating transfers out (520,688) (559,535) (38,847)
Total other financing sources (uses) (520,688) (559,535) (38,847)
Excess (deficiency) of revenues

and other financing sources over

expenditures and other financing uses $ (82,783) $ (108,067) $ (25,284)

The notes to the schedule of revenues and expenditures are an integral part of this schedule.
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Proposition A Special Revenue Fund
Schedule of Revenues and Expenditures — Budget to Actual
For the year ended June 30, 2007

{Amounts expressed in thousands)

Favorable
Budget Actual (Unfavorable)

Revenues:

Sales tax $ 667,502 $ 686,167 $ 18,665

Investment income 1,200 9,107 7,907
Total revenues 668,702 695,274 26,572
Expenditures:

Transportation subsidies 247,459 252,251 (4,792)
Total expenditures 247,459 252,251 (4,792)
Excess of revenues over expenditures 421,243 443,023 21,780
Other financing sources (uses)

Operating transfers out (324,506) (304,905) 19,601
Total other financing sources (uses) (324,5006) (304,905) 19,601
Excess (deficiency) of revenues

and other financing sources over

expenditures and other financing uses $ 96,737 $ 138,118 $ 41,381

The notes to the schedule of revenues and expenditures are an integral part of this schedule.




Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Proposition C Special Revenue Fund
Schedule of Revenues and Expenditures
For the year ended June 30, 2008
(with Comparative Totals for 2007)

(Amounts expressed in thousands)

2008 2007

Revenues:

Sales tax $ 683,530 $ 686,308

Intergovernmental 7,999 13,976

Investment income 22 810 19,184

Other 246 75
Total revenues 714,585 719,543
Expenditures:

Administration and other 45,556 40,897

Transportation subsidies 381,868 354,802
Total expenditures 427,424 395,699
Excess of revenues over expenditures 287,161 323,844
Other financing sources (uses)

Operating transfers in 65,127 44,193

Operating transfers out (162,495) (337,913)
Total other financing sources (uses) (97,368) (293,720)
Excess (deficiency) of revenues

and other financing sources over

expenditures and other financing uses (See Note 5)  $ 189,793 $ 30,124

The notes to the schedule of revenues and expenditures are an integral part of this schedule.
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Proposition C Special Revenue Fund
Schedule of Revenues and Expenditures — Budget and Actual
For the year ended June 30, 2008

(Amounts expressed in thousands)

Favorable
Budget Actual (Unfavorable)

Revenues:

Sales tax $ 694,281 $ 683,530 $ (10,751)

Intergovernmental 31,287 7,999 (23,288)

Investment Income 2,342 22,810 20,469

Other - 246 245
Total revenues 727910 714,585 (13,325)
Expenditures:

Administration and other 65,629 45,556 20,073

Transportation subsidies 452,372 381,868 70,504
Total expenditures 518,001 427 424 90,577
Excess of revenues over expenditures 209,909 287,161 77,252
Other financing sources (uses)

Operating transfers in 16,154 65,127 48,973

Operating transfers out (210,003) (162,495) 47,508
Total other financing sources (uses) (193,849) (97,368) 96,481
Excess (deficiency) of revenues

and other financing sources over

expenditures and other financing uses $ 16,060 $ 189,793 b 173,733

The notes to the schedule of revenues and expenditures are an integral part of this schedule.
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Proposition C Special Revenue Fund
Schedule of Revenues and Expenditures — Budget to Actual
For the year ended June 30, 2007

(Amounts expressed in thousands)

Favorable
Budget Actual (Unfavorable)

Revenues:

Sales tax $ 667,587 $ 686,308 $ 18,721

Intergovernmental 25,821 13,976 (11,845)

Investment Income 3,000 19,184 16,184

Other - 75 75
Total revenues 696,408 719,543 23,135
Expenditures:

Administration and other 58,244 40,897 17,347

Transportation subsidies 440,869 354,802 86,067
Total expenditures 499,113 395,699 103,414
Excess of revenues over expenditures 197,295 323,844 126,549
Other financing sources (uses)

Operating transfers in 58,069 44,193 (13,876)

Operating transfers out (360,485) (337,913) 22,572
Total other financing sources (uses) (302,416) (293,720) 8,696
Excess (deficiency) of revenues

and other financing sources over

expenditures and other financing uses $ (105,121 $ 30,124 S 135,245

The notes to the schedule of revenues and expenditures are an integral part of this schedule.

