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Garden Grove Comments on SCAG's Policy Forecast - Households 2035

Census Tract

SCAG Policy
Forecast
Households
2035

Expected Households
within Garden Grove
Boundries 2035

Difference
between SCAG
and GG

Comments

881.01

722

722

The portion of tract 881.01 in Garden Grove is entirely industrial,
and we do not foresee any land use change to residential in the
future.

881.07

1634

1733

Tract 881.07, along Garden Grove Blvd., is likely to see more
households than SCAG projects due to possible higher density
residential and mix-use projects.

882.01

1514

1089

425

Tract 882.01 is a fully built out single-family residential area with
some commercial use. Given the average size of lots, it is unlikely
there will be room enough to accommodate second units enough to

increase more than the OC 2006 Projections.

882.02

967

877

90

Tract 882.02 is a fully built out single-family residential area with
some commercial use. Given the average size of lots, it is unlikely
there will be room enough to accommodate second units enough to

increase passed the OC 2006 Projections.

884.02

2464

967

1,497

Tract 884.02 is in a fully built out single-family residential area and
includes the city's International West hotel and entertainment
district. The tract also includes a school and open space. SCAG's
growth in households in the tract is not expected.

885.02

1826

1587

239

Tract 885.02 is in a fully built out single-family residential area and
includes the city's International West hotel and entertainment
district. The tract also includes a school and open space.SCAG's
growth in households in the tract is not expected.

886.01

1938

2049

-111

Tract 886.01 is projected to have more households than SCAG
forecasts due to possible residential and mix-use projects in
Garden Grove's civic center and Main Street areas.

886.02

1525

1666

-141

Tract 886.01 is projected to have more households than SCAG
forecasts due to possible residential and mix-use projects in
Garden Grove's civic center area.

887.01

1940

2039

Tract 887.01 is projected to have more households than SCAG
forecast calls for due to the possible development of the
"Brookhurst Triangle" area, which is likely to include a mix of uses
including condominiums, as well as residential development along
Garden Grove Blvd..

887.02

1510

1645

-135

Tract 887.02 is projected to have more households than SCAG
forecasts due to possible mix-use and residential development
along Garden Grove Blvd. and Brookhurst St.

888.01

2597

2832

-235

Tract 888.01 is projected to have more households than SCAG
forecasts due to possible mix-use projects with higher densities
along Garden Grove Blvd.




GATEWAY CITIES

COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

February 15, 2008

Mr. Hasan lkhrata, Executive Director

Southern California Association of Governments
818 West Seventh Street, 12" Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017-3435

Dear Mr. Ikhrata:
2008 Draft Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)

The Gateway Cities Council of Governments (GCCOG) appreciates the
opportunity to comment on the 2008 Regional Transportation Plan being
prepared by the Southern California Association of Governments. The 2008 RTP
process has been an open and inclusive process with many opportunities for
participation by regional jurisdictions and the public.

GCCOG has the following specific comments and concerns about the RTP.

e The I-710 project between the San Pedro Bay Ports (SPBP) and State
Route 60 does not appear to be clearly and consistently represented and
included in the draft 2008 RTP. Most importantly, it is not always
represented in a way that is consistent with the Locally Preferred Strategy
adopted by the I-710 Oversight Policy Committee and the Los Angeles
County MTA.

For example, the project is shown in Table 3.2 and on Exhibit 3.3 as a
mixed flow highway project with a completion date of 2020. However,
page 117 of the Draft RTP refers to “the first phase of a dedicated, toll
clean technology truck lane system,” and page 118 and Exhibit 3.9 clearly
describe “the 1-710 as the first phase of a comprehensive system.”

The Supplemental Goods Movement Report (page 23) also identifies |-
710 as a “specific corridor under consideration for” a dedicated clean
tech y truck lane, but it does not mention the possibility of tolling.
SCAG ffh indicated that I-710 was m  led as a tolled truck lane.
Y t Table 3.3, HOT Lanes and Toll Facil” | ot list the I-710 as a
toll facility project. ince projecta  atives ow un revaluation as

16401 Paramount » Paramount, California 90723 = phone { }663- = fox (562) 634-8216
www.gatewaycog.org



Mr. Hasan lkhrata, Executive Director
February 15, 2008
Page 2

part of the I-710 EIS/EIR process, SCAG should consider modeling 1-710
without as well as with tolls.

Similarly, the RTP project description for I-710 should note that there is a
current effort to evaluate the feasibility of alternative technologies in the |-
710 corridor, but that no decision on the use of that type of technology to
move freight has been made as of the date of the RTP.

The RTP should also include the 1-710 early action projects in the
constrained plan (Shoemaker Bridge/Anaheim St and PCH interchanges,
Firestone Bivd. interchange and Northbound Atlantic Bivd./Bandini Bivd.
ramp/interchange). Los Angeles County RTIP project No. LAE3773 (page
7 of the Project Listing Report) refers to “reconstructfing] 1-710
interchanges as part [of] I-710 corridor improvement program,” but does
not identify which specific projects are programmed or planned for the
identified funding of $7.4 million.

There is an I-710 project, titled “freeway corridor improvements,” in the
strategic plan, but the lead agency is shown as the City of Los Angeles,
which is not the case for the I-710 project. It is unclear why this listing is
included.

» We are concerned that the inclusion of a 9.2-million-TEU High Speed Rail
Transport system for cargo in the RTP could adversely affect the
evaluation of alternatives, including alternative cargo movement
technologies, for the 1-710 corridor EIR/EIS, by effectively prejudging the
outcome of this critical local planning process. Our concerns are
heightened because discussions preceding the City of Los Angeles’ vote
to join the new Joint Powers Authority for the Initial Operating Segment
referred to a cargo spur to the ports.

For example, Table 3.9 and the text on page 121 describe a system that
would run from the ports to some inland facility in San Bernardino. The
system would carry only freight from the ports north to a junction with the
east-west initial operating segment of a combined passenger-freight high-
speed system. The port segment is described as running “parallel to the |-
710/Alameda Corridor.”

It is not clear how SCAG determined that the HSRT will handle 9.2 million
TEUSs, or how this capacity compares to the actual corridor need. Further,
it is unclear whether the alternative technology scenario to be investigated
in the I-710 EIR/EIS may (or may not) be part of a regional system. The
RTP should be clarified to explain the status of the EIR/EIS and how
alternative technology is being evaluated and what role it might play in the
ultimate outcome for freight movement in that corridor. The COG is
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supporting the “idea” of a freight movement corridor that would handle
large volumes of freight, but it is very presumptuous to assume a
container volume and technology at this time.

» Arelated point is that it is unclear where in San Bernardino an inland port
facility for freight might be developed. Other areas (e.g., North Los
Angeles County) are also vying to be a location for an inland port should
the concept prove feasible.

e Itis also unclear just what plan for high-speed regional transportation is
included or recommended in the RTP. Appendix F of the Transportation
Finance Supplemental Report includes one report on “HSRT/Alternative
Technology Systems for Passenger and Freight” and another on
“Orangeline High Speed Maglev.” It is not clear how these two systems or
segments might coordinate or relate to each other when built. Also, the
former report contains a section at the end on “Environmental Mitigation
and Mobility Initiative,” but again it is unclear how this system might relate
to the system described in the balance of the document or which system
SCAG is envisioning for implementation in the RTP. Supplemental Report
No. 9 (“High Speed Regional Transport System”) presents much of the
same information as does the similarly titled report in Appendix F, but
does not include any mention of the “Environmental Mitigation and Mobility
Initiative.” Clarification of how these systems relate (if they do) should be
included in the plan.

» SCAG developed a baseline population, housing, and employment growth
forecast out to 2035 based on local input from cities and counties.
However, SCAG has based the proposed draft 2008 RTP on a policy
forecast that differs from the baseline in significant ways at the local (city)
level as well as at the subregional and county levels. The policy growth
forecast raises some questions about the underlying assumptions. For
example, some older, built-out areas where SCAG predicts greatly
increased residential density are unlikely to shift from industrial uses even
as they may redevelop.

Unless SCAG can assure cities that having a planned or actual growth
pattern different from that in the 2035 RTP forecast will have no
undesirable consequences - for example, a reprioritization of
transportation project funds — SCAG should use the cities’ own baseline
forecast as the basis for the analysis in the 2008 plan recommended for
adoption.

This is a major concern for Gateway Cities as the forecast being assumed
by SCAG appears likely to result in higher density developments in
Gateway Cities for areas that are already densely developed. This
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decision by SCAG could “skew” the regional traffic model (2035
projections) and make those projections unreliable or inaccurate for
Gateway Cities. We believe that the baseline forecast should be adopted
as the official forecast for the RTP as it reflects local input and is the most
likely and therefore the most accurate growth scenario.

e It appears that several freight rail grade separation projects of concern in
the Gateway Cities subregion are omitted from the RTP and should be
included in this long-range plan. (These comments assume that the LA
County grade separation projects shown in Exhibit 3.11 are listed in
numerical order as in the other county exhibits.) The requested projects
are identified as follows:

o Lakeland Road crossing (BNSF) — Santa Fe Springs

Pioneer Boulevard crossing (BNSF) — Santa Fe Springs

Rosemead Boulevard (UP) — Pico Rivera

Paramount Boulevard (UP) — Pico Rivera

Garfield Avenue (UP) — City of Commerce

Valley View/Stage Road (BNSF) — Santa Fe Springs and La Mirada

0 0 O0O0O

e On page 67 of the Draft RTP appears a statement that “More than 60
percent of the containers processed by the ports will involve a truck trip
within the SCAG region.” The Multi-County Goods Movement Action Plan
places this figure at close to 80%. This and other discrepancies between
the RTP and the Multi-County Goods Movement Action Plan should be
addressed and resolved.

e Table 2.6, Daily Truck Volumes by Corridor, omits two of the corridors
most heavily used by trucks: [-605, and State Route 91. The 2002 and
2025 counts for these freeways should also be included and considered in
SCAG's analyses of regional and subregional goods movement impacts.
Gateway’s recent study of the 91 and 605 freeways projects that in 2030,
the 91 freeway will carry 41,800 trucks daily and 1-605 will carry 38,050
(north of 91).

» The observation on page 120 that passenger train volumes are expected
to experience growth similar to that in freight train volumes seems
irrelevant to the freight discussion.

* In the Transit Operations section on page 96, SCAG proposes to work
with transit operators to develop service delivery policies to optimize
transit service. While we concur that frequent and efficient transit is
desirable, there are such variations among transit services in the 6-county
area that this has long been under the purview of the County
Transportation Commissions, where it should remain. If SCAG wishes to
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conduct a study, it could provide its findings to the CTC's for
consideration.

e In the same section, SCAG recommends analysis to recommend fare
adjustments to maximize transit use, including fare-free concepts. While
additional and stable sources of subsidies for transit operations are
needed, it is important to note that Los Angeles’ fares are among the
lowest in the nation and many operators are considering increasing their
fares as the only way to obtain additional operating revenues due to
shortfalls at the state and federal level and possible losses of local sales
tax revenues due to the economy. Rather than conduct a fare study, it
may be more productive for SCAG to investigate other ways of increasing
transit operating funds.

We look forward to seeing our comments and suggestions incorporated in 2008
Draft Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).

For questions or information concerning the content of this letter, please feel free
to contact me at (562) 663-6850

Richard R. Powers
Executive Director



LAW OFFICES OF ROBERT C. HAWKINS

February 14, 2008

Via e-mail (meaney@scag.ca.gov) and (kirchner@scag.ca.gov)
and Federal Express

The Hon. Gary Ovitt and Members of the Regional Council
Southern California Association of Governments

c/o Jessica Meaney and Jessica Kirchner

Southern California Association of Governments

818 West Seventh Street, 12th Floor

Los Angeles, California 90017

Re: The Southern California Association of Governments’ (“SCAG”) Draft 2008
Regional Transportation Plan (the “Project’’) and Draft 2008 RTP Program
Environmental Impact Report (“DPEIR”)

Dear Hon. Mr. Ovitt and Members of the Regional Council:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the captioned documents for the Project. This
firm represents the Golden Rain Foundation (“GRF”), a California non-profit corporation, which
oversees the management and maintenance of the property, facilities and services within the senior
community of Laguna Woods Village, formerly known as “Leisure World” in Laguna Woods,
California. GRF manages property, facilities and infrastructure including roads and streets within
the Laguna Woods Village and is in the process of perhaps developing additional lands provided for
in the Laguna Woods General Plan.

On behalf of GRF and its community, we offer the following comments on the RTP and the
DPEIR.

L The DPEIR Relies on a Flawed, Vague, and Incomplete Project Description.

Chapter 2 of the DPEIR contains the Project description. The DPEIR states that the need
for the Project arises from federal and state statutory requirements that the Regional Council must
develop a regional transportation plan. The DPEIR states:

110 Newport Center Drive, Suite 200
Newport Beach, California 92660
(949) 650-5550
Fax: (949) 650-1181



Hon. Gary Ovitt and Members of the Regional Council -2- February

“The 2008 RTP is a long-range regional transportation plan that provides a blueprint
for future transportation improvements based on specific transportation goals,
objectives, policies and strategies.”

DPEIR, 2-2. Table 2-2 identifies the goals of the RTP. These include: maximizing mobility and
accessibility for all people and goods in the region; preserving and ensuring a sustainable regional
transportation system; and encouraging “land use and growth patterns that complement our
transportation investments.”

The DPEIR develops priorities and policies which balance these goals. For instance, the
DPEIR states:

“The RTP must also integrate land use policies as a means to influence
transportation performance and the economy. Without such integration,
transportation needs in the future will significantly outpace the ability to pay for
them.”

DPEIR, 2-6. Among the policies for the RTP, the Regional Council adopted:

“RTP land-use and growth strategies that differ from currently expected trends will
require a collaborative implementation program that identifies required actions and
policies by all affected agencies and subregions.”

DPEIR, 2-6. However, it is unclear how the DPEIR accomplishes this collaborative
implementation. The primary method for collaborative implementation is the Regional Council’s

“. . .Compass Blueprint Growth Vision, in addition to legislative efforts, shapes
the implementation program for enacting these policies and programs through
partnerships with and services offered to cities, counties, subregions and county
transportation commissions to ensure these positive effects on air quality.”

DPEIR, 2-11. This Compass Blueprint program is “ . . . one of the first large-scale regional growth
visioning efforts in the nation. . ..” It seeks:

“,..to integrate land use and transportation with the goal of accommodating
approximately 5.14 million additional residents between 2008 and 2035, while
improving mobility for all residents, fostering livability in all communities, enabling
prosperity for all people, and promoting sustainability for future generations.”

DPEIR, 2-11.

Unfortunately, as discussed more fully below, this regional land use program conflicts with
state law and local land use plans. As indicated above, part of this program may have to include

110 Newport Center Drive, Suite 200
Newport Beach, California 92660
(949) 650-5550
Fax: (949) 650-1181



Hon. Gary Ovitt and Members of the Regional Council -3- February 14, 2008

legislative action to allow for a regional transportation plan which seeks to influence local land use
plans; under current law, the regional plans have no ability to influence local land use plans.
Interestingly, relying on legislative changes is speculative: changes to the State Planning Law or
other changes depend upon the political process which at best is unpredictable.

Moreover, the Regional Council is a joint powers authority formed under the Joint Exercise
of Powers Act, Government Code section 6500 et seq. Although as a joint powers agency, the
Regional Council may have the authority to exercise powers of its members jointly, nothing in the
Act allows the joint powers agency to exercise powers especially land use powers over one of its
members which powers are exclusively reserved for that member. Hence, the Regional Council has
no land use authority or powers within the jurisdiction of local governments including the City of
Laguna Woods or the County of Orange.

Moreover, such regional plans should not directly or indirectly influence local land use
plans. See Government Code section 65080.3. To the extent that the Regional Council seeks to
have such influence, it must be based on regional efforts to educate local government, not by
transportation mandates and sanctions.

Indeed, the Project for the RTP really appears to be a regional land use planning project.
The DPEIR states: ‘

“SCAG prepared two growth forecasts in preparation of the 2008 RTP, a ‘baseline’
growth forecast that does not include land use strategies and a ‘policy growth
alternative’ (used in the Plan). The comparison of the transportation modeling
results between the ‘baseline growth alternative’ and the ‘policy growth forecast’
isolates the transportation benefits due to regional land use policy.”

DPEIR, 2-11-12. However, this methodology ignores the local impacts—both land use and
transportation— due to this regional policy benefit.

Moreover, the benefit is only incremental: technological changes likely will account for
greater savings than this controversial regional planning effort. Further, any incremental benefit
from regional planning will be drastically lessened by the conflicts between the regional plan and
local plans and between regional transportation plans and local transportation plans. Indeed, the
regional planning effort may leave crucial local planning policies and transportation needs without
the necessary funding. Without this funding, local transportation needs and problems will be
exacerbated.

More importantly, the Project description is too vague, too ambiguous, and lacks specifics.
The RTP is a regional transportation plan but it lacks specifics as to what transportation projects are
planned. That is, it contains:

110 Newport Center Drive, Suite 200
Newport Beach, California 92660
(949) 650-5550
Fax: (949) 650-1181



Hon. Gary Ovitt and Members of the Regional Council -4- February 14, 2008

“transportation/urban form strategies that encourage compact growth, increased
jobs/housing balance, and centers based development where feasible, in all parts of
the region.”

DPEIR, 2-22. This is far from the regional transportation plan required by state and federal law.
The RTP and the DPEIR should be revised to explain how the Regional Council has the authority to
develop and adopt this regional “urban form strategies” under current law. Further, the RTP and the
DPEIR should be revised to assess and consider the impacts of this “transportation/urban form
strategy” on local land and transportation needs, decisions and projects.

This “transportation/urban form strategies” requirement is troubling for another reason:
funding of local transportation projects.

“Transportation projects in the SCAG region must be consistent with the RTP in
order to receive federal funding. The 2008 RTP includes a policy element with
goals, policies, and performance indicators, an action element that identifies
projects, programs and implementation. In addition, the RTP includes a description
of regional growth trends to help identify future needs for travel and goods
movement.”

DPEIR, 2-4. However, given that the RTP may conflict with local land use plans, this may create
further economic impacts for the Project which impacts must be analyzed under the National
Environmental Policy Act, 42 U.S.C. sections 4321 et seq.

Indeed, we understand that part of this transportation/urban form strategies may include
reassigning housing units to other areas despite local general plans and their requirements. This
conflict must be explained in the RTP and analyzed in the DPEIR. If this impact to local plans is
correct, it must be mitigated. As discussed below, the Regional Council has many avenues for such
mitigation.

II. The DPEIR Relies on a Flawed Methodology and Mistaken Assumptions on Land Use
which Lead the DPEIR to Erroneous Conclusions.

As you know, the original Notice of Preparation for the DPEIR indicated that the DPEIR
would address both the RTP and the Regional Comprehensive Plan. The Regional Council received
loads of comments critical of this methodology and urging the Regional Council to separate the
projects. The DPEIR indicates that the Regional Council agreed and rescoped the Project for the
DPEIR to include only the RTP. DPEIR, 1-5.

Unfortunately, the DPEIR does not really separate the two projects. The land use
assumptions in the RCP based on the Compass Blueprint Program form the basis of most of the
analysis in the DPEIR including its land use and transportation analyses. These incorrect
assumptions infect the entire environmental analysis in the DPEIR. Indeed, as indicated above, the

110 Newport Center Drive, Suite 200
Newport Beach, California 92660
(949) 650-5550
Fax: (949) 650-1181
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unnumbered section of the Project Description, Chapter Two, entitled “The Intended Uses of PEIR”
(sic) fails to identify that one of the intended uses is for reference to the draft environmental impact
report for the RCP. Given that the Regional Council originally intended to treat both in the same
document, it is likely that the two documents, if there are two, would reference each other.
Obviously, the DPEIR includes the RCP.

For instance, Section 3.8 attempts to analyze land use issues for the Project. This section
identifies two project-related impacts and one cumulative impact which, after mitigation, remain
unavoidable and significant:

1. Impact 3.8-1: “The proposed 2008 RTP contains transportation projects and
strategies to distribute the future growth in the region. These projects and strategies
could result in inconsistencies with currently applicable adopted local land use plans
and policies.in the RTP including the potential to conflict with local general
plans.” (DPEIR, 3.8-10)

2. Impact 3.8-2:"The 2008 RTP contains transportation projects that have the
potential to disrupt or divide established communities.” (DPEIR, 3.8-13)

3. Cumulative Impact 3.8-3: “Urbanization in the SCAG region will increase
substantially by 2035. The 2008 RTP, by increasing mobility and including land-
use-transportation measures, influences the pattern of this urbanization. The
2008 RTP’s influence on growth contributes to regional cumulatively considerable
impacts to land use and would change the intensity of land use in some areas.”
(DPEIR 3.8-15)

As indicated above, the DPEIR concludes that, after all mitigation measures considered in
the DPEIR, these impacts remain significant and unavoidable. As indicated above, the DPEIR fails
to consider all necessary and appropriate mitigation measures to lessen the RTP’s land use impacts.
MM-LU.1 through .7 fail to consider and appreciate fully local land use plans. MM-LU.1
encourages local agencies to provide electronic versions of their general plans and updates. MM-
LU.2 provides that the Regional Council shall encourage, through regional comments, local
agencies to update their general plans every ten years. MM-LU.3 provides that the Regional
Council shall work with local agencies “to ensure that transportation projects and growth are
consistent with the RTP and general plans.” (It fails to note or appreciate that the RTP may conflict
with local general plans.)

Interestingly, MM-LU.4 provides:

“Planning is an iterative process and SCAG is a consensus building organization.
SCAG shall work with cities and counties to encourage that general plans reflect
RTP policies. SCAG will work to build consensus on how to address inconsistencies
between general plans and RTP policies.”

110 Newport Center Drive, Suite 200
Newport Beach, California 92660
(949) 650-5550
Fax: (949) 650-1181
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DPEIR, 3.8-11. This mitigation measure fails to understand that one way to eliminate RTP
inconsistency is to make the RTP more closely mirror local plans.

MM-LU.5 and .6 require that the Regional Council work closely with local agencies so that
local general plans will comply with the requirements of the Regional Comprehensive Plan and the
Compass Blueprint. That is, the Regional Plan for growth will change the local land use plans. The
Regional Council cannot require either directly or indirectly such compliance. More pointedly, the
Regional Council cannot use financial means, e.g. failing to fund crucial transportation projects
required by local land use plans, as a way of gaining compliance of local plans with the Regional
Plan.

Clearly, other and better mitigation measures are available which will address fully the
RTP’s land use impacts. For instance, instead of requiring local compliance, the RTP could be
revised to include consultation with local agencies and funding of important local transportation
plans. Or working with local agencies to include compliance with various aspects of the RTP in
exchange for funding local plans for infrastructure which may be out of synch with the RTP. For
instance, Laguna Woods Village and the City of Laguna Woods make extensive use of alternative
means of transportation, e.g. bike lanes and electric vehicles. The RTP should be revised to value
these alternative methods and fund other projects which may not be contemplated by the RTP, e.g.
expansion of congested roadways such as Moulton Parkway and/or El Toro Road.

Further, as indicated above, these conclusions are fatally incorrect for several reasons. First,
the Regional Council does not have the authority to override local land use plans and.policies
including local general plans. Indeed, Government Code section 65080.3(g) provides:

“Nothing in this section grants transportation planning agencies any direct or
indirect authority over local land use decisions.”

Although section 65080.3 applies to alternatives, if the alternatives truly are alternatives to the
proposed plan, the plan must be bound by the same restrictions: No authority to override, either
directly or indirectly, local land use decisions, e.g. general plans.

Moreover, the State Planning and Zoning Law provides almost plenary authority to local
agencies over local land use matters. For instance, Government Code section 65800 provides, in
pertinent part that except for areas not applicable here:

“[T]he Legislature declares that in enacting this chapter it is its intention to provide
only a minimum of limitation in order that counties and cities may exercise the
maximum degree of control over local zoning matters.”

Second, the only basis for the assumptions in the land use analysis lies in the RCP which is
based upon the Compass Blueprint Program. However, the DPEIR states that it does not rely on the

110 Newport Center Drive, Suite 200
Newport Beach, California 92660
(949) 650-5550
Fax: (949) 650-1181
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RCP. Because the RCP underlies the DPEIR’s analysis, the DPEIR is internally inconsistent. It
must be revised to explain and clarify its land use assumptions which are not part of the RCP.

Third, none of these impacts are unavoidable. If the RTP is consistent with local land use
plans, then it would not have these impacts. Further, even if not consistent, if the Regional Council
were to assist, cooperate and work with all member local agencies to develop local general plans
and the RTP which are consistent in the main, then the Project would avoid these impacts.

Fourth, although these impacts of the Project are significant, if the Regional Council worked
with local agencies to understand and appreciate local general plans, it could modify the RTP so
that it more closely conformed to local general plans. Indeed, even if the RTP did not closely
conform with local land use plans, this cooperation would bring the local agencies more perfectly
into the process. '

Fifth, as indicated above, the Project cannot directly or indirectly alter local land use
policies and decisions. Because the Project conflicts with local plans, it encroaches illegally into
the authority of local agencies.

Sixth, the DPEIR uses an improper baseline for the RTP. The DPEIR fails to consider
existing facilities and land use, and improperly relies on approved general plans as the baseline.
This is improper. The appropriate baseline is the existing condition. As the Court of Appeal
recently observed:

“Before the impacts of a project can be assessed and mitigation measures
considered, an EIR must describe the existing environment. It is only against this
baseline that any significant environmental effects can be determined.”

County of Amador v. El Dorado County Water Agency (1999) 76 Cal.App.4th 931, 952; CEQA
Guidelines sections 15125(a); 15126.2(a).

