Thursday, September 16, 2010 1:30 p.m.
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The next meeting of the Streets and Freeways Subcommittee will be held on October 21, 2010 at 1:30
p-m. on the 15t Floor, Windsor Conference Room. Please contact Fulgene Asuncion at (213) 922-3025
should you have any questions or comments regarding this or future agendas.
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Thursday, August 19, 2010 1:30 PM

Meeting Minutes

Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority i 5e

Streets and Freeways Subcommittee Rev

Windsor Conference Room, 15t Floor

Members & Alternates Present: Fulgene Asuncion (M), John Asuncion (ex-officio), Kirk
Cessna (M), Mark Firkins (A), Steve Forster (M), Bahman Janka (Chair), Elaine Jeng (A),
Ken Johnson (M), Marianne Kim (M), Paul Maselbas (M), Carlos Rios (A), Nicole Rizzo (M),
Fred Zohrehvand (M).

1. Call to Order (Bahman Janka, Chair)
The meeting was called to order at 1:35 PM.

2. Approval of the July 15, 2010 Minutes (Subcommittee)
The minutes were approved with no objections.

3. Chairperson Report (Bahman Janka, Chair)
Mr. Janka did not report.

4. Metro Report (Fulgene Asuncion, Metro)
Ms. Asuncion reported that the Metro Board will not meet in August. She stated that
two emails were sent to Subcommittee members regarding the HR 5730 Earmark
Rescissions and the ARRA Inactive Project list. Subcommittee members should
remember to forward the emails to the appropriate contacts and ensure that the
appropriate deadlines are met.

5. Caltrans Report (Kirk Cessna, Caltrans)
Mr. Cessna reported that Caltrans recently reinstated staff furloughs and agencies should
be aware of the impact that will have on operations. Caltrans District 7 is finishing up
their review of the Safe Routes To School Cycle 9 applications and will be sending them
to Caltrans Headquarters in a week. During this cycle, they received 77 applications,
which is down a little from previous cycles. The final list of applicants is expected from
Headquarters in about a month. Mr. Cessna reminded agencies to submit their ARRA
invoices on a regular basis.

Mr. Maselbas stated that Denix Anbiah recently emailed a Look Ahead report of potential
inactive ARRA projects to agencies. He asked if the list was accurate or if it needs to be
updated. Mr. Cessna responded that the Look Ahead reports are simply a tool that
agencies can use to see what they have coming up in order to plan their workload.
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6. Legislative Update (Michael Turner, Metro)
State
Mr. Turner reported that the State has still not produced a budget; however, most of the
transportation funding issues were addressed when the state approved the sales tax/ gas
tax swap. One issue that does affect transportation funding is the State’s ability to sell
bonds. If a budget does not get passed which allows the State to sell bonds, Metro will be
forced to stop work on certain projects, such as the I-405 Sepulveda Pass Improvements
Project and the Metro Orange Line Extension. The Legislature has approved a set of
recommendations that will appropriate funds for the various bond categories that will
keep these projects afloat, but without a budget, the State simply cannot sell bonds.

Mr. Turner reported that the 2009-2010 California Legislative Session ends this month
and both houses are currently processing a large number of bills. Some of those bills are
important to Metro, such bills modifying the legislative notice requirements in Measure
R, or that extends the timeframe on our High Occupancy Toll (HOT) lanes program.
Assembly Speaker John Perez gave a press conference regarding a package of bills
approved in response to the financial scandal in the City of Bell. There will be new
requirements regarding the salaries of council members and key city officials, and
transparency requirements as to what kind of information must be posted online.
Information regarding these measures can be found online at the League of Cities
website at http://www.cacities.org. Mr. Turner reported that Metro staff is looking into
the legislative program for next year, and welcomed any comments from agencies.

Mr. Maselbas asked if Metro has produced position papers on Proposition’s 22, 23 or 26.
Mr. Turner responded that Metro officially supports Prop 22 (the Local Taxpayer, Public
Safety, and Transportation Protection Act). Metro was one of the original sponsors of the
proposition and funded a lot of the research that went into it. Metro is not taking
positions on any of the other measures.

Federal

Mr. Turner reported that there has been a lot of talk regarding a reauthorized
transportation bill. Congress is in recess, so nothing is expected until after the mid-term
elections. Senator Boxer is expected to put out principles for her reauthorization
program in September and Chairman Oberstar has already put out an extensive proposal
on the reauthorization. Mr. Turner reported that there has been some progress on the
approval of the appropriations bills; however, the process has not been concluded. When
Congress gets back from recess, either an Omnibus Appropriations Act or some form of
a continuing resolution is expected. Mr. Turner reported that there have been a number
of grant opportunities through the TIGER program, the Livability Initiative program, and
various opportunities coming from the Department of Transportation. Metro is trying to
take advantage of these grant opportunities.

7. CTC Update (Patricia Chen, Metro)
Ms. Chen did not report.

8. 2011 Call For Projects (Rena Lum and Modal Leads, Metro)
Ms. Lum reported that the FY 11 Call for Projects application will include a few new
additions to help provide a better context for the applicants. The first change is to
provide more background information on the Call. This will aid first time applicants by
providing information on the purpose and process of the Call while the second addition
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will provide more information on the Guidelines. Metro is proposing four new
guidelines to the application: improving mobility, maximizing person throughput on
streets, reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT), and reducing Greenhouse Gas
emissions (GHGe). The third addition will be a new section on sustainability. In the
previous Call, there was only one generic question on sustainability per mode. In
addition to these new sections, Metro will separate Goods Movement from the RSTI
mode to create a new mode.

Ms. Lum reported that Metro will try to create more consistency with the financial
aspects of the application. For example, to avoid redundancy in the online application,
financial figures entered at the beginning of the application will be automatically
populated to the appropriate fields later on in the application, making it necessary for the
applicant to enter the numbers only once. Metro is tentatively planning to hold a small
informal workshop for any applicants that are interested in the online application
process. Details on the workshop will be distributed as it becomes available. The new
applications will include a discussion on complete streets; however no firm conclusions
on what to include has been made as of yet. Lastly, Metro will include a checklist in each
of the modes regarding what impact the project will have on other modes. Metro is still
in the process of determining how to include the checklist in the applications, and it is
not expected to be a point generating mechanism. Ms. Lum reported that each modal
lead will give a brief update on proposed changes in their mode.

RSTI (Walt Davis)

Mr. Davis reported that there will be less money available in the RSTI mode than in
previous Calls. In order to equally distribute the money, Metro is considering
implementing a funding cap of $2 million per project, and by encouraging projects that
allow through traffic, such as left-hand turn pockets. Grade separation projects will more
than likely still be available in the mode as long as agencies have a strong local match.
Mr. Davis reported that unlike previous Calls, Goods Movement will not be included in
the RSTI mode. Another change is that Metro is trying to incorporate the concept of
complete streets. The CSAN map will still be used; however, there will be an overlay for
the sustainability map and Metro will encourage projects that are in that map for future
growth.

Marianne Kim (Automobile Club) asked if all projects require a hard match. Mr. Davis
responded yes, 20% of the 35% local match and any amount above 35% must be a hard
match.

Ken Johnson (Arterial ITS Configuration Management Group) asked how much will be
available in the mode. Ms. Lum responded that it is too early to tell; however, it should
be less than in previous Calls because it will divide available funding with Goods
Movement projects.

Nicole Rizzo (North County Transportation Coalition) commented that the cap is a good
idea because it allows smaller agencies a chance to compete for funds.

Carlos Rios (City of Los Angeles) asked if funding will be split 50/50 between the RSTI

and Goods Movement modes. Mr. Davis responded that the funding split has not been
finalized, but it will depend on the total amount of funds available.
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Steve Forster (League of Cities, Gateway Cities) asked if there is a cap on the number of
applications any one agency can submit. Mr. Davis responded no.

Elaine Jeng (League of Cities, Westside Cities) asked if additional points will be awarded
to projects that allow through traffic. Mr. Davis responded no, as in the previous Call,
projects with the greatest need will receive the highest quantitative points.

Ms. Kim asked what the approximate breakdown for the funding split between Goods
Movement and RSTI projects was in the last Call. Mr. Davis responded that he does not
know the exact split; however, in the last Call, four Goods Movement projects were
funded for approximately $6 million each.

Mr. Forster stated that one concern with not including a cap on the number of
applications that a jurisdiction can submit is that large jurisdictions can manipulate the
process by breaking down larger projects into numerous smaller projects for $2 million
a-piece, thereby limiting the availability of funds for smaller jurisdictions. Mr. Davis
responded that he would communicate that point with Metro staff for consideration.

Goods Movement (Michelle Smith)

Ms. Smith reported that the Goods Movement application will mirror the RSTI
application for the most part, with some minor format changes. At this point, there have
been no discussions about placing a funding cap in this mode. As in previous Calls,
eligible projects will include grade separations, truck access and intersection
improvement projects, projects that support goods movement systems or business and
land uses, and ports. Metro would like to encourage applicants to consider sustainability
as well as complete streets. There will be no change on local match requirements and
the same quantitative information will be requested (such as level of service, counts on
truck volumes, etc.).

Mr. Forster asked what the definition of complete streets is. Ms. Smith responded that a
precise definition is still being developed. Mr. Forster asked if there is a required local
match. Ms. Smith responded yes, there is a 35% total required match (20% hard, 15%
in-kind). Metro’s contribution to agencies who have repeatedly taken part in previous
Calls will be capped at 17%.

Signal Sychronization and Bus Speed Improvements (Randy Lamm)

Mr. Lamm reported that adjustments will be made in two areas. The first change
involves minor point redistribution in the project need or regional significance areas.
Metro is considering reallocating some points to support planning efforts for signal
projects. Local Jurisdictions can receive points for conducting planning studies for their
signal and ITS needs in advance of submitting their applications. To receive points for
planning studies, the jurisdiction would need to have completed their plan in the last
three years and the cost estimate should be refreshed if appropriate. The question will
ask if the planning study was submitted to the sponsoring agency’s governing board, city
council, etc. and whether they received it and/or approved it. The project in the
application must be identified in the planning study to receive credit. The second change
involves incorporating a set of sustainability questions. We will also look at a ‘per
project’ funding cap and minor changes to streamline the application to make it more
user friendly. As in the previous Call, there will be a multi-mobility component which
will allow up to 30% of a related project element from another mode.
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Mr. Janka stated that planning studies do not cost a lot of money (maybe $100 to
$150,000) and agencies will not have enough time to conduct them before the
applications are due in January, so Metro should fund those studies in the Call. Smaller
cities can also benefit from funding for planning studies. Mr. Lamm responded that the
Call is intended to fund capital projects. He said he will relay Mr. Janka’s question
within Metro; however, fund sources available in the Call are usually eligible only for
capital projects.