10




Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Notes to Schedules of Revenues and Expenditures
for Proposition A and Proposition C Special Revenue Funds

June 30, 2008

Organization
General

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (“LACMTA™) is
governed by a Board of Directors composed of the five members of the County Board of
Supervisors, the Mayor of the City of Los Angeles, three members appointed by the
Mayor, and four members who are either mayors or members of a city council and have
been appointed by the Los Angeles County City Selection Committee to represent the
other cities in the County, and a non-voting member appointed by the Governor of the
State of California.

Metro is unique among the nation's transportation agencies. It serves as transportation
planner and coordinator, designer, builder and operator for one of the country's largest,
most populous counties. More than 10 million people — about one fourth of California's
residents - live, work, and play within its 1,433-square-mile service area.

Proposition A

The Proposition A Fund is a special revenue fund used to account for the proceeds of the
voter-approved one-half percent sales tax that became effective on August 20, 1980.
Revenues collected are to be allocated: 25% to be distributed to local jurisdictions for
local transit; 35% to be used for construction, debt service payments and operation of rail
rapid transit systems; and 40% to be used for public transit purposes at the discretion of
LACMTA. '

Proposition C

The official name of this special revenue fund is the “Los Angeles Anti-Gridlock Transit
Improvement Fund”. This fund is used to account for the proceeds of the voter-approved
one-half percent sales tax that became effective on August 8, 1990. Revenues collected
are to be allocated: 5% to improve and expand rail and bus security; 10% for Commuter
Rail and construction of Transit Centers, Park-and-Ride lots and Freeway Bus Stops;
20% to local jurisdictions for public transit and related services; 25% for essential
county-wide transit related improvements to freeways and state highways; and 40% to
improve and expand rail and bus transit county-wide.
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Notes to Schedules of Revenues and Expenditures
for Proposition A and Proposition C Special Revenue Funds

June 30, 2008

Summary of Significant Accounting Policies

The Schedules of Revenues and Expenditures for Proposition A and Proposition C
Special Revenue Funds have been prepared in conformity with Generally Accepted
Accounting Principles in the United States of America (“GAAP”) as applied to
government units. The Governmental Accounting Standards Board (“GASB”) is the
recognized standard-setting body for establishing governmental accounting and financial
reporting principles for governments. The more significant of LACMTA’s accounting
policies with regard to the special revenue fund type are described below:

Fund Accounting

LACMTA utilizes fund accounting to report its financial position and the results of its
operations. Fund accounting is designed to demonstrate legal compliance and to aid
financial management by segregating transactions related to certain governmental
functions or activities. A fund is a separate accounting entity with a self-balancing set of
accounts. Funds are classified into three categories: governmental, proprietary, and
fiduciary.  Governmental Funds are used to account for most of LACMTA’s
governmental activities. The measurement focus is a determination of changes in
financial position, rather than a net income determination. LACMTA uses governmental
fund type Special Revenue Funds to account for Proposition A and Proposition C sales
tax revenues and expenditures. Special Revenue Funds are used to account for proceeds
of specific revenue sources that are legally restricted to expenditures for specified
purposes.

Basis of Accounting

The modified accrual basis of accounting is used for the special revenue fund type.
Under the modified accrual basis of accounting, revenues (primarily from sales tax) are
recorded when susceptible to accrual, which means measurable (amount can be
determined) and available (collectible within the current period or soon enough thereafter
to be used to pay liabilities of the current period).