Incidentally, the Guidelines require that environmental documents such as the DPEIR
analyze the Project’s impacts on land use for “any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan.” The Guidelines regards such impacts as land use impacts and yet
the DPEIR contains no discussion of such impacts.

For all of these reasons and others, the Regional Council should revise the RTP to
appreciate local land use plans, revise the DPEIR to fully consider and analyze the Project impacts
on land use, and revise the DPEIR and the RTP as indicated above.

110 Newport Center Drive, Suite 200
Newport Beach, California 92660
(949) 650-5550
Fax: (949) 650-1181
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I11. Conclusion: The Regional Council Must Revise the RTP and the DPEIR, and
Recirculate these Documents for Further Review.

As indicated throughout, the RTP and the DPEIR lack important specific details necessary
to understand and comment on the Project, fail to provide adequate explanation and discussion of
crucial issues including its conflicts with local land use plans, fail to discuss and explain the
Regional Council’s authority to craft its own “transportation/urban form strategies,” and fail to
provide adequate mitigation. For these reasons and others, the RTP and the DPEIR must be revised
and recirculated.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment on the DPEIR for the RTP. We look
forward to participating the in the public hearing process, receiving responses to these and other
comments, and commenting on those responses at the appropriate public hearings. Please include
us on all mailing lists for notices of further environmental documents for the Project and/or for the
RCP as well as any and all hearings on these project.

Of course, should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Sincerely,

: Robert C. Hawkins

RCH/kw

110 Newport Center Drive, Suite 200
Newport Beach, California 92660
(949) 650-5550
Fax: (949) 650-1181



February 13, 2008

Southern CA Association of Governments
818 West 7" Street, 12™" Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90017

RE: Comments on the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)
To Whom It May Concern:

We would like to offer comments and observations on the RTP. These comments are in
part a response to a presentation on the RTP by SCAG staff on 2/12/08.

Stephanie Taylor works for GREEN LA, a network of environmental organizations, that
convenes a work group/coalition focused on transportation policy. The transportation
work group’s membership is diverse and includes most of the organizations working on
transportation and transit issues in Los Angeles.

Transportation Priorities

The GREEN LA transportation work group’s goal is to move the City of Los Angeles
towards eliminating auto dependency and making Los Angeles transit-pedestrian-and
bicycle-friendly. Our current policy priorities are to: 1) use parking policy to reduce car
dependency, 2) increase bus-only lanes, and 3) advocate for the creation of a
pedestrian master plan.

We are also working to increase the City’s understanding and use of the complete
streets model and believe complete streets is an important strategy to increase
transportation access and choice. Complete streets are more than just conduits of
travel. They are great places designed for everyone, including a number of modes and
methods to get around. Beyond just creating space for us when we’re driving, complete
streets provide and prioritize viable transportation choices for people walking, biking,
and taking public transit—transportation choices that are better for our health and better
for the environment.

Furthermore, because Los Angeles has provided cars more than their fair share of
street space, we believe that every street project done in Los Angeles should prioritize,
support, and enhance walking, biking, and public transportation to create complete
streets — streets that also include a full canopy of trees for both the environmental
benefits and for the comfort of pedestrians.

RTP Presentation - Environmental Justice (EJ) Analysis

It would be more meaningful to residents if the EJ charts by quintile were also broken
down by county and by the region. The aggregated data is not convincing. We are
concerned about data for the county in which we live and work.




The transportation investments chart would be helpful by transportation mode,
particularly for an EJ analysis. For example, if low income people depend on transit, it
would be good to know the percentage of the budget that is spent on transit.

The data on the impact on air quality would especially benefit from mapping. Any data
that could be mapped to show how investments/impacts specifically relate to
communities disproportionately impacted by air pollution, such as near the ports, LAX,
near 710 freeway would be very illuminating and much more useful.

Public Participation

The staff has expressed their willingness to give presentations to groups and they seem
to genuinely want to engage people, however, from what | observed from last night’s
meeting, there is much SCAG can to do to improve engagement. | offer the following
observations to improve the public’s ability to meaningfully provide feedback on the
RTP. First, the plan needs to be explained. It is difficult to know what sort of feedback
is useful. It would be helpful to know, for example, the sort of feedback that SCAG can
act on, such as policy, vision, priorities, etc. and what SCAG can not act on, for
example, what projects are included in the RTP. Asking the public to comment on the
plan without any further information is overwhelming. Secondly, we need to know why
our input is important, what it will be used for, and how it impacts the report. Lastly,
partnering with non-profits and advocacy groups will result in increasing the participation
of the general public. For example, co-sponsoring meetings, and conducting a training
on the RTP for staff (and residents) in advance of a presentation would be helpful.

The online survey seems to indicate that SCAG is interested in knowing people’s
resource allocation priorities and transportation modes. Having the online survey in
hard copy available to people who attend a presentation would be helpful. Also, tell us
how the survey information will be used.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Taylor Stephen & Enci Box
Work Group Coordinator illuminateLA

GREEN LA GREEN LA Work Group

2121 Cloverfield Blvd, #113
Santa Monica, CA 90404
(310) 453-3611



ﬁ City of Huntington Beach

} \g 2000 MAIN STREET CALIFORNIA 92648
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING
Phone 536-5271

Fax 3741540

December 21, 2007

Dr. Frank Wen

SCAG

818 W. Seventh St., 12" Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90017

- Subject: Draft 2008 SCAG Policy Forecast

- Dear Dr. Wen:
Thank you for the oppoyrtunity to review the Draft 2008 SCAG Policy Forecast. In the table below
we identify census tracts located in the City of Huntington Beach where we believe the SCAG

Policy Forecast for additional household and/or employment growth beyond what is identified in
the 2006 Orange County Projections is too high and therefore unlikely to occur:

Household Growth Employment Growth
{Census Tracts) (Census Tracts)
992.20 992.20

992.42 993.07

993.05 994.02

993.07 994.11

994.02 994.13

994.11

994.13

In addition to being built out, some of these areas have additional constraints such as wetlands.
We do not foresee these census tracts experiencing the additional growth projected by SCAG.
Feel free to call me at (714) 536-5624 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

.-ﬁ—-'?.a Wt
icky Ramos

Associate Planner

¢ Mary Beth Broeren, Principal Planner
Pat Dapkus, Senior Administrative Analyst

G:\Ramos\Demographics\Compass\SCAG Policy Forecast.doc 5.3



#® City of Huntington Beach

\.g' 2000 MAIN STREET - ) CALIFORNIA 92648
‘ DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING

Phone 536-5271
- Fax . 374-1540

January 17, 2008

Dr. Frank Wen

SCAG

818 W. Seventh St., 12" Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Subject: Draft 2008 SCAG Policy Forecast

" Dear Dr. Wen:

Last month the City of Huntington Beach provided comments on the Draft 2008 SCAG Policy
Forecast. In our letter we identified census tracts located in the City of Huntington Beach where
we believe the SCAG Policy Forecast for additional household and/or employment growth
beyond what is identified in the 2006 Orange County Projections is too high and therefore
unlikely to occur. As requested, we are now providing specific reasons for our prior comments
below: : ' :

Basis For City of Huntington Beach Comment

Growth
Type
Both

Only vacant land left is either wetlands or landfill anticipated to be
developed for open space use only. _

992.42 | Household | Only vacant land left is designated in General Plan for commercial
use. :

993.05 Household | Only vacant land left is designated in General Plan for commercial
use.

593.07 Both Area has recently redeveloped and not likely to change anytime
soon. Also, no vacant land left.

994.02 Both Maximum build out of vacant land left pursuant to General Plan

designation will result in the addition of maximum 62,500 s.f. of
commercial building, 8,000 s.f. of industrial building, and zero
dwelling units. '

SCAG forecast is for additional 483 households and 1,002 jobs.
994.11 Both No vacant land left.

994.13 "‘Both Area has recently redeveloped as part of a master plan and not
likely to change anytime soon. Maximum build out of vacant land
left pursuant to General Plan designation will result in the addition
of maximum 62 dwelling units, 17,200 s.f. of commercial building,
and 130,000 s.f. of industrial building.

SCAG forecast is for additional 1,039 households and 2,360 jobs.

G:\Ramos\Demographics\Compass\SCAG Policy Forecast 2.doc 5-21
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The SCAG Policy Forecast projects an additional 2,843 households combined for all the census
tracts identified above. We believe that no more than half of this (1,400 households) can be
accommodated elsewhere, specifically within census tracts 997.03 and 996.05. If SCAG were
interested in keeping the balance of the household growth, we would recommend channeling it
along the Beach Boulevard corridor. Feel free to call me at (714) 536-5624 if you have any
questions. '

Sincerely,

E ikl it
Ricky Ramos
Associate Pl_anner

¢ Mary Beth Broeren, Principal Planner
Pat Dapkus, Senior Administrative Analyst
Tracy Sato, City of Anaheim
Chuck Wilson, City of Mission Viejo

G:\Ramos\Demographics\CompasS\SCAG Policy Forecast 2.doc » 5_23












Shawn Kuk

Regional Planner

SCAG 2008 Req. Trans. Plan
Page 4 of 9

6)

7)

8)

The County has recently revised the General Plan, Circulation/Scenic Highways
Element, on October 17, 2006. The Element has a fifty year build-out with
identified road classifications, and right of way. The RTP fails to identify Imperial
County arterials or even references the County's General Plan. It is imperative
that SCAG assist Imperial County in its continuing efforts to reduce congestion in
local cities, to promote local transportation planning and ensure that future
financing for transportation projects is provided in an effective and efficient
manner. (see also paragraph 3, page 1)

As SCAG is aware, there is a continuing transportation issue as it relates to the
“Brawley Bypass" and the funding of future development projects within Imperial
County for alleviating congestion and promoting better regional/transportation
strategies. The existing and proposed residential, commercial and industrial
projects that have been submitted and discussed to both the County and the
seven Cities will have a tremendous impact on future traffic planning by
CALTRANS, the seven Cities and the County.

The "Brawley Bypass” is mentioned last in the “Project Listing Report”, pages
193- 194, under the title, "Strategic Plan Projects” and states “...The following is
an illustrative list of additional investments that the region would pursue if
additional funding were to become available, and after further consensus
building is undertaken to solidify commitment around specific project scopes and
strategies. These projects are not part of the financially constrained RTP..."
(emphasis added).

The "Highways and Arterials Report”, page 13, entitied the "The Baseline 2035
System/System Description” identifies the “Brawley Bypass" and states that
*...SCAG has assessed the future transportation system performance under the
assumption that the Baseline projects committed in the Regional Transportation
Improvement Program (RTIP) will be completed. Examples of major Baseline
projects include: “The Brawley Bypass in Imperial County” as the first bulleted
item. It is important for the RTIP addresses funding as a priority for completing
the “Brawley Bypass” as a very important NAFTA link, United States from/to
Mexico, and the future movement of goods into the Southern California region via
State Routes 111 and 86.

The long-range vision that SCAG has for Imperial County is discussed in very
general terms in the RTP but does not focus on critical transportation needs of
the County. It is critical that SCAG assist the County in its continuing efforts to
reduce congestion on the two Mexican border crossings, local County and City
roads/streets/intersections, promote ftransportation planning and ensure that
future financing for transportation submitted projects is provided in an effective
and efficient manner. If there is information that SCAG needs from the County or
IVAG please let us know.



Shawn Kuk

Regional Planner

SCAG 2008 Req. Trans. Plan
Page5of9

9)

10)

As discussed in the "Goods Movement Report”, page 5, “Cross-Border Trade
Activity”", it states that “...The Calexico POE was the second busiest land
crossing along the California/Baja California border with approximately 17 million
people crossing northbound in 2003 and 600,000 annual truck
crossings...Caltrans estimates that border trade activities will continue to grow,
with approximately 5.6 million border crossings expected by 2030...a Union
Pacific (noted earlier above) rail line connects Mexicali in Baja California to
Calexico and El Centro in Imperial County. This line handles approximately 160
railcars per day, six days a week..."

The Imperial County Airport has recently been designated as an “International
Airport” not a commuter airport as noted in the RTP and the Aviation
report/appendix. Imperial County spend a considerable amount of time and
funds developing a comprehensive study for a "Regional Cargo/Panssanger
Airport” being sited in Imperial County along with a High-Speed Rail service from
San Diego to Phoenix, very similar to SCAG's proposed HSRT system. The
Study recommended that the County's existing Imperial County Airport be
relocated and incorporated into the Regional Cargo Airport.

The RTP hences the majority of its hopes into one senerio, that of the taking the
realtiviey small Palmdale airport and making the regional airport for the Los
Anageles basin, and develop the HSRT system to support it. It is hereby
requested that the Imperial County Regional Cargo Airport Study supplied to
SCAG last year be incorpoerated into the RTP and that the RTP along with the
Aviation report/appendix be amended to reflect Imperial County’s goals and
objectives for a regional cargo airport.

The "Aviation and Airport Ground Access Report”, page 4, entitled “Military Air
Base and Air Cargo Planning in the 1990s", discusses military air bases and air
cargo planning efforts. There is no discussion on Imperial County’s Naval Air
Facility, El Centro nor could the Department find it identified on any of the maps
in the RTP. The local Naval Air Facility, El Centro, is_not one of the proposed
military base closures. The Facility is in fact currently updating its "Air Installation
Compatibility Use Zone (AICUZ)" plan and there are plans to increase the
number of aircraft utilizing the air base in the future. The SCAG aviation
planners should contact the Commanding Officer, at (760) 339-2524, to obtain
further information on future air operations planned at the air base for inclusion in
the above Report. The County of Imperial has had a strong relationship with the
Navy and has through land use regulations made every possible attempt to
maintain an appropriate buffer around the Naval Air Facility, El Centro, and will
continue to do so for the perceivable future. NOTE: this may not be an issue, as
we understand the RTP only addresses bases scheduled for closure. We have
included the comment only to reflect that while NAF is not scheduled for closure
and happed not to be scheduled. However its location significantly affected the
location of the proposed regional airport, due in part to air space issues and
restrictions.






Shawn Kuk

Regional Planner

SCAG 2008 Reg. Trans. Plan
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14)

15)

16)

17)

ecological, economic and social justice factors, while enhancing quality-of-life for
present and future generations — represents the central challenge facing regional
transportation planning in Southern California..."

The Green House Gas emissions issues are only briefly discussed on page 72
and again in the air quality appendix. It is anticipated that a more comprehensive
analysis fitting the intent of AB32 will be prepared for the Environmental Impact
Report. If not the Department fears that the State Attorney General will take
issue with the RTP, which is by far the single biggest emissions plan proposed
since the adoption of AB32.

The regional maps used throughout the RTP and the reports/appendixes for
example pages 57 through 61 are very difficult to read. The maps are 8x10 and
have a small box in the upper left cormer denoting Imperial County. Because of
the scale used the data superimposed on these base maps are all but impossible
to view. The graphic depiction of data is only as good as what the average
reader can view, read and extrapolate data from. It also near impossible to read
the legends. redo all maps that are intended to depict Imperial County to a scale
that can be viewed by the naked eye and not require a magnifying glass.

The Department has a fundamental question on the process (and ultimate value)
of the RTP. While we are aware of the state and federal mandates which
underlie the Plan, the process appears faulty. How can the RTP be a long term
document when it is completely revised every four years? A four year (major)
revision cycle seems less than “visionary." How does SCAG do a true analysis
on a plan that within only one year of adoption establishes the first step for its
own revision (as identified on page 39), as being to “...review and update...the
basic assumptions in the existing RTP, including the goals and objectives..."? In
essence, the existing RTP is newly adopted and yet is already being scrutinized
with barely any track record. Traffic analysis, we would all agree, is a long term
proposition involving dynamic variables including changes in traffic patterns,
development of infrastructure, and air quality assessments, etc. These all take
time to establish...and time to evaluate. A related issue involves the Regional
Traffic Improvement Plan (RTIP). If the RTIP is intended to represent the first six
years of the RTP (as denoted on page 42), but the RTP is only valid for four
years before getting revised, then the RTIP can never truly meet its mandate. It
is our opinion, therefore, that the RTP is not so much a long term plan as much
as it is a current plan with aspirations of a twenty plus year forecast. Perhaps we
don't fully understand the process and it has been suggested that this is more a
question for the Federal than SCAG. Nevertheless there seems to be some
inconsistency?

The demographic data identified on page 47 and used throughout the document
relies heavily on the State of California Department of Finance which, in turn,
uses the 2000 federal census as its base data stream and generates new
estimates every January, based, in part, on extrapolating births minus deaths.
Our concem is that as the data stream gets further away from its original source,
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The Imperial County Planning and Development Services Department looks forward to
reviewing and possibly providing additional comments on the Final 2008 Regional
Transportation Plan and the Program Environmental Impact Report when these
documents are received from SCAG staff. We thank SCAG staff for your tremendous
efforts on this document and look forward to some clarification.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (760) 482-4236, extension
4310,0r by e-mail at jurgheuberger@imperialcounty.net

ing and\Development Services
Department Director

o Board of Supenvisors
John Edney, El Centro Mayaor
Raiph Cordova, County Counsel
Robartta Bums, County Exacutive Officar
IMAG Regional Councl Members
William Brunet, County Public Works Director
Kathy Wiliams, Administration Analyst ||
Steve Birdsall, County Ag. Comm/ARPCO
Jaif Lamoure, EHS/Haatlth Dapartmant
Fred Nippins, Chisf, Imperial County FirelOES
Gordon Gaste, City of Brawley Planning Direclor
Armando Vila, City of Calaxico Planning Director
Jessie Soriano, City of Calipatria Planning Director
Morma Villicana, City of El Centro Acting Planning Director
Gerry Peacher, City of Haltville Planning Directar
Jorge Galvan, City of Imperial Planning Director
Joel Hemby, City of Westmoriand Planning Director
Damel| Gardnear, Azst, Planning & Dev, Servicas Dirsctor
Jim Minmick, County Planning Division Manager
SCAG Correspondence File
Files: 10.101A0. 1021010510, 27710 328

JiieatSAPLANNING CLERICALVSCAGRTPResponse2-15-08.doc



SEAN JOYCE, City Manager
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February 15, 2008

Ms. Jessica Kirchner

Senior Regional Planner

Air Quality Conformity

Southern California Association of Governments
818 West Seventh Street, 12" Floor

Los Angeles, California 90017-3435

 Dear Ms. Kirchner:

The City of Irvine has reviewed the 2008 Draft Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and
Draft Program Environmental Impact Report (DPEIR). The City opposes the policy
direction of the overall document, and notes a number of concerns regarding the
DPEIR. As a preliminary matter, the City of Irvine has filed a petition for writ of mandate
against the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), challenging
SCAG's allocation to Irvine of dwelling units under the draft and final Regional Housmg
Needs Assessment (RHNA) for the current housing cycle. For reference, the case is
~ City of Irvine v. SCAG, Orange County Superior Court Case No. 07CC08301 (the
“Petltlon”) ‘By-submitting this letter in opposition to the draft RTP and DPEIR, the City
of Irvine in-no manner waives any arguments or positions that it has asserted in the
Petition, and preserves any and all rights, and remedles as may be ordered pursuant to
the allegations for relief in the Petition.

With that initial disclosure, the City opposes the draft RTP and DPEIR for the reason -
that if either document is approved by SCAG without addressing the comments and
concerns set forth in this letter, SCAG will fail to proceed in manner as prescribed by
law, will prejudicially abuse its discretion by exceeding its legal authority, will fail to
support its official actions with sufficient evidence, and/or will fail to perform a clear,
present, mandatory, and ministerial duty. As a Metropolitan Planning Organization
(MPO) under pertinent federal law and a council of government formed and existing
‘pursuant to a joint powers agreement under pertinent state law, SCAG's authority and
powers in drafting and producing the RTP is limited by and confinedto federal and state

statute. Of: prlmary sxgnlflcance the development of the RTP and the RTP itself should .

follow a “bottom-up” rather than a “top-down” approach to reporting the regional

' transportatlon needs and plans. Instead, SCAG has developed a draft RTP that would

dictate to local jurISdICtIOI'IS land use requirements under the guise of creating a
transportatlon plan. This approach violates clear mandates from applicable federal and
state law. -

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER

City of Irvine, One Civic Center Plaza, P.O. Box 19575, Irvine, California 92623-9575 (949) 724-6249
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SCAG's authority to prepare and adopt the RTP is set forth in Government Code
section 65080-65086.5 (the “State RTP Law”), which clearly provides that only
fransportation systems are to be analyzed and included as part of the plan. (Gov. Code
§ 65080(a).) Even more pertinent, SCAG must consider and incorporate into the RTP

- the transportation plans of “cities, counties, districts, private organizations, and state
and federal agencies.” (/bid.) Thus, under state law, SCAG must consider and
incorporate the City of lrvine's transportation plans, which have been constantly
reviewed and thoughtfully considered as part of the City’'s General Plan and other
related land use documents. .

Furthermore, federal law requires SCAG to consider the City’s General Plan and related
transportation planning documents. Pursuant to the Safe, Accountable, Flexible,
Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU), an MPO such
as SCAG is required to implement a planning process that provides for consideration of
projects and strategies that will, among other things, “promote consistency between
transportation improvements and State and local planned growth and economic
development patterns[.]” (23 U.S.C. § 134(h) (1)(E).) Likewise, the transportation plan
required to be produced pursuant to SAFETEA-LU (i.e., the RTP) must consider local
planned growth and economic development patterns as it relates to a 20-year forecast
period. (/d., § 134(i)(2)(A).) Indeed, SCAG is required to consult with the City of Irvine
- for land use management, natural resources, environmental protection, conservation,
and historic preservation in connection with the development of a long-range RTP. (/d.,
§ 134(i)(4)(A).) To the extent that SCAG and the draft RTP do not meet these
requirements under federal law, the City hereby formally opposes certification of the
RTP by the Secretary of the United States Department of Transportatlon (Refer to id.,
§ 134(k)(5)(A).)

In addition to the failure to adequately consider and incorporate lrvine’s planned growth
and transportation-related forecasts, SCAG has exceeded the limited scope of the
contents that are to be in the RTP. The State RTP Law requires the RTP to include
only a “policy element,” an “action element,” and a “financial element.” (Gov. Code §
65080(b).) The items to be discussed and analyzed in each element are likewise set
forth in statute. (/bid.) The City is gravely concerned and opposes the draft RTP for
failing to follow the statutorily imposed limits on the content of the RTP.

Fu.rthe.rmore, the ability of SCAG to propose and approve an “alternative” planning
scenario is expressly limited by law. First, an alternative planning scenario must
accommodate the same amount of population growth as projected in the baseline plan
but shall be based on an alternative that attempts to reduce the growth in traffic
congestion, make more efficient use of existing transportation infrastructure, and reduce
the need for costly future public infrastructure. (Gov. Code § 65080.3(b).) Second, the
alternative planning scenario and accompanying report cannot be adopted.as part of the
RTP. (/d. § 65080.3(f).) Third, and perhaps most significant, is the re-affirmation that
SCAG has no land use authority because state law specifies that the preparation of an
alternative planning scenario grants no direct or indirect authority over local land use
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decisions. (ld. § 65080.3(g).) To the extent the draft RTP includes the “Plan,”
“Envision” or other “Alternatives” that deviate from a “Baseline” growth scenario, SCAG
cannot by law include that as part of the RTP. Moreover, the RTP cannot include its
Compass Blueprint Program by using assumptions from that program as the
justifications for the RTP. In view of the legal framework discussed above, the City's
comments and concerns are as follows:

1. Remove policies and mitigation measures in the draft RTP and DPEIR that
are not related to transportation project delivery and implementation.

As stated SCAG, as the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO)

for the six-county Southern California region, including Orange Los Angeles,

San Bernardino, Riverside, Ventura, and Imperial counties, is responsible for the
" development of a Regional Transportatlon Plan (RTP) and Reglonal

Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) and for ensuring that the plan and

program meet the air quality conformity requirements of the federal Clean Air Act.

SCAG's additional functions include intergovernmental review of regionally

- significant development projects, periodic preparation of the RHNA, and serving
as the area wide wastewater treatment management-planning agency under the
federal Clean Water Act. '

In accordance with State law as discussed, land use authority belongs to local

jurisdictions. The State requires that cities have approved General Plans to plan

for future growth. The City of Irvine has an.approved General Plan, which

designates land use types and intensities. Irvine has been internationally

recognized as a master planned community, well known for its quality of life.

Irvine is unique as it was developed in accordance to a master plan that carefully

considered the balance of population and employment; provisions of public land

for parks, open space, schools, and public facilities; and construction of

infrastructure to support the land use designations, including streets, sidewalks, |
bikeways, and transit corridors. Implementation of the proposed SCAG RTP land .
use plan would seriously undermine this effort, and as stated in the introduction |
to this letter, would be inconsistent with SCAG's legal authority.

Several of the policies and mitigation measures contained in the RTP and
associated DPEIR include measures related to land use policies. While the
federal SAFETEA-LU contains policies that encourage regional land use
coordination, it does not expand SCAG’s authority to dictate land use. Both the
Plan and the Envision alternatives call for land use designations, patterns,
intensities, and policies that do not comply with the City’s well-balanced General
Plan. Additionally, SCAG's plan forecast differs significantly from demographic
assumptions of Irvine’s General Plan. At the census tract/traffic analysis zone
level, locations of future growth according to SCAG’s Plan Alternative would shift
significantly compared with Irvine’s General Plan. This shift would increase
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population, employment, and housing growth and exceed the capacity of planned
“infrastructure. This growth is inconsistent with Irvine’s well-balanced General
Plan.

The Draft RTP and DPEIR also include a land use map based on the policy
growth forecast that designates. the types and intensities of land use. As stated,
SCAG does not have the authority to designate land uses and development
standards for cities within the region. Therefore, all maps or text related to
designating land use and development standards should be removed from the
2008 Draft RTP and DPEIR.

