
Minutes – Virtual Meeting
San Fernando Valley Service Council Regular
Meeting

Wednesday, October 7, 2020
6:30PM

Meeting video archived at metro.net/about/board/board-directors-meetings-audio-archive/

Called to Order at 6:31 pm
Council Members:
David Perry, Chair
Carla Canales Cortez, Vice Chair
Leslie Aguirre
Robert Gonzales
Perri Sloane Goodman
Dennis Washburn
Donald Weissman
Yvette Lopez-Ledesma

Officers:
Dolores Ramos, Chief Administrative Analyst
Joe Forgiarini, Senior Director, Service Performance &
Analysis
Israel Marin, Principal Transportation Planner
Tito Corona, Community Relations Manager
Albert Kuan, Transportation Associate

For Metro information in English, please call the following phone number: 213-922-1282.

Para más información de Metro en español, por favor llame al número que aparece a continuación: 213-922-
1282

Մետրոյի մասին հայերեն լեզվով տեղեկություններ ստանալու համար, խնդրում ենք զանգահարել այս 

հեռախոսահամարով՝ 323-466-3876

Для получения информации о Metro на русском языке, пожалуйста, позвоните по указанному ниже
телефонному номеру: 323-466-3876

需要都会运输局的（语言名称）资料, 请拨打以下电话号码: 323-466-3876

Metroに関する日本語での情報は、以下の電話番号でお問い合わせください：323-466-3876

สําหรับข้อมลูเกี�ยวกบัรถโดยสารเมโทรเป็นภาษา [ไทย] กรุณาติดต่อที�หมายเลขโทรศพัท์ด้านลา่ง: 323-466-3876

េដ�ម�ីនិ� យ� មួយអ�កបកែ�ប Metro��ក់ សូមទូរស័ព�� មេលខ 323.466.3876។

메트로(Metro) 정보를 [한국어]로 알아보시려면, 아래 번호로 전화하십시오: 323-466-3876

Để biết thông tin về Metro bằng tiếng Việt, vui lòng gọi số điện thoại dưới đây: 323-466-3876
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1. ROLL Called

2. APPROVED September 16, 2020 Minutes, Councilmembers

Councilmember Sloane Goodman noted that the September 16, 2020 Minutes indicate that she
appreciated the extension of proposed Line 218 service to Cedars-Sinai Medical Center. She
clarified that she doesn’t agree with the headways proposed for the revised service and asked
whether that was included in the conversation. Ms. Ramos replied that she can review the
recording and clarify Councilmember Sloane-Goodman’s comments and revise the Minutes if she
wanted her to. Councilmember Sloane Goodman replied that the minutes were fine.

Councilmember Lopez-Ledesma announced that she is resigning from the Service Council
effective immediately as she has been asked to serve on the City of Los Angeles (LA) Planning
Commission. She commended Ms. Ramos and Metro staff, and thanked the public and riders for
their participation. Councilmember Lopez-Ledesma expressed appreciation for the Council’s
responsiveness to the public, and for hearing her opinions. She feels her increased knowledge of
Metro will help make her a better planning commissioner, and she feels assured knowing that
she has her fellow Councilmembers to use as resources. Lastly, she lastly thanked the City of LA
Mayor’s Office for trusting her to serve the San Fernando Valley Service Council for so many
years.

Chair Perry congratulated Councilmember Lopez-Ledesma and wished her the best of luck. He
noted that her role on the Council would be hard to fill, as her advocacy has led the way for the
Council, and added that he had a big role to fill taking over her former position as Chair for the
Council.

Vice Chair Canales Cortez thanked Councilmember Lopez-Ledesma for her service, her
welcoming presence, kindness, and hospitality, congratulated her on her new role, and noted that
she would be missed.

Councilmember Weissman commented that it was a pleasure to serve with Councilmember
Lopez-Ledesma on the Council. He commended her work in her former roles as Chair and Vice
Chair, and noted that she would be the second member of the Council to be appointed to City of
Los Angeles’ Planning Commission. He thanked Councilmember Lopez-Ledesma for her service
and friendship.

Councilmember Gonzales expressed surprise at Councilmember Lopez-Ledesma’s
announcement and noted his long working relationship with her preceding his term on the
Council. He commended her for her readiness, insights, and comments during Council meeting
and added that she has inspired him in his role on the Council. He noted she would be missed,
and congratulated her on her new role.