Budgetary Accounting

The established legislation and adopted policies and procedures provide that the
LACMTA’s Board approves an annual budget. Annual budgets are adopted on a basis
consistent with generally accepted accounting principles in the United States of America

for all governmental funds.
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Notes to Schedules of Revenues and Expenditures
for Proposition A and Proposition C Special Revenue Funds

June 30, 2008

Prior to the adoption of the budget, the Board conducts public hearings for discussion of
the proposed annual budget and at the conclusion of the hearings, but not later than June
30, adopts the final budget. All appropriations lapse at fiscal year end. The budget is
prepared by fund, project, expense type, and department. The legal level of control is at
the fund level and the Board must approve additional appropriations. By policy, the
Board has provided procedures for management to make revisions within operational or
project budgets only when there is no net dollar impact to the total appropriations at the
fund level. Budget amendments are made when needed.

Annual budgets are adopted by LACMTA on the modified accrual basis of accounting
for the special revenue fund types, on a basis consistent with GAAP as reflected in the

Schedules.
Interest Income and Appreciation in Fair Value of Investments

The net appreciation in the fair value of investments is shown on the Schedule of
Revenues and Expenditures. METRO maintains a pooled cash and investments account
that is available for use by all funds, except those restricted by state statutes.

Use of Estimates

The preparation of the Schedules in conformity with GAAP requires management to
make estimates and assumptions that affect the reported amounts of revenues and
expenditures during the reporting period. Actual results could differ from those

estimates.
Intergovernmental Transactions

Any transaction conducted with a governmental agency outside the complete jurisdiction
of LACMTA will be recorded in an account designated as Intergovernmental.

Operating Transfers

Amounts reflected as operating transfers represent permanent, legally authorized transfers
from a fund receiving revenue to the fund through which the resources are to be
expended. All operating transfers in/out of the Proposition A and Proposition C Special
Revenue Funds have been made in accordance with all expenditure requirements of both
Proposition A and Proposition C Ordinances.
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Current Year Findings

For the Year Ended June 30, 2008

None noted.
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Status of Prior Year Findings

For the Year Ended June 30, 2008

None noted.

15




Los Angeles County One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA go012-2952 metro.net

Metro

December 24, 2008

To:  Independent Citizen’s Advisory and Oversight Committee

From: Josie V. Nicasio, Controller

The attached documents are submitted in relation to the ICAOC on January 27, 2009
board meeting:

Independent Auditor’s Report on Schedule of Revenues and
Expenditures for Proposition A and Proposition C

Schedule of Transportation Subsidies to External Agencies — Prop A
- Schedule of MTA Expenditures — Prop A
- Schedule of Transportation Subsidies to External Agencies — Prop C
- Schedule of MTA Expenditures — Prop C.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me @213.922.6810.

Attachments



PROPOSITION C
TRANSPORTATION SUBSIDIES TO EXTERNAL AGENCIES
FISCAL YEAR 2008
(Amounts in thousands)

TOP TEN EXTERNAL AGENCIES

OTHERS - See attached list

CITY OF LONG BEACH $95.975

$6,625

CITY OF LOS ANGELES
$87,197

LONG BEACH TRANSIT
$8,392

CITY OF SANTA CLARITA
$8,853

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
REGIONAL RAIL
AUTHORITY
$50,147

CITY OF SANTA MONICA
$9,223

SAN GABRIEL VALLEY
COG
$19,442

CALTRANS DISTRICT

ACCESS SERVICES INC $43.119

COUNTY OF LOS $28,070
ANGELES
$24,825
AGENCIES AMOUNT
CITY OF LOS ANGELES $ 87,197
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL
RAIL AUTHORITY 50,147
CALTRANS DISTRICT 43,119
ACCESS SERVICES INC 28,070
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 24,825
SAN GABRIEL VALLEY COG 19,442
CITY OF SANTA MONICA 9,223
CITY OF SANTA CLARITA 8,853
LONG BEACH TRANSIT 8,392
CITY OF LONG BEACH 6,625
OTHERS - See attached list 95,975
TOTAL $ 381,868