Mr. Forster asked if it will be required for agencies to have presented their plans to their
City Council or Board in order to be considered in the Call. Mr. Lamm responded that it
is not required for the project to be eligible in the Signal Mode, but it would be
recommended if sponsors want to receive points for that question.

Ms. Jeng asked how many points would be reallocated to support a planning study such
as a Master Plan. Mr. Lamm responded that Metro has not determined that yet. The
points will likely be reallocated from other questions in the application.

Bikeway Improvements (Anthony Jusay)

Mr. Jusay reported that Metro originally considered removing bike paths from the
application but has decided to keep them in. Metro is considering a $1 million cap on
projects in the bike mode, due to the fact that bikeway and pedestrian improvements
constitute only 7-8% of the total funding for the Call. Another change is to provide
clearer and more concise language and to avoid redundancies. Questions in the regional
significance section will be tailored towards ‘bike to transit’ projects to focus on regional
trips outside of major cities. Questions in the Project Need & Benefit to the
Transportation System section will focus on how the projects will help support bicyclists
get around their local communities. There will also be efforts to include changes that
Metro’s sustainability program has recommended.

Mr. Janka asked how this mode is related to complete streets. Mr. Jusay responded that
projects in the bike mode can accommodate good pedestrian design and/or signalization
efforts that synch both bikes and motorists. Mr. Janka asked if a point system can be
incorporated in all the modes for projects to receive extra points for fulfilling the
complete streets concept. Mr. Jusay responded that Metro has discussed incorporating a
checklist but has been having difficulty in making it universal throughout the different
modes.

Mr. Forster stated that he agrees with a weighted point system that emphasizes projects
that provide connectivity.

Pedestrian Improvements (Adela Felix)

Ms. Felix reported that the Pedestrian mode will involve only three minor modifications
to the existing application. The changes will involve eliminating repetitiveness,
encouraging multi-modal integration, and incorporating sustainability questions.

Transportation Enhancements (Reinland Jones)

Mr. Jones reported that there will be only minor modifications to this mode: involving
basic changes to the language, and incorporating land use and sustainability in the
application.
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Sustainability (Desiree Portillo-Rabinov)

Ms. Rabinov reported that question five will be revised to include multiple questions on
sustainability. Metro is considering adding three basic questions which will be
customized for each separate mode. One question will utilize the Caltrans Smart
Mobility 2010 Call for Action framework. Specifically, Metro will utilize their place types
definitions with their transportation priorities. This will enable Metro to look at what
types of projects will be built in those areas that connect land use with transportation.
Metro will use SCAG’s Compass Blueprint document as the base foundation for another
question. This will enable Metro to determine how agencies tie in their transportation
project with their strategic opportunity areas. The third question will look at Green
building aspects, such as the sustainability design elements that will be incorporated.
Metro is still working on developing the questions, and is customizing them for each of
the modes.

Ms. Rizzo asked if xeriscaping and other similar things will be considered in the section
regarding green buildings. Ms. Portillo-Rabinov responded yes.

Mr. Janka asked what the process is for the Call. Ms. Lum responded that in the past,
information has been given verbally to each of the Subcommittees, whose
recommendations are then forwarded to TAC. The next TAC meeting is scheduled for
September 1, 2010. Mr. Janka stated that it is not fair to only give a verbal presentation
of the proposed changes because Subcommittee members do not have enough time to
process the information and make any recommendations. He stated that it would be
better to prepare a brief summary of the changes so the Subcommittees would have time
to review them before they make any recommendations. He suggested that Metro
prepare a brief outline of all proposed changes and distribute it to Subcommittee
members at the September meeting. Ms. Lum stated that these comments are being
noted and will be accounted for. There is an upcoming Steering Committee meeting
scheduled for the second week in September, and these and other issues will be
discussed in further detail with that Committee. Metro will continue to provide monthly
updates to TAC and the Subcommittees on any changes to the application. Mr. Janka
asked what TAC will be approving at their September meeting. Ms. Lum responded that
Metro will be presenting the working draft of the applications to TAC at their October 6t
meeting. Mr. Janka asked if Metro can come back to the Subcommittee on September
16t for their recommendation. Ms. Lum responded yes; however, the application will
not be finalized at that time. Mr. Janka requested that Metro come back in September to
present a list of resolutions to these issues, so that the Subcommittee can make their
recommendations at that time. Ms. Lum responded that they will provide an update on
the application in September; however, the final application will not be available until
October or November. Mr. Janka asked that information be placed in the agenda packet
so that Subcommittee members have time to consider the information before making
their recommendations. Ms. Lum responded that they will do that, but that the
information will be high-level information only.

Mr. Rios asked when the applications will be due. Ms. Lum responded that the due date
has been tentatively set for January.
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9. RIITS 10-Year Strategic Plan Final Report (Desiree Portillo-Rabinov, Metro)
Ms. Portillo-Rabinov reported that the RIITS network is an interagency regional network
that provides data on our arterial, highway, transit and rail systems. The data streams to
Metro near real-time; anywhere from a one-second delay for transit information to an
almost five-minute delay for data through the Archived Data Management System
(ADMS). The RIITS network utilizes a web-based platform which can be accessed from
anywhere. Agencies receive secure access to the system which allows them to receive
personalized transit performance data. Metro uses FHWA and FTA ITS architecture and
plans to launch the ADMS next month.

Mr. Janka asked if the RIITS System is open to everybody or only public agencies. Ms.
Portillo-Rabinov responded that the system will only be open to public agencies;
however, it is the backbone of the 511 system, which is open to the public.

Ms. Portillo-Rabinov reported that Metro conducted the Strategic Plan to update the
vision and to identify and prioritize future investments to enhance the functionality of
the multi-modal, multi-agency RIITS transportation data exchange network. The
strategic plan was conducted in collaboration with a wide range of regional
transportation operations, planning, and emergency management agencies, along with
the new users of the system. The updated vision is to deliver multi-modal transportation
information services through a flexible platform to achieve regional mobility, safety, and
sustainability goals. The first step in the development of the Plan was to conduct a needs
assessment with both existing and potential users of the system. Metro then evaluated
the current and expected future conditions and prioritized strategic opportunities into
three initiatives: Regional Data Management, Operations Support, and Integration.

Ms. Portillo-Rabinov reported that RIITS currently receives information from the Los
Angeles Department Of Transportation (LADOT), California Highway Patrol, Caltrans
Districts 7, 8 and 12, Metro bus and rail, and Long Beach and Foothill transit. Metro is
working to include information from Metrolink, IEN data from the County of Los
Angeles, and are upgrading the transponders to receive information more quickly from
Metro Rapid. Ms. Portillo-Rabinov reported that the RIITS system distributes
information to traveler information feeds (ISPs), the 511 program, available agency data
feeds, the enhanced agency map, and public maps. In addition, Metro will capture and
store information in the ADMS for three years. The six themes of critical transportation
needs that were identified from feedback received during the focus groups process are:
cost-effective solutions to mobility needs, efficient operation of the multi-modal network,
corridor performance measurement, regional freight mobility, emergency management,
and sustainability and climate change. Foundational elements that underpin the overall
program include identifying sustainable funding for RIITS capital investment and
operations, continuing stakeholder partnerships (including outreach and technical
collaboration), and performance and reliability enhancements to the RIITS technology
network. Operational information stored in RIITS will be consolidated and mined in the
ADMS and presented in a format that is accessible and valuable to participating agencies
for a variety of applications, such as policy and investment decisions. The ADMS system
will be launched in September.

Ms. Portillo-Rabinov reported that the Strategic Plan has a 10-year planning horizon.
Metro will be conducting grant developments to support the strategic initiatives, which

have been broken down into near, medium and long term initiatives based on
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stakeholder prioritization. The full Strategic Plan document can be found online at
www.riits.net. Currently, Metro funds $1.5 million annually for the foundational
elements of RIITS. Metro will need an additional $36.5 million over the next 10 years in
order to implement the three initiatives. Of the $36.5 million, 40% would go towards
operations support (including emergency management), 14% towards regional data
management, 29% towards current funding levels, 9% towards foundational elements,
and 8% towards integration of regional networks.

Mr. Maselbas stated that RIITS would be a very useful tool to review countywide
performance. He asked if performance is now being measured by travel times rather
than ‘level of service’ by intersection. Ms. Portillo-Rabinov responded yes, and the RIITS
program will take into consideration more than just level of service types of performance
measurements. She stated that Metro will be forming a stakeholders group, and anyone
who is interested in joining can contact her at 213-922-3039 or rabinovd @metro.net.
The committee should be formed by the end of October.

10. Gerald Desmond Bridge DB Nomination Process (Michelle Smith, Metro)
Ms. Smith reported that the Port of Long Beach (POLB) requested that Metro apply on
their behalf for design-build contracting authority with the California Transportation
Commission (CTC). Metro will seek Board approval next month to authorize CEO Art
Leahy to enter into any necessary agreements. The contracting authority is available
through the CTCs Design-Build Demonstration Program. The Demonstration Program
authorizes use of the design-build method of procurement by Regional Transportation
Planning Agencies (RTPA) for up to five projects and by the DOT for up to ten projects.
Because the POLB is neither a RTPA nor a State DOT, they must go through either
Metro or Caltrans. Ms. Smith reported that the Gerald Desmond Bridge project is a
regionally significant project, with a current estimate of approximately $950 million.
Metro is currently drafting a term sheet that will accompany the Board report which
outlines the terms, conditions and Metro’s responsibility as the pass-through entity for
any resulting funding.

Mr. Johnson asked who will manage the project. Ms. Smith responded the POLB;
however, Metro will likely have someone on the selection team, review information, and
provide quarterly reports to the CTC.