Councilmember Washburn expressed that he enjoyed working with Councilmember Lopez-
Ledesma, and regrets that they didn’t have that many opportunities to work together. He shared
that he is a planning commissioner for City of Calabasas and noted that there may be
opportunities for collaboration in her new role. He thanked her for her dedication to the Council.
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Councilmember Sloane Goodman apologized to Councilmember Lopez-Ledesma that she never
had the opportunity to serve with her in-person. She wished her the best and noted that it is a
huge honor to serve on City of LA’s Planning Commission. She equated her dedication to the
Council to her future work performance in the new role, and wished Councilmember Lopez-
Ledesma a happy birthday.

Ms. Ramos shared that Councilmember Lopez-Ledesma served 6 years as a Councilmember,
having joined in October 2014. She highlighted her welcoming demeanor with the public as a
Councilmember, and in her role when she served as Chair and Vice Chair. Ms. Ramos noted that
when she began working with the Service Council, Councilmember Lopez-Ledesma was the only
female Councilmember serving on the Council at that time; since then, she has served as a role
model to other women who have joined, in her preparation, asking good questions, and keeping
equity in mind for the communities she represents. Ms. Ramos expressed appreciation that
Councilmember Lopez-Ledesma invited her to watch the conclusion of the Los Angeles Dodgers
game (World Series playoffs) after a Council meeting several years ago. Ms. Ramos reiterated her
thanks and congratulations, and wished her a happy birthday.

Ms. Swift thanked Councilmember Lopez-Ledesma for her service and congratulated her on her
new role. She concurred with Ms. Ramos that Councilmember Lopez-Ledesma asks good
questions, and noted that Metro Community Relations now refers to the “Councilmember Lopez
Ledesma” test when evaluating outreach to diverse communities. She added that Councilmember
Lopez-Ledesma leaves behind a legacy for Metro staff to follow, and that she is glad that the
public has seen her advocating for them. Ms. Swift reiterated her thanks and congratulations, and
wished her good luck and a happy birthday.

Mr. Marin expressed certainty to Councilmember Lopez-Ledesma that she would make a great
addition to City of LA’s Planning Commission. He thanked her for her service and feedback, and
her time spent working with Metro staff on difficult proposals. He reiterated his thanks and
wished her a happy birthday.

Councilmember Lopez-Ledesma thanked her fellow Councilmembers for their kind remarks.

An online comment was received from Russell Jones stating: The minutes were never posted for
public review 72 hours ahead of the meeting.

3. RECIEVED Traffic Reduction Study Overview, Tham Nguyen, Senior Director, Special Projects

Metro’s Traffic Reduction Study, previously known as the Congestion Pricing Feasibility Study,
aims to reduce traffic congestion and improve mobility. Metro’s Vision 2028 Strategic Plan calls
for an exploration of congestion pricing as a way of managing demand on the region’s congested
roadways and a pilot program to test out the strategy. Through analysis and engagement with
stakeholders, the pilot program also aims to improve public health and safety, support
environmental and economic justice, and reinvest revenues in communities affected and served
by the pilot program. The study will explore how a pilot program could improve outcomes,
especially for vulnerable communities and low income households. A package of mobility
improvements would accompany any pricing element. Transportation improvements might
include increased bus service, safer walking and bicycling conditions, increasing telecommuting
and better carpool incentives. By the end of this year, the project team will identify concepts to be
analyzed further through modeling and technical analysis. The concepts include identifying
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potential locations that have patterns and concentrations of congestion, willing potential partners
interested in exploring congestion pricing, and pricing models that can be applied to address
traffic congestion at those locations. The team is now in the first phase of public engagement
phase for the project. They aim to bring to the Metro Board a recommendation for a preferred
concept for the traffic reduction pilot program by next summer and an implementation plan by
Spring 2022. Stakeholder and public engagement will occur throughout the study.

Councilmember Washburn asked if the term “vulnerable communities” is being used in the study
to refer to communities experiencing gridlock, economic deprivation or lack of representation in
long term planning for mobility management. Ms. Nguyen clarified that for purposes of the
study, “vulnerable communities” refers to socioeconomic communities, as well as low-income
households and population groups. By exploring further, the project team aims to better
understand the different demographic groups and how the burdens they experience can be
addressed, and how the project can provide them benefits. Ms. Nguyen clarified that a
geographic location for a pilot has not been identified, and no pricing model has been set by the
project team. Once it has been identified, the project team will be able to conduct technical
analyses to better understand who will be affected.