PROPOSITION A
MTA EXPENDITURES
FISCAL YEAR 2008
(Amounts in thousands)

TRANSFER TO
PROPOSITION C
PLANNING, ADMIN & $61,951 CONSTRUCTION
OVERSIGHT 1% $31

$62,912 0%

11%

BUS OPERATIONS
$187,257
33%

RAIL OPERATIONS
$ 98,292
18%

DEBT SERVICE

$149,092
27%
EXPENDITURES AMOUNT %

BUS OPERATIONS $ 187,257 33%
DEBT SERVICE 149,092 27%
RAIL OPERATIONS 98,292 18%
PLANNING, ADMIN & OVERSIGHT 62,912 11%
TRANSFER TO PROPOSITION C 61,951 11%
CONSTRUCTION 31 0%
TOTAL $ 559,535 100%




PROPOSITION A

TRANSPORTATION SUBSIDIES TO EXTERNAL AGENCIES - OTHERS

FISCAL YEAR 2008
(Amounts in thousands)

Agencies Amount Agencies Amount

CITY OF AGOURA HILLS $ 453 CITY OF LOMITA 336
CITY OF ALHAMBRA 1,515 CITY OF LYNWOOD 1,221
CITY OF ARCADIA 1,088 CITY OF MALIBU 238
CITY OF ARTESIA 279 CITY OF MANHATTAN BEACH 596
CITY OF AVALON 591 CITY OF MAYWOOD 493
CITY OF AZUSA 772 CITY OF MONROVIA 740
CITY OF BALDWIN PARK 1,448 CITY OF MONTEBELLO 1,045
CITY OF BELL 620 CITY OF MONTEREY PARK 1,177
CITY OF BELL GARDENS 806 CITY OF NORWALK 3,463
CITY OF BELLFLOWER 1,231 CITY OF PALMDALE 2,252
CITY OF BEVERLY HILLS 621 CITY OF PALOS VERDES ESTATES 224
CITY OF BRADBURY 15 CITY OF PARAMOUNT 923
CITY OF BURBANK 1,707 CITY OF PASADENA 2,909
CITY OF CALABASAS 374 CITY OF PICO RIVERA 1,070
CITY OF CARSON 1,810 CITY OF POMONA 2,585
CITY OF CERRITOS 1,055 CITY OF RANCHO PALOS VERDES 687
CITY OF CLAREMONT 649 CITY OF REDONDO BEACH 1,860
CITY OF COMMERCE 363 CITY OF ROLLING HILLS 31
CITY OF COMPTON 1,646 CITY OF ROLLING HILLS ESTATES. 129
CITY OF COVINA 789 CITY OF ROSEMEAD 913
CITY OF CUDAHY 432 CITY OF SAN DIMAS 589
CITY OF CULVER CITY 762 CITY OF SAN FERNANDO 400
CITY OF DIAMOND BAR 954 CITY OF SAN GABRIEL 676
CITY OF DOWNEY 1,919 CITY OF SAN MARINO 215
CITY OF DUARTE 367 CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS 291
CITY OF EL MONTE 2,154 CITY OF SIERRA MADRE 176
CITY OF EL SEGUNDO 271 CITY OF SIGNAL HILL 177
CITY OF GLENDORA 834 CITY OF SOUTH EL MONTE 356
CITY OF HAWAIIAN GARDENS 253 CITY OF SOUTH GATE 1,624
CITY OF HAWTHORNE. 1,413 CITY OF SOUTH PASADENA 418
CITY OF HERMOSA BEACH 310 CITY OF TEMPLE CITY 567
CITY OF HIDDEN HILLS 33 CITY OF TORRANCE 3,848
CITY OF HUNTINGTON PARK 1,251 CITY OF VERNON 1
CITY OF INDUSTRY 13 CITY OF WALNUT 514
CITY OF INGLEWOOD 1,993 CITY OF WEST COVINA 1,948
CITY OF IRWINDALE 25 CITY OF WEST HOLLYWOOD 965
CITY OF LA CANADA-FLINTRIDGE 340 CITY OF WESTLAKE VILLAGE 142
CITY OF LA HABRA HEIGHTS 98 CITY OF WHITTIER 1,840
CITY OF LA MIRADA 889 CULVER CITY MUNICIPAL BUS LINES 2,797
CITY OF LA PUENTE 689 PALOS VERDES PENINSULA TRANSIT AUTH 197
CITY OF LA VERNE 532 POMONA VALLEY TRANSP AUTH 631
CITY OF LAKEWOOD 1,330 YEAR END ACCRUAL/REVERSAL (4,963)
CITY OF LANCASTER 2,211