It is also important to note that we have identified a.number of errors in the land
use demographic assumptions and policy mapping that we previously provided to
SCAG staff and are reiterating in this letter. These errors are reflected on a
variety of graphics generated by the SCAG including but not limited to the Draft
Baseline Growth Forecast map, the Draft Policy Growth Forecast map, and the
Compass Blueprint 2 percent Strategic Opportunities Area map. While the City
of Irvine acknowledges the efforts of SCAG to encourage more sustainable
development by focusing housing and employment near transit stations or
transportation corridors, the maps are not consistent with the City’s land use -
maps. City of Irvine staff has expressed concerns with these errors to SCAG
staff at previous meetings and workshops, yet corrections to the graphics have
not been made. Examples include:

e Areas that are identified for “Office Park” on the SCAG maps have an existing
“Residential” land use designation. Residential projects with varying densities
are ‘either existing or planned for these areas.

» Areas that are identified to be developed with higher residential densities are
areas that already developed with new residential, office, or retail uses.
These areas will not be redeveloped within the time horlzon identified in the
2008 Draft RTP.

e Areas identified for “Industrial” uses are within planning areas experiencing
mixed-use development. According to SCAG’s development standards, the
residential density for “Industrial” areas is zero households per acre. The City
is currently processing applications for mixed-use projects in several of these
areas. :

The use of these erroneous assumptions demonstrates further serious flaws in
the proposed policy. The City of Irvine requests a meeting with SCAG staff to

discuss the specifics of these errors and provide a better understanding of the

City of Irvine’s land use planning efforts.
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Therefore, the City of Irvine requests that SCAG remove all policies, maps,
development standards, and mitigation measures in the 2008 draft RTP and
DPEIR that are not related to transportation project delivery and implementation,
and remove mitigation measures with questionable requirements. - Many of the
mitigation measures of concern also appear to be draft Regional Comprehensive
Plan policies that have been carried over into the 2008 RTP as proposed
mitigation measures. As the RCP has not yet been formally released for public
review, the use of RCP policies as mitigation measures without proper vetting is
premature. Development standards and mitigation measures that have no
bearing on the mitigation of transportation project delivery should be removed
from the DPEIR.

1. Utilize the 2006 Orange County Projections (RTP Baseline) in any adopted
' 2008 RTP growth forecast, consistent with adopted policy directive from
the boards of directors of OCCOG and OCTA.

The RTP DPEIR analyzes three alternatives: the Plan, Enwsnon and Basellne
The Pian and Envision alternatives do not accurately reflect populatuon and
employment projections provided by Orange County Council of Government in
2006 (2006-OCP). The RTP and related DPEIR do not accurately reflect this
data.

The 2008 RTP includes discussion of two different demographic forecasts for the
SCAG region between 2008 and 2035, including a baseline forecast and a policy
growth forecast. SCAG's baseline forecast was developed through a bottom-up
approach and is consistent with local general plans. In November 2006, the
OCTA Board requested that SCAG use the 2006 Orange County Projections
(OCP-2006) as the basis for Orange County demographics in the 2008 RTP.
The OCP-2006 is the countywide demographic dataset developed by the Center
for Demographic Research with input from all 34 cities and the County of
Orange. The baseline forecast is consistent with QCP-2006 in Orange County.

The policy growth forecast, referred to as the "Plan" forecast, however, is shaped
by the-Compass Blueprint Program. The Plan forecast is generally consistent
with OCP-2006 through 2015. After that time, SCAG redistributes jobs and
housing to cluster future growth around major transit corridors, transit stations,
and job and activity centers known as “Areas of Opportunity”. On a regional
level, growth is shifted from inland counties to coastal counties in an effort to
reduce vehicle miles traveled by more closely locating jobs and housing:
Compared with the baseline growth forecast, the Plan forecast would add an
additional 45,000 people, 15,000 households, and 9,500 jobs throughout Orange
County by year 2035. Three areas of Irvine have been identified in the Compass
Blueprint as “Areas of Opportunity”, including the Irvine Metro (locally referred to
as the Irvine Business Complex or IBC) and TOD in the areas around Irvine
Station and Tustin Station. It is important to note that implementation of the
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City’'s General Plan will result in sustainable, politically acceptable growth in
these areas. The high levels of growth that the Plan forecast assumes for these
areas are not only inconsistent with the City’s General Plan, they would likely
result in significant negative impacts-in State and federal environmental review
focus areas such as public services (education, public safety, recreation), noise,
visual impacts, public utilities, water resources, and biological resources. In
addition, the Plan forecast does not account for land use constraints such as
open space and hazard areas, nor does it recognize existing project approvals or’
land use designations.

Although the SCAG Regional Council will have an opportunity to select either
growth forecast when the final 2008 RTP is adopted, the draft 2008 RTP refers
almost exclusively to the Plan forecast, and the draft finding of air quality
conformity was based on that forecast. In addition, the DPEIR does not include
analysis of a specific alternative that links the baseline growth forecast with the
planned transportation improvements, such as Renewed Measure M, that are
planned throughout 2035. As such, the DPEIR is insufficient because it does not
look at all possible environmental impacts that may result from whichever
alternative is adopted.

The DPEIR alternatives should include a Baseline + Approved Transportation
Projects alternative with an air quality conformance test absent of land use
policies. Furthermore, the mitigation measures should be limited to
transportation projects. However, recognizing that there is insufficient
employment in Riverside and San Bernardino Counties to support the population,
the City of Irvine would be supportive of incentives for job creation in those
counties to reduce the congestion on freeways, such as State Route (SR) 91.

2. Include OCTA’s list of transportation projects submitted to SCAG for
incorporation into the 2008 RTP, including corrections to the Constrained
and Strategic Plans to accurately reflect the status of proposed projects.

The RTP consists of two major sections: a financially constrained plan and a
strategic plan. The constrained plan includes transportation projects for which
there are committed or "reasonably available" funding sources. The strategic
plan identifies projects that do not have a complete funding plan or require further
study and consensus building before moving into the constrained plan. All
regionally significant transportation projects must be included in the constrained
plan to move through the project delivery process and receive State or federal
funding for design and construction.

The following two controversial projects have been included in the Constrained
Plan although neither project has identified “reasonably available” funding
sources:
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a. Orangeline Magnetic Levitation Project (Orangeline Project): This project
should be removed from the constrained RTP placed in the strategic plan until
such time as full funding and local commitment are secured.

| b. Riverside-Orange County Corridor: This project should be removed from the

constrained RTP until such time as full funding and local commitments are
secured, and the project’s environmental impacts and constraints are
addressed. This change would be consistent with the 2006 RTP. It should
be noted that on October 25, 2005, the Irvine City Council adopted a
resolution opposing the consideration of any proposed tunnel alternative that
would be built in the Cleveland National Forest or link Interstate 15 in
Riverside County to the State Route 133 Toll Road in the City of Irvine.

These projects should be removed from the Constrained Plan, placed in the-
Strategic Plan, and a new air quality conformance should be conducted.

We are aware that other public agencies in Orange Couhty oppose the draft RTP. The
City of Irvine therefore requests that SCAG reconsider the proposed RTP in light of the
major issues raised in the review and comment process.

Sincerely,

e

SEAN JOYCE
City Manager

Cc:

The Honorable Yvonne-Brathwaite Burke, President, Southern California
Association of Governments, 818 West Seventh Street, 12" F loor, Los
Angeles, CA 90017-3435

Hasan Ikharta, Executive Director, Southern California Association of
Governments 818 West Seventh Street, 12" Floor, Los Angeles, CA 90017-
3435

Richard Dixon, OCCOG Chair, Mayor, City of Lake Forest, 25550 Commercentre
Drive, Suite 100, Lake Forest, CA 92630

Tracy Sato, OCCOG TAC Chair, City of Anaheim, 200 S. Anaheim Blvd.
Anaheim, CA 92805

Dennis Wllberg, OCCOG Interim Executive Dlrector City Manager, City of
Mission Viejo, 200 Civic Center, Mission Viejo, CA 92691

Gail Shiomoto-Lohr, GSL Associates, c/o City of Mission Viejo, 200 Civic Center,
Mission Viejo, CA 92691

Deborah Diep, Director, Center for Demographic Research, 2600 Nutwood
Avenue, Suite 750, Fullerton, CA 92831-6850 .

Wally Kreutzen, Assistant City Manager

Sharon Landers, Assistant City Manger
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Manuel Gomez, Director of Public Works

Douglas Williford, Director of Community Development Department
Mark Asturias, Housing Manager

Brian Fisk, Manager of Planning and Redevelopment
Cindy Krebs, Manager of Transit and Transportation
Barry Curtis, Principal Planner

Bill Jacobs, Principal Planner

Katie Berg-Curtis, Project Development Administrator
Jolene Hayes, Supervising Transportation Analyst
Marika Modugno, Senior Planner

Phil Kohn, Rutan and Tucker

Bill Ihrke, Rutan and Tucker
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JOHN WAYNE
AIRPORT

Orange County, California

Alan L. Murphy
Airport Director

3160 Airway Avenue
Costa Mesa, CA
92626-4608
949,252 5171
949.252.5178 fax

WWW,0Cair.com

February 19, 2008

Ms. Jessica Meaney

Southern California Association of Governments
818 W. 7" Street, 12" Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Subject: Draft 2008 RTP
Dear Ms. Meaney:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Draft 2008 Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) and the Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan -
Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) as it relates to John Wayne
Airport (JWA). At this time we offer the following comments:

1) Within the RTP Regional Aviation Policies (page 8 of the Draft Aviation
and Airport Ground Access Report), one of the Aviation Guiding
Principles is to “Reflect that the region as a whole has an obligation to
help pay the costs of airport environmental mitigation and ground access
improvement in counties that serve a disproportionate share of regional air
travel demand at their airports.” We would appreciate some clarification
as to whether this principle was presented to and approved by the Aviation
Technical Advisory Committee (ATAC) and/or the Aviation Task Force
(ATF). Further, we request that this wording be changed to state that
counties within the region should communicate regarding and, where
appropriate, coordinate their efforts with respect to planning and
implementation of airport ground access initiatives that cross jurisdictional
boundaries.

2) On January 31, 2008, the Southern California Regional Airport Authority
(SCRAA) Board of Directives voted to disband the organization. Asa
result of this action, we recommend that the Regional Aviation Policies
associated with SCRAA be removed from the Aviation and Airport
Ground Access Report.

As you continue to finalize the Draft 2008 RTP, JWA will provide additional
comments on aviation policy issues.

Sinc v,
277
an L. Murphy
Airport Director

cc: County Executive Officer

T \Planningt\ ALUC\SCAG 2008 RTP Comments cwedits.doc



City OF JOHN DI MARIO

- I P COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR

Community Development Department

February 19, 2008

Ms. Jessica Meaney

Southern California Association of Governments
818 West 7" Street, 12" Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017

SUBJECT: COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT 2008 RTP
Dear Ms. Meaney:

The City of La Palma has several concerns with the Draft 2008 RTP. The City
continues to be opposed to use of the Pacific-Electric right-of-way for transit
purposes. Attached to this letter are previously adopted resolutions of the City
Council expressing their concern with the potential quality of life impacts for the
residents of La Palma associated with the development of the right-of-way for
MaglLev.

In addition, the City also has concerns with utilizing SCAG’s Policy Growth
Forecast data. The City of La Palma would recommend that SCAG use the 2006
Orange County Projections in any adopted 2008 RTP growth forecast.

The City of La Palma appreciates the opportunity to provide comment on the
Draft 2008 RTP. Please contact me at (714) 690-3322, should you have any
questions.

Sincerely,

Joha J. Di Mario

Community Development Director

Attachments: Resolution 2005-17
Resolution 2007-08

Phone 714.690.3340 Fax 714.523.2141
7822 Walker Street = La Palma = California 90623-1771 www.cityoflapalma.org




RESOLUTION NO. 2005-17

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF LA PALMA EXPRESSING ITS OPPOSITION TO THE
USE OF THE PACIFIC-ELECTRIC RIGHT-OF-WAY
ABUTTING THE CITY OF LA PALMA FOR TRANSIT
PURPOSES

WHEREAS, a portion of the City of La Palma is adjacent to the former Pacific-
Electric Right-of-Way; and

WHEREAS, a number of agencies and consortiums are investigating the feasibility of
developing the Pacific-Electric Right-of-Way; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of La Palma is concemed about protecting and
preserving the quality of life within the City of La Palma, including those residents living
adjacent to the Pacific-Electric Right-of-Way; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of La Palma is generally supportive of regional
transportation alternatives as long as they do not impact or interfere with the quality of life
within the City of La Palma; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of La Palma has previously expressed its
concemns with the potential quality of life impacts associated with the development of the
Pacific-Electric Right-of-Way for transit purposes to the Orange County Transportation
Authority through its West Orange County Project Definition Study; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of La Palma has previously indicated its
concems with the potential quality of life impacts associated with the development of the
Pacific Electric Right-of-Way for MagLev transit purposes by the Orangeline Joint Powers
Authority and has chosen not to participate in such an endeavor; and

WHEREAS, there continue to be questions raised by residents about the City of La
Palma'’s position on this issue.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of La Palma
wishes to reaffirm its position of opposition to any development of the Pacific Electric
Right-of-Way, where it abuts the City's jurisdictional boundaries, for transit or
transportation purposes.



APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of La Palma at a regular
meeting held on the 5" day of April 2005.

Mayor

ATT?IZ
i X el
SmF CALIFORNIA ) U

COUNTY OF ORANGE ) SS
CITY OF LA PALMA )

I, Tami K. Piscotty, City Clerk of the City of La Palma, Califonia, DO HEREBY
CERTIFY that the forgoing resolution was adopted by the City Council of said City at a
regular meeting of said City Council held on the 5" day of April 2005, and that it was so
adopted by called vote as follows:

AYES: Barnes, Blake, Herman, Rodriguez, Waldman

o % Dol
dJ

c&;&

NOES: None




RESOLUTION NO. 2007 - 08

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF LA PALMA EXPRESSING ITS OPPOSITION TO THE
USE OF THE PACIFIC-ELECTRIC RIGHT-OF-WAY
ABUTTING THE CITY OF LA PALMA FOR TRANSIT
PURPOSES

WHEREAS, a portion of the City of La Palma is adjacent to the former Pacific-
Electric Right-of-Way; and

WHEREAS, a number of agencies and consortiums are investigating the feasibility
of developing the Pacific-Electric Right-of-Way; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of La Palma is concerned about protecting
and preserving the quality of life within the City of La Palma, including those residents
living adjacent to the Pacific-Electric Right-of-Way; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of La Palma is generally supportive of
regional transportation alternatives as long as they do not impact or interfere with the
quality of life within the City of La Palma; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of La Palma has previously expressed its
concerns with the potential quality of life impacts associated with the development of the
Pacific-Electric Right-of-Way for transit purposes to the Orange County Transportation
Authority through its West Orange County Project Definition Study; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of La Palma has previously indicated its
concerns with the potential quality of life impacts associated with the development of the
Pacific Electric Right-of-Way for MagLev transit purposes by the Orangeline Joint Powers
Authority and has chosen not to participate in such an endeavor: and

WHEREAS, questions continue to be raised by residents about the City of La
Palma’s position on this issue; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of La Palma did formerly state its
opposition to any development of the Pacific Electric Right-of-Way, where it abuts the
City’s jurisdictional boundaries, for transit or transportation purposes in Resolution 2005-
17 on April 5, 2005 and wishes to reconfirm that opposition.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of La
Palma wishes to reaffirm its position of opposition to any development of the Pacific
Electric Right-of-Way, where it abuts the City's jurisdictional boundaries, for transit or
transportation purposes.



APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the City

Council of the City of La Paima at a regular
meeting held on the 6th day of March 2007.

Mark |. %aldman, Mayor

ATTEST:

N

“Laurie A. Mirra§City Giérk

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF ORANGE ) sS
CITY OF LA PALMA )

|, Laurie A. Murray, City Clerk of the City of La Palma, California, DO HEREBY
CERTIFY that the forgoing resolution was adopted by the City Council of said City at a

regular meeting of said City Council held on the 6th day of March 2007, and that it was SO
adopted by called vote as follows:

AYES: Barnes, Charoen, Herman, Rodriguez, Waldman

NOES: None

e /.,

« Laurie A. Mirray, Citf Clerk



















CITY of LAGUNA WOODS

Bert Hack
Mapor
February 19, 2008
Bob Ring
Mayor Pro Tem
Robert Bouer Ms. Jessica Kirchner
Councilmember . . .
Southern California Association of Governments
N ; }
Milt Robbins 818 West Seventh Street, 127 Floor

Ceuncilmember

Los Angeles, CA 90017-3435
Brenda B. Ross
Councilmember

Re: 2008 Regional Transportation Plan and Draft Program
Lestic A. Keane Environmental Impact Report Comments
City Manager

Dear Ms. Kirchner:

The City of Laguna Woods is very concerned over several issues related to the 2008
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and related Draft Program Environmental Impact
Report (PEIR).

The distribution of growth in households and employment contained in the RTP’s
Policy Growth Forecast significantly lowers estimates contained in the City’s General
Plan, which were included in the Baseline Growth Forecast using data from Orange
County Projections 2006. In the three U.S. Census tracts that comprise most of the
city, households were reduced by 257 and employment by 1,082. Census tracts that
the City shares with adjacent communities also show similar reductions from OCP
2006.

Laguna Woods incorporated in March 1999 and is only nine years old. As a
community of seniors with an average age of 78, the City does not have the resources
that other cities have to improve their infrastructure and provide services to residents.
The City’s General Plan provides for balanced growth over the next twenty years,
aiming for a mix of commercial and residential development that will help sustain our
community. Adoption of the Policy Growth Forecast and efforts to bring the City’s
General Plan into consistency with it would eliminate this development and the
potential to increase resources to serve our residents. I urge you to adopt the Baseline
Growth Forecast as the basis for RTP growth projections and for mitigation measures
outlined in the PEIR.

As a member of the Orange County Council of Governments (OCCOG) Board of
Directors, T strongly support its comments on PEIR Mitigation Measures. And, as a
former chair of the San Joaguin Hills Transportation Corridor Agency, 1 am in full
support of the inclusion of the entire length of the SR 241/Foothill Transportation
Corridor in South Orange County in the 2008 RTP, including Policy Forecast base

24264 Bl Toro Road ¢ Laguna Woods, CA 82637 ¢ Phone (949) 639-0500 » Fax (949} 639-0591 « Website: www.]agunawoodscity.org
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maps. Dropping the alignment to the I-5 freeway would be contrary to its inclusion in
previous RTPs. It is an important transportation control measure that deserves
continued strong support by SCAG.

It is critical that the 2008 RTP and PEIR be reviewed at all levels of SCAG. The
Transportation and Communications Committee (TCC) should be given an
opportunity to consider all of the comments provided during the public comment
period and staff recommendations before final RTP adoption. Only in this way will
the plan receive the thorough vetting it deserves.

I look forward to working with TCC members and staff on the review of the 2008
RTP and draft PEIR. Please contact me at {949} 639-0500 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Mayor



LATINO URBAN FORUM

improving the quality of life in latino communities

Jessica Meaney February 19, 2008
Assistant Regional Planner

Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG)

818 West Seventh Street, 12th Fl.

Los Angeles, CA 90017

SUBJECT: Latino Mobility Needs for SCAG’s RTP

Southern California’s growing low-income Latino population mobility patterns rely heavily on non-
motorized transportation because of economic reasons. Latinos tend to walk, bike, and use public transit
more than any other ethnic/ racial group in the region. Latinos also have the highest rates of pedestrian and
bike fatalities in the region.

On Tuesday February 12, 2008 Latino Urban Forum conducted a meeting with local stakeholders to
comment on the Regional Transportation Plan, specifically the Environmental Justice Analysis. Based on
this meeting below are comments that should be taken into consideration for the Regional Transportation
Plan Environmental Justice Report:

1. Overall, stakeholders had a concern that a regional analysis provides blanket statements for equity
issues which need to be analysis on a more local level. The EJ Analysis should provide, at the
minimum, a county-level analysis of ALL indicators. Providing a regional analysis diminishes and
precludes any sort of analysis based on real income and demographics.

2. Recommendation to separate the investments by mode, income and demographics. Possible overlay
of the location of major investments and income in those areas.

3. Comment regarding the share of income paid in taxes for higher versus lower incomes. More
analysis is needed for the share of taxes paid.

The Latino Urban Forum recommends the following ideas to improve mobility in low income communities:

1. SCAG should have each jurisdiction develop and adopt a Pedestrian Master Plan because this
would insure that the walking needs of the all residents are met.

2. SCAG should have each jurisdiction adopt Complete Street Guidelines, in order to accommodate
pedestrian, bike and transit on public right-a-ways.

3. SCAG should make a case for jurisdiction to legalize jitneys and other informal means of
transportation.

4. SCAG should encourage shuttle services provided by big box retailers as part of a transportation
demand management.

5. SCAG should work with the state, transit agencies and jurisdiction to provide bus shelters and
amenities at every bus stop and relocate bus stops that are in front of gas stations

Sincerely,

latinourbanforum@yahoo.com
725 S. Spring Street #12, Los Angeles, CA 90014  213.892-0918




CITY OF LOS AL AMITOS

February 11, 2008

Dr. Frank Wen

Southern California Association of Governments
818 West 7" Street, 12" Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017—3435

Mayor:

Kenneth C. Parker

Mayor Pro Tem: Subject: Comments on Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan
@erL. Graham-Mejio RTP) and Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR)

Councirl Membgrs:
%Jhg.”?§g@r[)”sco” Dear Dr. Wen:
Dean Grose
Peonn City Manager: The City of Los Alamitos appreciates the opportunity to review the Draft 2008
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Program Environmental Impact
Report (PEIR) and respectively submits the following comments for

consideration.

We have identified census tracts both in the City of Los Alamitos and in our
Sphere of Influence, where we believe the SCAG Growth Policy incorrectly
distributes housing and employment growth projections to some areas while
not accurately reflecting anticipated growth in other areas.

Examples of these discrepancies include the following:

e The year 2035 Compass/Draft Policy Forecast proposes distributing
more than 1200 additional jobs and 800 additional households into
Census Tract 1100.06, which comprises Rossmoor, an unincorporated
County area located within the City of Los Alamitos’ Sphere of
Influence. Rossmoor just recently filed a formal application for
Incorporation with LAFCO, based in part on the community’s expressed
desire to maintain the community’s stable single family residential
character.

e The Policy Growth projections for employment and household growth
are significantly higher in the Rossmoor than are forecast for census

3191 Katella Avenue

Los Alamitos, CA tracts 1101.08 and 1100.14 directly across the street, where two major
70720-5500 arterials, Los Alamitos Boulevard and Katella Avenue, (a designated
ggggg;zggg Super street) intersect and are at the center of the City’s commercial

area. Here, the Growth Projections show only minor increases of 1%
FAX (562) 493-1255 and 4% employment growth in these two census tracts. We would

www.CiLos-Alamitos.ca.us anticipate this area to have a higher projection for increased growth.




The Growth Policy Forecast for 2035 for Census Tract 1100.14 shows a
projected reduction of households in an area zoned for multi family
housing which is already experiencing household growth and the area
most likely to continue.

The most significant area of projected decrease in growth to occur is
shown in the Census Tract 1100 .15 which is home to the Joint Forces
Training Base (JFTB), located within the City of Los Alamitos. While the
growth forecast policy projects decreases in growth in this area, for both
households and employment, the RTP PEIR identifies the Joint Forces
Training Base as one of the ten active duty military facilities in the
SCAG region whose operations consume a substantial quantity of land.
With this information alone, we would have anticipated increased
growth projections for this census tract rather than a decrease.

In addition, the JFTP is currently in the process of preparing a “Master
Plan” that will set forth long-range goals and land uses for the base to
be able to perform its functional responsibilities as the base transitions
from a “strategic reserve force” to an “operational force” support status.
In addition, an “Enhanced Use Leasing Program” is being considered
for 73 acres of the JFTB, as a proposed funding mechanism to create
the funds necessary for base maintenance functions that are not
currently being funded. Therefore, this provides additional opportunities
for significant growth both in employment and households to be
projected for this area instead of the decreased growth projected by the
plan.

We recommend that the Policy Growth forecasts be reviewed and
adjusted and that SCAG use the 2006 Orange County Projections
(OCP) in any Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) growth forecast that
is adopted. The Baseline growth forecast is the only SCAG forecast that
is consistent with the Orange County Projections 2006 and which
incorporates local input. Furthermore, if the Policy Growth forecast is
adopted, instead of the Baseline forecast, it will have significant
implications for local government including jeopardizing funding
eligibility and risking placing cities in the position of having to amend
their general plans to maintain consistency requirements.

In addition to our comments regarding the potential for a significant
increase in growth occurring at the Joint Forces Training Base (JFTB),
we also wanted to highlight the growth inducing impacts that result from
the shifts and distribution of growth to the military base in Los Alamitos.
The role of this base as a regionally significant transportation facility
should be considered in the region’s transportation planning efforts
given the fact that the JFTB functions as a military airbase facility with
both Homeland Security and Office of Emergency Services functions.



Small local jurisdictions, such as Los Alamitos, face significant issues
relating to the planning, maintaining and funding of critical transportation
infrastructure essential to accommodate the movement of military
supplies and personnel in times of national emergency, and to
accommodate and mitigate the growth inducing impacts of military
funding mechanisms such as Revenue Enhanced Leasing. These
impacts, including funding, should be addressed and shared at a
regional and national level, taking into consideration the burden a small
jurisdiction faces in having to compete with fewer resources and greater
demands for funding allocations.

The City of Los Alamitos appreciates the opportunity to provide
comments on the Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan and Program
Environmental Impact Report.

Sincerely,
’ A\

David L. Rudat
Interim City Manager
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February 15, 2008

Jessica Meaney

Assistant Regional Planner

Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG)
818 West Seventh Street, 12th Fl.