11. New Business (Subcommittee)
No new business was reported.

12. Adjournment (Subcommittee)
The meeting was adjourned at 2:55 PM. The next meeting of the Streets and Freeways
Subcommittee will be held on September 16, 2010 at 1:30 PM in the 15t Floor Windsor
Conference Room. Please contact Fulgene Asuncion at (213) 922-3025 or by email
asuncionf@metro.net should you have any questions or comments regarding this or
future agendas, or wish to place an item on the agenda.
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Sharon Perlstein
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League of Cities (Westside Cities)
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(310) 253-5626
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League of Cities (Arroyo Verdugo Cities)

(818)-548-3960

(818)-409-7027

Jano Baghdanian (A)

League of Cities (Arroyo Verdugo Cities)

(818)-548-3960

(818)-409-7027

Bahman Janka (Chair)

League of Cities (San Gabriel Valley COG)

(626) 744-4610
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Craig Bradshaw (A)

League of Cities (San Gabriel Valley COG)
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Steve Forster

League of Cities (Gateway Cities/South East)

(562) 943-0131

(714) 522-5800

Charlie Honeycuit (A)

League of Cities (Gateway Cities/South East)

(562) 989-7351

(562) 989-7391

Robert Brager (A) League of Cities (Las Virgenes/Malibu) (310)-456-2489x24(310) 456-3356 __|bbrager@ci.malibu.ca.us

Ramiro Adeva League of Cities (Las Virgenes/Malibu) (818) 597-7322 radeva@ci.agoura-hills.ca.us
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|Fulgene Asuncion LACMTA {213) 922-3025 |(213) 922-6996

Alan Patashnick (A) LACMTA (213) 922-3080  |(213) 922-6996

Ken Husting City of Los Angeles (213) 972-5008  }(213) 482-6910
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Goods Movement
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Goods Movement
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(213) 236-1936
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STREETS AND FREEWAYS SUBCOMMITTEE
Attendance Record 2009-2010

MEMBERS AND ALTERNATES 2010

Name Agency Oct|Nov|Dec| Jan [ Feb | Mar | Apr | May [ Jun | Jul | Aug| Sep [ Oct | Nov | Dec |
Steve Finnegan (A) Automobile Club
Marianne Kim Automobile Club X X X X X X
Kirk Cessna Caltrans X | X X X X X X
Alberto Angelini (A) Caltrans
Offc Mark Firkins (A) California Highway Patrol X X
Sgt. Cindy Pontes California Highway Patrol X X X X X
Paul Maselbas (Vice-Chair) County of Los Angeles X X
Allan Abramson (A) County of Los Angeles X1 X X X X X
Nicole Rizzo League of Cities (No. County Trans Coalition) X | X X X X X X X
Debbie O' Leary (A) League of Cities (No. County Trans Coalition)
Steve Huang League of Cities (South Bay Cities COG) X X X X X X
Victor Rollinger (A) League of Cities (South Bay Cities COG) X X
Sharon Perlstein League of Cities (Westside Cities) X X X X
Elaine Jeng (A) League of Cities (Westside Cities) X X X X
Fred Zohrehvand League of Cities (Arroyo Verdugo Cities) X X Warning! X X X
Jano Baghdanian (A) League of Cities (Arroyo Verdugo Cities)
Bahman Janka (Chair) League of Cities(San Gabriel Valley COG) X | X X X X X X X
Craig Bradshaw (A) League of Cities(San Gabriel Valley COG)
Steve Forster League of Cities (Gateway Cities/South East) X | X X X X X X X
Charlie Honeycutt (A) League of Cities (Gateway Cities/South East)
Ramiro Adeva League of Cities (Los Virgenes/Malibu) X Warning!
Robert Brager (A) League of Cities (Los Virgenes/Malibu) X
Fulgene Asuncion Metro X X X X X X X
Alan Patashnick (A) Metro X
Carlos Rios (A) City of Los Angeles X X X
Ken Husting City of Los Angeles X X X X X
Sumi Gant Long Beach X | X X X X X Warning!
Mark Cristoffels (A) Long Beach
Ken Johnson Arterial ITS Working Group X | X X X X Warning! X X
Phill Wray (A) Arterial ITS Working Group
Michelle Mowery Bicycle Coordination X X X X X
LaDonna DiCamillo (ex-officio) | Goods Movement X X Warning! X Warning!
Lupe Valdez (A) (ex-officio) Goods Movement
John Asuncion (ex-officio) SCAG X | X X X X X X X
Pablo Gutierrez(A) (ex-officio) [SCAG
Vacant TDM/AQ Subcommittee
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MTA 90-DAY ROLLING AGENDA:
SEPTEMBER THROUGH NOVEMBER 2010

Wednesday, September 15, 2010
PLANNING & PROGRAMMING COMMITTEE

ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD
» Adopt Findings Recommendations and Resolution for FY 2010-11 TDA Article|Paul Taylor

8 Unmet Transit Needs.

» Authorize CEO to negotiate and enter into a loan agreement to fund Ventura |Martha
County Transportation Commission's portion of SCRRA's costs for Welborne
Positive Train Control under a Letter of No Prejudice for Proposition 1A
Funds, subject to the conditions set forth in LACMTA Board February 2009
Motion.

Receive oral update on Regional Rail Matters. Paul Taylor
Receive and file status report on the progress of Eastside Transit Corridor |Martha
Phase 2. Welborne

» Receive and file update on the Los Angeles County Bus Speed and Street |Martha
Design Improvement Plan. Welborne

» Receive and file Fiscal Year 2007-2009 Triennial Review Report. Paul Taylor

Wednesday, September 15, 2010

FINANCE & BUDGET COMMITTEE

ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD

» Renew Group Insurance Policies Covering Non Contract, AFSME and EXPO|Terry
Employees. Matsumoto

» Approve form of Master Trust Indenture and Financing Documents and Terry
authorize issuance of Measure R Bonds. Matsumoto

» Adopt Resolutions extending the program termination dates for Prop A and |Terry
Prop C Commercial Paper Programs. Matsumoto

» Adopt Debt and Interest Rate Swap Policies. Terry

Matsumoto

Ratify contract PS09714049 with Epsilon in the amount of $37,520.

Matt Raymond

Receive monthly oral report from the Chief Financial Services Officer.

Terry
Matsumoto
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MTA 90-DAY ROLLING AGENDA:
@ SEPTEMBER THROUGH NOVEMBER 2010

Wednesday, September 15, 2010
AD HOC CONGESTION PRICING COMMITTEE

ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD
» Receive and file Los Angeles County Congestion Reduction Doug Failing
Demonstration Project Status Report.
» Receive and file the draft ExpressLanes Privacy Statement. Doug Failing
Thursday, September 16, 2010
MEASURE R PROJECT DELIVERY COMMITTEE
ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD
» Authorize the Chief Executive Officer to award a firm fixed price contractMartha

PS4340-2538 to Cityworks Design to perform design and outreach work for the
Eastside Access Project in an amount not-to-exceed $1,094,404; and
Contract Modification Authority for up to 15 percent of the above amount to
cover the cost of any potentially unforeseen issues that may arise during the
above phase of the project.

\Welborne

Authorize the Chief Executive Officer to: Award and execute Contract No.
PS4170- to to provide professional services in an
amount not to exceed $12,000,000, inclusive of project contingency and
contract options, to prepare a Feasibility Study and three optional Project
Status Reports for the I-605 Hot Spots Project; Contract modification
authority for up to 15 percent of total project budget to cover the cost of any
potentially unforeseen issues that may arise during the performance of the
contract; and Amend the FY 11 Budget to add 0.3 FTE's to the Construction
Department, Project Managment Division, Project Control Function, to support
the Project.

Doug Failing

Authorize the Chief Executive Officer to exercise a 21-month cost plus fixed
fee option to Contract No. E0117 for Phase Il Preliminary Engineering,
Design/Build Construction Contract Development and Bid Period Services to
Hatch Mott McDonald for an amount not to exceed $21.0 million for
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project.

K.N. Murthy

>

Receive and file update on the High Desert Corridor project; and Approve
removing the condition that we and the San Bernardino Council of
Governments (SANBAG) become members of the Joint Powers Authority
(HDCJPA) Board of Directors for entering into the a Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU) for the HDC Project's environmental clearance.
Continued next page

Doug Failing
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MTA 90-DAY ROLLING AGENDA:
SEPTEMBER THROUGH NOVEMBER 2010

Thursday, September 16, 2010
MEASURE R PROJECT DELIVERY COMMITTEE

ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD
Continued from previous page
» Receive and file status report on the Draft Environmental Impact Martha
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (DEIS/EIR) Public Scoping meetings [Welborne
for the South Bay Metro Green Line Extension.
» Receive and file Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor Project Park Mesa Martha
Heights Grade Separation Analysis. Welborne
» Receive and file an update on the progress of the development of Measure R |Doug Failing
Highway Operational Improvements in the Arroyo Verdugo, Las
Vigernes/Malibu and South Bay Subregions.
Receive and file status report on Post 1989 Retrofit Soundwall Program. Doug Failing
Receive oral report on status of Measure R Implementation K.N. Murthy
Thursday, September 16, 2010
EXECUTIVE MANAGEMENT & AUDIT COMMITTEE
ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD
» Approve the Portal-to-Portal Pay Agreement between AFSCME and Richard Hunt

LACMTA.

Restructuring of Organization

Paul Taylor

Receive and file status of Audit on MTA Litigation Cost Management
Practices.

Karen Gorman

» Receive and file the year-end report of Management Audit Services Ruthe Holden
(Management Audit) for the period ending June 30, 2010.

» Receive and file Follow-Up Performance Audit of Non-Competitive Ruthe Holden
Procurements.

» LOP approval - Central Remote Monitoring System of Existing Bus Paul Taylor
Division CCTV Systems at USG Phase I.

> : . - P
*No report for September. Report will be given in October.

» Receive oral Federal/State Affairs update. Art Leahy



abbottm
Rectangle


MTA 90-DAY ROLLING AGENDA:
@ SEPTEMBER THROUGH NOVEMBER 2010

Thursday, September 16, 2010
CONSTRUCTION COMMITTEE

ACTION/RECOMMENDATION

EXECUTIVE
LEAD

>

Authorize the Chief Executive Officer to Amend FY 11 Budget to add 1 Full
Time Equivalent (FTE) to the Safety Enhancement Program for the
Exposition Light Rail Transit Project — Phase | within the already approved
life of project budget of $1,300,000 and the already approved FY11 budget of
$850,000.

K.N. Murthy

Approve a unified process and policy for the evaluation of project cost
increases against the transit program trade-offs necessary to secure
sufficient resources for all 12 transit projects in the 30/10 Initiative,
including a requirement for the prompt development and consideration of
lower-cost project alternatives that address the cost- control policy actions of
the MTA Board of Directors to date.

Martha
Welborne

Amend the FY11 budget by $1.5 million in Proposition C 10% funds for the
Lankershim Depot Transit Center Rehabilitation project.

K.N. Murthy

Authorize the Chief Executive Officer to proceed with Preliminary Engineering
of Red Line Segment 3 Close-Out Universal CityStation Pedestrian Bridge
for a Design/Build type Contract, and amend the FY11 Budget to add $
750,000 to cover the cost of this activity.

K.N. Murthy

Authorize the Chief Executive Officer to increase funds for Contract No. ENO75
for Environmental Compliance Services in an amount not-to-exceed
$1,000,000 increasing the total Contract Value from $6,300,000 to

$7,300,000.

K.N. Murthy

Authorize the Chief Executive Officer to approve the FY11 Annual Work Plan
for City of Los Angeles.

K.N. Murthy

Receive and file status report on Project Management Information System
(PMIS) implementation.

K.N. Murthy

Receive and file Metro Gold Line Eastside Extension Project Budget
Status Report.

K.N. Murthy

Receive Chief Capital Management Officer Report.