CITY OF LAWNDALE 533 TOTAL $ 73,739




PROPOSITION A
TRANSPORTATION SUBSIDIES TO EXTERNAL AGENCIES
FISCAL YEAR 2008
(Amounts in thousands)

TOP TEN EXTERNAL AGENCIES
OTHERS - See attached list
$73,739

CITY OF GLENDALE
$3,967

CITY OF LOS ANGELES
ANTELOPE VALLEY $81,308
TRANSIT AUTH

$4,184

CITY OF GARDENA
$4,539

CITY OF SANTA CLARITA
$7,055

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

CITY OF LONG BEACH $18,322

$7,829

LONG BEACH TRANSIT FOOTHILL TRANSIT

$12,501 CITY OF SANTA MONICA $17 157
$12,796
AGENCIES AMOUNT
CITY OF LOS ANGELES $ 81,308
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 18,322
FOOTHILL TRANSIT 17,157
CITY OF SANTA MONICA 12,796
LONG BEACH TRANSIT 12,501
CITY OF LONG BEACH 7,829
CITY OF SANTA CLARITA 7,055
CITY OF GARDENA 4,539
ANTELOPE VALLEY TRANSIT AUTH 4,184
CITY OF GLENDALE 3,967
OTHERS - See attached list 73,739
TOTAL $ 243,397




PROPOSITION C
MTA EXPENDITURES
FISCAL YEAR 2008
(Amounts in thousands)

PLANNING, ADMIN & CONSTRUCTION
OVERSIGHT $3,712
$13,344 2%
8% RAIL OPERATIONS
$1,243
1%
BUS OPERATIONS
$ 24,744
15%
DEBT SERVICE
$119,452
74%
EXPENDITURES AMOUNT %

DEBT SERVICE $ 119,452 74%
BUS OPERATIONS 24,744 15%
PLANNING, ADMIN & OVERSIGHT 13,344 8%
CONSTRUCTION 3,712 2%
RAIL OPERATIONS 1,243 1%
TOTAL $ 162,495 100%




PROPOSITION C

TRANSPORTATION SUBSIDIES TO EXTERNAL AGENCIES - OTHERS

FISCAL YEAR 2008
(Amounts in thousands)