Los Angeles, CA 90017-3435

RE: Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan and Non-Motorized Transportation Report

Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition (LACBC) is submitting the following comments in response to the
draft Non-Motorized Transportation (NMT) Report and the 2008 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).

Introduction

The NMT Report is a valuable document that clearly articulates the need for and challenges of improving
non-motorized infrastructure and policies in the SCAG region. The recommendations found on P.24 and
25 provide a useful starting point. However, they lack goals and targets that are needed to give better
guidance to SCAG members.

We strongly recommend SCAG prioritize and fund the Comprehensive Regional Non-Motorized
Transportation plan called for in the report as a tool for implementing the report’s policies and outcomes.

We believe the following recommendations can enhance the NMT Report and SCAG’s efforts to expand
non-motorized transportation use.

1- Need for set goals to guide planning and funding

The NMT Report states: "Regionally, non-motorized travel represents 1% - 10% of all trips respectively,
but represents less than 0.46% of all transportation funding in the region." It also points out that the
California Blueprint for Bicycling and Walking sets goals towards increasing bicycling and walking trips
by 50 percent, decreasing bicycle and pedestrian fatality rates by 50 percent by 2010, and increasing
funding for bicycle and pedestrian-related programs.” In the absence of such targets, it will be difficult
for SCAG's regional members to plan appropriately.

LACBC’s recommendations:

- The RTP should set performance goals for NMT at least commensurate with the state's Blueprint.

- Set funding level goals at least proportionate to trip levels.

- Encourage County Transportation Commissions (CTCs) to use project scoring criteria that gives priority
to projects that integrate bicycle accommodations.

2- Need for Complete Streets policies

The NMT Report states there is a total of 1591 miles of class 2 bike lanes in the SCAG region. But, total
arterial roadway miles for the region is more than 40,000 miles, and these are the roads where most major
destinations are located. This means that less than 5% of these important roads provide accommodation
for the safe travel of cyclists. Cities with high levels of bicycle usage typically have upwards of 30% of
roads with bike lanes. Many cities and regions are adopting Complete Streets policies that stipulate that



all roads must integrate facilities for all road users (which includes pedestrians, cyclists, transit users and
the disabled) to the greatest extent possible. The Complete Streets approach has a much better chance of
making cycling a viable travel choice than does a bikeway network strategy that focuses on a very limited
subset of roads.

LACBC’s recommendations
- Set a goal that will encourage the provision of bicycle accommodation on 30% of arterial roads.
- Provide resources, incentives and encouragement for SCAG members to adopt Complete Street policies.

3- Need for local planning resources

Currently, many cities do not have the resources to effectively secure funding for NMT planning and
projects. Our experience on project review teams has shown us that State Safe Routes to School and
Bicycle Transportation Account funding applications from the SCAG region fall short of the quality
needed to compete successfully for this funding.

LACBC’s recommendation: SCAG could make planning resources available to assist cities and counties
to more effectively identify and apply for funding for NMT projects. Specifically, SCAG could sponsor a
low-cost or no-cost program to provide such assistance throughout the region.

4- Need for better data

The SCAG NMT Report correctly identifies the need for better data on walking and cycling trips.
Inconclusive data can give an inaccurate picture of the true potential for non-motorized travel to address
myriad regional problems. Unfortunately, regional planning and funding decisions seem to be based on
this incomplete picture, resulting in very limited efforts to improve non-motorized travel. In contrast,
other MPO regions and cities with similar data limitations are choosing to make far more meaningful
commitments to NMT planning and funding. Cities like New York and London are making significant
investments to NMT. In many cases these investments are paying off handsomely in reduced vehicular
travel demand, improved travel choices and other benefits. SCAG needs to investigate what have other
MPO regions have done to improve NMT.

LACBC’s recommendation: SCAG's NMT plan would benefit greatly from a thorough survey of the
NMT strategies of other regions and how their investments are paying off.

5- Need to adopt measurements that focus on moving people, not vehicles

The NMT Report cites the need to emphasize the fact that the maximization of “opportunities for
bicycling and walking, shifts the focus from safely moving the maximum number of passenger vehicles to
safely moving the maximum number of people,”

LACBC’s recommendation
The RTP should measure performance by evaluating the movement of people rather than passenger cars.

6- Correction:

P. 13

Paragraph titled Bicycling

"Most local jurisdictions have developed bicycle and pedestrian facilities, NMT or bicycle plans..." etc.
Actually, most have NOT done adequate bicycle planning. In LA Co., only a handful of cities have
Bicycle Master Plans (BMPS)). Addressing this decided lack of bicycle planning was a primary goal of
Metro's current county-wide bicycle plan.

Thank you for meeting with us and for the opportunity to comment. We look forward to working closely
with SCAG on any future bicycle planning efforts.



Sincerely,

Kent Strumpell
Chair, Planning Committee
Member of the Board of Directors, Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition

Dorothy Le
Planning and Policy Director, Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition
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IN REPLY PLEASE

February 19, 2008 REFERTOFLE  P[)-1

Mr. Hassan |khrata

Executive Director

Southern California Association of Governments
818 West Seventh Street, 12th floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Attention Ms. Jessica Meaney
Dear Mr. Ikhrata:

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
2008 DRAFT REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN

We would like to commend the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG)
for its efforts in preparing the 2008 Draft Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). We have
reviewed the draft plan and have the following comments.

e The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) is responsible
for transportation planning and programming of Federal and State transportation funds
for the Los Angeles County region. Since the local agencies, including the County of
Los Angeles, work directly with Metro in the development of the Metro's Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP) to reflect local transportation needs, it is vital that the RTP
be consistent with the LRTP. We strongly support the inclusion of the Metro's adopted
priorities such as additional High Occupancy Vehicle lanes, the I-710 Gap Closure
project, and the High Desert Corridor project as part of the fiscally constrained portion
of the RTP.

o SCAG is forecasting funding shortfalls over the period of the RTP. We agree that the
funds necessary to implement the projects listed in the RTP should come from both
the public and private sectors. We urge that proactive and collaborative steps be taken
by the region under SCAG's leadership to resolve the funding shortfall through means
defined in the report.
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¢ The most recent statewide survey of city and county needs for the local system was
from a report done in 1999. This report found an existing backlog of $11 billion, which
was estimated to increase by $400 million a year, totaling to current deficit of
approximately $15 billion. This number only reflects the backlog for rehabilitation
needs on the local system and does not include safety, maintenance, operation and
critical nonpavement needs such as sidewalks, traffic signs and other infrastructure
critical to the safety of the public. The RTP indicates that $40 billion is needed for the
system preservation through 2035 while addressing only 20 percent ($8 billion) of
preservation needs. We believe that as our roads and streets continue to deteriorate
due to the funding shortfalls, the costs to repair will escalate astronomically in the
future years. The poor condition of roads is not only a safety hazard but will cost
thousands of dollars per resident in terms of the lost time and extra fuel used. As we
expand our system to relieve congestion and improve air quality, we must realize that it
is equally or more important to maintain and preserve our aging infrastructure.
Therefore, we recommend that SCAG designate the perseveration of local streets and
roads as a top priority in the RTP and dedicate revenues for this purpose.

e We are very supportive of the recommendation to maximize the use of our existing
transportation system. In particular, we are encouraged by the recommendation to
significantly increase funding for arterial improvements and capacity enhancements. It
must be noted, however, that a commitment to operate and maintain our existing
transportation system is necessary to maximize the return on these investments.
Therefore, the RTP should emphasize the need to provide resources for the operation
and maintenance of our existing transportation system. In addition, the focus on
intelligent transportation system strategies should include a recommendation to
expand these strategies to improve goods movement.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Maged El-Rabaa at (626) 458-3943.

Very truly yours,

Assistant Deputy
Programs Development Division

WAR:pr

C080595
P:\pdpub\Federal\MTA\2008draft rtp.doc



Los Angeles County
Department of Regional Planning

Planning for the Challenges Ahead

Bruce W. McClendon FAICP
Director of Planning

February 19, 2008

Ms. Jessica Meaney
Southern California Association of Governments

818 West 7th Street, 12th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90017

Re: County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning (DRP) Response to the Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG) Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan

(RTP), Making the Connections

Dear Ms. Meaney:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and respond to the SCAG Draft 2008 Regional Transportation
Plan, Making the Connections. As the regulating agency for land use in unincorporated Los Angeles
County, DRP seeks solutions to transportation and air quality issues through proactive land use
management. Through its land use planning DRP strives for coordinated uses that balance local
communities’ quality of life, open space preservation, and region-wide mobility with commercial vitality

and sustainable air quality.

Land use strategies are best implemented through locally coordinated planning efforts among land use
and transportation planning agencies, which Making the Connections advocates. The Policy Growth
Alternative, the basis of Making the Connections, which stresses coordination in land use and
transportation decision-making, offers strategies for land preservation and mobility that are
complementary with the County’s Draft General Plan, Planning for Tomorrow’s Great Places.

The regulation of land use in unincorporated Los Angeles County is conducted by DRP with great care
and consideration of transportation and air quality implications and it recognizes the need for close
cooperation with transportation planning agencies. The following comments on Making the Connections
offered by DRP continue its commitment to collaboration with planning agencies to achieve regionally
significant land use and transportation coordination.

Growth Projections

DRP participated in the Integrated Growth Forecasting process initiated by SCAG following its release of
the 2004 RTP and is generally satisfied with the total county population, household and employment
projections presented in Making the Connections. However, DRP suggests that SCAG more closely
consider locally specific data provided by DRP and city jurisdictions to better reflect local conditions and
needs. Attention to these data will help Making the Connections assure that transportation investments
are compatible with local infrastructure capacity, housing requirements, and economic forecasts.

320 West Temple Street = Los Angeles, CA 90012 = 213-974-6411 = Fax: 213-626-0434 = TDD: 213-617-2292
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Plan Strategies

The emphasis of Making the Connections on providing solutions to mobility, population growth, open
space preservation, and air quality through coordinated land use and transportation strategies align
squarely with the goals and policies of the Los Angeles County Draft General Plan. DRP agrees that the
Policy Growth Alternative is a sound foundation for maximizing mobility and achieving air quality
conformance. DRP concurs that attention should be paid to in-fill; growth along transit corridors and
nodes; jobs/housing balance; accommodation of housing needs due to demographic shift; and
preservation of open space. Furthermore, the policies derived from the Compass Blueprint Growth
Vision which inform the Policy Growth Vision are a clear guide for influencing sustainable development. -

However, though Making the Connections advocates a mutli-modal approach, there is more emphasis on
support and expansion of the highway system and less on transit—a key component of smart growth and
a sustainable transportation system. While it is true that making the existing transportation system as
efficient as possible can lead to improved mobility and air quality attainment as the Plan 2035 scenario
reports on performance measures, reliance on increasing roadway capacity as a primary strategy does
little to fundamentally change how mobility is conceptualized. Greater attention to and funding of other
approaches (e.g. demand management, pedestrian and bicycle plans, ridesharing) to improving mobility
and improving air quality could over time create a system that is far more sustainable and capable of
meeting the requirements of AB 32.

Making the Connections clearly strives to find innovative solutions to address the conflicting needs of
improving mobility while at the same time improving air quality. Lessons from the vanguard of
transportation and land use planning are advocated, such as mixed use along corridors, HOV and HOT,
but they require sufficient funding for full implementation that benefits everyone in the region. DRP
supports mixed use, which is a key component of its Draft General Plan. While DRP is looking toward
less reliance on the automobile through mixed use, those situations where automobile use is required the
HOV and HOT strategies of Making the Connections are certainly worthwhile—if adequately funded.

DRP is supportive of establishing an inland port in north Los Angeles County and the 2008 RTP proposal
for a HOT lane along the high desert corridor would facilitate access to such a port. However, this HOT
land should be primarily for goods movement and directly in relationship to an inland port and not as a
means for inducing substantial local growth. Furthermore, discussion of the High-Speed Regional
Transport (HSRT) system in the 2008 RTP should include an inland port in north Los Angeles County.
Such a port, supported by the efficiencies that HSRT could provide, would contribute substantially to the
goods movement requirements of the entire SCAG region as it positions itself for economic vitality over
the next twenty years. Specifically, DRP recommends that the freight portion of the HSRT be extended
beyond Union Station north to Palmdale Airport via the Burbank Airport for an inland port in north Los

Angeles County.

Conclusion

Although DRP does not directly make transportation system decisions, its regulation of land uses plays a
major role in affecting the transportation planning and programming decisions of cities, Caltrans, Metro,
and SCAG. DRP maintains a position of active collaboration with public and private stakeholders and
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land use and transportation planning agencies to establish and maintain land uses that balance
development with open space protection. The Los Angeles County Draft General Plan has policies to
encourage greater mobility for people and commerce. These policies are implemented through land use
strategies that favor in-fill and transit-oriented development. These strategies clearly mirror those of the
Policy Growth Alternative of Making the Connections.

Fully meeting the goals of Making the Connections is contingent on securing the funding for
infrastructure enhancements and system management and operations. Additionally, to ensure that the
2008 RTP is robust enough to handle the challenges of AB 32, SCAG must consider more fully additional
measures to mitigate the global greenhouse emissions that the system generates. Even the best
mobility and air quality performance outcomes of the Policy Growth Alternative will not likely adequately
address the requirements of AB 32. Climate change has been raised to a new level of concern and all

plans in California must deal with it.

DRP feels that SCAG has developed a well documented and thorough RTP that can provide many
solutions for mobility and air quality. By providing more focus on strategies such as greater and more
diverse transit; pedestrian and bicycle plans; and including an inland port in north Los Angeles County,
SCAG could take even greater steps forward improving the entire region’s quality of life, economic
vitality, and reduction of global greenhouse gases.

If you should have any questions or comments please contact me at (213) 974-6427 or
mherwick@planning.lacounty.gov. Our offices are open Monday through Thursday from 7 a.m. to 6 p.m.

Sincerely,

DEPARTMENT OF REGIONAL PLANNING
Bruce W. McClendon, FAICP
Director of Planning

Voo W,

Mark Herwick, AICP
General Plan Development

MSH
c: Asoka Herath, City of Paimdale

Brian Ludicke, City of Lancaster
Paul Brotzman, City of Santa Clarita
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GENERAL MANAGER

February 15, 2008 MAYOR

Hasan |khrata, Executive Director

Southern California Association of Governments
818 West Seventh Street, 12" Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Dear Mr. lkhrata;

The City of Los Angeles appreciates the opportunity to review and comment on the
Southern California Association of Governments' (SCAG) Draft 2008 Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP). SCAG is to be commended for a multi-year effort to develop
the 2008 RTP, including an extensive outreach effort. The City believes that the RTP
provides a very good discussion of the region’s challenges, and offers an ambitious plan
to meet those challenges.

After careful review of the RTP, the City has identified some areas of concern in which
the RTP may not be consistent with City policy and interests, and certain areas in which
the RTP could be improved. The Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT)
has prepared the attached report to the City Council that includes comments on the Draft
2008 RTP by LADOT, as well as comments from other City departments. The Los
Angeles City Council, on February 13, 2008, adopted the attached resolution approving
the attached report as the City’s comments on the Draft 2008 RTP.

We look forward to working with SCAG staff to substantially incorporate into the 2008
RTP those elements of the City's comments that are directed to the content of the 2008
RTP. After review of the attached comments, please contact Jay Kim or Miles Mitchell
of my staff for further discussions regarding the City's comments. We look forward to a
continued mutually beneficial collaboration between the City and SCAG as we address
future regional challenges and opportunities.

Sincerely,

%
jta L.

eneral Manager

Attachments

City Resolution adopted February 13, 2008
Report to City Council on the Draft 2008 RTP, dated January 30, 2008

AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY — AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER



RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, any official position of the City of Los Angeles with respect to legislation, rules,
regulations or policies proposed to or pending before a local, state, or federal governmental body or
agency must have first been adopted in the form of a Resolution by the City Council with the
concurrence of the Mayor; and

WHEREAS, as the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for six counties in
Southern California, the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), is mandated by the
federal government to prepare a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) every four years to address the
region’s transportation needs; and

WHEREAS, the RTP represents the collective vision of the six counties in the SCAG region and
provides a framework for the future development of a multi-modal regional transportation system. The
RTP must have a planning horizon of at least 20 years and it must be developed through a collaborative,
comprehensive and continuous process. The projects addressing these needs are identified in the RTP
and become eligible for state and federal funding; and

WHEREAS, the last RTP was adopted in April 2004 and SCAG released the draft 2008 RTP in
December 2007 with a 45-day review period; and

WHEREAS, the City has prepared comments on the RTP to ensure that appropriate projects and
priorities are included in the RTP, and the City’s Department of Transportation (LADOT) took the lead
in coordinating with affected City Departments (Los Angeles World Airports; City Planning; Port of Los
Angeles; and the Environmental Affairs Department) on the preparation of comments on SCAG’s draft
2008 RTP, including the identification of any issues associated with potential conflicts between the RTP
and Metro’s 2008 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP); and

WHEREAS, the City’s comments highlights the following four policy concerns, as well as
specific corrections/additions to the RTP documents and project lists: Degree of Project Readiness; High
Speed Regional Transport; Conformity with the Clean Air; and Policy Growth Forecast; and

WHEREAS, the City’s comments also identify issues on the RTP consistency with Metro’s
LRTP; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, with the concurrence of the Mayor, that by the
adoption of this Resolution, the City of Los Angeles hereby includes in its 2007-08 State Legislative
Program ADOPTION of the attached comments contained in the LADOT January 30, 2008 report, as the
City’s comments to SCAG on the 2008 draft RTP, and authorize the General Manager of LADOT to
transmit comments to SCAG that are substantially consistent with those contained in the LADOT’s
report, including the attached comments submitted by other City departments, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that SCAG be requested to further evaluate the needs and
priorities of local neighborhoods by prioritizing local transit markets that could include local circulators;
improved bikeways; and enhanced Transit Oriented Districts (TODs), consistent with the City’s transit
needs assessment selection process.

PRESENTED BY

SECONDED BY

RM



CITY OF LOS ANGELES
INTER-DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE

Date: January 30, 2008

To: City Council
¢/o City Clerk, Room 395 -
Attn:  Honorable Wendy Greuel, Chair
Transpon?tion Committee

From: @ bip§on, General Manager
partmentof Transportation

RE: DRAFT 2008 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN - CF 06-0413-S2

RECOMMENDATION

1) APPROVE the comments provided in this report as the City’'s comments to SCAG on the
2008 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). Following the submittal of these comments to SCAG,
LADOT will continue to collaborate with SCAG in an effort to have the City's comments substantially
incorporated into the RTP.

2) AUTHORIZE the General Manager of LADOT to transmit comments to SCAG that are
substantially consistent with those contained in this report, including the attached comments
submitted by other departments. ‘ '

SUMMARY

By Council motion (CF 06-0413-S2), the Council directed that the Los Angeles Department of
Transportation (LADOT) prepare and present comments on the Southern California Association of
Government's (SCAG) Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan, including the identification of any
issues associated with potential conflicts between the statutorily mandated June 2008 submission

. date of the RTP and the adoption by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
(Metro) of the 2008 Long Range Transportation Plan. SCAG, as the Metropolitan Planning
Organization for the region, is required to prepare a Regional Transportation Plan every four years.
SCAG released the draft RTP in December 2007, and is accepting comments through February 19,
2008.

Pursuant to this Council motion, LADOT has reviewed the RTP and compiled proposed comments to
SCAG. In addition, LADOT, with the assistance of the Chief Legislative Analyst office, has
coordinated the preparation of RTP comments by other City departments that are directly impacted
by the RTP. LADOT very much appreciates the cooperation of the following City departments that
have provided comments to the draft RTP: Los Angeles World Airports, City Planning, Port of Los
Angeles, and the Environmental Affairs Department. Selected highlights of comments from other
City departments are summarized in this report, with the comments in their entirety provided as
attachments.

SCAG is to be commended for a multi-year effort to develop the 2008 RTP, including an extensive
outreach effort. The RTP provides a very good discussion of the region’s transportation challenges
and offers an ambitious plan to meet those challenges. However, LADOT has identified areas of




City Council -2- January 30, 2008
Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan
CF 06-0413 S2

concern in which the RTP may not be consistent with City policy and interests and certain areas in
which the RTP could be improved.

LADOT comments to the RTP are generally organized into two areas: 1) Policy comments and
concerns; and 2) Specific corrections/additions to the RTP documents and project lists, which are
provided as attachments to the report.

DISCUSSION OF POLICY CONCERNS AND COMMENTS
LADOT has concerns and comments in the following areas:

Degree of Readiness of Projects Included in RTP

As stated in the Project Listing appendix to the RTP, the RTP projects are divided into three broad
categories. The first category is the adopted 2006 Regional Transportation Improvement Program,
known as “RTIP Projects,” and represents those projects with the highest level of committed funding.
The second category, known as “Financially Constrained RTP Projects,” contains an “additional
financially constrained set of transportation projects above and beyond the RTIP,” with funding
commitments not as definite as RTIP projects. The third category, known as “Strategic Plan
Projects” represents an “unconstrained illustrative list of potential projects” that the region would
pursue if additional funding and consensus were obtained.

SCAG is to be commended for conducting numerous public RTP workshops during the last six
months of 2007. One of the major topics of discussion at the workshops was whether certain very
costly projects should be in the RTP or the Strategic Plan. Many of these projects have supporters,
but have not yet secured full funding commitments and broad consensus support. However, at the
end of the process, many of these projects were included in the RTP because if they were not in the
RTP they would not be eligible for federal funding {engineering, environmental and construction
funding). The projects have been included in the RTP because they have “reasonably available
funding”: a very broad funding definition which federal regulations aliow for RTP inclusion, but which
may not be at the level of committed funding.

“The result is that the Financially Constrained RTP Projects contains many projects that, in the view
"of LADOT, require further review. LADOT understands and supports the inclusion of these projects
in the RTP because such inclusion allows for eligibility for additional federal funding. However, the
fact that the projects are in the RTP does not mean that the merit of the projects has, in all cases,
been substantiated. Some of the projects deserve further review and evaluation, particularly given
their enormous costs. In particular, the various High Speed Regional Transport (HSRT) projects,
with a total projected cost of $75 billion, require further review. These projects will be discussed in
more detail in the following section.

Recommendation:

The key point is that the City'’s support for the 2008 RTP should not be taken as support for the
impiementation of all of the projects included in the RTP. Many of these projects are included in the
RTP in order to be eligible for additional federal funding, but will nevertheless require further review
and study before the decision to construct and implement.
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High Speed Regional Transport (HSRT)

The RTP includes extensive discussion of a proposed High Speed Regional Transport system,
including both cargo and passenger service. The HSRT revenue plan relies upon three core
components: 1) Goods Movement —cargo containers would be transported from the San Pedro Bay
ports to an “inland port facility”; 2) Aviation Plan — airport passengers would utilize high speed rail
service between airports and urban centers; and 3) Passenger Service — providing high speed
passenger service between urban activity centers. (Please see comments from Los Angeles World
Airports and the Port of Los Angeles.) The following HSRT projects are included in the RTP.

Project Estimated Cost
(billions)
¢ |Initial Operating Segment (I0S) — Ontario — $19

Woest Covina — LA Union Station — West
LA/LAX (cargo and passenger — technology
to be determined)

¢ |OS extension to San Bernardino (cargo and $3.5
passenger — technology to be determined)

e San Pedro Ports to the IOS (cargo only) $18

e Anaheim — Ontario Maglev Segment $6.7

(part of the proposed California-Nevada
Maglev project)

¢ California High-Speed Train (Union Station $4.0
to Anaheim) (steel-wheel on steel-rail)

e Orangeline High-Speed Transit (Orange County $23.6
- Union Station — Palmdale) (Maglev)

Total $74.8 billion

Several of these projects are the subject of current transportation studies that are in process. On-
going studies for HSRT projects include the following:

1) Initial Operating Segment (IOS) project from West Los Angeles to Ontario — This project is
currently the subject of an Alternatives Analysis study, being conducted by Cambridge
Systematics. The purpose of the study is to identify a “preferred regional high-speed ground
transportation project” for the I0S. The study is evaluating key issues including comparing
alternative alignments, maglev and steel-wheel technologies, and station spacing alternatives. In
addition, the study is reviewing ridership, capital and operating costs, and financing approaches
for both Maglev and steel-wheel technologies for the 10S.

2) Goods Movement from the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach - Currently an
Environmental Impact Report is in process for this corridor. The I-710 Corridor EIS/EIR is being
coordinated by the Gateway Cities Council of Governments and is reviewing major alternatives
for transporting goods along the 710 Freeway Corridor. The study will take three to four years to
complete.
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3) Advanced Cargo Transportation Technology Evaluation and Comparison — Cambridge
Systematics has been retained to compare various technologies for goods movement within the
Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach. The goal is to identify goods movement conveyance
technologies that are both non-polluting and will allow the Ports to continue to grow and remain
competitive in world markets.

Recommendations:

e The findings of these, and possibly additional studies, will provide vital information with
regard to the preferred approach to high-speed rail systems, both for cargo and passengers.
LADOT recommends that both the City and SCAG wait until these studies have been
completed before proceeding to implement HSRT projects.

¢ While in the past (2004 RTP) HSRT project(s) were characterized as being privately funded,
the 2008 RTP describes these as being “largely self-financed” and that “some level of
financial commitment from the public sector” is a “critical component.” However, SCAG
should be advised that neither the City nor Metro has made any commitment of present or
future “traditional” transportation/transit funds to HSRT.

e The 2008 RTP Aviation Plan relies heavily on HSRT to decentralize aviation demand and to
shift aviation demand away from LAX to Ontario and Palmdale airports. For example, the
2008 RTP states that HSRT is an “integral component of the....preferred 2035 regional
aviation demand forecast.” Because of the City’s concerns with HSRT, as described above,
the City must reserve judgment on the Aviation Plan at this time. (Please also see attached
comments from Los Angeles World Airports.)