K.N. Murthy
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MTA 90-DAY ROLLING AGENDA:
SEPTEMBER THROUGH NOVEMBER 2010

Thursday, September 16, 2010
OPERATIONS COMMITTEE

ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD
> Authorize the Chief Executive Officer to award one or more 60-month, Lonnie Mitchell

indefinite delivery, indefinite quantity contracts, under RFP No. OP39222548 to
provide Communications Systems equipment and support for the Metro
Gold Line Foothill Extension, Exposition Line Phase Il and MTA internal
projects for an amount not to exceed $###### inclusive of sales tax; and
Authorize the Chief Executive Officer to award one or more 60 month,
indefinite delivery indefinite quantity contracts, under IFB OP39222584 to
provide Communications Systems equipment and support for the Metro Gold
Line Foothill Extension, Exposition Line Phase Il and MTA internal projects for
an amount not to exceed $##HH###H inclusive of sales tax.

Authorize the Chief Executive Officer to award a two-year firm fixed-price unit
rate contract under Bid No. 10-0029 to Wabtec Passenger Transit, the single
lowest responsive and responsible bidder, for the overhaul of Metro Red Line
heavy rail vehicle friction brake system equipment for an amount not to
exceed $1,500,928.

Lonnie Mitchell

Establish life-of-project (LOP) budget of $4,484,214 for the Metro Blue Line
and Metro Green Line Transit Passenger Information System (TPIS),
CP#

Lonnie Mitchell

Authorize the Chief Executive Officer to award a 36-month, indefinite
delivery/indefinite quantity, firm fixed price contract under Bid Number 10-0038
to The Jankovich Company, the lowest responsive and responsible bidder for
synthetic transmission oil for an amount not-to-exceed $3,821,533 inclusive
of sales tax and two one-year options.

Lonnie Mitchell

Award Contract for Convenience Copying, Print and Document
Management Services.

Michelle
Caldwell

Authorize the Chief Executive Officer to award a five and a half-year firm fixed
price contract, Contract No. OP39612514, to NextBus, Inc., for a real time
bus arrival information system in an amount not-to-exceed $1,649,900
inclusive of two one-year options.

Lonnie Mitchell

The Board finds that the bids received for lube trucks under Public Utilities
Code section 130232 have been rejected and the lube trucks may be
purchased at a lower price on the open market. The Board hereby authorizes
purchase of those on the open market pursuant to Public Utilities Code section
130233; Requires Two-Thirds Vote; and Authorize the Chief Executive Officer
to award a firm fixed price contract under IFB No. OP34342557 in an amount
not to exceed $1,394,351 inclusive of sales tax.

Lonnie Mitchell

Approve service changes to Tier | bus lines scheduled to be implemented
effective December 12, 2010.

Lonnie Mitchell

Receive and file a report discussing distance and time based fare policies.

Lonnie Mitchell

Receive Transit Operations Report.

Lonnie Mitchell
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MTA 90-DAY ROLLING AGENDA:
SEPTEMBER THROUGH NOVEMBER 2010

Thursday, September 16, 2010
AD HOC SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE

ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD
» Receive and file status report on the California Air Resources Board's Martha
proposed regional greenhouse gas emission reduction targets for Welborne
automobiles and light trucks pursuant to Senate Bill 375.
» Receive update on Metro Sustainability Project Implementation. K.N. Murthy
Thursday, September 23, 2010
REGULAR BOARD MEETING
ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD

» Approve the changes proposed by Planning & Programming Committee to this

Receive and File status report on the acceleration of schedules and project
costs for the 2009 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) incorporated
the 30/10 initiative.

Martha
\Welborne

Wednesday, October 20, 2010
PLANNING & PROGRAMMING COMMITTEE

ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD
» Approve the Highway Programs Planning & Deliverable Bench Contract: |Doug Failing
Authorize the Chief Executive Officer to establish Bench Contracts under
Request for Interests and Qualifications (RFIQ) PS4010-2540 to the
contractors recommended for a three-year period beginning on November 1,
2010 for professional services not to exceed a cumulative total value of
$ million; and Authorize the Chief Executive Officer to execute Task
Orders under the individual Bench Contracts up to $ per contract.
» Adopt the 2010 Congestion Management Program (CMP) for Los Angeles |Martha
County. Welborne
» Receive and file Construction Status Report on Alameda Corridor East Doug Failing
Grade Separation Projects.
» Receive and file this status report on Los Angeles County Traffic Forum Martha
projects funded through the Call for Projects. Welborne
» Receive and file status report on our Bicycle Program. Martha
Welborne
» Receive oral update on Regional Rail Matters. Paul Taylor
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MTA 90-DAY ROLLING AGENDA:
@ SEPTEMBER THROUGH NOVEMBER 2010

Wednesday, October 20, 2010
FINANCE & BUDGET COMMITTEE

ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD
» Receive monthly oral report from the Chief Financial Services Officer. Terry
Matsumoto
Wednesday, October 20, 2010
AD HOC CONGESTION PRICING COMMITTEE
ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD
Approve Express Lane Violation Policy. Doug Failing
Increase Life of Project Budget for (unspecified) Doug Failing
Receive and file Los Angeles County Congestion Reduction Doug Failing
Demonstration Project Status Report
Thursday, October 21, 2010
MEASURE R PROJECT DELIVERY COMMITTEE
ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD
» Approve the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Statement for the Martha
Regional Connector Transit Corridor Study; Designate a Locally Preferred |Welborne

Alternative; and Authorize the Chief Executive Officer to exercise the option in

Contract No. PS 4320-1985 to prepare the FEIR/S.

» Authorize the Chief Executive Officer to exercise the following contract options

for the Westside Subway Extension: 1. the Final Environmental Impact

Statement/Report and Preliminary Engineering with PB America's Inc.;

2. Outreach in support of the Final Environmental Impacts Statement/Report

with Robert Group; and 3. Contract modifications up to
Receive the Westside Subway Extension Draft Envrionmental Impact
Statement/Report (Draft EIS/EIR); B. Approve the Locally Preferred

A

Alternative; C. Authorize the Chief Executive Officer (CEO) to prepare and

submit a Request to Enter New Starts Preliminary Engineering with the

Federal Transit Administration (FTA); D. Authorize the Chief Executive Officer

(CEO) to: 1. Exercise options to Contract No. 4350-2000 with PB Amercias
Inc., to prepare the Final EIS/EIR and Preliminary Engineering in the amount

of $ increasing the total contract value from $ to $ ;2.

Exercise an option to Contract No. 4350-1995 with The Robert Group, to

conduct the facilitation of community outreach in the amount of $
increasing the total contract value from $ to$

and 3. Contract modifications from up to 15% of the above amounts to cover
the cost of any potentially unforeseen issues that may arise during the above

phases.
» Continued on next page

Martha
\Welborne
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MTA 90-DAY ROLLING AGENDA:
@ SEPTEMBER THROUGH NOVEMBER 2010

Thursday, October 21, 2010
MEASURE R PROJECT DELIVERY COMMITTEE

ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD
Continued from previous page
» Receive and file status report on the 1-5 North Capacity Enhancement Doug Failing
Project.
» Receive and file status report on the implementation of Los Angeles County's |Doug Failing
High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Program.
» Receive and file the Crenshaw/LAX Corridor Maintenance Facility Revised |Martha
Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment; and Welborne
Adopt as the Locally Preferred Alternative Maintenance Facility location.
» Receive oral report on status of Measure R Implementation K.N. Murthy
Thursday, October 21, 2010
EXECUTIVE MANAGEMENT AND AUDIT COMMITTEE
ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD

» Receive oral report of the Chief Communications Officer.

Matt Raymond

Thursday, October 21, 2010
CONSTRUCTION COMMITTEE

ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD
» Receive and file status report on the implementation of four-quadrant gates |Martha Welbor
along the Metro Gold Line Eastside Extension (MGLEE) alignment.
» Receive Chief Capital Management Officer Report. K.N. Murthy
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MTA 90-DAY ROLLING AGENDA:
@ SEPTEMBER THROUGH NOVEMBER 2010

Thursday, October 21, 2010
OPERATIONS COMMITTEE

ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD
» Authorize the Award of Contracts, Modifications to Freeway Service Patrol Doug Failing

Contracts, and Operational Restructuring.

>

Award Contract to Purchase 320 Horsepower Bus Engines.

Lonnie Mitchell

Authorize the Chief Executive Officer to award a five-year firm fixed unit rate
contract, Contract No. OP3344-2544 to Specialty Doors & Automation, Inc.,
the lowest responsive, responsible bidder, to provide roll-up doors repairs
and installation service for MTA transit facilities in an amount not to exceed
$1,337,750, inclusive of two option periods, effective July 1, 2010.

Lonnie Mitchell

Award Contract for Pest Control Services.

Lonnie Mitchell

Award contract to purchase Bus Engine Replacement Repower Kits.

Lonnie Mitchell

Receive and File Report On Bus/Rail Interfacing (Director Antonovich
Request at 7/27/10 Board of Directors Meeting).

N/A

Receive and file the report on the Metro Vanpool Program.

Matt Raymond

Receive Transit Operations Report.

Lonnie Mitchell

Wednesday, November 17, 2010
PLANNING & PROGRAMMING COMMITTEE

ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD
» Receive oral update on Regional Rail Matters. Paul Taylor
Wednesday, November 17, 2010
FINANCE & BUDGET COMMITTEE
ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD
» Receive monthly oral report from the Chief Financial Services Officer. Terry
Matsumoto
Wednesday, November 17, 2010
AD HOC CONGESTION PRICING COMMITTEE
ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD
» Receive and file Los Angeles County Congestion Reduction Doug Failing

Demonstration Project Status Report
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MTA 90-DAY ROLLING AGENDA:
@ SEPTEMBER THROUGH NOVEMBER 2010

Thursday, November 18, 2010
MEASURE R PROJECT DELIVERY COMMITTEE

ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD

» Receive and file status report on the SR 138 Capacity Enhancement Project.|Doug Failing

» Receive and file status report on the implementation of the Measure R Doug Failing
Subregional Operational Improvement projects.