Agencies Amount Agencies Amount

ALAMEDA CORRIDOR - EAST CONSTR AUTH $ 202 | |CITY OF MALIBU 181
ANTELOPE VALLEY TRANSIT AUTH 2,076 | [CITY OF MANHATTAN BEACH 486
CITY OF AGOURA HILLS 467 [ |CITY OF MAYWOOD 393
CITY OF ALHAMBRA 1,155 | |CITY OF MONROVIA 518
CITY OF ARCADIA 839 [ |CITY OF MONTEBELLO 2,100
CITY OF ARTESIA 220 [ |CITY OF MONTEREY PARK 856
CITY OF AVALON 46 CITY OF NORWALK 2,160
CITY OF AZUSA 640 CITY OF PALMDALE 1,879
CITY OF BALDWIN PARK 1,076 CITY OF PALOS VERDES EST. 187
CITY OF BELL 516 | |CITY OF PARAMOUNT 769
CITY OF BELL GARDENS 613 | |CITY OF PASADENA 3,113
CITY OF BELLFLOWER 1,026 | [CITY OF PICO RIVERA 890
CITY OF BEVERLY HILLS 476 | |CITY OF POMONA 2,141
CITY OF BRADBURY 12 [ |CITY OF RANCHO PALOS VERDES 573
CITY OF BURBANK 1,418 | |CITY OF REDONDO BEACH 1,055
CITY OF CALABASAS 304 | |CITY OF ROLLING HILLS 26
CITY OF CARSON 1,296 | [CITY OF ROLLING HILLS EST. 108
CITY OF CERRITOS 729 | |CITY OF ROSEMEAD 759
CITY OF CLAREMONT 512 | |CITY OF SAN DIMAS 490
CITY OF COMMERCE 1,000 | [CITY OF SAN FERNANDO 332
CITY OF COMPTON 1,313 | [CITY OF SAN GABRIEL 562
CITY OF COVINA 1,531 | [CITY OF SAN MARINO 180
CITY OF CUDAHY 342 | |CITY OF SANTA FE SPRINGS 634
CITY OF CULVER CITY 896 [ |CITY OF SIERRA MADRE 147
CITY OF DIAMOND BAR 794 | |CITY OF SIGNAL HILL 145
CITY OF DOWNEY 1,504 | |CITY OF SOUTH EL MONTE 296
CITY OF DUARTE 305 CITY OF SOUTH GATE 2,211
CITY OF EL MONTE 2,428 CITY OF SOUTH PASADENA 341
CITY OF EL SEGUNDO 3,168 CITY OF TEMPLE CITY 472
CITY OF GARDENA 2,733 | [CITY OF TORRANCE 4,827
CITY OF GLENDALE 3,401 | [CITY OF VERNON 1,940
CITY OF GLENDORA 694 | |CITY OF WALNUT 426
CITY OF HAWAIIAN GARDENS 211 | |CITY OF WEST COVINA 1,494
CITY OF HAWTHORNE. 1,196 | [CITY OF WEST HOLLYWOOD 556
CITY OF HERMOSA BEACH 259 | |CITY OF WESTLAKE VILLAGE 118
CITY OF HIDDEN HILLS 27| |CITY OF WHITTIER 1,157
CITY OF HUNTINGTON PARK 860 | |CULVER CITY MUNICIPAL BUS LINES 1,601
CITY OF INDUSTRY 11 [ |FAME ASSISTANCE CORP 2,223
CITY OF INGLEWOOD 1,611 | [FOOTHILL TRANSIT 4,564
CITY OF IRWINDALE 21 | |GARDENA MUNICIPAL BUS LINES 1,122
CITY OF LA CANADA-FLINTRIDGE 284 | |GATEWAY CITIES COUNCIL OF GOVTS 94
CITY OF LA HABRA HEIGHTS 81 | |HUMAN SERVICES ASSOCIATION 35
CITY OF LA MIRADA 681 [ |INT'LINSTITUTEOFLA 2,492
CITY OF LA PUENTE 574 | |MONTEBELLO MUNICIPAL BUS LINES 1,327
CITY OF LA VERNE 443 | |PORT OF LONG BEACH 352
CITY OF LAKEWOOD 1,108 | |SANDAG 4
CITY OF LANCASTER 1,804 SHELTER PARTNERSHIP 357
CITY OF LAWNDALE 443 YEAR END ACCRUAL/REVERSAL 2,528
CITY OF LOMITA 280

CITY OF LYNWOOD 1,128 | [TOTAL $ 95975