Conformity with the Clean Air Act

One of the main objectives of the RTP is to develop a transportation plan that is in “conformity” with
the requirements of the federal Clean Air Act. Essentially, conformity is reached if transportation
activities will not cause new air quality violations, worsen existing violations, or delay timely
attainment of relevant air quality standards. A “conformity finding” is necessary in order for the
region to be eligible for most federal transportation funds.

- SCAG has indicated that the 2008 RTP will meet conformity with the Clean Air Act. However, the air
“quality modeling used to make this finding includes projects from both the RTIP and Financially
Constrained RTP Projects lists. As described above, the RTIP projects have virtually guaranteed
funding, whereas the Financially Constrained RTP projects have a probability of being implemented,
but, in many cases, have not yet secured full funding commitments and broad consensus support.

Recommendations:

¢ The City believes it would be useful for SCAG to determine how close to conformity the RTP
would be if only RTIP projects were used to reach conformity. If there was a finding that the
RTIP projects alone do achieve conformity, then the region would be able to evaluate other
projects based upon their transportation and air quality improvement merits without the
“pressure” of including these projects in the RTP because of the possibility that they were
required for conformity. This would facilitate a more objective cost/benefit analysis of the
non-RTIP projects, including HSRT. [f it was determined that the RTIP projects alone did not
meet conformity, then the region could choose which of the non-RTIP projects to add
because there would be a better idea of how much additional emissions reductions were
needed to meet conformity. The attached comments from the Environmental Affairs Dept.
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provide a similar recommendation.

s The City believes that the HSRT projects should not be used in the modeling for air quality
conformity. Although the HSRT projects may have “reasonably available funding,” a broad
definition that allows inclusion in the RTP, in most cases the funding for HSRT projects could
not be described as a “firm commitment.” Accordingly, the HSRT projects may not proceed
as planned. Therefore, air quality conformity should not rely on HSRT projects. It should be
noted that SCAG, in informal discussions with City staff, has indicated that they do not
believe that the HSRT projects are necessary for air quality conformity.

Policy Growth Forecast

As in the 2004 RTP, the 2008 RTP proposes the integration of land use and transportation planning.

The City, with strong support from the Planning Department., commends SCAG on this ambitious
“growth visioning” effort. As described in the 2008 RTP, by including major elements of “smart
growth” planning, the RTP succeeds in reducing the growth rate of congestion and Vehicle Miles
Traveled (VMT) for the region. This effort by SCAG is broadly known as the “Compass Biueprint
Growth Vision” and has been widely discussed throughout the region.

During a series of planning workshops conducted by SCAG in 2005 and 2006, the region supported
increased smart growth planning with the result that a revised growth forecast for the region was
developed. This forecast, which contains many Compass and smart growth elements such as
increased density around transit and employment centers, is known as the Baseline Growth Forecast
in the 2008 RTP. However, in the summer of 2007, in an effort to more aggressively implement the
Compass plan, SCAG developed a new growth forecast known as the Policy Growth Forecast, which
is the primary growth forecast of the Draft 2008 RTP. Please also see attached comments from the
City Planning Department.

The City has a several concerns with the Policy Growth Forecast, which are as follows:

e The Policy Forecast, as compared with the Baseline Forecast, would shift an additional
250,000 people into Los Angeles County by 2035, mostly from inland counties such as
Riverside and San Bernardino. It is reasonable to assume that most of these 250,000
people would have to reside in the City of Los Angeles, because it is by far the largest city in
Los Angeles County. However, the City's Planning Department has not approved the Policy
Forecast. As stated in the memo from the Planning Department attached to this report, it is
“infeasible to fully assess the potential impact of this growth on the City’s infrastructure and
services within the timeframe of the RTP comment period.” The comments from the
Environmental Affairs Department include a recommendation that “SCAG must be sure to
consult with the local governments that have land use authority.”

¢ Asindicated in the memo from the Planning Department, the data provided in both the RTP
and the RTP Environmental Impact Report (EIR) are “not sufficiently detailed to evaluate the
extent to which individual community plans (of the City) would meet the requirement of being
consistent with the RTP.” There is a concern that the Policy Forecast may be inconsistent
with adopted City land use plans.

e Although the Policy Forecast shifts population to the coastal counties (Orange and Los
Angeles), it provides no corresponding increase in transportation funding to provide for the
increased transportation needs of the additional population, jobs and housing. The City
believes that, if the Policy Forecast is adopted, additional funding should be provided to
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accompany the additional population as is consistent with the true integration of land use and
transportation planning.

e Despite being assured by SCAG staff in many RTP workshops that the Policy Forecast was
“advisory” and “voluntary,” the 2008 RTP does not adequately indicate in writing that the
Policy Forecast is advisory or voluntary. Moreover, the draft 2008 RTP documents give the
impression that the region has agreed to the Policy Forecast and it is therefore included in
the 2008 RTP for adoption.

e SCAG has used the Policy Forecast in its air quality conformity determination, such that
conformity relies on implementation of the Policy Forecast. Yet the Policy Forecast has not
been approved by a majority of jurisdictions in the region and may not therefore be
implemented. In fact, concerns have been raised, including from cities in Orange and San
Bernardino Counties, about whether the Policy Forecast represents an acceptable and
feasible growth forecast. For example, Orange County has asked that the Policy Forecast be
modified to reflect Orange County growth projections. There are also indications that the
Policy Forecast does not, in some cases, accurately reflect already approved developments
in Orange and San Bernardino Counties.

Recommendation:

The City believes that the 2008 RTP should utilize the Baseline Growth Forecast, which has been
generally approved by the City and throughout the region and that it should be clearly stated that
Policy Forecast is advisory and voluntary.

it should be noted that SCAG, in response to concerns raised from several subregions about the
Policy Growth Forecast, has agreed to reconsider which forecast will be used in the RTP. At the
March 2008 SCAG Policy Committee meetings, there will be a discussion of whether to use the
Baseline or the Policy Growth Forecast in the RTP. SCAG has also confirmed that it appears likely
that air quality conformity would be achieved using the Baseline Growth Forecast.

Metro Long Range Transportation Plan

The Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) is in the process of preparing an update toits Long
Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). The City is in the process of providing comments to Metro on
the draft LRTP. Following approval of the LRTP by the Metro Board, the LRTP projects and priorities
will be transmitted to SCAG for inclusion in the RTP. LRTP projects must be included in the RTP in
order to be eligible for federal funds. However, since it is anticipated that the LRTP will not be
finalized until Summer 2008, and the RTP will be adopted by the SCAG Regional Council in April
2008, the RTP will have to be amended to incorporate the updated LRTP.

The RTP includes a $569 billion transportation program for the six-county area through 2035. The
$569 billion in revenue to fund this program is composed of $413 billion in traditional revenue
sources and $156 billion from revenue increases or innovative financing strategies. Metro has
indicated a concern that the RTP not assume new revenue from traditional funding sources relied
upon by Metro. In the attached comments on the RTP by Metro, the projected RTP revenue is
summarized as follows:

“One of the most significant differences between the draft 2008 RTP and our adopted 2001
Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP), is that many new transportation projects have been
proposed in the RTP for Los Angeles County that are beyond revenues that we assume to be
available from traditional sources. SCAG is assuming that these projects are funded with a
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combination of traditional funding, innovative funding (e.g. container fees and public private
partnerships), revenue increases (e.g. SCAG is assuming a 10 cent increase in the state gas
tax and a 10 cent increase in the federal gas tax), and traditional funds between 2030 and
2035 that have no Board commitments.”

Recommendations:

¢ Upon completion of the LRTP, if there is a conflict between the projects or project schedules
of the LRTP and the RTP, the City and Metro should request that the RTP be amended to
incorporate any necessary changes. As indicated in the attached draft comments to the RTP
by Metro, this is the approach recommended by Metro.

e Support Metro’s effort to determine if the RTP financial projections assume new revenues
from sources traditionally relied upon by Metro and seek to reconcile the financial projections
of the LRTP and the RTP.

Highlights of Comments from Other City Departments

LADOT appreciates the cooperation of other City departments in providing comments to the RTP.
These comments in their entirety are attached to this report. Selected highlights of these comments
are as follows:

Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA)

¢ While supporting the goal of aviation decentralization (from LAX to regional airports), LAWA
cautions that it is “limited in the types of incentives that can be provided to airlines to attract
new service. It also cannot be assumed that funds generated at LAX can be made availabie
to attract service other airports.”

¢ Regarding the Policy Growth Forecast LAWA is concerned that it “may have overiooked
transportation projects that will be necessary to support land use patterns as the cities and
counties general and specific plans now envision.”

o LAWA provides several comments on the proposed High Speed Regional Transport (HSRT)
system. LAWA indicates that it “does not agree that it is necessary for a High Speed Rail
System to connect airports in order to decentralize the airport system. A rail or transit
system that connects population centers to airports would serve the airports as well or
better.” LAWA also questions the RTP’s projection of increased use of San Bernardino
Airport as follows: “The conclusion is therefore that 6 Million Annual Passengers will be
driven by capacity limitations at ONT and LAX to bypass both airports along the same HSRT
route to use San Bernardino International for air travel. While it is clear how the model would
assign passengers in this manner, are the results truly indicative of how passengers will
choose airports in the future?”

e Regarding airport funding of Ground Access Improvements, LAWA is concerned by the
suggestion in the RTP that airports have a responsibility to fund regional transportation
improvements (including HSRT). LAWA states as follows: “Although LAWA supports
change (to current restrictions on the use of airport funds) that would allow flexibility to use
airport revenues for projects in the surrounding communities, it has to be recognized that,
except for the highways and arterials directly serving the airport, ground access to airports
and other primary transportation facilities is a regional issue.”

e The RTP includes discussion of developing a regional system of FlyAways to serve Ontario
and Palmdale Airports. Although LAWA is carefully studying ways to expand the Flyaway
Program, such expansion will require further analysis and review.

e LAWA provides corrections and comments to the cargo and passenger activity levels at LAX,
Ontario and Paimdale.
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City Planning Department (DCP)

 The Planning Dept. indicates that “the data provided in both the RTP and Program
Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) are not sufficiently detailed to evaluate the extent to
which individual community plans (of the City) would meet the requirement of being
consistent with the RTP. Furthermore, SCAG has not yet developed a methodology to
perform consistency analysis of local general plans with the RTP.”

¢ City Planning indicates that more time will be required to fully assess the potential impact of
the Policy Growth Forecast on the City’s infrastructure and services.

Port of Los Angeles (POLA)

« The RTP projects new container fees to fund approximately $42 billion worth of goods
movement related highway and freight rail projects. POLA provides a number of important
clarifications with regard to this revenue projection and how the fees would be utilized.

e Regarding the proposed HSRT system, POLA comments that implementation of HSRT
should follow completion of the Ports technology study and 1-710 Corridor EIS/EIR (please
see comments under HSRT section of this report). POLA also comments that the “HSRT
system is not needed to accommodate the projected Ports Year 2030 throughput of 42.5
million TEU's, which has been incorporated into the RTP baseline.”

o As mentioned in the HSRT section of this report, Goods Movement is one of the three
elements of the proposed HSRT system. The concept is that cargo containers would be
transported from the San Pedro Bay ports to an “inland port facility” by high speed transport.
POLA recommends further study regarding the inland port concept. In addition, POLA
indicates that “inland ports/facilities are not needed to accommodate the projected Ports
Year 2030 throughput of 42.5 million TEU’s.”

Environmental Affairs Department (EAD)

e In May 2007, the City of Los Angeles introduced Green LA: An Action Plan to Lead the
Nation in Fighting Global Warming, that describes over 50 actions for the City to mitigate
greenhouse gas emissions. EAD would like to “ensure that the strategies in the RTP are not
in conflict with the City's proposals and programs” in this area. ‘

e With regard to the Policy Growth Forecast, and its inherent land use changes, EAD
recommends that SCAG consult with local governments (including the City) that have land
use authority.

o EAD recommends that the RTP state which projects are required to be included in order to
meet the Conformity tests. LADOT has a similar recommendation.

« With regard to the Program Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the RTP, EAD asks for
clarification and additional information in a number of areas, as well as recommendations
regarding the EIR mitigation measures. (Please see the attached comments from EAD for
detailed comments regarding the EIR.)

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT

This report contains comments regarding transportation policies and projects included in the Draft
2008 Regional Transportation Plan. The comments will not impact the City’'s General Fund.
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COORDINATION

LADOT has collaborated with the Chief Legislative Analyst, the City Planning Department, Los
Angeles World Airports, the Port of Los Angeles, and the Environmental Affairs Department in the
preparation of this report. As projects are implemented, further coordination with the Bureaus of
Engineering and Street Services on the evaluation and design of specific improvements will be
necessary.

Attachments (8)
Los Angeles World Airports Comments on the RTP
Port of Los Angeles Comments
City Planning Dept. Comments
Environmental Affairs Dept. Comments
Draft Comments on the RTP by Metro
Additions to RTIP Project Lists
Additions to RTP and Strategic Plan Project Lists
Additional Technical Corrections to the RTP

cc: Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa
Attn: Jaime De La Vega
Chief Legislative Analyst
City Planning Department
Los Angeles World Airports
Port of Los Angeles
Environmental Affairs Department

JWK:MLM
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January 28, 2008

Mr. Hasan lkhrata

Executive Director :
Southern California Association of Governments
818 W. Sixth Street, 12" Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017-3435

Re: Comments on the Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan
Dear Mr. Ikhrata:

Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA) has completed its review of the Draft 2008
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). LAWA is committed to working with all levels of
government to address the future transportation demands facing Southern California.
As the operator of three of the region’s commercial airports, Los Angeles
International (LAX), Ontario International (ONT) and Palmdale Regional (PMD),
LAWA plays an important role in insuring the availability of air transportation to meet
the region’s needs. We recognize that failure to accommodate this demand in the
future will impact the economic well being of the region.

We appreciate the effort that SCAG staff has made in the development of this RTP to
address how the Southern California region will meet its future regional transportation
needs in the face of significant demographic and economic changes. Further we
understand the need to insure coordination and cooperation at the local level to
provide sufficient airport capacity to meet this region’s future demand for air service.

LAWA stands ready to support implementation of the RTP to the extent that is
reasonable and possible as a public airport operator and a proprietary, self-
supporting department of the City of Los Angeles. Our first and foremost
responsibility is to operate our airports in a safe, efficient and fiscally responsible
manner on behalf of our passengers, users, tenants and the citizens of our City.
Moreover, we are constrained in how we spend our airport revenues by Federal law
as well as our agreements with our airline tenants. Finally, as a public-sector
business entity we are impacted by business, economic, and demographic trends
which shape present and future demands for air service and our ability to meet those
demands. These factors are among the reasons why we have concerns and -
objections to elements of the draft regional transportation plans.

Nonetheless, as the primary provider of commercial air service in Southern
California, we are committed to working as closely as possible with SCAG in the
implementation of the RTP. A major part of this effort will be incorporated in the
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planning processes that we are currently going through for LAX, Ontario and
Palmdale Airports.

Our specific comments on the 2008 RTP primarily focus on those elements of the
RTP that relate to the airports LAWA operates and the regional airport system as a
whole. However, since assumptions regarding the distribution of regional population
and employmerit and the need for high speed rail are so intertwined with the
recommendations in the plan, we found it necessary to include comments on these
topics as well.

Decentralization of Regional Airport Activity

LAWA supports SCAG's regional goal to decentralize airport activity. Both limitations
to growth at LAX and broader regional roles for ONT and PMD have been
incorporated into our planning for the LAWA airport system. However, LAWA is
limited in the types of incentives that can be provided to airlines to attract new
service. It also cannot be assumed that funds generated at LAX can be made
available to attract service to other airports. First, federal regulations limit the use of
revenues from airports with existing service towards market incentives for new
service at other airports. Second, necessary facility modernization programs over the
next 10 years at LAX will limit the resources available to the other airports and each
airport will be expected to remain as financially independent as possible. The
greatest hurdles for consumer acceptance of regional airport facilities are the cost
and availability of service. Therefore, care must be shown in choosing strategies
aimed at encouraging passenger growth that might burden airports with increased
costs. These costs must then be passed on to airlines and airport tenants and
ultlmately to passengers, thereby defeating their purpose.

The Regional Growth Forecast

The need to integrate land use and transportation planning in our region is very clear.
However, the growth forecast used in this RTP goes beyond the current
commitments of the member governments to implement the land use concepts that
are proposed in the plan. The visionary concepts proposed in the plan are admirable
but seem premature. The concern is that in using these forecasts, the plan may have
overlooked transportation projects that will be necessary to support land use patterns
as the cities and counties general and specific plans now envision. This growth
forecast impacts the distribution of regional passenger demand among the airports
as well by assuming that population will be more concentrated within an airport’s
market area.

On the other hand, the policy forecast proposes denser population growth inside the
urban core of the region, which is the traditional market area for LAX. This growth
pattern supports a more efficient transportation system and reduces transportation
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investment, but does not support the plans emphasis on decentralizing the airport
system. The population living within this core area of the region and particularly
within the City of Los Angeles will be the least likely to use the outlying airports.

Although the policy growth forecast is highlighted as a key feature of the RTP, it is
not clear how the policy forecast contributes to the overall performance of the plan. In
designing and testing the scenarios, the preferred growth forecast was paired with
the preferred transportation plan while the Baseline 2035 scenario was paired with
the baseline growth forecast. Put another way, the ability of the long term
constrained transportation projects alone to meet the goals of the plan were not
tested.

The_ Transportation Project List

RTIP Project List: RTIP Project LAOF073, "Projects within Los Angeles International
Airport to Eliminate Traffic Bottlenecks” (LAWA) (Sec. 336 Funding) was added to the
RTIP in Amendment #06-06. This project should be added to the Los Angeles
County RTIP Project List, under Local Highway.

RTP Project List: All of the RTP HSRT projects are listed as completed in 2020.
_Given planning, funding, design, right-of-way and environmental clearance
requirements it is unlikely that this project can be in place by 20620.

Regional High Speed Rail Transport (HSRT)

As in previous plans, the 2008 RTP proposes a regional high speed rail system. In
this RTP, the extended Initial Operating Segment (I0S) along with a cargo
component from the Ports is included as part of the Financially Constrained RTP and
the remainder of the system is in the Strategic Plan. The RTP states that surface
connectivity between the airports in the region is necessary to achieve the
decentralization of airport activity. It envisions the airports functioning as a single
airport system with multiple remote terminals. The HSRT in the plan is cited as the
basis for a regional airport system and a substantial part of the justification for the
HSRT is air passenger ridershlp Please note the following comments regardlng this
element of the plan.

= LAWA does not agree that it is necessary for a High Speed Rail System to
connect airports in order to decentralize the airport system. A rail or transit
system that connects population centers to airports would serve the airports as
well or better. The idea that connecting passengers would use high speed rail to
connect to flights at different airports is attractive; however, it is more likely that
airlines will continue to serve corinecting passengers at the same airport,
hopefully within the same terminal. It is also important to look at the role of
connecting passenger traffic in this region. The primary benefit to the region of
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providing connecting service is to make a broader range of air service available to
the region’s origin/destination passengers. In terms of economic impact to the
region, connecting passengers do not remain in the region long enough and do
not spend enough to impact the region's economy to the point where it is worth
maintaining a high speed rail system to accommodate them. On the other hand,
access to outlying airports via easy, reasonably priced, safe and accessible rail
transit from the central population core would make outlying airports more
attractive to residents and visitors, the primary customers we are trying to serve
at our airports. '

= In addition to the 10S, the plan this year includes a proposed Maglev connection
between Anaheim and Ontario International Airport (ONT) as part of a larger
system proposed to ultimately serve Las Vegas. The modeling for the aviation
forecasts were completed before the Anaheim to ONT Maglev project was
included in the RTP financially constrained projects. This proposed line may have
significant potential to provide Orange County air passengers access to ONT and
should be included in the RADAM modeling in the future to determine its’ utility
for serving Orange County air passenger demand.

* The RADAM model results which include the IOS show that ONT gains only 2.8
MAP in 2035 with the completion of the HSRT 10S, increasing from 28.8 MAP
without the rail system to 31.6 MAP with it. This gain actually increases
passenger demand at ONT over LAWA's estimated capacity of 30 MAP. At the
same time, the HSRT substantially increases passenger demand at San
Bernardino International from 3.3 MAP without HSRT to 9.4 MAP with the train.
The conclusion is therefore that 6 Million Annual Passengers will be driven by
capacity limitations at ONT and LAX to bypass both airports along the same
HSRT route to use San Bernardino International for air travel. While it is clear
how the model would assign passengers in this manner, are the results truly

- indicative of how passengers will choose airports in the future?

Airport System Funding of Ground Access Improvements

In the Aviation Guiding Principals of the RTP it is stated that the region as a whole
has an obligation to help pay the costs of airport environmental mitigation and ground
access improvements in counties that serve a disproportionate share of regional air
travel demand at their airports. On the other hand it suggests that the airport system
pay a substantial amount towards the implementation of the Maglev system. Airports
have the responsibility to manage airport facilities and operations and provide
efficient links between airport facilities and the ground transportation systems. The

" development and operation of regional transportation systems is the broad
responsibility of the county and the regional transportation and transit agencies. The
airports should not be responsible for funding regional transportation.
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The RTP also proposes changes in the current restrictions on the use of airport funds
that would allow the use of airport revenues for off-airport ground access projects.
Although LAWA supports change that would allow more flexibility to use airport
revenues for projects in the surrounding communities, it has to be recognized that,
except for the highways and arterials directly serving the airport, ground access to
airports and other primary transportation facilities is a regional issue. Substantial
investment is expected in the RTP at LAX, ONT, and PMD to provide capacity and
improve facilities to serve regional air service demand. That is the primary role of the
airport and the priority for the use of airport revenues whatever the source must first’
be to fund on-airport, aviation related projects.

The Airport Flyaway Program

The RTP states that SCAG has been working closely with LAWA on planning and
programming a regional system of FlyAways to serve ONT and PMD. In fact, the
relationship between SCAG and LAWA related to this work is very new, and LAWA
has only recently been consulted and advised as to SCAG's project goals and
direction. At this time, no alliance or agreement has been crafted between SCAG and
LAWA related to FlyAways. LAWA's focus at this time is creating service to LAX to
mitigate traffic and environmental impacts created by growth in passenger demand.
Service to other airports is being studied. _

FlyAways are a promising solution to certain ground access problems. However,
FlyAways are expensive to operate and require a substantial passenger volume, high
fares or significant subsidies to maintain an effective level of service. LAWA has
spent a great deal of time and resources carefully studying the feasibility of
establishing new FlyAways to serve LAX. Two new locations have joined the Van -
Nuys FlyAway service in the last few years. However, even for LAX with its
extensive market area and passenger base, it has been a challenge to find station
focations that meet criteria for financial viability and in most cases LAWA recognizes
that a successful service will require subsidy to keep fares low enough and service
standards high enough to attract passengers. Although LAWA is studying the
potential for FlyAway service to ONT, it must be recogriized that this may not be the
most effective use of limited funds to achieve the goal of increased passenger
demand at ONT or PMD.

Airport Activity Forecasts

LAX: The capacity constrained forecast for LAX of 78 Million Annual Passengers
(MAP) is lower than the 78.9 MAP level allowed by the LAX Master Plan. LAWA does
not agree that this number reflects the runway capacity of LAX. The capacity limit for
passenger activity in the LAX Master Plan is based on gate capacity. The master
plan settlement agreement provides a mechanism for restricting capacity by limiting
the number of contact gates available to flights. Based on airfield modeling, the
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runway capacity of LAX is understood to be higher than 78 MAP. The LAX cargo
forecast of 2.5 Million Annual Tons (MAT) in the RTP is also substantially lower than
the level of cargo demand anticipated in the LAX Master Plan. The LAX Master Plan
anticipates that LAX will serve 3.1 MAT of cargo by 2015. There is no reason to
believe that level would be lower by 2035.

ONT: The RTP assumes an airfield capacity for ONT of 31.6 MAP based on
assumed fleet mix and acceptable delay. It should be noted that LAWA's airfield
analysis for ONT estimates airfield capacity in terms of passengers at between 28
and 30 MAP. While it is recognized that the airport can support higher levels of
activity with higher levels of delay, the ONT Master Plan is being developed to serve
about 30 MAP. The RTP forecasts cargo demand at ONT at 1.96 MAT in 2035. By
comparison, March Inland Port is forecast to serve 1.1 MAT by 2035. LAWA has
forecasted unconstrained cargo demand at ONT to be about 3.26 MAT. This forecast
assumes that, out of the outlying airports, ONT will be the first choice of airlines
seeking to locate cargo development to serve regional demand. Land use studies
conducted as part of the development of the ONT Master Plan have shown that land
availability will be a constraint to serving the unconstrained demand. Still, the ONT
Master Plan forecast anticipates that ONT can support about 2.9 MAT. We predict
that UPS alone will serve about 1.2 MAT by 2030 on their off-airport facility and the
Pacific Gateway Cargo Complex now under development is anticipated to serve
715,000 tons of cargo by 2020. In addition to these areas, there is substantial land on
* the south side of the airport that can be developed for air cargo and will be reserved
for cargo in the master plan. The availability of land combined with the location of the
airport within the region and the strong presence of logistics services should make
ONT desirable for cargo development as long as land is available.