» Receive oral report on status of Measure R Implementation. K.N. Murthy

Thursday, November 18, 2010
EXECUTIVE MANAGEMENT AND AUDIT COMMITTEE

ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD
» Amend the Federal Fiscal Year 2010 (FFY10) Federal Transit Michelle
Administration (FTA) Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Overall Goal |Caldwell
to % for Federal Fiscal Years 2010 — 2012.
» Receive oral report of the Chief Communications Officer. Matt Raymond

Thursday, November 18, 2010
CONSTRUCTION COMMITTEE

ACTION/RECOMMENDATION EXECUTIVE
LEAD

» Receive Chief Capital Management Officer Report. K.N. Murthy
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STP-L Balance Sheet



LOS ANGELES COUNTYMETROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
BALANCES AND APPORTIONMENTS OF
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM LOCAL (STP-L) FUNDS

FY2009-10
CALTRANS
DISTRICT 7 STP-L APPORTIONMENT STP-L APPORTIONMENT STP-L ACTIVITY
DATA DISTRICT 7 DATA FUNDS
TSTEA [ _TeAz TEAZL I T TEA DL T REAUTH. I SAFETEALU SUBJECT TC
FY 91-92 Total Estimated LAPSE
(FAU FY 91-92 "Spend Ahead” | OBLIGATED  UNOBLIGATED
AGENCY BALANCE) [2] FY 92-93 FY 93-94 FY 94-95 FY 95-96 FY 96-97 FY 97-98 FY 98-99 FY 99-00 FY 00-01 To FY 00-01 FY 01-02 FY 02-03 FY 03-04 FY 04-05 FY 0506 FY 06-07 FY 07-08 FY 08-09 FY 09-10 TOTAL FY09 AMOUNT BALANCE
3] 2] 3 4