Councilmember Washburn commented that he believes the region has reached sales tax
inelasticity because of the economic downturn caused by COVID-19, and that no one is sure
about recovery. He pointed out that revenue at most public agencies is down by approximately 15
to 30%. He expressed concern that the project team intends to implement pricing strategies
rather than reexamine the existing economic and sales tax structures that the region depends on.
Ms. Nguyen described the timeline for project and explained that the study will be a multi-year
process. She noted that COVID-19 should be gone by the time the project reaches fruition, and
that the economy is anticipated to have rebounded by then, population growth would resume,
and traffic would get worse. The project team will determine the various costs of traffic including
time spent in traffic, pollution levels, as well as monetary costs. The project team intends to study
how to get better outcomes.

Councilmember Weissman asked how updates on the direction and findings for the project
would be shared with the Council, and if the project is being coordinated with the NextGen Bus
Plan. Ms. Nguyen replied that Metro staff welcomes the opportunity to share information and get
feedback from the Councils. She referred to the project schedule which indicates the key decision
points and stated that Metro staff can bring updates to the Councils at those points. She
confirmed that the study is being coordinated with the NextGen Bus Plan, as well as with other
transportation initiatives across Metro. She also pointed out that there is no one strategythat will
address the region’s traffic issues, and therefore, a coordinated effort is required to provide better
transportation options.

Chair Perry noted the map of the congested areas in the region presented by Metro staff and
asked if they are looking at trip origins and destinations as well as travel times, and if data similar
to that used to inform the NextGen Bus Plan is being used in this study as well. Ms. Nguyen
confirmed that they will review origin-destination data. She added that they are using Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG)’s travel demand model and comparing additional
data to better understand land use, trip purposes and where trips are occurring. This will all be
included in the study.

Chair Perry asked if once the project team understands where origins and destinations are, if that
data will be overlaid with data on existing “high-quality” transit options to determine if transit can
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be incorporated into a trip. He asked if the project team will calculate how many people would
have transit options and how those options compare to existing automobile trips. Ms. Nguyen
advised that those would all be considered in their analysis. She noted that the study will include
NextGen and Measure M projects that would be completed and open by the time a pilot program
is implemented. Her project team would also consider any additional transportation
improvements that would be needed as part of the pilot program.

Chair Perry noted that the study will be challenging as the Los Angeles region tends to price
people out, and that areas with high-quality transit options tend to be even more out of reach. He
shared that Los Angeles County 5th District Supervisor Kathryn Barger has been concerned with
provision of viable, competitive, quality transit options. Without these options, large populations
throughout the county, especially those that are extremely to moderately disadvantaged, could be
negatively affected. He pointed out that transit services are their lifeline and he appreciates that
the project team is examining options. Ms. Nguyen replied that the objective of the project is not
only to eliminate negative impacts on vulnerable communities but also to improve outcomes for
them. The 5th District has many supercommuters who must travel long distances and add
additional buffer time to their commute due to the unpredictable nature of traffic from day to day.
The study aims to provide more high-quality transportation options and better trip reliability.

Faramarz Nabavi commented that the San Fernando Valley could benefit even if the traffic
reduction pilot program is not located in the San Fernando Valley. For example if Metro
implements something like such at Los Angeles International Airport (LAX)’s terminal loop at
World Way, it could cut travel times on LAX FlyAway’s bus service bound for Van Nuys.

4. RECEIVED East San Fernando Valley (ESFV) Light Rail Transit (LRT) Project Update, Walt Davis,
Senior Transportation Planning Manager

Faramarz Nabavi commented that he thinks Metro should revise the East San Fernando Valley
(ESFV) Light Rail Transit (LRT) Project environmental impact statement (EIR) and environmental
impact report (EIR) as it studied the ESFV LRT before Metro’s Sepulveda Transit Corridor Project
(STCP) and only includes the estimated ridership in the ESFV, not the estimated additional
ridership that would be brought by the STCP. He thinks that the additional ridership brought by
the STCP would not be high enough to justify the extra expense of building it as a subway, which
was not considered by Metro. Mr. Nabavi noted that Metro adopted LRT as its preferred
alternative in June 2018 before Metro adopted the STCP in June 2019. He thinks that the
combined ridership from the STCP can support a northern subway extension of the ESFV LRT
from the G Line (Orange) to the Van Nuys Metrolink Station, and that combining the ESFV LRT
Project with the STCP into a single rail line would yield the highest ridership for the system. He
thinks that peak hour ridership at the Victory Station, one of the planned ESFV LRT project
stations would be around 7,500 riders, instead of 3,000 riders as is currently projected. He noted
that Metro decided to pursue two separate rail projects hoping that transfers between lines would
not cause overcrowding at Roscoe Station, a planned station. He suggested that Metro extend the
grade-separated STCP from the Van Nuys Metrolink Station to Panorama Mall or Nordhoff St.