PMD: LAWA has forecasted passenger demand at PMD to be about 1 MAP by
2030. This forecast is based on a study of the airport’s traditional market area and
surveys done to determine the extent of the service catchment area and propensity
to travel by air in the local market. The 6.3 MAP forecast in the RTP is based on a
number of assumptions that need to be supported within the growth forecast and
other transportation elements of the RTP. These include:

¢ Improved ground access reliability: It is assumed that additional access routes
will be constructed to decrease the dependence on Route 14 in providing access
to PMD. The projects that are assumed should be on the constrained RTP
project list and listed in the document.

o Future Trip Propensities increased: [t is assumed that more high income, high
tech employment will be present in the Antelope Valley. Is this assumption
consistent with the employment forecast used in the RTP?

¢ Free shuttle service to airports and Low Cost Parking: The cost for these
services needs to be considered in terms of available financial resources to
support them.
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Supplemental Reports

Aviation and Ground Access Report: Please note the following specific comments
and corrections related to information in the Aviation and Airport Ground Access
Supplemental Report.

e The Airport Ground Access Element is referred to in the Aviation and Ground
Access Report but it is not included in it or as an appendix. The ground
access element should be included.

e On Pg 18 under Item 8. Planned facility and ground access improvements,
the following corrections shouid be made:

All projects listed here should refer to projects also listed in the RTIP
or RTP and use the same identification number.

LAX 1: Widen Sepulveda (Manchester to Lincoln). Although this
roadway also serves air passengers, the primary purpose of this
project is not specifically to improve airport access.

LAX 2/ LAX 4: Upgrade 1105 Off-ramps to Sepulveda. Should be
changed to “Widen westbound 1105 off ramp to Northbound
Sepulveda”. '
LAX 8: Light Rail or Transit on Century Blvd. s this referring to the
extension of the Green Line to the north? This project is not under
construction.

LAX 12: No Left Turn Lanes on Aviation/Airport. This project is not
planned, programmed or under construction.

“New Projects” should be changed to "Planned Projects”

LAX 28: Grade Separation on Douglas. This is a City of El Segundo
project that is unrelated to LAX ground access.

LAX 29: Additional Left Turn Lanes on La Cienega at Centinela: This
is a City of Los Angeles Project that is not related to LAX ground
access.

Delete Tentative Plans bullet

LAX 20/21 Lincoln Blvd: No Project description here. There is some
construction on Lincoln at this time.

LAX 23: 1-10 HOV Lanes (SR90-1105): Change to I-405 HOV lanes
and add to Under Construction portion of the list.

LAX 9: Century to Sepulveda: No project description.

LAX 17/26: Downgrade by the City of L.A.: No project description.
Please add to Planned Projects list: Widening of Aviation Blvd.
between 111™ and Imperial Hwy.

e On Pg. 19 under Item 9: The Tom Bradley International Terminal (TBIT)
airside and landside improvements described are not part of the LAX Master
Pian. The Flyaway program is no longer planned to provide exclusive access
to the internal CTA curb front. '
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e On Pg. 22 under Item 8: Reference should be made only to planned and

~ programmed projects that are in the RTIP or proposed in the RTP.

e Pg. 25 LAWA will be deferring environmental documentation for the PMD
Master Plan until projects described in the draft master p|an are closer to
design and construction.

Goods Movement Report: Page 31 of this supplemental report and also Pg. 126 of
the main report shows proposed grade separation projects in San Bernardino
County. Projects 1 and 17, Grove Avenue and Archibald Avenue both on the
Alhambra line are completed projects. Also, on that page, the two grade separation
projects at Vineyard should be distinguished in the Project Description Llst by the rail
line they are on.

Thank you for the opportunity to review the 2008 Draft RTP. We hope that these
comments will be helpful in developing a successful plan that meets the region’s
needs. If you have any questions regarding this information, please contact Paula
McHargue, Supervising Transportation Planner at 310-646-9181 or

pmchargue@lawa.org.

Sincerely,

/’%”1 7 ~—

Rogef A. Jolfison
Deputy Executive Director

RJ:PM:pm




January 29, 2008

Antonio R. Villaraigosa, Mayor

City of Los Angeles

. Rita Robinson

oard of Harbor s

Commissioners General Manager, Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT)
. 100 S. Main St., 10™ Floor

Pesth Los Angeles, CA 90012

Jeriyn Lopez Mendoza RE: Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)

Vice President

Kaylynn L. Kim
Dear Ms. Robinson:

Douglas P. Krause

Joseph R. Radisich The Port of Los Angeles has been collaborating with other City departments on the

. preparation of RTP comments for submittal to the City Council. The Port has the

Coraaine fralz, M) following comments on the Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan (December 6,
2007):

Container Fees: The draft 2008 RTP assumes container fees to fund approximately $42
billion worth of goods movement related highway and freight rail projects. These fees
are assumed to be State-imposed (i.e., SB 974), federally-imposed, or from Ports of
Long Beach/Los Angeles (Ports) generated fees. The Ports of Long Beach/Los Angeles
(Ports) approved a cargo fee on January 14, 2008 to help fund several critical, nationally
4055 paosverdes st Significant intermodal transportation system projects that are included in the draft 2008

RTP. The projects selected to be partially funded by the Ports Infrastructure Cargo Fee
Fost Office Box 151 (ICF) are as follows:

San Pedro, CA Q0733015 ¢ (Gerald Desmond Bridge Replacement (Port of Long Beach)
e SR-47 Expressway (Alameda Corridor Transportation Authority)
e Navy Way/Seaside Avenue Interchange (Port of Los Angeles)
www portofiosangeles org » 1-110 Connectors Program (Port of Los Angeles)

e South Wilmington Grade Separation (Port of Los Angeles)

e Ports Rail System (Ports & ACTA)

Tel/TDD 310 SEA-PORT

Several critical points of clarification are as follows: 1) the Ports will collect and control
the fee proceeds; 2) the fee will be restricted for only the projects listed above, and not
for any other project identified in the RTP; 3) the fee will be collected at a specific
rate/year as follows (subject to change): $15/loaded TEU in 2009, $18 in 2010-2011,
$14 in 2012-2014, and $10 in 2015. The fee will generate approximately $1.39 billion
over seven years, as compared to the $42 billion assumed in the RTP. Industry’s share,
estimated to be approximately 47% in aggregate for all of the ICF projects, was
computed based upon a detailed nexus analysis and an assumed amount of non-Ports,
public funds. The nexus analysis determined the pro-rata share of Ports vehicular and
train volumes for all of the designated projects.

An Affirmative Action/ 00
Equal Opportunity Employer Recycled and Recyclable ey
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Additionally, while it is difficult to predict the outcome of SB 974, the Ports remain
committed to working with our regional partners in addressing regional intermodal
transportation system needs, such as the Alameda Corridor-East Trade Corridor
Program. We are still evaluating the Ports ICF for these regional projects, among other
options. Furthermore, although it is unclear how the RTP rail fees would be collected, it
should be noted that no additional fees will be provided by the Ports ICF or the existing
Alameda Corridor Transportation Authority fee, which is solely for debt service for the
Alameda Corridor.

Two additional points of clarification regarding the assumed SB 974 fees are as follows:
1) SB 974 fees are not presently proposed for highway projects, and 2) half of the fee is
proposed for emission reduction projects, not transportation projects.

High Speed Regional Transportation (HSRT)-Freight — As noted in the RTP, the
Ports are in the midst of conducting a feasibility study of implementing an HSRT/zero
emissions container mover system in the Ports area. This study is due to be completed in
the first quarter of CY2008. As such, it has not been determined if a system will be
constructed in the Ports area. More importantly, the connection from the Ports area to
the proposed and referenced segment in the 1-710 corridor will need to be determined via
the 1-710 Corridor EIS/EIR. Preparation of this document, along with preliminary
engineering commences in February 2008, and will take about three to four years to
complete. Another key point of clarification is that the HSRT system is not needed to
accommodate the projected Ports Year 2030 throughput of 42.5 million TEUs, which
has been incorporated into the RTP baseline. The Ports of Long Beach/Los Angeles
have determined that assuming several proposed terminal projects, the Ports can
accommodate up to 42.5 million TEUs (which given projected market demand, will be
reached sometime between the Year 2020 and 2030).

“Business Case: Rail Expansion, Emission Reduction, and Grade Separation”: The
statement, “...Because the rail capacity investments have the potential to increase
throughput for goods shipped through the Ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles, and
reduce the need for port investment for additional capacity..” is flawed for the following
reason: the Ports estimated terminal capacity is independent of the rail infrastructure, and
thus rail capacity improvements outside the Ports do not reduce the need for Port
terminal improvements.

Inland Ports: Firstly, it is unclear if the “Inland Port” concept is an actual RTP project,
or merely recommended for further study. The inland port needs to be studied in more
detail than what has been done to date by SCAG. There are many issues to consider and
resolve such as: candidate market segments, trucking costs, mainline rail capacity, and
pending proposed intermodal facility projects throughout the region. More importantly,
inland ports/facilities are not needed to accommodate the projected Ports Year 2030
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throughput of 42.5 million TEUs, which has been incorporated into the RTP baseline.
The Ports of Long Beach/Los Angeles have determined that assuming several proposed
terminal projects, the Ports can accommodate up to 42.5 million TEUs (which given
projected market demand, will be reached sometime between the Year 2020 and 2030).
It is not currently economically viable to move non-long haul containers via rail to an
inland facility. Not withstanding the economical viability, the railroads will not
presently permit these types of short-haul trains on their mainline tracks. Additionally,
the number of containers with their first point of rest in the Inland Empire is not a
significant amount at this time, based upon detailed origin destination surveys conducted
by the Ports of Long Beach/Los Angeles. The inland port concept needs to studied much
more comprehensively and broadly, and involving all entities of the supply chain. Inland
port/intermodal facilities are not viable in the near-term or mid-term, but may be viable
post-2020, and if the Ports container forecasts exceed 43 million TEUs.

If you have any questions, or need additional information please contact me at 310-732-
7702.

Sincerely,

Kerry Crtwright
Director of Goods Movement

KC:s

cc: Miles Mitchell, LADOT
Jenny Chavez, Port of Los Angeles
David Libatique, Office of Mayor Antonio R. Villaraigosa
Eric Shen, Port of Long Beach
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES
INTER-DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE

January 24, 2008

TO: Miles Mitchell
Senior Management Analyst
Department of Transportation
MS 725

FROM: Jane Blumenfeld <10w®_
Principal City Planner
Department of City Planning

SUBJECT: Comments on SCAG 2008 Regional Transportation Plan

The Los Angeles Department of City Planning (DCP) strongly supports the
Southern California Association of Governments’ Regional Transportation Plan.
DCP has been an active participant in the SCAG’s “2% Strategy” that engaged
local governments in establishing growth vision for the region and promoting
sustainable and balanced development. DCP staff also participates in various
working groups including: Economic and Human Development Committee (CEHD),
Growth Visioning Committee (GVC), Forecasting Technical Task Force (FTTF),
Regional Transportation Plan Technical Advisory Committee (RTP TAC), Modeling
Task Force, Transportation and Communication Committee (TCC), and Data Task
Force. DCP’s comments on the 2008 RTP and PEIR are presented below.

RTP Land Use Impacts

The 2008 RTP Land Use/ Transportation strategies are similar to the City’s smart
growth policies adopted by the City Council as part of the City's General Plan.
Individual Community Plans contain land use and zoning maps that show the
distribution of land uses permitted by category of use and intensity of development
in much greater detail than adopted in the General Plan Framework Element. The
Community Plans are revised periodically to reflect changed conditions and follow
the same approval and adoption process as any other general plan element. DCP
is currently revising 12 of the City’'s 35 community plans.

The RTP PEIR recognizes that despite mitigation measures, the land use impacts
of the proposed policies and strategies may remain significant. The data provided
in both the RTP and PEIR are not sufficiently detailed to evaluate the extent to
which individual community plans would meet the requirement of being consistent
with the RTP. Furthermore, SCAG has not yet developed a methodology to
perform consistency analysis of local general plans with the RTP.




Baseline versus Policy Growth Forecast

Out of the 24,056,000 population forecast for the SCAG region for the year 2035,
the policy growth forecast allocates 250,000 more people than the baseline
growth forecast for Los Angeles County (12 588 vs 12 338 million respectively).
The policy growth forecast focuses on key opportunity areas that could
accommodate greater density, such as transit station areas, transit corridors and
activity centers, similar to the City’s smart growth policies, to achieve greater air
quality benefits through reductions in vehicle miles travelled, vehicle hours
travelled and delay and increases in transit use. |t is reasonable to assume that
most of the additional quarter million people assigned by the policy 2035 growth
forecast to Los Angeles County would have to reside within the City of Los
Angeles. It is however, infeasible to fully assess the potential impact of this
growth on the city’s infrastructure and services within the timeframe of the RTP
comment period.

In addition, DCP requests that, in Chapter Ill, Page 90 of the RTP, the following
sentence be deleted because it is inaccurate: “For example, planning around the
Exposition Line...had stimulated little TOD.” The City does not have a model
TOD ordinance.

We look forward to working in continued partnership with SCAG to create a more
sustainable Southern California.
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

The Environmental Affairs Department has reviewed selected portions of the Draft 2008
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Draft Program Environmental Impact Report prepared
by the Southern California Association of Governments. We are forwarding these comments to
you for incorporation into the Department of Transportation’s report to City Council with City

CITY OF LOS ANGELES
INTER-DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE

January 29, 2008

Rita Robinson, General Manager
LADOT

Detrich B. Allen, General Managerﬂa%
Environmental Affairs Department

Comments on the Draft 2008 RTP and Program EIR

staff comments on these documents.

If you have any questions on these comments, please call me at (213) 978-0840, or contact

Gretchen Hardison of my staff at (213) 978-0852.




ATTACHMENT
Environmental Affairs Department
Comments on Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan
And Draft Program Environmental Impact Report

These comments are provided based on a review of selected portions of the Draft RTP
Appendices and the Draft Program EIR.

General Comments

In May 2007, the City of Los Angeles introduced Green LA: An Action Plan to Lead the
Nation in Fighting Global Warming. This climate action plan provided the framework
for over 50 individual actions to mitigate greenhouse gas emissions from municipal and
community activities in Los Angeles, including emissions from the transportation sector.
We know that implementing transportation measures in this region requires a
collaborative effort with many agencies, including SCAG. We would like to ensure that
the strategies in the RTP are not in conflict with the City’s proposals and programs. We
would be happy to meet with your staff to discuss potential partnerships and funding to
implement these measures that will improve traffic by reducing congestion and
expanding public transportation.

As land use issues are addressed in the RTP and associated Program EIR, SCAG must be
sure to consult with the local governments that have land use authority. As policies and
mitigation measures are proposed, SCAG must work jointly with local governments to
interpret and implement these land use policies and programs.

'Goods Movement
This section should include specific details on the benefits to communities if the

programs proposed in the RTP are implemented, e.g., would traffic delays improve and
by how much. If these benefits are discussed elsewhere in the documents, please
reference the location of this discussion.

Transportation Conformity

State in this document which projects are required to be included in order to meet the
Conformity tests. At minimum, note in the project listings which projects were used in
the conformity analyses and refer to that section here.

Page 7
2008 RTP — Base Year: The base year for 8-hour ozone and PM2.5 is 2002; for all other
pollutants the base year is 1990.” Explain why the base years are not the same for all

pollutants,

Page 8

SCAG’s Regional Travel Demand Model

“The Model was validated for the Year 2003, which is the base year for the 2008 RTP.”
Explain why the model validation was not for a more recent year or why the base year for
the 2008 RTP isn’t more recent.




Comments on Draft 2008 RTP Page 2
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Page 18 :
“Trip rates used in trip generation are based on the 2000 Travel Survey.” Why was the
2000 Travel Survey used for trip generation? Are these the most recent data?

Environmental Justice

Page 16 (and 21)

The aviation noise analysis notes increased noise impacts for those living near highways.
It seems logical to assume that these same populations located along highways would
experience increased pollutant exposures to CO and PM, localized pollutants that are
heavily influenced by mobile sources. Please review the TAZ-based air pollution
exposure analysis to ensure that additional exposure impacts are not being missed.

Page 18 (first paragraph) -

Provide a numerical breakdown along with the percentage breakdown of the high
concentration of minority and low—income populations noted in this paragraph to give a
sense of the total population impacted.

Page 18 _
Explain why the noise impact threshold is 65 db for aviation noise and 66 db for the

highway noise analysis? These should be consistent.

Page 19 (last paragraph)
Again, please include actual population figures to give a better sense of the total
population impacted.

Page 20 (first paragraph)
In recognition of the disparate highway noise impacts on minority populations, what
strategies can SCAG incorporate or recommend to reduce similar impacts from future

projects?
Draft Program EIR for the Draft 2008 RTP

Page 2-12: Describe the “4D” model and provide more detail of this analysis in an
Appendix. It is unclear from the text how another 50% reduction in VMT is projected,
based solely on land use characteristics.

Page 3.2-12: Last paragraph. Clarify that SCAG region represents approx 52% of
statewide ghg emissions from the three identified sectors, not 52% of total statewide
emissions.

Page 3.2-12: Footnotes. Provide more information on the calculation of ghg in the SCAG
region. Also refer the reader to Appendix B for further information. Aside from
providing a better understanding of these calculations, this information may be useful to
other entities attempting to calculate emissions in smaller jurisdictions.
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Page 3.2-20: Does SCAG anticipate that the “full effect of growth policies contained
within the RTP” would further reduce emissions, or increase them? It is our
understanding that the growth policies (if this refers to the Compass Blueprint) are
voluntary. Please explain how the growth policies relate to air quality impact projections,
especially in the interpolated years.

Page 3.2-22: Define “substantially greater” than existing levels.

Page 3.2-23: Provide the percentage and annual ton increase for PM10 and PM2.5 in this
paragraph.

Page 3.2-23: Table 3.2-5 paragraph: Is this increase projected due to re-entrained road
dust as well? If so, add that language here.

Page 3.2-24: The mitigation measures listed in MMAQ-1 and MMAQ-2 are already
adopted or planned. The beneficial impacts of these measures should be included in the
future baseline projections, or called out as known measures that will be part of the Plan,
rather than being termed mitigation measures that need to be added to the Plan.

Page 3.2-31: Clarify in the statement at the top of the page the source of the significant
increase in emissions. Is it re-entrained road dust only, or would tailpipe emissions of
PM2.5 also be significant? Do any of the mitigation measures listed here address re-
entrained road dust? :

Page 3.2-34: Perhaps these “mitigation measures” can be termed Best Management
Practices, and this document can strongly encourage local lead agencies for construction
projects to require these measures on a project-specific basis. It is unclear how SCAG
could monitor or enforce these and other “mitigation measures” on projects for which
SCAG is not the lead agency. As noted in the general comments above, please work
closely with local land use agencies to interpret and implement such measures.

Page 3.2-40: To be consistent with previous impact and mitigation discussions, the
“mitigation measure™ section here should list approved rules and regulations that lead to
reductions in ship, stationary, and area source emissions. Text should assume
compliance with these regulations as part of the Plan and not add-on mitigation that
would not otherwise occur.

Page 3.2-42: The mitigation measure section should note that the ARB is working to
develop and implement a number of measures to reduce ghg emissions from various
sources, including the transportation sector. Again, compliance with any future statewide
regulations should be assumed. The burden of reducing these emissions will not fall
entirely on project proponents and lead agencies. Examples include the low-carbon fuel

- standard and AB1493, described earlier in this document. As the state and region move
forward with standardized methodologies to estimate ghg emissions, the relative benefits
of implementing transportation and land use measures will become more clear.
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Appendix B — Air Quality

Page 4: Corridors selected for risk analysis: Proximity to high density residential uses is
another important criterion to select study corridors, given that the intent is to address
worst case risk situations. Would using the two criteria together (heavy usage and
proximity to dense residential uses) have resulted in different freeway segments being
studied?

Page 9: Provide a brief discussion of the differences between the ISCST3 and CALINE4
models and how results may have been different if the other model was used.

Air Quality Greenhouse Gas Calculation Methodology:

Construction Emissions

Provide the source(s) of information used to determine the number and size of future
construction projects, and the amount of residential and nonresidential projects. Also,
what is the basis and meaning of the 5 percent and 10 percent redevelopment factors?

Mobile Emissions
Are mobile sources a large component of methane emissions? Please provide

approximate percentage of regional CH4 emissions that come from the transportation
sector.
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Metro REVISED

PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING COMMITTEE
JANUARY 16, 2008

SUBJECT: COMMENTS ON SCAG DRAFT 2008 REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION PLAN

ACTION: APPROVE METRO COMMENT LETTER ON THE DRAFT 2008
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN

RECOMMENDATION

Approve for release comments on the Souther California Association of
Governments’ (SCAG) Draft Regional Transportation Plan (RTP).

ISSUE
In December 2007, SCAG released the Draft 2008 RTP for public comment. The
RTP identifies regional transportation priorities for the six-county region through

2035.

POLICY IMPLICATIONS

All our projects and priorities must be included in SCAG’s RTP to be eligible for
federal funds. Conversely, any projects in Los Angeles County that are included in
the RTP that are not supported by us are also eligible for federal funding and if
included in the RTP may be required for air quality conformity purposes. Projects
required for air quality conformity purposes must be implemented unless substituted
with projects of equal air quality benefit.

OPTIONS

The Board can approve the release of the comment letter, modify the comment letter,
or choose not to release a formal comment letter.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

The RTP identifies a $569 $545 billion transportation program for the six-county area
through 2035, consisting of $413 billion in traditional revenue sources and $156 $132
billion in revenue increases or innovative financing strategies. Los Angeles County is
assumed to generate $231.7 billion in traditional revenue sources through 2035.

0311807220



BACKGROUND

In early December 2007, SCAG released its Draft 2008 RTP for public review.
Comments are due by February 18, 2008. Attached for the Board’s consideration is a
draft letter of comment on the Draft RTP.

In general, the draft RTP is a well written document that properly identifies many of
the key transportation issues that the region is facing. One of the most significant
differences between the Draft 2008 RTP and our adopted 2001 Long Range
Transportation Plan (LRTP), is that many new transportation projects have been
proposed in the RTP for Los Angeles County that are beyond revenues that we
assume to be available from traditional sources. SCAG is assuming that these
projects are funded with a combination of traditional funding, innovative funding
(e.g., container fees and public private partnerships), revenue increases (e.g., SCAG is
assuming a 10 cent increase in the state gas tax and a 10 cent increase in the federal
gas tax), and traditional funds between 2030 and 2035 that have no Board
commitments. These projects include the following:

e 1-710 Truck Lanes between ports and SR-60

e 1-710 Tunnel from I-10 to I-210

e High Desert Corridor connecting LA and San Bernardino
e 1.5 Carpool and Truck Climbing Lanes in Santa Clarita

e 1.5 Carpool Lanes from SR 19 (Rosemead Blvd) to I-710
+—US-101-High-Occupaney-Foll Lanesfrom-SR-23-te-SR-170
* Regional Connector

¢ Green Line LRTP Extension

¢ Gold Line Extension to Montclair

e Purple Line Extension to Western and La Cienega

e High Speed Rail System

o Rail Capacity Improvements (Tier 4 engines, grade separations, capacity
improvements)

¢ Orangeline Maglev Project in Southeastern Los Angeles County and Orange

County

COMMENTS ON SCAG DRAFT 2008 REGIONAL 2
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Many of the above projects are included in our 2001 Strategic Plan. Staff will work
with SCAG to reconcile financial forecasts between the two agencies, and to
determine if these projects assume new funding commitments from traditional
funding sources. If any of the projects are removed from the Draft 2008 RTP, they
would not be eligible for preliminary engineering or environmental analysis in
accordance with Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A
Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU),

SCAG plans to adopt a final RTP in March or April of 2008. Metro is scheduled to
release its draft LRTP in March 2008 and adopt the final LRTP in June 2008. Since
the adoption of the LRTP will be after the adoption of the RTP, staff will coordinate
closely with SCAG staff throughout the LRTP development and review process. If
there is any conflict in projects or project schedules between the final LRTP and final
RTP, SCAG could amend their RTP to incorporate any necessary changes after our
LRTP is adopted. There is precedent for amending the RTP. The SCAG 2004 RTP
was recently amended to incorporate the CMIA projects from the state bond
initiative.

NEXT STEPS
Upon Board approval, our comments will be transmitted to SCAG for their

consideration in developing their final 2008 RTP. SCAG is scheduled to adopt their
final 2008 RTP at their March or April Regional Council meeting.

Prepared By: Brad McAllester, Executive Officer
Long Range Planning & Coordination

ATTACHMENTS

A. Draft comment letter on SCAG Draft 2008 RTP
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Carol Inge g
Chief Planning Officer

Roger Snobled/
Chief Executive Officer
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Attachment A
Draft Comment Letter on SCAG Draft 2008 RTP

January 24, 2008

Hasan Tkhrata, Executive Director

Southern California Association of Governments
818 West Seventh Street, 12th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017-3435

Dear Mr. Ikhrata:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Southern California Association of
Governments’ (SCAG) Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). We would
like to compliment SCAG on the inclusive process that was undertaken to develop
the draft RTP. In general, we find the document to be well written in identifying
many of the key challenges facing our region through 2035. The Metro Board has
approved the following comments at their January 24th meeting, and requests that
they be addressed in developing the final 2008 RTP.

1. In January, the Metro Board was briefed on preliminary recommendations for
Metro's draft 2008 LRTP. That briefing included a presentation on our updated
financial model, which has been revised to reflect expected increases in project
construction costs as well as the impact of the State funding shortfall. SCAG
should be aware that Metro does not anticipate adding any new projects in the
draft 2008 LRTP and the schedule of some existing projects may be impacted.
Metro’s planning staff will coordinate with SCAG planning staff and provide you
with our latest financial assumptions, as well as project, cost, and scheduling
assumptions.