IAGOURA HILLS $82,600 $85,500 $85,500 $84,800 $84,346 $67,411 $67,300 | $ 67,005 | $ 67,024 | $ 67,071 $758,647 $ 63,602 | $ 65614 | $ 65,614 | $ 65,402 | $ 68,054 | $ 67,639 | $ 67,389 $ 67,173 $ 66,983 $1,356,116 | $ -1$ 1277868 $ 78,248 $ -
JALHAMBRA $17,900 $347,200 $347,200 $348,600 $352,536 $281,813 $281,354 | $ 280,805 ($ 280,085 |$ 281,003 $2,818496 $ 267,797 |$ 267,121 |$ 265743 |$ 264,856 |$ 264,169 |$ 260,082 ($ 258375 $ 256,920 $ 255,943 $5,179,502 | $ -|$ 4520318 $ 659,184 $ -
[ARCADIA $75,800 $201,400 $201,400 $201,200 $206,770 $165,752 $165,355 | $ 163,078 [ $ 162,721 |$ 163,514 $1,706,990 $ 164,938 $ 166,689 | $ 165903 |$ 165055|$ 164,287 |$ 163,472 ($ 163,292 $ 162,602 $ 162,304 $3,185,533 | $ -|$ 3020433|$ 165099 $ -
[ARTESIA $1,000 $64,700 $64,700 $65,000 $65,256 $52,161 $52,173 [ $ 52,030 | $ 51,939 | $ 51,931 $520,890 $ 51,277 | $ 51,080 | $ 50,817 | $ 50,786 | $ 50,497 | $ 50,941 | $ 50,784 $ 50,521 $ 50,376 $977,968 | $ -8 830,593 | $ 147,376 $ -
JAVALON $0 $12,400 $12,500 $12,800 $12,959 $10,834 $10,831 [ $ 10,810 | $ 10,920 | $ 10,931 $104,985 $ 9,768 | $ 9,756 | $ 9,924 | $ 10,334 | $ 10,233 | $ 10,156 | $ 10,166 $ 10,166 $ 10,161 $195,650 | $ -8 185,489 | $ 10,161 $ -
[AZUSA ($21,100)| $172,400 $172,300 $173,300 $175,052 $139,986 $140,353 | $ 139,937 [ $ 139,688 | $ 140,048 $1,371,964 $ 140,137 [ $ 140,022 | $ 140,943 |$ 142,172 |$ 141534 |$ 140,636 |$ 140,436 $ 140,300 $ 140,447 $2,638,591 | $ -|$ 2498144 |$ 140447| $ -
[BALDWIN PARK $15,900 $290,000 $289,900 $290,900 $293,064 $234,007 $233,928 | $ 233,590 [ $ 233,223 |$ 233,462 $2,347,974 $ 239,800 $ 237,945|$% 237,943|$ 237,101 |$ 236938 |$ 235799 |$ 234290 $ 233957 $ 233,767 $4,475514 | $ -|$ 4241747|$ 233767 $ -
BELL $93,800 $145,400 $145,400 $144,600 $145,015 $115,899 $115,672 | $ 115,397 [ $ 115187 |$ 115217 $1,251,587 $ 115487 $ 114,107 | $ 114,338 |$ 114,121|$ 113650|$ 113,031 |$ 112551 $ 111,571 $ 111,248 $2,271,693 | $ -|$ 2160444 |$ 111,248 $ -
BELLFLOWER $19,800 $258,900 $258,900 $258,100 $259,982 $207,780 $207,480 | $ 206,876 [ $ 206,589 | $ 206,816 $2,091,223 $ 227,932 $ 227,895|$ 228378 |$ 227,357 |$ 226,108 |$ 224,307 |$ 222,865 $ 221,952 $ 221,566 $4,119581 | $ -|$ 3015461 $ 1,104,120 $ 437,738
[BELL GARDENS $29,300 $178,800 $178,800 $176,500 $173,745 $139,241 $139,054 | $ 138,849 | $ 138,486 |$ 138,534 $1,431,309 $ 138920 $ 137,234|$ 136,758 |$ 135676 |$ 135088 |$ 134,062 |$ 135008 $ 134,610 $ 134,287 $2,652,952 | $ -|$ 2348045|$ 304,907 | $ -
[BEVERLY HILLS ($21,100)| $133,400 $133,300 $131,700 $132,589 $105,940 $105,956 | $ 105,768 | $ 105,658 | $ 106,285 $1,039,496 $ 105,141 |$ 105857 |$ 105670|$ 105411 |$ 104,923 |$ 104,273 |$ 104,184 $ 103572 $ 103,587 $1,982,114 | $ -|$ 1878527|% 103587 | $ -
[BRADBURY ($300)| $3,400 $3,500 $3,400 $3,521 $2,833 $2,839 [ $ 2,858 | $ 2,874 | $ 2,937 $27,862 $ 2,648 | $ 2714 $ 2,750 | $ 2,776 | $ 2,774 | $ 2,737 | $ 2,708 $ 2729 $ 2,735 $52,433 | $ -8 50,841 | $ 1592 $ -
[BURBANK $927,900 $395,800 $395,700 $398,700 $402,852 $322,902 $322,211 | $ 323,050 [ $ 322,024 |$ 322,487 $4,133626 $ 311,618 $ 312,237 |$ 312375|$ 311,213|$ 311,361 |$ 311,189 ($ 311,596 $ 310,947 $ 311,596 $6,937,759 | $ -|$ 5722728 % 1,215,031 $ 280,891
CALABASAS $0 $66,600 $66,700 $71,500 $74,109 $59,933 $60,273 [ $ 60,727 | $ 61,444 | $ 61,923 $583,209 $ 62,080 | $ 62,942 | $ 63,073 | $ 67,617 | $ 67,450 | $ 68,094 | $ 68,289 $ 68,289 $ 68,125 $1,179170 | $ -1$ 1111044 S 68,125 $ -
CARSON $623,700 $347,200 $347,200 $348,600 $351,015 $280,619 $281,772 | $ 281,426 | $ 281,048 |$ 282,214 $3,424,794 $ 284534 |$ 282,925|% 283,380 |$ 284,344|$ 286828|% 285281 (% 283465 $ 281,965 $ 281,740 $5,979,257 | $ -|$ 6,150,183 $ (170,926) $ -
CERRITOS ($664,400)| $221,100 $221,100 $218,900 $220,431 $176,150 $176,545 | $ 176,124 | $ 175836 |$ 175,930 $1,097,716 $ 160,069 | $ 161,358 | $ 162,017 |$ 161512|$ 160,652 |$ 159,655|$ 158,635 $ 157,936 $ 157,447 $2,536,998 | $ -|$ 1860252($ 676746 $ 202,727
CLAREMONT $4,500 $132,500 $132,600 $134,100 $135,650 $108,334 $108,173 | $ 107,787 [ $ 108,265 |$ 108,858 $1,080,767 $ 107,271 $ 107,943 |$ 107912|$ 107,330|$ 106,868 |$ 106,599 [$ 107,236 $ 107,196 $ 108,438 $2,047,560 | $ -|$ 1939122|$ 108438| $ -
[COMMERCE $155,700 $50,200 $50,200 $50,100 $50,127 $40,484 $40,496 | $ 40,537 | $ 40,453 [ $ 40,424 $558,721 $ 39,713 | $ 39,366 | $ 39,458 | $ 39,418 | $ 39,392 | $ 39,129 | $ 38,961 $ 38,962 $ 38,892 $912,011 | $ -8 873,720 | $ 38,201 $ -
[COMPTON $947,300 $377,500 $377,500 $370,000 $371,586 $296,935 $297,077 | $ 296,647 [ $ 296,083 | $ 296,748 $3,927,376 $ 294,272 $ 291,260 | $ 289,956 |$ 289,068 |$ 288,208 |$ 288,097 |$ 287,141 $ 285655 $ 285391 $6,526,425 | $ -|$ 5535043($ 991382 $ 133,194
COVINA ($3,900) $179,200 $179,200 $179,600 $182,296 $146,230 $146,050 | $ 145,683 | $ 145310 |$ 145346 $1,445015 $ 146,223 $ 146,088 | $ 145576 |$ 144977 |$ 144582 |$ 143,769 |$ 143,555 $ 142,629 $ 142,195 $2,744,609 | $ -|$ 2091506 (% 653103|$ 224,724
[CUDAHY $322,300 $95,200 $95,200 $95,900 $97,273 $77,682 $77,694 | $ 77,656 | $ 77562 | $ 78,275 $1,004,742 $ 76,992 | $ 76,302 | $ 76,076 | $ 75,736 | $ 75,393 | $ 74,697 | $ 74,693 $ 74,489 $ 74,282 $1,773,403 | $ -|$ 1699122 $ 74,282 $ -
CULVER CITY $504,200 $160,500 $160,600 $159,400 $161,492 $129,000 $128,952 | $ 129,065 | $ 129,140 |$ 129,601 $1,791,950 $ 120,965 $ 120,933 |$ 120,317 |$ 119,731 |$ 119219 |$ 118412($ 117,777 $ 117,132 $ 116,696 $2,863,132 | $ -|$ 2727436 % 135696| $ -
[DIAMOND BAR ($35,000)| $222,400 $222,300 $220,200 $222,980 $178,264 $178,142 | $ 177,988 | $ 178,160 | $ 178,958 $1,744392 $ 175285($ 176,375|$ 176,365|$ 175685|% 174,885|$ 173,887 ($ 173,833 $ 173,738 $ 173,383 $3,317,829 | $ -|$ 3144446 173383|$ -
[DOWNEY ($132,600)| $382,100 $382,100 $383,000 $388,868 $310,641 $310,106 | $ 309,693 [ $ 309,070 | $ 309,164 $2,952,142 $ 336572 $ 335331 |$ 333898|$ 333063|% 331,395|% 329,194 ($ 327,955 $ 326,347 $ 325684 $5,931,581 | $ -|$ 5472899 |$ 458682 $ -
[DUARTE ($4,500) $86,700 $86,700 $86,000 $87,278 $69,723 $69,642 [ $ 69,891 | $ 69,203 | $ 69,645 $690,282 $ 67,101 | $ 67,123 | $ 66,959 | $ 66,731 | $ 66,607 | $ 66,967 | $ 66,756 $ 66,067 $ 66,274 $1,290,868 | $ -|$ 12245943 66,274 $ -
EL MONTE $116,600 $450,100 $450,100 $448,400 $450,869 $360,717 $361,946 | $ 361,567 | $ 362,455 |$ 363,365 $3,726,119 $ 364,569 | $ 362,758 | $ 364,388 |$ 364,657 |$ 367,055|% 364,975(% 364,609 $ 362,827 $ 362,535 $7,004,493 | $ -|$ 4673675 % 2,330,818| $ 1,240,847
EL SEGUNDO ($3,000) $63,000 $63,100 $63,200 $63,941 $51,130 $51,107 [ $ 50,942 | $ 50,939 | $ 51,022 $505,381 $ 49,755 | $ 50,072 | $ 49,920 | $ 49,753 [ $ 49,659 | $ 49,395 [ $ 49,303 $ 48,938 $ 48,791 $950,968 | $ -|$ 1303901|% (352,933) $ -
GARDENA ($34,700)| $216,900 $217,000 $217,700 $216,854 $180,858 $180,519 | $ 180,162 | $ 179,719 |$ 180,472 $1,735484 $ 181,371 $ 181,680 |$ 179653 |$ 178933 |$ 178149 |$ 179,101 |$ 178857 $ 177,829 $ 177,410 $3,348,467 | $ -|$ 3146084 202382| $ -
GLENDALE $1,182,400 $757,500 $757,500 $768,300 $768,501 $615,889 $615,060 | $ 613,795 [$ 608,932 |$ 616,813 $7,304690 $ 605586 (% 607,735|$% 605919|$% 606,187 |$ 603,845|$ 600,686 |$ 598116 $ 596,275 $ 596,275 $12,725313 | $ -|$ 10,994,175 $ 1,731,139 $ -
GLENDORA ($2,100) $198,900 $198,900 $201,400 $203,858 $163,106 $163,223 | $ 163,078 [ $ 162,669 | $ 162,909 $1,615943 $ 153,983 |$ 154,350 | $ 153,946 |$ 153540 |$ 152,773 |$ 151,983 |$ 151,746 $ 150,717 $ 150,717 $2,989,698 | $ -|$ 2643152 $ 346547 | $ -
$2,900 $57,000 $57,100 $57,600 $58,258 $46,189 $46,124 [ $ 45972 | $ 45,947 [ $ 46,027 $463,117 $ 46,560 | $ 46,461 | $ 46,632 | $ 46,357 [ $ 46,299 | $ 46,146 [ $ 45971 $ 45,766 $ 45,594 $878,904 | $ -8 774,115 $ 104,789 $ -
HAWTHORNE $624,800 $302,400 $302,400 $300,500 $305,612 $244,230 $244,181 | $ 244,151 | $ 243,566 | $ 243,758 $3,055598 $ 263,841 |$ 262,248 |$ 261,259|$ 260,427 |$ 259,003 |$ 257,554 |$ 257,197 $ 259,094 $ 258,262 $5,394,482 | $ -|$ 6188807 (% (794324) $ -
HERMOSA BEACH $107,700 $75,900 $75,900 $75,500 $74,403 $59,474 $59,483 | $ 59,329 | $ 59,313 | $ 59,501 $706,503 $ 57,515 | $ 58,221 | $ 57,842 | $ 57,725 | $ 57,197 | $ 56,587 | $ 56,227 $ 56,206 $ 55,944 $1,219,967 | $ -|$ 1,399305|% (179,339 $ -
HIDDEN HILLS $5,500 $7,500 $7,400 $7,500 $7,454 $5,934 $6,034 [ $ 6,119 [ $ 6,179 | $ 6,208 $65,828 $ 5873 | $ 5948 | $ 5978 | $ 5,964 | $ 5,945 | $ 5,925 | $ 5890 $ 5,803 $ 5,778 $118,933 | $ -8 113,155 | $ 5778 $ -
HUNTINGTON PARK $13,200 $238,900 $238,900 $236,700 $236,879 $191,565 $191,237 | $ 193,209 [ $ 192,431 |$ 192,584 $1,925605 $ 193,544 $ 191,010|$ 191,311|$ 190,448 |$ 189,400 |$ 188,110 |$ 187,418 $ 186,366 $ 185467 $3,628,679 | $ -|$ 3575246 $ 53,433 | $ -
INDUSTRY $800 $2,900 $2,900 $2,700 $2,771 $2,187 $2,173 [ $ 2,174 | $ 2,106 | $ 2,089 $22,800 $ 2,435 $ 2399 | $ 2,391 $ 2,362 |$ 2,345 $ 2332 % 2,321 $ 2297 $ 2,288 $43970 | $ -8 41,683 | $ 2,287 $ -
INGLEWOOD $839,000 $463,300 $463,400 $458,900 $462,155 $369,409 $368,829 | $ 368,090 [$ 367,151 |$ 366,393 $4,526,627 $ 353613 $ 349,444 |$ 349,741 |$ 347,236 |$ 344688 |$ 343,895(% 344,196 $ 342,175 $ 341,180 $7,642,795 | $ -|$ 8271349 |$ (628553) $ -
IRWINDALE ($600)| $4,500 $4,400 $4,300 $4,360 $3,477 $3,653 | $ 3,634 | $ 3,638 |$ 3,634 $34,996 $ 4,565 | $ 4,491 $ 4,454 | $ 4,400 | $ 4378 | $ 4539 | $ 4778 $ 4,962 $ 4,957 $76,520 | $ -8 71,563 | $ 4,957 | $ -