A letter from the City of San Fernando (CoSF)was read into the record stating:
In general, the EIR lacks serious analysis on traffic and safety at the intersections and the City
opposes the private property acquisitions as they are unnecessary. We would like to see
alternatives for grade separation, which can address the City's safety and traffic concerns and can
reduce need for property takes. Our main points of concern regarding the project:
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1) There is no current traffic analysis that considers recent traffic counts in the City at the main
affected intersections: Jessie/Wolfskill, Brand Blvd., Maclay Ave., Hubbard Ave. The most
current data appears to be from 2012. Updated traffic analysis was completed through City of
LA in 2019. There also doesn’t appear to be any analysis of how the delays at the main
intersections will spill over into issues for adjacent streets and intersections.

2) The EIR traffic section suggests that there is no significant impact of the project if the waits
are already long under current conditions. A level of service (LOS) of F (LOS F) occurs when
delays are over 100 seconds. So, if the new delays are 300 seconds, then it is still rated as an
LOS F. The analysis suggests that going from 100 to 300 second wait is an LOS F in both
cases and therefore results in no significant change. An increased wait time from 1 ½ minutes
to 5 minutes IS a significant change event if the Level of Service stays at “F.”

3) Considering the number of trips through Metro’s shared corridor with Metrolink and Union
Pacific, the City has not been presented with the potential waiting times at intersections. The
traffic signals will be pre-empted by the trains that are at the stations and traffic must wait
while passengers unload/load and then pass through the intersection.

4) The City is concerned about the safety of pedestrians at these intersections. We have a history
of frequent injuries/fatalities along this stretch of rail through our City. Now, pedestrians will
be crossing 3 tracks with this project and eventually 4 tracks with the Brighton to Roxford
project. Many of these pedestrians are children that attend San Fernando Middle School at
the Jessie and Brand intersections. We have not seen any kind of discussion regarding safety
analysis and mitigation.

5) The City has repeatedly expressed its opposition to key property acquisitions. The 30% design
continues to show significant acquisitions of private properties at 1st and Maclay
(Subway/AutoZone center) and the ARCO gas station at Truman and Hubbard.

6) The City does not approve the acquisition of property at its police station.
7) The City is concerned that LAUSD has not been brought into the process are asked to provide

comments on the impact to traffic and safety for its students and parents. Also, have they
been approached on some of the property takes within their school property.

8) Under the current design, the bike path should be relocated out of the rail corridor and placed
on a parallel street. The City prefers that this be done onto San Fernando Road.

Thanks, Matt Baumgardner, Director of Public Works

An online comment was received from Tony Waree stating: Good evening councilmembers, I'm a
resident along this project corridor's study area & also a current Metro rider. I'm excited that light
rail will finally be a reality in the San Fernando Valley, especially along Van Nuys Boulevard, where
high-capacity high-quality transit is sorely needed. I'm grateful to have been involved in the
planning process attending meetings since 2011. I would like to see the project built in one piece
rather than in phases. I'm glad the Van Nuys segment is given priority in the phased approach,
however if were to be built in phases, I would like Metro to work with Metrolink & the City of L.A.
to see if an infill Metrolink station can be built in Pacoima. Thanks.

An online comment was received from Lorenzo Mutia stating: I hope my comments can be sent
to the folks working on the ESFV project. While I am supportive of a faster way to traverse the
Valley, I am concerned about the compromises being made. One is the removal of bike lanes on
Van Nuys Blvd: not great to begin with & now they're removed to keep car lanes. We'll also have
cars moving right next to the folks on the sidewalk (which may be narrowed in some places to
accommodate car traffic!). Furthermore, Metrolink's AV Line double track plan in the area for
more frequency, makes going on to Sylmar Metrolink seem redundant. Lastly, the street running
will definitely impact the train's speed unless it really gets signal pre-emption (not priority).
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Councilmember Gonzales asked staff to address the concerns listed in the letter submitted by the
CoSF and when the latest traffic study analyzing the impact of train crossings on streets in San
Fernando was completed. Mr. Davis replied that the traffic counts were completed around 2010
and 2011. Metro worked with the city to see what intersections. The traffic counts used were from
2012. Because the project team was working on conceptual engineering and looking at multiple
alignments, they didn’t want to spend funds updating, so instead, they project the amount of
growth through modeling through 2040, when the level of service is projected to be raised. Mr.
Davis clarified that Metro has not update traffic count data in 2019 as listed in the letter, and that
the data used in the City of Los Angeles is from the same time period as the data for the CoSF.