2. The draft 2008 LRTP identifies various projects that have not been approved by
the Metro Board through the 2001 LRTP. We note that Metro anticipates
releasing its draft 2008 LRTP in March 2008 and adopting a final 2008 LRTP in
June 2008. As a result, SCAG should be aware that it may need to amend its RTP
to reflect Metro’s adopted LRTP as some future point. We note that there is
precedent for such amendments, as the 2004 RTP was recently amended to
incorporate CMIA projects funded through the State Bond. Projects not included
in Metro’s Constrained LRTP to date include the following:

7

e 1-710 Truck Lanes between ports and SR-60

e 1.710 Tunnel from I-10 to [-210

COMMENTS ON SCAG DRAFT 2008 REGIONAL 5
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» High Desert Corridor connecting LA and San Bernardino
¢ -5 Carpool and Truck Climbing Lanes in Santa Clarita

¢ -5 Carpool Lanes from SR 19 (Rosemead Blvd) to I-710
+—US5-101-High-Oceupaney Toll Lanes-from SR-23-t6-SR-170
¢ Regional Connector

¢ Green Line LRTP Extension

e Gold Line Extension to Montclair

e Purple Line Extension to Western and La Cienega

e High Speed Rail System

» Rail Capacity Improvements (Tier 4 engines, grade separations, capacity
improvements) '

¢ Orangeline Maglev Project in Southeastern Los Angeles County and Orange
County

3. Through the review and adoption of the Air Plan, Metro provided comments
regarding rail electrification and Tier 4 locomotives, which were assumed to be
funded and implemented by 2014, Metro expressed its concern as to whether P
these programs could be accomplished by that deadline. SCAG should clarify -
whether these proposals are still included in the draft RTP. We remain concerned
that SCAG not commit to these strategies or others, that cannot realistically be
attained on schedule and would put the region at risk for air quality sanctions and
the loss of federal transportation dollars.

4. We have reviewed SCAG’s demographic forecast for Los Angeles County and 7
have noted that population and employment is decreasing in comparison to the
2004 RTP, in various corridors where major transit facilities are planned. We are
concerned that these reductions are not consistent with SCAG’s stated goal to
encourage development along transit corridors, and we would seek revisions to
growth forecasted for these corridors.

@ It is our understanding that SCAG did not include its MAGLEV proposal in its air <
quality conformity analysis and that conformity was attained without this project.
This is consistent with the 2004 RTP, which listed the MAGLEYV in its constrained
program but did not assume air quality credit for it. We recommend that this
practice be continued for the 2008 RTP. We would also like to see the RTP

COMMENTS ON SCAG DRAFT 2008 REGIONAL , 6
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confirm that this project is fully funded through private funds, and that Metro has -
no financial obligation.

6. We will work with SCAG staff to ensure that SCAG is aware of our LRTP
schedules for Los Angeles County transportation projects. It is important for air
quality conformity purposes that the RTP project schedules to be consistent with
Metro’s project schedules. We need to avoid the need to go through the air

quality substitution process that happened to Metro on the Red Line and to OCTA
on the Centerline project.

7. Attached to this letter are additional comments on specific elements of the draft
RTP.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft RTP. Metro looks forward to
working with SCAG in addressing these comments. If you have any questions,
please contact Brad McAllester at 213-922-2914.

Sincerely,

Roger Snoble
Chief Executive Officer

COMMENTS ON SCAG DRAFT 2008 REGIONAL 7
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ADDITIONAL COMMENTS ON DRAFT 2008 RTP

o Page 13, SCAG states that an additional $10B is needed for arterial and transit
related system preservation needs through 2035 (27years from now). Metro’s
latest survey includes an unfunded backlog of $9.9 B for Los Angeles County for
every road and type of system preservation - 3R, Maintenance for Arterials and
Local Streets. System preservation needs for arterials are estimated at
approximately $5.4 B for arterials comprised of:

$1.2 B for Arterial 3R unmet backlog

$2.8 B for annual Arterial 3r unmet cost to maintain backlog for 27 years
$0.167B of unmet maintenance backlog

$1.2B for annual Arterial maintenance Unmet cost to maintain for 27 years.

There is another $4 5.5B of system preservation needs on local streets
(maintenance and 3R).

o Projects in the Pipeline (p. 95): 5/14 HOV connector will be in construction
shortly, and others such as 5/170, 57/60, 405/605, etc. are not even in the strategic
element of our LRTP. In addition, I-405 HOV gap closure in the Westside of LA
(1t bullet), I-5 and SR-14 (3% bullet), I-5 and I-605 (4 bullet), I-10 and SR-60 (5t
bullet) and US-101 {7t bullet) are all too broad and are in need of better
clarification.

o The RTP references a Major Corridor Study that has been completed for SR-60.
Metro is not aware of this Study. The Multi-County Goods Movement Action
Plan (MCGMAP) considered preliminary criteria and conducted modeling to
identify an East/West freight corridor. The final recommendation of the
MCGMAP, however, is that further analysis of parallel East/West corridors needs
to take place with consideration given to both alternative technologies and
potential East/West non-freeways corridors.

e Metro is pleased to see SCAG’s inclusion of alternative technology methods for
moving goods.

COMMENTS ON SCAG DRAFT 2008 REGIONAL 8
TRANSPORTATION PLAN



GJo | ebed ASISUBWIWOD SHYDS Buissaippe go-10-20 HDYOS 1041 dILY 1OAV]

}SIj wouy s)sixe BuiwiwesBboid Juauns ou(9e6'0l wed

anouwial 0] YO Juswwos [‘1oafoid pajebiiqo Aisnotaaid - 0L.£966V AL 3noain pasop g (SIND) subig abessapy ajqeabuey) [[BISul ‘aremyos (SD1VY) walsAs

S, OVOS UM Induod [ouoD oyel) aAndepy ay Bunjelsul Ag weisAs (DYSLY) [0JUOD B SOUE|RAING dujel]

psiewolny Bunsixe ay) spelbdn - (SD1V) ueld Juswsbeuep oyjel| >ued uopisodx3

1Sl wouy sjsixe Buiwwesboud Juauno ou(199°|L 87 wawsbeuep

anoWal 0} MO Juswwod|alosd pajebiqo Asnoinald - 0DE966V oyjel| s,Qqunon pasodoid ay) pue Jajua) (DYS1V) [01uUc) pue Sdue|laAINg

S$,OVIS YIm Inouo) oyjel) payewolny bupsixs s,Ai0 8y usemieq yul| ejep e apiacid o} Jojesbs)ul

we)sAs e dojanep |m Joaloid sty - peloid uopeibajui Juswsebeueyy aujel] Aunc)/AD

11| wioyy s)sixa Bulwweiboid yuauno oufL10'y ‘uoyjezijouueys 1@3o0d uin} Y| SNoUeA

aAowal 0} YO uswwod|yoafoid pajebiqo Asnoiraid - €14966V1 SE [[@M SB UOnoalip Yora Ul SSUER| OM) 10) MOJ[E |liM PUE SNUSAY HoYS 0} "pAlg uolBuiyseps

S,9VDS YlIM InduoD) W0l SNUBAY BlaURUSD UBPIM - ("eAy Hoys o] 'ig uojbulysepn) Buiuspipg ejpunua)

1S1) wioy #Q| dILY apircad asesid - J11LY W Z]226°1L nd Jou aJe suopdasIsjul asay Bujwy [eubis ajeinooe ainsul 0} SUONO8sISU) pazieubis

aAoWal 0} YO Juswwod|aseyd jo piodal ou asimiayjo ‘pajebliqo pajoauuoDIRjuUI-UOU pEg/ 0) dn Jo) ‘WaSAS UOIEDIUNWIWOS pUgAY B BIA ‘asind aw

S,OVDS YiM inouon Alsnoiaaid | @seuyd, Z0S966v1 peziuoiyouks e apiacid jiim 10foid siyj - || @sBUd @1nso) des) Joauuoalau] ~OYS1Y

ISIj woyy s)sixa Buiwwesbosd Jusuno oufeyg sl 2 9 Bunoyuow [eubis Jiyel) awi) jeas paseqg-1aindwod e Jo uonejuswalduwl

aAowWal 0] YO Juswwod|1os8foid pajediqo Asnoiraid - LOSOE6V T niy) suooesiaiul pezijeubls gg Alerewixoidde 0y ainyoniseyul Quoud snq P saniioe) adhy

S, OVOS Yim Induod (OVSLY) [0RUOD B SOUB(|IBAING Jljjel] pejeloinyy - JOpLIoD AM4 S)els uspIoD - DVSLY

pajediqo Ajsnoinsid #Q| d11Y apnoad ssesid - 4|1 W Z[OPS L1 ‘Juswdojaasp Auadoud sbeinoous pue uoie|nola

sem yoiym Joafoid | |aseyd jo piooal ou asimieyo ‘pajeblqo ouyesy paacidu o} Joai)g epawely aroidw pue ubije ‘uspim o) Aessadau Aem-jo-1ybu ey

aseyd ojul pajesodiooul Aisnoiasud || aseyd, £diLS86V 4o uolysinboe pue |esiesdde ay) st Z eseyd - ubisspay [eusuy buudg ‘Naeeng epswely
Apesuie si josloud siy]

1S| Wouy anowal 0} Yo| #q| diLy apinosd aseaid ‘diLH 9002 ut|LGL'S "s9]9buy S0 UMOJUMOQ YIIM "PAIG SWEpPY Je Aemyisuel |

‘8)o|dwoo 9,001 JSow|e| iy} Jo pIodal ou puy ued ¢losfosd maN 10GJBH JO SnUILID] WBYMON ay) Bundsuuod sieuape Jofew uo sjuswyes)) frequalagold

pue GG ul papund AOH/SNY SPIACI - UMOJUMOQ YHAA UOIOBUUOD AOH [Blsuy Aemyisuel] Jogiey

Is1j woy sisixe bulwiweiboid Juaund ou|gse -dwiel-uo Gop-| 8y} ojuo 1ab 0} buniem saOIYSA Aq aue] SIU) Jo abexoojq

aAowal 0} O ‘Yuswwod |19afoid pajebiiqo Ajsnoaid - yZH966V1 ayy Aq pesnes Bupiosuamoqg ay) Bunuanaid g) 0 0} WOl "PA/g BPEAINDSS UO aue| gInd

SOVOS YIM Induo) PUNOQUINOS By} USPIAA - 1S JES|USDID) pue |g BINJUSA usamjaq Buluspipy ig epaajndag

181| woyy s)sixa Bulwwesboid yuauuns oulp s Y3| g/s pugz e pue epaandeg je jeuoeN Uo sue} uIN}-}ysj puz e ‘dwes-uo

aAowal 0} YO Juswwod|osfoid pajebiqo Aisnoircid - 61966V q/s SOv' | @Y} Joy auej Ajuo uinjybu g/e [euchippe UB % SUk| UIN}-1J8] g/M pug B 10j MOjjB

S, OVOS UM Jnduo) flim R "PAIg [RUCIEN USPIM - 'Ig BPBAINdag o} oy 8jjSimes wosd Buluapip '|g [eucieN

yo8loid jeuonippe, 009t ‘sdwel-}jo epaandsg g YseN usamieq ‘Aemasl) sujuiew 0G88.1

SB 3U0 Siy} apnjoul ay) uo auej AjUo-}ixa gaA PUZ PPE 9 D4jel) Jo Saue| Z 0} | woyj “pAlg epeandas gN o)

0} SABY JOU Op JULWIIO0D dwes-jo Go1-) g Bunsixe ay) uapipy - Buiuapipy dwey-JO 9M SO LI/ PAIg epaAindag
S, OVOS UM Induo)

S| Wouy sysixa Bunwwelboud yuannd ou|gec’s ‘dueg)|

aAowal 0} YO ‘Juswwios |yasfoid pajebijqo Aisnonaid - g0¥966V 1 uin} ya] Aem-0M] SNONURUOD B UM SBUe| 9 0} S8UE) ¢ Z wol) efaus|) e pue ‘pAlg

Yiim Jnouod Hodiny ueemiaqg 19aNS SBHA Jogquy JO Buiuapipg - 96UBYDISIU| GOY-1198RS SBJIA Joquy

25 = 2 R

S.OVIS

Uela uopeiodsuel | [euoiBay 800Z S,9V0S 10} S}93[0Jd di Ly Sejebuy S0 JO A} [EUORIPPY




G jo g sbed A8I'SjUBIWOD SOYDS Butssaippe 80-10-20 DVIS 104 1 dI1Y LOAV
d40 £002| #Q1 dILY apinosd sses|d ‘di1Y 9002 U[000°0S0°L *aUg| pPUNOQUINOS PUB pUNogUUOU [euolippe ue apiroid
sVLI Ybnoiy) papund|siy) jo piodal ou puy ue) ¢osfosd maN 0} g 9DIUSA Je '|g U[odUI JO SapIS Ulog USPIAA - ‘|9 8D1USA Je Buiuapipp ‘19 ujodun
d40 £002| #al d11Y apiaoid esesid ‘di1y 9002 ul|000'950°L "dwiel uo AMd 01-| 8y} 0} sseode aaoidwi pue Ajoeded jeuonippe
s,v¥LW ybnoiy) papund|siy} jo piodal ou puy ue) ¢yoaloid meN apinold 0} °|g 801U/ JO SAPIS Yjog UspIpn - 'Ig ebaual) e 1e Buiuspipp '1g So1usp
joeloid , Jeuonippe, 000'89.'9 ‘9AY PUBLIBAQ UO BUB| pUNOqUUON eC.,a0v]
SE 9UO Sy} Spnjdu; jeuonippe ue apiacid o} abplig BuissoI2IaA0 BY) UBPIA - 01 -] JOAQ 8bpug "eAy pueueAQ
0} 9ABY JOU Op ‘JUSWIWO0D
S, OVIS Uiim InduoH
151t woyy| sisixa Buiwwesboid yuaino ou ‘109loid[000‘'soy ‘9 Aemayig J1aAry V1
AA0WAI 0} YO JUSWWOD pajebiqgo Aisnoiraid - Z#08DOY1 pue saue| [euoippe 10} a6pliq ay) USPIAA - Aemaxig B Joaly Y] JanQ abpug 1S uamouen
S, OVOS Uim JInduodH
yosloid jeuomppe, 000°10.'G Kemaxig JoAY v pue p80800V1
SE 9UOo SIY} spnjoul saue| [euoljippe Joj abpug auy) uapip - Aemayig B 1Ay 1 J9AQ abpug any BYISUUIAL
0} 8ABY JOU Op JuauIWoeD
S.OVIS Yim Induo)
d490 2002Z| #al d1LY spiroid ases|d ‘d|Ly 9002 u!{000°G59'L} “uoydalip yoes U auej [euchippe
S,VLW ubnouy; pspund|siy) jo piodal ou puy uey) ;1oaloid maN ue apiroid 0) '|g AIOJIIA UBPIAA - "@AY 0}0S 8 0 'ig "uAD ebuedo] - Buiuapipa g AI01oIA
1s)| woyy| sisixe buiwwesboad Jusund ou ‘1osloid|oce j8jes a¥iq pue SO ‘Alsjes diyes; saaoiduil |auun) sy} Buiuspipy  "Saue| 83iq ppe 0}
SAOWIAI 0} YO JUBLIWOD pajebigo Ajsnoinaid - ZE0gD0V1 pue saug) ¢ 0} £ woly Yyoeoidde Aempeol auy) ydsiew o} aInonils 6261 2yl suspim joaloid
S,OVDS UM Jnduo) |jouuny "pAlg BpaAIndas "HYGH - Buluspipa 1Q puejjoyiniy Japun |suunj '|g epaandeg
ysloud  Jeuonippe, 09 ‘Spuewsap Jawun 58£800V
SE 8UO SIY} apnjoul 198W puE BUIPMOIDIBAO SABIRI 0} 80IAIeS HSY( OUBIeS |3 U} Joy Sasng Y 0 paiamod
0} SABY JOU Op JUSWWOD -suedoud ‘J00Y-MO} [euOHIPPE (Z) OM] JO 8SBUDIN - JUBWSIN30I4 HSVQ Ouales |3
S.OVIS Uim Jnduo)h
I1sij woy| sisixd Buiwweiboid yJuauns ou osfoid|goe Buipun4 “12A1 ay) buoe yied axyiq pauue|d e SS300E O} pappe a4 ||im SaueT g
SAOWIAI 0} YO ‘JUBWWOoD pajebiqo Aisnoiraid - 08I0V "@2IAISS JO [ans] Jood ay; aaoidul 0) Saue] g 0} Saue| ¢ Woly Buluspim ag |Im J9AIY
SOVIS YiM 1nduo)d 19n0 9Bpug uoAue)) |aine - Buluapipp JoAY sajabuy so Jano abpug 'ig uoAue) jaineq
jodloud Jeuonippe, L¥9'y pe pue BE08O0V
SE U0 Siy} apn[ou) Buipinosd Josuods uodn juabunuos Buipung -eAy uouadAH Buoe syjemspis pue sauej
0} @ABY JOU Op JUBWLWod ay1q ‘suapjnoys A1ajes apiactd o} ainyonys ueds Jabuo| e yum abplg Apsaepn seoejdal
S, OVDS UIIM IndUoD pue sanowsal 1030014 “HYgH - Juswaode|dey abpug "IQ Aanepn Japun ‘@AY uouadAH
ISI| wouy s)sixa BuiwwesBoid Juaund ouli6v'Z ‘pAlg Lodiy 0) ‘palg ebausi)) e Wwoly due|
anowal 0} YO Juswwod|1osloid pajebiqo Asnoiaaid - 801966V win)-l2| Aem-om} SRONUIUOD B pUB UOHDIP YIS Ul SBUE| OM] 10} apiaoid 0) j9ang Sejin
$,HVDS UM Induo) Joquy uspim jim joofoid 8yy - 'jg podily o) '|g ebsusi) B7- BUIUSPIM 1S SBYIA Jogiy
Is|t woly s)sixa Buiwweliboid Juauno ou|9zy -Juawidojanap [eusnpu] Aemales) Joqiel 4S uoljiw g'z pasodoid 0) ssaooe jeuoifal
aAowal 0} YO ‘Juawwod |‘afoid pajebiiqo Asnoinald - ZL 7966V ancsdwi 0) Am4 oBaiq ues ay) Jo UYINos JOpLIOD aAy aipueuoN Buoje suonoasiaul
¢ anoidwi 1o USPIAA - JUSWAAOIdW] J0pLIOD) BAY SiPUBWION/ABMIJED) JOGIEH

uejd uonelodsuel] |euoibay 8002 S,OVIS 10} syosfoid diLH soabuy so7 jo A1) [euonippy




g jo ¢ sbed ASY'SjUBIWOD sHYDS Buissaippe 80-1.0-20 HDVOS 404 IS dILY LOAY]
d49 2002 S\VLN ybnouyy papun4|000'viL'Z 1S epauwely 3 Aemadld 01 | Usamaq zeAeyD Jesa) buoje 0 1
sjuswale adessieails - (BpsWely 0} AMd 01 1) Sjuswanoidwi JOpUIOD) JSUBI] ZOABYD D
d49 2002 sV 1IN ybnoiu} papun4i000‘LL L°L Aempeoig yHoN Buoe ease yoN AnD [enus) ul edeosjeans/sdols snq 0 1
apeibdp) - sjuswanoidwy doig sng Aempeosg-umojeulyd/aipepy eluez/uoiues) ouejog
dd49 2002 S\VLW ybnoiy; papun4|o00°'00.'s spiepuels 0 1
waund o} sjeubis oiyen paydwasid jusoelpe pue wajsAs Buiuiem Buissois spelb jel
-Remybiy o anosduy| - 103l01d Juawaaoidwi uonoasiaju] buissolg apelo) pey-Aemybiy
d4D /00Z SWLIN Ubnoiy) papund|p00'6/9°L UONEZIUOIYIUAS [eubig - uo)BUILLIIM - SO1Y / OVYSLY 0 ]
d49 200¢ VLW Ybnoay) pspund (000'9£6°C uojeziuolyouAg [eublg - 01pad ueg - SOLV / DVYSIY 0 1
d40(000'690°2 BOJE 0IP3 UBS BU} Ul SUOREDIO| SNOLIEA 0 1
2002 S, VLW ybnoiyy pspuny Ajjeined Je Juasald aJe sulesy usym ,30IA19S pajiwl], ut ajelado o} Juswdinbae [eubis oiye.; apeibdn
[Mm 108001d - 1S YiQ 01 1S PIOJUIMS W0l sjuswsaoidul] uoloesiaju| pazijeubis palg JogieH
d40(000'8z6'81 uoieZ|UCIYOUAS [BUBIS - 80UBI0|4 / WINSSIIOD - SOL1V / DVSLY 0 1
£00Z S.VLW ybnoay} pepuny Ajlered
d49 2002 S\LIN ybnoiy) pspung|000° 101 ‘S uoneziuoIyouAg |eubls - yied eboued - SO1V / DVSLY 0 ]
d49 2002 S¥1W ybnoiy} papund[000‘0r.L's uonezIuoIyoUuAS [eublg - BPESaY - SOV / DVSLY 0 ]
d40 /002 SVY.LIN YBnoJy; papun4|000'¥0b'S uoneZIUOJYOUAG [eublS - youey Held - SOV / OVSLY 0 1
dd4D 2002 S\V.LIN ybnoiuy; papund|000°89€’g uojeziuoJyouAg [eubls - suoAued/sopested y0ed - SO1V / DVSIY 0 1
d40 2002 S\W1IN Ybnoy) pepung|000°C8E'y UOJeZ|UDJYSUAS [BUBIG - POOMAI[OH YHON - SD1V / DVSLY 0 1
d40[000°189°'62 "J0JO3UU0D AMA OLL-t ON 01 L-HS M 34l 0} 0 1
200Z S.VLW ubnoiy} papuny Ajleied SUE| SUO PPE PUE |g UOSTID 'S UYOT 3 AMA Ol L-| 84} UdsSmIag Uonosuuod sy} drcidw)
- $5600y dwey O} |- GN/UOIOBSISIU] UOSQIS) g uyor B sbueyolsiu| i ¥S/O0L LI
d40(000'951 ‘z¢ "suotjoasisul peoeds Aj@sSojo oM} SJEpIOSUOD pue 1S O B 0 1
2002 S.VLW ybnoiyy pepun; Ajjeined 0l 1-] 8y} ussmiaq UORUU0D 8y} aAoldw - sjuswanoidw| abueyoisiul 1S O/ AMH 0L L)
d40(000°682'8S "saul| |feJ paziin AjiAeay JoAO eale UolBUIIAA YInog 0 1
2002 SVLIN ybnoayy papuny Ajjeueq 3y} Jo} uoyesedss apeib e epinvid - uoieledog apel ("aAy salid) uojbullpy YinoS
d4D 2002 SVLW ybnoy; pepund[000°L2t Y ‘saljludWe Jisuel) pue sped 0 1
snq ‘syemapis epiroid ‘sieubis oyjel; anoidun ‘suej uiny Bl SAISN|OXS UE SjEPOWILIOIOE
0} "1 21dWAIO USPIA - If Ud - SjuaWwanoidw] JusWaAON SPooo) 1S oajey pue 'Ig aidwAio
d4D 2002 SVLIW ubnoiy papun4|{000°120‘S -Kioedeo pue Aajes anoidwil 0} Jnogepunal e ojul uonoasisiul pabbal-g Bunsixa 0 7
1ONISUODY - sjusuaacsdw] UoOISISIU| IS BUBIPUY/ IS BUSIOT/ SAY ZOARYD) JBS3)
d40/000°601°L) diel-uo gN AMJ 10| 0} Bulpes| saue| digel} uinj-ys| [enp 9)EpOWILLICIIE 0} BINjoNJ}s 0 7
100Z S,V.LIN ybnosy) papuny Ajjeined BuISS01018A0 "OAY JUOWIDA DY) USPIAA - “AMS SS820Y gN Buiuapipn 96pug aay juoulsp
d49 2002 s.\v1W ubnoiy papund]000'2€9’L Ayoedeo feuonippe apinosd 0} *Py eodieq 1 "py OpueuIS 0 1
ueg Jo /M Jo Buidins-as pue Buluspip - "py BOgied Je peocy opueuld ues Buluspipp
d49 200z| #al diLY apiroid sseald ‘dI1H 900z ul|000‘SEY’ | "Ayoeded pue Ajajes aaoidw 0} dwei-uo §/5 AMd 811 3Y) 0 1
S,¥LW yBnoiuyy papun|siy) jo piodal ou puy ued ;josloid meN puE 1S IP[RUIY USAMIS] '|g BOGjEg JO S/S BU) USPIAA - 1S IP[eulY Je Bujuspiag 1g eoqleq
d40 200Z| #4I d1LY apiaoid ssesid ‘d11yY 9002 ul|000°0S0°L AMJ 81} g3/dwel 0 1
S,VLW ybnoiy) pepund|siy} jo pJosal ou puy Ue) 1oafoid moN -Uo "3AY BAWE] UO UIN) B} PUNOGYINOS [BUOHIPPE UE |[EISUI PUB AAA 81 L A Y} WOol}
X2 S9uej oM} apiaoid pue dwel-{Jo sy} USPIM - Ay eduwie] je dwey-pO M AMJ 811