LA CANADA FLINTRIDGE ($206,800)| $80,300 $80,300 $79,600 $79,723 $63,731 $63,939 [ $ 63,989 | $ 63,728 | $ 63,892 $432,402 $ 62,993 | $ 63,598 | $ 63,372 | $ 63,188 | $ 63,031 | $ 62,049 | $ 61,652 $ 61,240 $ 60,901 $994,426 | $ -8 913,068 | $ 81,358 | $ -
LA HABRA HEIGHTS ($5,300) $25,800 $25,800 $26,300 $25,991 $20,824 $20,827 [ $ 20,812 | $ 20,771 | $ 20,893 $202,718 $ 17,802 | $ 18,020 | $ 18,160 | $ 18,159 | $ 18,065 | $ 17,787 | $ 17,742 $ 17,673 $ 17,655 $363,782 | $ -8 346,127 | $ 17,655 $ -
LAKEWOOD ($12,300)| $305,300 $305,300 $304,200 $306,564 $245,618 $245,970 | $ 245394 | $ 244,920 | $ 245272 $2,436,238 $ 246,799 | $ 247,081 | $ 246,014 |$ 245368 |$ 244,079 |$ 242,498 |$ 241,493 $ 240,304 $ 239,689 $4,629,564 | $ -|$ 3665581(% 963984 $ 242,498
LA MIRADA ($4,100) $174,900 $174,900 $178,800 $181,167 $145,736 $146,468 | $ 149,100 [ $ 149,248 |$ 151,099 $1,447318 $ 145767 | $ 145545|$ 146,174 |$ 147,930 |$ 147,243 |$ 144,977 |$ 145134 $ 144,183 $ 143,337 $2,757,607 | $ -|$ 2273270 $ 484337 $ 51,683
LANCASTER ($235,500)| $423,100 $423,200 $466,600 $477,780 $385,298 $387,345 | $ 394,804 | $ 397,681 |$ 400,914 $3,521,222 $ 371,568 $ 373,910 | $ 376,943 |$ 381,487 |$ 390,015|$ 402,942 ($ 415240 $ 418,063 $ 416,398 $7,067,789 | $ -|$ 6536244 % 531545|$ -
LA PUENTE $8,000 $156,000 $156,000 $158,800 $160,673 $128,573 $128,298 | $ 127,977 |$ 127,737 | $ 127,784 $1,279,842 $ 129,334 $ 127,989 |$ 127,491 |$ 127,113|$ 126482 |$ 125676 (% 125128 $ 124,507 $ 124,193 $2,417,755 | $ -|$ 2294184 % 123571|$ -
LA VERNE ($34,600)| $129,000 $129,000 $127,200 $128,459 $102,846 $103,491 | $ 104,059 [ $ 103,973 |$ 105377 $998,805 $ 98,446 | $ 98,716 | $ 98,346 | $ 98,177 | $ 97,662 | $ 96,985 | $ 96,576 $ 97,997 $ 97,534 $1,879,243 | $ -|$ 2018432 $ (139,183) $ -
LAWNDALE ($1,500) $114,300 $114,300 $116,100 $117,201 $93,829 $93,996 | $ 93,809 | $ 93,569 | $ 93,415 $929,019 $ 99,207 | $ 98,652 | $ 98,196 | $ 98,029 | $ 97,598 | $ 97,081 | $ 96,931 $ 96,541 $ 96,420 $1,807,674 | $ -|$ 17112548 96,420 | $ -
LOMITA ($5,100) $80,700 $80,700 $79,400 $80,026 $63,963 $63,832 [ $ 63,678 | $ 63,425 | $ 63,437 $634,061 $ 62,384 | $ 62,526 | $ 62,326 | $ 62,006 | $ 61,704 | $ 61,330 | $ 60,999 $ 60,607 $ 60,244 $1,188,188 | $ -1$ 11279438 60,244 | $ -
LONG BEACH $1,182,800 | $1,822,400 $1,822,400 $1,764,500 $1,747,325 $1,393,751 $1,388,809 | $ 1,386,008 | $ 1,384,632 | $ 1,385,634 $15278,259 $ 1,441,233 | $ 1,436,565 | $ 1,437,824 | $ 1,438,254 | $ 1,433,906 | $ 1,427,167 | $ 1,423,165 $ 1,418,006 $ 1,414,119 $28,148,498 | $ -|$ 22,259,504 | $ 5,888,994 | $ 1,633,704
LOS ANGELES [6] $4,033,200 | $14,671,900 $14,672,000 $14,625,400 $14,494,808 $11,582,697 $11,575,684 | $ 11,563,011 | $11,561,033 | $11,576,225 $120,355,958 $11,572,165 | $11,560,376 | $11,551,613 | $11,551,503 | $11,545,231 | $11,676,725 | $11,601,244 $11,645521 $11,669,230 $224,629,566 | $ - | $199,853,039 | $ 24,776,527 | $ -
LYNWOOD $1,269,100 $260,100 $260,100 $259,700 $262,580 $209,913 $209,633 | $ 209,672 | $ 209,518 |$ 209,844 $3,360,160 $ 220,324 $ 217,900 | $ 217,019|$ 215546 |$ 213561 |$ 212,675|$ 211,264 $ 210544 $ 210,027 $5,289,020 | $ -|$ 3475122 $ 1,813898| $ 1,182,063
MALIBU $0 $47,600 $47,700 $45,900 $48,287 $38,771 $39,169 | $ 39,449 | $ 39,631 | $ 40,273 $386,780 $ 39,104 | $ 39,618 | $ 39,757 | $ 40,009 | $ 39,975 | $ 39,778 | $ 39,694 $ 39,434 $ 39,357 $743,505 | $ -8 658,875 | $ 84,630 | $ -
MANHATTAN BEACH $111,700 $133,300 $133,400 $133,700 $135,009 $107,939 $108,569 | $ 108,408 [ $ 108,088 | $ 109,313 $1,189,426 $ 105,749 $ 107,713 |$ 108509 |$ 108,068 |$ 107,472|$ 106,282 |$ 105596 $ 105075 $ 105,390 $2,149,280 | $ -|$ 2043890 $ 105390| $ -
MAYWOOD ($3,900) $118,400 $118,500 $116,500 $116,125 $92,820 $92,654 | $ 92,256 | $ 92,001 | $ 92,052 $927,408 $ 88,556 | $ 87,485 | $ 87,136 | $ 86,809 | $ 86,332 | $ 86,017 | $ 86,494 $ 86,268 $ 86,061 $1,708,566 | $ -|$ 1449760 $ 258,806 | $ -
[MONROVIA ($58,600)| $149,300 $149,400 $151,700 $153,687 $123,877 $123,944 | $ 123,473 |$ 123,940 |$ 124,301 $1,165022 $ 115183 |$ 115258 |$ 114,936 |$ 114564 |$ 114,193 |$ 113,570 ($ 113,495 $ 113,198 $ 113464 $2,192,883 | $ -|$ 2079419 $ 113464| $ -
[MONTEBELLO ($1,100) $248,500 $248,500 $246,000 $247,540 $197,818 $197,406 | $ 196,936 [ $ 196,604 | $ 196,823 $1,975027 $ 195370 $ 193,564 | $ 193,404 |$ 192515|$ 191,567 |$ 190,486 [$ 189,653 $ 189,017 $ 188,480 $3,699,082 | $ -|$ 3372072|$ 327,010| $ -
[MONTEREY PARK ($15,600)| $254,300 $254,300 $254,900 $254,517 $203,619 $203,229 | $ 203,459 [ $ 203,526 | $ 204,090 $2,020,340 $ 189,284 $ 190,160 | $ 189,518 |$ 188,677 |$ 188481 |$ 187,469 |$ 186,251 $ 185465 $ 186,204 $3,711,849 | $ -|$ 3711849 $ o) $ -
[NORWALK $1,193,000 $394,500 $394,500 $393,100 $395,104 $317,690 $317,391 | $ 316,837 | $ 316,417 |$ 316,431 $4,354970 $ 323,791 |$ 323,821 |$ 324930|$ 323319|$% 321,392|$ 319,347 ($ 317,714 $ 315743 $ 314,484 $7,239511 | $ -|$ 5059792 % 2179,719| $ 1,231,778
PALMDALE ($3,200) $323,500 $323,600 $397,100 $422,115 $356,508 $361,176 | $ 364,363 [ $ 367,271 |$ 370,633 $3,283,066 $ 369,438 $ 375641|$ 380,231|$ 387,688|% 398857 |$ 410,570 $ 420,004 $ 425702 $ 434,400 $6,885,597 | $ -|$ 3465662 $ 3,419,935| $ 2,139,828
PALOS VERDES ESTATESY ($5,100) $55,600 $55,600 $55,100 $55,656 $44,476 $44,530 [ $ 44,419 | $ 44,467 [ $ 44,664 $439,412 $ 41,235 | $ 41,770 | $ 41,700 | $ 41,633 $ 41,445 | $ 40,882  $ 40,667 $ 40,430 $ 40,315 $809,489 | $ -8 849,488 | $ (39,999)| $ -
[PARAMOUNT $1,009,400 $205,800 $205,800 $212,900 $214,450 $171,619 $171,558 | $ 171,465 $ 171,137 |$ 171,387 $2,705516 $ 173,764 $ 172,188 |$ 171,283 |$ 170,370 |$ 169,506 | $ 168,305 (% 167,712 $ 166,856 $ 166,113 $4,231613 | $ -|$ 4073521|$ 158,092| $ -
[PASADENA $168,700 $549,200 $549,300 $544,500 $545,472 $436,597 $436,795 | $ 436,117 | $ 435655 $ 435,736 $4,538,072 $ 417,824 $ 421,556 | $ 425070 |$ 425,187 |$ 426370 |$ 425495($ 425184 $ 426362 $ 431,068 $8,362,187 | $ -|$ 7460243 901,944| $ -
PICO RIVERA $25,800 $246,800 $246,900 $244,800 $243,349 $194,564 $194,274 | $ 194,451 | $ 195406 |$ 197,429 $1,983773 $ 199,935($ 197,869 |$ 196,991 |$ 197,240 |$ 196,281 |$ 195019 |$ 193,660 $ 192468 $ 192,017 $3,745,252 | $ -|$ 3118190 $ 627,062|$ 48,917
[POMONA $982,200 $555,000 $555,000 $559,900 $556,676 $445,053 $444,530 | $ 444815 | $ 444472 S 447,243 $5,434,889 $ 470,774 $ 467,404 | $ 467,816 |$ 467,706 | $ 469,102 | $ 471,242 |$ 468,140 $ 470,340 $ 469,021 $9,656,434 | $ -|$ 9652067 % 4,368 | $ -
[RANCHO PALOS VERDES| $47,200 $172,300 $172,400 $170,500 $169,760 $135,819 $135,684 | $ 135588 [ $ 135573 |$ 136,110 $1,410,934 $ 127,812 $ 128502 |$ 127,939 |$ 127,556 |$ 126,964 |$ 125173 |$ 124,418 $ 123666 $ 122,847 $2,545811 | $ -|$ 2427176 $ 118635| $ -
[REDONDO BEACH ($16,500)| $250,100 $250,200 $253,300 $254,110 $203,479 $203,38¢ | $ 204,391 |$ 204,180 |$ 204,696 $2,011,345 $ 196891 |$ 199,351 ($ 198,784 |$ 197,535|$ 196,389 |$ 195403 |$ 194,876 $ 194,255 $ 194,161 $3,778,99C | $ -|$ 3733615($ 45375 $ -
ROLLING HILLS ($800)| $7,600 $7,700 $7,700 $7,869 $6,297 $6,285 | $ 6,275 [ $ 6,249 | $ 6,268 $61,443 $ 58128 5818 | $ 5799 [ $ 5787 | $ 5784 | $ 5724 |8 5694 $ 5662 $ 5,652 $113,175| $ -8 107,523 | $ 5652 $ -
[ROLLING HILLS ESTATES| $26,000 $32,500 $32,400 $32,400 $32,630 $26,071 $26,077 | $ 26,092 | $ 26,369 | $ 26,571 $287,110 $ 23889 | $ 24,041 | $ 24,063 | $ 23,991 | $ 23,893 | $ 23514 | $ 23384 $ 23,559 $ 23,390 $500,834 | $ -8 477,445 $ 23389 $ -
[ROSEMEAD $606,200 $216,500 $216,600 $217,300 $216,345 $173,469 $173,328 | $ 173329 |$ 173235|$ 173,508 $2,339,814 $ 168590|$ 167,874 $ 167,696 |$ 167,417 |$ 166,822|$ 166,380 |$ 165807 $ 165282 $ 165,309 $3,840,991 | $ -|$ 3675682|% 165309|$ -
[SAN DIMAS $88,100 $137,300 $137,300 $136,900 $139,361 $111,690 $112,421 | $ 113,067 | $ 112909 |$ 113,097 $1,202,145 $ 108945|$ 109,146 | $ 108,958 |$ 108511 |$ 107,945|$ 107,333|$ 106,860 $ 106,137 $ 105,849 $2,171,828 | $ -|$ 2320236 |$ (148407) $ -
[SAN FERNANDO $6,500 $96,900 $96,800 $95,700 $93,893 $75,068 $75,106 | $ 75,016 | $ 74,823 | $ 74,793 $764,599 $ 74,405 | $ 73,569 | $ 73236 | $ 73,079 | $ 72,803 | $ 72,892 | $ 72,600 $ 72,621 $ 72,594 $1,422,400 | $ -1$ 14223998 ols -
[SAN GABRIEL $164,400 $155,800 $155,700 $156,300 $157,644 $126,055 $125,931 | $ 125648 |$ 125701 |$ 125967 $1,419,146 $ 124312 $ 124,336 $ 124203 |$ 123718|$ 123606|$ 123,219 ($ 123260 $ 123,085 $ 122,930 $2,531,815| $ -|$ 2,356,784 % 175031| $ -
[SAN MARINO ($35,700)| $53,700 $53,700 $52,700 $53,402 $42,668 $42,637 [ $ 42,556 | $ 42,434 [ $ 42,393 $390,490 $ 40,017 | $ 40,325 | $ 40,205 | $ 40,157 [ $ 39,885 | $ 39,254 | $ 38998 $ 38,728 $ 38,441 $746,501 | $ -8 696,730 | $ 49,771 $ -
[SANTA CLARITA $470,900 $492,800 $492,900 $520,300 $515,988 $413,436 $413,104 | $ 446,679 | $ 449,348 |$ 458,144 $4,673599 $ 471,992 $ 480,612 $ 486,947 |$ 486,898 |$ 489926 |$ 487,437 ($ 511,501 $ 509,601 $ 508,464 $9,106,978 | $ -|$ 7614666 % 1,492312]$ -
[SANTA FE SPRINGS $222,700 $64,300 $64,300 $62,800 $63,655 $49,974 $49,935 | $ 50,011 | $ 49,873 [ $ 49,811 _ $ 727,359 $ 54777 | $ 54,477 | $ 51,116 | $ 52,410 | $ 52,119 | $ 51,768 | $ 51535 $ 51,206 $ 51,044 $1,197,811 | $ -1$ 1,146,766 | $ 51,044 | $ -
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LOS ANGELES COUNTYMETROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
BALANCES AND APPORTIONMENTS OF