Councilmember Gonzales expressed concern with train crossings for the ESFV LRT Project and
Metrolink tracks and mentioned that he has made complaints. He expressed disdain for having
to wait for passengers to board and alight at each stop and having to wait at railway crossings. He
pointed out that having four different lines in San Fernando would be hard to manage during
peak hours. He also expressed concern for pedestrians needing to utilize those services in the
downtown area. Mr. Davis advised that trains would run as often as every 6 minutes in each
direction and that adjustments would be made If needed. He advised that Metrolink required
train crossing gates to come down as per protocol. He further advised that they aim to remedy
the concerns addressed.

Councilmember Gonzales commented that he is concerned about the train crossing; once the
project is completed, pedestrians would have to cross an additional two sets of tracks in addition
to the current Metrolink tracks. He has shared his complaints to try to find a solution; when the
gates go down, people frequently are stuck waiting to cross as their train passes. He pointed out
that having four different lines in San Fernando would make traffic hard to manage during peak
hours when there could possibly be Metrolink and ESFV Metro trains going through every 7
minutes. The train goes directly through the CoSF’s downtown. To have pedestrians to cross
would be dangerous and create tons of traffic. Mr. Davis replied that trains would run as often as
every 6 minutes in each direction, so trains could pass every 3 minutes. About 85% of the
ridership would be from Roscoe south of the G (Orange) Line. There is a possibility that shortline
trips could be operated to lessen that impact and adjustments would be made if needed.

Councilmember Gonzales noted that the CoSF already has an F grade and asked if lines are
added, if the City would be considered non-impacted because of the F grade. He thinks it will be
an enormous impact to area traffic. Mr. Davis replied that is correct, that if it already has a score
of F because it is already significantly impacted, it stays a significant impact. He would assume
that the level of service referenced is from the 2040 scenario. The State is no longer requiring
level of service analysis; they are moving away from that because they are pro-transit, and moving
towards vehicle miles traveled (VMT) to focus on high occupancy vehicles rather than single
occupancy vehicles. These changes started around 3 years ago; because Metro had already
started the work, both level of service and VMT analyses were completed.

Councilmember Gonzales commented that the level of service does need to be addressed and
asked about grade separation. He noted that various types of grade separation such as a cut or
tunnel system have been discussed. The CoSF thinks it would be best as it would alleviate
crossing over the tracks for pedestrians walking downtown and students going to and from
school. He understands that there is a significant cost and that it may be more financially feasible
to build the project at grade. He noted that there is a cultural history in CoSF related to the
neighborhoods on each side of the tracks. It would create a wall across the community; a large
wall separating the heart of downtown from the rest of the city would be difficult to accept. Mr.
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Davis replied that it would be expensive to build and that multiple grade separations would need
to be built, not just one; he noted that no grade separations are being built in the City of LA for
this project. He added that the $1.6 billion allocated is not enough to complete the project and
that the project team is looking at ways to cut costs. Mr. Davis further pointed out that a 2.5 mile
subway portion was considered as an alternative, but they found that it would only save about
one minute for pedestrians, and LA agreed to keep the ESFV LRT at-grade to keep costs low. In
looking at other ways to reduce congestion in the CoSF, they found they would have to acquire
property to widen roadways, and they didn’t want to do that either. They continue to look at signal
synchronization and the surrounding intersections to see how the traffic can be alleviated. Metro
wants the city to enjoy the benefits of the project while providing a project that is financially
reasonable and making it work as best it can.

Councilmember Gonzales asked about the likelihood of building in two phases; he has been told
that the Metro is trying to build as one complete project, but if there are financial obstacles to
doing so, some people have said that the scope may be changed, or that if the second phase isn’t
funded, it may never be built into the CoSF. Mr. Davis replied that every Board action on the
project has been for the 9.2 mile alignment, which is what is in the environmental documents.
Metro realizes there are financial concerns, and is providing an option to complete the project in
phases while staff continues to identify funding sources. Metro hasn’t yet received federal funds
for the project but it is eligible, and the project will be shovel ready in a relatively short time
frame. Phasing could be an opportunity if the CoSF wanted to continue to work with Metro to
explore options.