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM LOCAL (STP-L) FUNDS

FY2009-10
CALTRANS
DISTRICT 7 STP-L APPORTIONMENT STP-L APPORTIONMENT STP-L ACTIVITY
DATA DISTRICT 7 DATA FUNDS
TSTEA TEAZL TEAZL TEA DL REAUTH. SAFETEALU SUBJECT TC
FY 91-92 Total Estimated LAPSE
(FAU FY 91-92 "Spend Ahead” | OBLIGATED  UNOBLIGATED
AGENCY BALANCE) [2] FY 92-93 FY 93-94 FY 94-95 FY 95-96 FY 96-97 FY 97-98 FY 98-99 FY 99-00 FY 00-01 To FY 00-01 FY 01-02 FY 02-03 FY 03-04 FY 04-05 FY 0506 FY 06-07 FY 07-08 FY 08-09 FY 09-10 TOTAL FY09 AMOUNT BALANCE
[ 2] 3 4
[SANTA MONICA ($421,100)| $360,500 $360,500 $362,800 $359,752 $287,365 $287,387 | $ 287,639 | $ 288,052 |$ 292,206 $2,465,101 $ 262,319 |$ 267,054|$ 266,939 |$ 266,628 |$ 266,893 |$ 264,228 |$ 263,099 $ 263,195 $ 265481 $4,850,937 | $ $ 3722160 $ 1128777 $ 337,002
|SIERRA MADRE ($1,700) $44,800 $44,800 $44,200 $44,444 $35,565 $35,525 | $ 35,567 | $ 35,485 | $ 35,429 $354,115 $ 32,714 | $ 32,959 | $ 32,732 | $ 32,627 | $ 32,513 | $ 32,057 | $ 31,872 $ 31,996 $ 31,811 $645,397 | $ $ 603,586 | $ 41811 $ -
SIGNAL HILL $100 $34,600 $34,700 $35,500 $34,957 $27,940 $27,869 | $ 27,956 | $ 27,922 | $ 28,010 $279,554 $ 29,595 | $ 30,160 | $ 30,789 | $ 31,446 | $ 31,944 | $ 32,287 | $ 32421 $ 32,819 $ 32,807 $563,822 | $ $ 531,015 $ 32,806 | $ -
[SOUTH EL MONTE $3,300 $88,200 $88,100 $86,700 $86,758 $69,261 $69,079 [ $ 68,803 | $ 68,769 | $ 68,737 $697,707 $ 66,645 | $ 65,933 | $ 65,614 | $ 65,254 | $ 65,400 | $ 64,955 | $ 64,859 $ 64,450 $ 64,911 $1,285,728 | $ $ 1001,271|$ 284456 $ 90,237
[SOUTH GATE $687,000 $364,200 $364,200 $359,100 $362,059 $289,896 $289,415 | $ 288,881 | $ 288,562 |$ 288,573 $3,581,886 $ 303,706 | $ 301,115|$ 299,821 |$ 299,402 |$ 298,018 |$ 295955(% 295173 $ 295943 $ 294,975 $6,265,994 | $ $ 6,068,154 % 197,840 $ -
[SOUTH PASADENA ($145,200)| $99,800 $99,700 $98,200 $99,084 $79,172 $79,037 [ $ 78,899 | $ 78,702 | $ 78,729 $646,123 $ 75,470 | $ 75,762 | $ 75,478 | $ 75,294 | $ 75,227 | $ 74,752 | $ 74,561 $ 74,239 $ 74,144 $1,321,049 | $ $ 1,246,905 $ 74,144 $ -
[TEMPLE CITY ($4,700) $129,600 $129,700 $130,100 $131,250 $105,186 $105,280 | $ 105,302 [ $ 105,065 |$ 105,225 $1,042008 $ 103,771 $ 104,230 |$ 103,727 |$ 104,230 |$ 103986 |$ 103,272 ($ 103,081 $ 102,709 $ 102,603 $1,973,616 | $ $ 1871,013($ 102,603 $ -
[ TORRANCE $682,800 $553,800 $553,800 $552,200 $556,144 $445,142 $444,979 | $ 446,057 | $ 445649 | $ 446,335 $5,126,906 $ 428,779 $ 431,372|$ 431,646 |$ 431,683 |$ 429984 |$ 428320 ($ 428926 $ 428,776 $ 427,985 $8,994,378 | $ $ 8566393 (% 427,985| $ -
UNINCORPORATED $11,144,90C | $3,921,700 $3,921,70C $3,885,300 $3,912,01C $3,112,894 $3,121,74C | $ 3,096,930 | $ 3,109,121 | $ 3,137,966  $42,364,261 $ 3,115,876 | $ 3,123,375 | $ 3,134,515 | $ 3,144,154 | $ 3,166,818 | $ 3,182,110 | $ 3,152,891 $ 3,143,405 $ 3,134,246 $70,661,652 | $ $ 59,034,126 | $ 11,627,526 | $ 2,196,984
[VERNON $100 $600 $600 $300 $323 $258 $258 | $ 264 | $ 257 | $ 258 $3,218 $ 289 | $ 282 |$ 284 | $ 281 (% 280 | $ 2717 | $ 274 $ 273 $ 273 $5,731 | $ $ 5732 $ o) s -
[WALNUT $518,000 $124,200 $124,300 $124,600 $125,389 $100,598 $100,539 | $ 100,487 [$ 100,473 |$ 100,531 $1,519,117 $ 93,425 | $ 93,809 | $ 93,862 | $ 93,600 | $ 93,053 | $ 93,602 | $ 93,250 $ 92,968 $ 93,243 $2,359,929 | $ $ 2,266,687 $ 93,242 $ -
[WEST COVINA ($31,600) $402,400 $402,400 $403,200 $405,446 $324,436 $325,17C | $ 325535 |$ 325659 |$ 325818 $3,208464 $ 331,703 $ 331,208 [ $ 330,311 |$ 328929 |$ 327923|$ 327,436 |$ 326,125 $ 324,294 $ 323327 $6,159,721 | $ $ 4,920,556 | $ 1,239,165 $ 265,419
[WEST HOLLYWOOD $1,239,100 $150,000 $149,900 $149,700 $148,113 $118,360 $118,162 | $ 117,882 |$ 117,804 |$ 117,791 $2,426,812 $ 110618 $ 111,730 $ 111,499 |$ 111464|$ 110952|$ 109,316 ($ 108,714 $ 108,120 $ 107,864 $3,417,089 | $ $ 3309224|$ 107,864 $ -
[WESTLAKE VILLAGE $35,500 $31,200 $31,200 $30,900 $31,218 $24,935 $24,936 | $ 25937 | $ 26,011 | $ 26,041 $287,878 $ 25867 | $ 26,064 | $ 26,231 | $ 26,057 | $ 25976 | $ 25,803 | $ 25676 $ 25,523 $ 25,425 $520,499 | $ $ 522,035 | $ (1,536)| $ -
[WHITTIER $1,181,000 $327,300 $327,300 $325,600 $328,408 $262,689 $262,212 | $ 261,857 | $ 260,891 |$ 261,018 $3,798275 $ 261,406 $ 259,937 [ $ 258,270 |$ 256,884 | $ 254511|$ 252,846 |$ 251,740 $ 250,260 $ 249,103 $6,093,232 | $ $ 5339957 (% 753275(|$% 2,172
TOTAL]  $31,566,400 | $37,202,100 | $37,203,400 | $37,201,800 | $37,202,657 | $29,763,161 | $29,764,699 | $ 29,763,903 | $29,831,003 | $29,930,283 | $ 330,053,958 | $29,831,001 [ $29,831,001 | $29,831,000 | $29,831,000 | $29,831,000 | $29,831,000 | $29,831,000 | $29,831,001 | $29,833,742 | $ 598,535,703 | $ $527,232,645 | $71,303,058 | $ 11,942,405
Footnote:
[1] Includes FAU balances according to Caltrans, February 6, 1996, ISTEA Apportionments from FY 92-93 to FY 96-97
and TEA-21 Apportionments from FY 97-98 to FY 00-01.
[2] FY 2008 population estimates from: State of California, Department of Finance, E-City/County Population Estimates, with Annual Percent Change.
[3] An estimate of next year's allocation for each city's share of $29.8 million based on percent of county population, using the California Department of Finance tables (see notation in Footnote 2).
[4] Obligated amounts include obligations and funds assigned to other agencies.
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Attachment 5

Response to Comments



Metropolitan Transportation Authority One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 metro.net

DATE: September 13, 2010

TO: Streets & Freeways Subcommittee Members

FROM: Brad McAllester st S U0

Executive Officer, Long Range Planning & Coordination
SUBJECT: 2011 Call for Projects
Follow-Up to August 19, 2010 Meeting

This memorandum addresses the questions raised by members of the Streets &
Freeways Subcommittee at their August 19" meeting where MTA staff presented the
proposed changes to the 2011 Call for Projects Application Package.

The attachment provides a response to those questions.

Attachment



2011 Call for Projects
Follow-Up to August 19, 2009 Streets & Freeways Subcommittee Meeting

Issue: The Call should limit the number of applications that can be submitted by
each jurisdiction.

Response: The purpose of the Call for Projects is to implement MTA's multi-
modal programming responsibilities associated with our adopted Long Range
Transportation Plan. We considered limiting the number of applications that any
one jurisdiction can submit but, historically, this has not been within the spirit and
intent of the Call and this was rejected. Moreover, the Call provides critical
funding for local jurisdictions for needed regionally significant transportation
improvements.

Issue: Provide a definition for “Complete Streets”.

Response: At this point, there is no consensus for a definition of “Complete
Streets” that would technically fit each of the eight modal categories in a way that
would be helpful in the evaluation process. Rather, we are recommending the
inclusion of a checklist at the front of the application. Applicants will be required
to complete an “Impact Checklist” which asks for information about the scope of
the project, and whether the project negatively or positively impacts other modes
of transportation. Similar to the existing “Project Readiness” checklist, it will not
have points associated, but will be a requirement for an application to be
considered complete.

Issue: Do “Complete Streets” tie in with the pedestrian mode or with all other
modes?
Response: The concept of “Complete Streets” will be encouraged.

Issue: Provide funding for ITS Master Plans.

Response: MTA must fund projects in accordance with state, federal and local
regulations. The sources of revenues programmed through the Call only permit
the funding of capital projects in each of the eight modal categories. Specifically,
the Signal Synchronization projects are mostly funded with Proposition C 25
percent and federal CMAQ funds. Those funds do not allow for planning studies.
Other potential sources of funds outside of the Call for Projects include SCAG's
Overall Work Plan, but at this time due to funding shortfalls, SCAG is not able to
fund ITS Master Plans either, despite their worthiness.

Issue: The Call should encourage connectivity between existing bike projects.
Response: Project connectivity is included in the first evaluation criteria,
“Regional Significance & Intermodal Integration”, and has always been
encouraged by MTA. Please refer to page 12 of the 2009 Call for Projects Draft
Application Package for further discussion on project connectivity.