Councilmember Gonzales commented that the CoSF sees the potential this project has for its
downtown and for the region. To have a stop in heart of downtown, want to have bike path,
looking at relocating. They are currently looking at routing the bike path down a different street.
Currently, the bike path comes into the city on one side of the tracks, then riders have to cross to
the other side, then cross back again. The City envisions having the bike path coming on one side
from Los Angeles then going down a street with less traffic to the mall in downtown.
Councilmember Gonzales added that he is also concerned about the effect of this project on the
City’s Transit-Oriented Development process; the City won awards for its plan, and there are
individuals looking into developing in the city because of the future stop. There are concerns that
the stop won’t be built or that it will be phased out through phase 2 and the impact that would
have on development within the city.

Councilmember Gonzales asked how the 3% local match would work. He knows it is a difficult
amount for a lot of communities to come up with, so if looking at grade separation, would make
that amount skyrocket. He has been told there have been other communities that did not have to
do a local match, more affluent commutes that did not. Mr. Davis replied that while Measure R
had a 3% match requirement, it had no teeth to enforce it. Measure M stipulates that if a
jurisdiction doesn’t provide the match, that Metro can penalize them through their local return
funds; however, Metro is committed to working with municipalities to find other ways to meet
match requirements, such as property which can be part of the local match, or amortizing the
match amount over a series of years and finding other opportunities to provide it. Metro is also
building in South LA and there are communities having difficulty coming up with the match, so
Metro is working with them as well.

5. CARRIED Over Suspension of Service Draft Protocols, Councilmembers
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6. RECEIVED FY21 Q1 Station Evaluation Program Update, Jorge Martinez, Transportation Planner

Councilmember Washburn asked about the condition of Canoga Park Station. Mr. Martinez
replied that it is not on the list of stations to be inspected, but that staff is happy to conduct an
evaluation, though the electric bus charging infrastructure construction is currently underway, so
the score might be affected.

Councilmember Sloane Goodman asked if the Transit Watch app can also be used for reporting
maintenance issues, or if it was mentioned during the presentation to remind the public of its
availability; she is only familiar with its use for security concerns. Mr. Martinez replied that if the
app can be used to report items that may be dangerous to the public, such as broken glass. All of
Metro’s customer feedback tools can be used to report such conditions and they will be routed to
the appropriate departments..

Vice Chair Canales Cortez commented that she really appreciates the staff’s work to update the
format of the report, and thanked them for updating it.

7. RECEIVED Regional Updates, Israel Marin, Principal Transportation Planner, Tito Corona,
Community Relations Manager, Jorge Martinez, Transportation Planner, Dolores Ramos, Service
Councils Administrator.

Metro system ridership remains steady, at approximately 50% of pre-COVID ridership. The
Reseda Bl Street Improvement project construction has begun. The NoHo to Pasadena Draft EIR
release is tentatively scheduled for October 26. Virtual scoping meetings will be held for the
Antelope Valley Line Capacity and Service Improvement Program on October 15 and 17. At their
September meeting, the Metro Board approved the FY21 Budget, the Long Range Transportation
Plan, and creation of a Transit Public Safety Advisory Committee. Metro will host outdoor mobile
voting centers at select Metro Park and Ride lots, and official vote-by-mail drop boxes will be
placed at various stations.

8. PUBLIC Comment for items not on the agenda

An email comment was received online from Gregory Wright stating: Metro should consider a
TAP Card-based METRO COVID-19 TESTING ACCESS FOR NON-CAR OWNERS PROGRAM that
offers TAP Card holders who don't own automobiles a front-of-the-line opportunity for utilization
of limited walk-in Covid testing assets at franchise pharmacies, clinics, and other healthcare
facilities on or near bus and public transportation lines -- and, having established such a
program, publicly promote the heck out of it. A Los Angeles METRO COVID-19 TESTING
ACCESS FOR NON-CAR OWNERS PROGRAM will support equity, public transportation,
decarbonization, decongestion, and the continued needed de-automobilization of America -- and
serve as an example for the rest of the country, and perhaps beyond. Note: The windows of the
Metro buses and LADOT DASH Connectors that provide transportation in this program -- and
overall -- need to be engineered and reconfigured as necessary to ensure that they remain open at
all times for maximum ventilation and Covid-related safety! The same should be done with Metro
and other local light rail car and subway car windows to the maximum extent possible.
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9. CHAIR and Council Member Comments

Councilmember Aguirre encouraged everyone to vote. She noted that there are drop boxes at
various locations and highlighted the various ways that people can vote.

ADJOURNED at 9:04 pm.