G jo ¢ abey ASI'SUBLILIOD SDYOS Buissaippe 80-10-20 DVYDS 40} 1siT dILY 10AY1

dd49D 2002 s\w1W yBnoiy} papund 000°Zey “umojumoq ul 0 B
Saul| Z JOAO SBAIS UDIUM BU0Z snq pusixaepelBdn - Juawaaoidil| do)g sng 0d1d/aAI0

d4D 2002 s ybnoiy papund (0002002 ‘ssaiba/ssaibul pue Buybi 0 1
apeibdn ‘seoeds Bupped gg ppe ‘Aljioe; puedxasereaouay - Ajioe] apry-u-yied ououg

d4D 2002 SW.LIN ubnoiy; papund|000°L6L° L sejebuy s07 j0 At Inoybnoly) sjeal)s Uo Seal} jueid - InQ buiyoueig 0 I

ddD 2002 s.wLW ubnouy pspund 000'€yS'2 "SJUBLUBACIALI %[EMapIS PUB ‘SYIEMSSOIO aAeI008p ‘Bunybl) Aunoas ‘sejoeldecas ysesy 0 1
‘sayouaq ‘s1ayays snq [|Bjsu] - UoISU)x3 UoneIS aul pay abs|jo) A1) sejebuy so

d4D 2002 SY.LW ybnoiy} papund|000°0Z. ~Jno} Bupjjem ouosiy papinb Jog - meysuai) Mjep sjabuy 0 T

ddD 200¢ S\v.LW ybnoiyl pspund[000°0L0°L "S||om 931} MaU YIm Saa1) mau pue '‘Bunybil Ajinoss ‘siaxiew Aemsieb Aunwwoo 0 B
psleulwn|jl [[2]su] - Sjuswiaoueyug SWepy ISOAA dAleRIUl pooyioqybieN sejebuy so

d49 /002 SIY.LIN ybnoay) pspund|000‘y1L 2 Inoj bupjiem Juoysiy pepinb Jos - POOMAJIOH YUON Yepm slebuy| ¢ 1

d49 £00Z SN Ybnoly) pepund|000'¥8. "Jno} Bupjjem oLoisiy papInb J1og - yied puelybiH Jea siebuy 0 1

d49D 2002 syw.LN ubnoiy; papund |000'CLL'S aJnjluin} J981}S puUE S|[am aa1} Yum a1} J9axs ‘obeubis uewysapad Buipnpoul 0 b
‘SJUBWIBADIAW Y[emapis pue Yjemssols) - sabeyul uelnsepad |iey ybi spisiseq

dd49 2002 sy LN ubnoiy} papund |000°Z08 buideospue pue subis Guipuykem ‘Buiybij 0 1
b::omw Nejsul 0} yoafoud adeosiaans -  9Seyd SPeoISS0ID JISUBL ] JUBLISSpad poomAlloH

dd4D 2002 S\w1IN ybnoiy} papund (000°899° L Auadoud jo uonisinboe sapnjoul 0 1
‘uogouny Jasung e eze|d Jisues) jepOLU-IjjNW JONJSUOY) - BZB|d JISURI| UOKOUN( J9SUNG

d4D 2002 Sv.LW ybnosyi papund|000'682'2 ‘spuswanoldiur Ylemapls pue ‘SYEMSS0ID aAiel023p ‘Bunybil Alundss ‘sejoejdadal 0 ]
yseJ; ‘seyouaq ‘SIa}ays sNq |ejsuj - SjuswdUBYUT Uelysapad abs)j0D Al sejebuy so

d40 2002 SWY.LIN ybnoay pepund{000°'}L6'L sjuswasaoidu adeosyoang - || 8seyd 2dedsieans ousiq uoiyse 0 ]

d4D 200Z SN ybnoiy) papund|000°'tLL E)}|EMSSI0D SABI008p pue bunybi| Ajunoss ‘sejoeldedal Ysed) ‘'sayouaq ‘sislays snq mau 0 b
yum Juswanoiduil dois sng - 109(oid Juswanoidw| ueLisapad pue doig sng 19a1S ulely

d49 2002 sv.LN ybnoiy; pepungf000'ssE'2 "sjuawa|a olsue pue Buideospue) ‘abeubis ‘Buiaed saneoldap ‘siayays 0 1
sNQ spnEUl sjuswancidull UeLysapad - Sjuswadueyud JISUel| pieasinog uolBuiysepn

d4D 20027 sYL1W ubnoiy} papung|000'¥£s‘Z aousuadxe ueysapad pasueyua ybnoiyy yos ) -apel] je aAy 0 1

puelIS) UO SasN 0JIS| PUB I BU} JO AlIAOSUU0D uelisapad pue asn ysueld) paseaioul
abeinoous |im 108l0id - OIS pPuB SNg YlM SHUIT [EPOULIBU| yoa ] -spes] sajabuy so
d4D 2002 S\V1W ybnoiy pspund|000°'20y’S (quowrap, Buipnjour) Juouwap, 0 1
10 }sea suonels aul jley ybi uonisodx3 Joj Buidesspue| pue sueipaw ‘uejd adessisang
- (1g uosiayar o) |g meysua1)) i1se] - 1osoid adeosisang suolels aury odxg
dd4D 2002 s,y LIN UBnosy papun4[000°9Se’e (3)1se7 0 1
R1p Ainjua) pue (an) 1sapn AiD Aunjua) (g) 001d (N) Ev1uojy Bjues A papunoq esse ue
Aq sjuswis|@ adeos}ealls - UB|d UOIIOBUUOD UBLISapad pue ubiseq uequn Ao Aimuan
ddD 2002 S\wL1W ybnosyy papund|000°69r'Z “sjusLBAoIdwl 0 7
N|EeMapIS pUB ‘SHEMSS0ID aA)BI0oSp ‘Bunybl| Alundaes ‘sejorjdasal ysel) ‘sayouaq
‘slg)lays snq jjeisyy - uoisualx3y uoness usuel] pidey sng - 969]j00 901914 s3j8buy o7

d49D /002 s\v1W ybnoiy papun4[000°z8Y¥'2 uope)s aup abuelO DAV 0 1
3y} Jeause ssa00€ Japu jisuel apelbdn - uoielg Jsues] sngpidey absijjo) As|jeA V1

ue|d :o_um._on_m:m:. |euoibay woow S,0Vy9S 40} s309foad diLy sajebuy soT jo Ao _m:o;_vv<



G o G ebed

AaI'SJUBsWIWOD SHYDS Bulssaippe §0-10-20 OVIS 404181 diLY LOAVY]

d4D0l000°L20' abesn Buyo Lo sjowoid

2002 SVLN ybnouu; papuny Ajleiued pue Ajejes ayiq anosdwi 0} sajelb Aempeol Buisixa apelbdn - sejeln) Aempeoy ajes aMig
d49 200Z SY.LWN ubnoiy) pspun4 {00006 ‘weiboid abeubis Buipuylem spohoig - welboid ebeubig Buipuyleps ayig
d49 £00Z s,¥.LW ubnoiy papund {000'61L°C "SaUE| 9Iq S)epoLWOdDE 0} pooma|Bul Jo Al pue '|g epaAindsg usamaq
"anY Jajsayouely Buole puejs! UBIPSW JO UOHEOYIPO - SSUET Sjig 'SAY Jo}Sayduely

d490 £00Z SV ubnoiy papund {000'6+€'E "seue| g ajepowwodoe o} 1g Bulysied jo )sea ysnl 000} Buoje
"AmH |euadw) Jo Buluapim pue pue|si UBIpaW JO UOREDYIPO - SSUe] aYig "AMH jeuadu|

d421000'502°61 ueqing Jo A pue s

2002 S.YLW yBnouy) papury Ajepted pJojueig usamjaq yjed ayiq jo uoonysuog - gitl/vili Ud Yied 9xig ‘PY Opueusa] ueg
d40 2002 sV ubnosy} papund|000°'€ES ‘Buiddew apnjoul 0} v
oousiadxg spelbdn - 140 % Buiddey yisuel] sAijoRIBIU] (0'Z 99 WO Y @ousadx3

d49(000°20¥'c diysiepl ysuel} ssealou 0} papusiul

200Z SV ubnouy) papuny Ajjeiueyq uolewoyui awn-ea. apinoid 0} AIAnoeuuoD Jeuleyul yim subis Aljigejiene Buped
PUB UOND2.IP DIUOLIBID JO UOHE|IEISU| - WR)SAS UOREBULIOJU| [BPO Pajelbajuj poomAjioH

d49 200Z s,V.LIN yBnoy papund |000°266 "UMOJUMO(] 0} Uone)S uoiun
LIOJ} SOIAISS gBOIPad - Welbold |el] SSpO SABUIS)Y JISUBI] US3I0) Y| UMOJUMOQ]

d49 2002 s.V.LW ybnosy; papun4 000681 °1L V1 umojumop o} sdu) Jed 3anpal pue asn |Ie] 9Sealou; 0}
B1OLISIT SPY/0ANOL S)iii] PUB ‘UMOJeUIY) ‘uolIsua)x] apisise] ‘suone)s ‘sejod ‘sulel) sul

PIOD UO pa|ie)sul JauIsiul I4IAA - JOLISIA SHY/0A0 ) ST 8 ‘UmOjeUlYD ‘aul] oD UO IHIM

d492(000°095°'6€ 'S92IyaA

2002 S.VLW ubnouy) papuny Ajjened |esalp aoejdal 0} sesnq ND §8 JO aseydind - epesbdn 199]4 ssaidxg JeINWWO)
d40|000'962°L1L "s9olyan Juawade|das Aoeded 1sybiy zg Jo aseyodind - aseadu; Auoede) 1994 HSVA




3 80-0€-10 OYOS ¥O4 1SI7 d1d7 Loav

S-1aNoalole I aN -~ Aajren
sweiBoid feuded 10avT oot $ Aows4 uIoJ) JOJOBUUOD BY) UO BUE| [RUORIPPY okerl OpuBUIaH UBS Vil ¢t
eale
UMOJUMOP 8y} Ul due| gS pue aue| gN } sejebuy
sweiBoxd [gyded 10avT 008 $ Amig |euolippe apiroid 0) sdwes Aemaaiy ok S0 |efuan Vit
2inBYyucoal - 01~ PUB LO-SN Usamiag
plepuegls ||ny o} ssediaro . =TT
dld - 10avi o $ Ami Kemaaly sy} Jopun aay efoued Uapia Lo-sn opueusH UEg Vil ol
(uonoauip
PUNOQUMIOU WY JIX3 PAJG BINJUBSA) } sajabuy,
dl¥ - 10avi oe $ A Kepp eBuanye) ap odies je sdwes Loi-sn S0 [eNuUa) Vil 6
-4o pue -uo | 0l-SN gS mau pling
sjo| Bunyied mog poomAjioH auy) 0} ; sajabuy
d1d -10av1 ov $ Amg sdwes-Ho pue uo g 1o31p Jongsuod Loi-sn $07 jelua) vi 8
saue| Areyjixne
: : apinoad o} aBueyassiul 0L L-1/101-SN } sajabuy
dLy- 10avi 0c $ Amig pue dwel-uo pa|g aepuals) usamaq roi-sn S0 [eJjuan vif £
10L-SN 8S uo abpug asemaBp3 uapim
SaNID IpIsisam
Q0lUSA pue UosHaqoy ) f Ao
Apmis Auaow spisisam oel $ Amid Je uonesnByuosal duses Jofepy okt mo._m_w.“m“w JOAINYD ‘s|IIH Apanag ‘v 9
sweibold [ejded 10av1 0z 3 A juawanoidw sdwei Ay ejaujua) ol OpISISOM vi| s
sweiboid jeyden 1 0Qvl 0z [ A4 juswanosdu sdwes pajg ujooun oLl opISISaM vi v
any
zaney) Jesan) Je sdwiel And LOL N ; ~ sojabuy
Jopuiog pajsabuog oL-| dLHS 00l $ Amug 51890151 PUE 01-] JOAD BUISSOIINO Ay zaney) sesag| LOL-SN/0L- so7 jeauen vi| €
i OAY ZaABYD JESD)) USPIA
PAIG MBYSURID ‘BAY UOJBUINY ‘BAY| sdwes-}Jo pAlg meysuai) . sejebuy
iopuiog p2isabuog 0i-1 dLYS 05 $ Amig uIa)sapA Je sdwel-yo g3 Aipon ‘aAy uobullly ‘aay UISISaM g3 oK $07 [eluan vii ¢
follep jpuqes
loned R ~ ueg‘sajabuy
Jopuiog pajsabuo) 0t dLUS ot $ Amig s0InIeS Aemaald Jo uoisuedxg 9pIM-IopLIOD ol 07 jeua) vif
‘SeNID SpISISoM
- ) SJOpLUO) paysebuoy
ajeq (suoyiw)
Apmg sjeq e i adA)
uoyeidwon |, 3509 Z uonduosag uonduasaqg/siiun Josfoid anoy uolbaigng ik}
J0PLLIOSAUIWNI0Q d9UDIIYY 53 1osloig 183 Jo9loud 183 J90loig Aempeoy

sjsi y92foid ueld d1bajens/dly s,OVOS 10} sjoolold jeuonippy
8002/0€/1 uoneuodsuel] Jo juswiedaq sajabuy so jo A9



80-0€-10 OYIS ¥O4 1SI1 411104V

"aue| uIN}-y9| jeuonippe apiroid

sojebuy
swesboud fejides 10av1 z $ Awug| oyeay %ch_xﬁ BIA 9AY WAJSOp| oAy WiapsaM Je dwes-4o LoL-SNn as L0L-SN £07 (U5 144
je dwel-4o LOL-SN 98 USpM
‘saue| - } ) sa[ebuy
swesboid jeyded LOQV (4 $ AN [ o o1 duwes ou uopm pue usyBua|PIE POOMIIOH Je dwreruo 1ol-SN EN| - LoL-SN $07 [B1us) €2
"1(] J19)UaY) [esIdAIuN 1q 198 ; sopbuy
sweibold [epded 10aVT 0z $ A4 woyy dwiel-uo j2211p Mau e ping JestaAlun ye dwes-uo LoL-sn 98 LoL-sn S0 |ejua) ce
‘aue] ssed-Aq [oodses e apirosd B } LETTN
sweiboud reyded LOGV ¥ $ Amud 01 soue) 2914} O} dWEI-UO SR USPI PAIg uoAue) j2nev/L0L-SN 10L-SN opuBwa UeS 1z
-dwes-go gm
Bunsixe ayeuiwe 3 JQ SpISIaAY ) Aajrep
sweiboid jeyded 10av1 sv $ A ojuo Bunosuuos sdwes ooy PAIg SANN UeA/LoL-SN WOLSAl opugusey ueg oe
se sdwel-1Jo juo gaa anByuossy
‘uondasIAUL
einjuap/epanndag je uoysabuos Aa|len
sweisboid repded 10av1 74 $ g BA31j2. 0} 1S UOSLLOW Je dwel PNIg BIMUS//EPOAINDSS 18 SO0V-1 8N sov opueula2 ueg 6l
-Uuo pue dwel-yo gN Mau e pjing
aue| - LETETN
sweiboid feyded 1LO0av oL $ Ay PPE 0} WEI-LO PUE U0 S USPIA Aepn uewsaus/sov-o Sovll  Goueway ueg 8l
‘aue| ssedAq
|jood-1eo e ppe 0} dwel-uo gs au ) AalleA
swesboid [&31ded 10aV1 9 $ Amug USpIM pue aue| YBNOoJL g3 & ppe PAIg 900S0Y/504-| SOV opueuwog ves i
0} PAIF 209SO0Y JO BPIS YINOS USPKA
FETETN
swesboud reyded 10y ol $ Amig| -uoysabuod sonpal o} sdwes uspipy 1S LOUPION/SOY-I S0 gouewsy __aw oL
‘aAy eboue)) 0} auej Ajuo koA
sweiboud [ended 100 S $ Amid| 1Y e apiaoid 0) dwres-4o G USPIA dwes-4o g LOL-SN/eAY efoue) LS| gpuewoy ues Gl
- durer-4o gMW LOL-SN/RAY efoued
. opISISaM
Aemaaly 01.2-1 03 Aem ay)
- Aolle
sweiBoid feydes 10av1 ol ¢ Aal o Amg cop uo gN oueg o PUeKa obueysselul g-) aN/SOK| GN Sov-i 8%5\0 ¢ ._h_m\w, vl
‘sdwes g-|
ds 0} $s309e aA0JdWI 0] UORIISIBUI pAIg g AalfeA
sweibo.d feyded Logv § $ A4 azijeubis pue UapIpA - PAIG epanndag s plopoy je sdwel g-| &1 opueused ueg €l
epanndagAs pJopoy je sdulel G-
aeq {suoyju)
Apms sjeq ueis adAL
uonajdwo: SO: uonduosa uonduasoqspwi 3a3fold aJnoy uoibaigng 10
JOPLLIODAUSWINIOQ 3IUIY .umm u_ﬂvu_ohw 953 J98loud ummu«u%ohn_ Kempeoy Z uond a

8002/0¢/1L

sysi 399f0id ueld 2163jeng/d 1Y S,OVIS 10} S)0sfoid jeuonIppy

uoneuodsues] jo juswpedaq sajabuy soT jo A1H




£ 80-0£-10 OVYOS O 1S d1y7.L0av
(auey | Out
saue| g Jo Buibisw ajeunw) dwel salabuy
- A sbueys. -] pue -gn 2r0idwy, -
d1¥ - 10av1 oc $ 3 1o pAIg SIEPUSIS O) SOUE] Z PUSIXT YoISIUI 01 L-] Pue LoL-SN @Aoidw) L0L-SN $07 [enueD vi| ve
‘LOL-] N O} J0108UUOD Q1 L+ aN
sajebuy
ue|d oifelens d.Ly1 LooZ 002 $ Amgy abueyoreul ye| 1Y Pue G- dnoidu ¢ 507 esueD Vil €€
S919bu
ueld o16e1eAS LY LOOZ 002 $ Ay abueyoIelUL 01- pue G-| anodw| & so1 _m_“mmw vi| ze
sabueyaisu) femoaas, m.ou.xssmw._u_
*SIOIUCD
Ojed} ajeuiw e 0} dyjed) one Wo
N sjuswanosdw| sa|ebuy|
swesboud reyded 1 0avi 9l $ Awig olye} donuy aesedas 'sJojoauuod _ oL Y| e
75-4S PUE 01 || 84 UO SEOUBISIP abueyossiul paIg J0qIeH/ L HS/0L LI S07 [e1UaY
bBis pue uonesa|soap uayibua
‘saue| 8y} - ] sajebuy
sweuboud feyded 10av1 € $ Aidl o) soue) om woy dwesgo uopp|  H 18190W 1€ dwesyo Gol N sov-l 501 jenuen vi| oe
‘dwes-uo
spybey s9abuy
sweiboud [eyded 10QVI ] $ Amu|ay pue dwes-yo ay usamiaq Jaiueq o o Gl V1| 6z
€ PUE SUE] UOREISI0P B 1INGSUOD ajhog ut}g euozje) je dwes-jjo G- g§ S07 |[2)jue)
{pasnbay Aepn-jo-ubiy)
‘leubis oyen |leysul pue dweds ay ~ } ] sajebuy
sweibouid |eyded 10V € $ Ay uByeas ‘pryg SIDWAID U SUOROBIP pAIg 2ldWAID Je dwies-Lo 0}-1 g3 oL S0 [2AUSD) V1| 8z
yjoq wody 2qissaooe dwes ayy sxe
(pannbay Aepp-jo
-y61y) -osoley ye dwes-uo gS auy
0} AjJoa11p 108UU0D puB 3AY 9SOIPRIN OAY 3S0JPN/ONY ; sajebuy
swesBoid [€yded 10avT ot $ A4 0} dwel-Jo ayj Woly peol aolnIds alpuewuoy je sdwel LoL-SN 9S Lor-sn S0 [euUa) Vil e
B p|ing ‘aAy S1puBWION O} Ajjoailp
J08UU09 03 dwes-}Jo ayy pualixg
“(wny ybu
pue [euondo ‘win} Ya) saue| sy} soiabu
sweiboiq [eyded 10avT 4 $ Awid( epiaoid o} uonoasiejul je sue| Aluo|  any esonaiN Je dwes-4o LoL-Sn aN L0L-SN s07 m_acmw il o¢
win} Jybu pajesipap € ppe pue ‘saugj !
11X om} apiaoid 03 duses-4o uspIAk
‘dwels-uo
a3y} ojuo aue| Ajuo uin} W6 e ppe o}
dweis-uo 1L0}-SN 9S ¥ pAIg eolUOW
BIILO| ues je dwes-uo sajabiu
sweibod jended 10V g $ Awi3|  eues 83 uspim pue wopoesiswl| | o S %.:M.tm ”ovw: an|  rorsn s _m__EmM vi| sz
e aue| Ajuo winy Jybu payesipap
e ppe pue ‘saue| }Ixe oM} apirosd
0} dwes-4o LoL-SN 8N USPM
Rea (suonpuz)
Apmg ajea MaIg . edky
uopaidwoy | 1500 ¢ uonduaseg uonduasag/spun pafoig anoy uoiBaigns L Th)
JOPLUOHAUBNDIOC dIUDIDJOY B 153 yoolodg 453 1oeloug Kempeoy

8002/0¢/1

sjsin 309foud ueld 21693e.3S/d LY S,DVIS 10} s}oafoid jeuonippy

uoneHodsuel ] jo juswpedag sajabuy so jo A9




80-0£-10 OVIS HO4 181N d1y1 10av1

Remsng 1sam-iseo 0} Am4 1oL Asjen
suieiGoid [eyded 10av1 00 $ A Wolj J0j0aUUeD aue| AQH 1onjsuo) Lz 5 opuew?a ueg vif ¥
Asepunog A s9|ebuy
diM - 1oav 001 $ fnug pue pA|g uoAue)) efuedo] usemjaq L0L-Sn s07 [enusD) v} ov
Suono3UP Yl0q Ul saue| AOH PPY
sajabuy so ajuow 13 yInog
'SUORoRIIP YO . .
ueid d169jelS d1¥1 1002 e $ ILYE] G091 O} 10} T WO, LM mcm_ >%_._:wuw 09-¥S| fenuad ‘Asjlep| ssed Ausluol ‘ojjegaluon| 6E
jouqes ues ‘09 V1 'v1 ‘Aisnpu)
, Amd 01-] pue snuiuLa| Z-yS usamiaq g sajebuy
sweiboid jeyded 10av1 0002 $ Ay AOH 10} [2uun} aug| ¥ JoNNSUoD cus $07 [eNus) vi| 8
. OLL-l pPuUe $E1-YS Usamlaq . sejabuy
swesbold [eydeD 10aV1 000°t $ A suoRoalp yloq Ul SUB) AOH PPY/| s SO [enuad vi|
sauey AQH
1S BUBIOT 0} 1S ElJOLIRW WOY g soPbuy
lopuio) pa)sabuod G- d1YS 0z $ A G-j Uo aue| Areyixne gs Jonijsuo) 1S BURI0T OHIS ENSLEN Wo) 88 sl 507 [enus) V1| o8
1S BuOZ[eD 0} dAY Uewjiq Woly ] sojabuy .
10puI0g PaIsaBbuo) 5+ d1YS 0z $ A G-| UO aue| Aelxne gs jonssuos 1S BUOZIED O} SAY UBUAIQ WOl 8 gl SO {enua) 0O v1 vi| g€
saue leyixny
ajeq {suorjiu)
fpms ajeq pels adk)
uopejdwos |, 3509 ¢ vonduasag uognduasag/syuny josloid ajnoy uoibaigng Ao
JOPLLIOHAUINIOQ IUDIDIN 53 300foig 153 Josloud 153 09lo1d Kempeoy

800zZ/0¢€/1

s)si yoefoud ueld d16ajenS/d LY S,OVIS 10} S)oafoid [euonippy
uoneuodsuel] jo Juswiedaq sajabuy so jo Ao




80-0€-10 OVIS YO 1S11 41417 .10av1

“Aoedes punoquInos ppe O} USpIp sejabuy
dl¥ - 10avi S $ leusly kw4 G 0} any ssaudAD - 1g eosenbiy 1S eosenbi4 507 [RRUBY Y| €5
uoseas Aulel Bunnp sainsopo
- ploae 0} uisieq 10jucd pooy 8yl Ul pAalg pag LETTENY
dl¥-10av1 o8 $ Eulv )uequng ajead|J ‘pAlg epaandag pue jyueqing| opueulaq ueg Vi ¢s
PAIg eoqeg usamjaq pAlg yueqing
_ ‘Aioeded asealoul 0} USPIV, BAY soabuy
did-10avi 8 $ leusuy JUOULIBA 0} anY (IBIIA - PAIE J9SUNS paig Jesuns 07 [enued Y| s
_ 87 0} ,0/ WoJ} plousuely pue sajebuy
dld-10avi 8 $ [elely SeW|Bg SE UM PAlg JOSUNS USPIA PAIg 1BSUNg $07 [efua) Y| 0s
Ajioeded asealoul 0} pAjg eoqleg pue
did - 10avi v} $ leusiy AmH euRIS UMIg PAIG 1100 USPIAR PAIg y1004|  $8QID 0D UHON Y1) 6v
. 1S p1ojxoy 0} pAIg Aalrea
sweiboid jeyded - 10av1 o8 $ [eusuv 1S Ipleury woyy pAlg epaandeg puaix3| epamndsg| opueulad uesg V1| 8y
piepue)s Aemybiy pNg
diyd - 10avi o4 $ [Buauy Jofe|y 0} palg 091d pue pA|g dIdwAIQ epanndes ApISISOM Y| iv
umiq pseasinog epanindes uspim
oL $ 2]
. piepuels AemybiH Jofely o} 2-4S 01IS Aalen
dld - 1oavi et WINGA | WOy py OpueWwa Ues USPIAA ovcm.nwm opuewa ueg Vi) e
Bupped pue ‘Gunybi Py
‘adeos]zans JoNISUCD 'plepuels sajabuy
did - 10av1 0c $ [eleny ARemybiH Arepuodag Jo Jofepy 0} G-} ovcmchwn_ S0 [eJUBD vi| s¥
0} Z-4S WOy PY Opueuld 4 UBS USPIAA S
‘aue| a|qisianal [[ejsui pue Py AsIEA
dly - 10avi 14 $ [eusly USPIM 1S PIOJXOYH/PAIG EPaAindeg|  opueuiag o vi| vy
puBLIRS URS
0} AMH elalg peoy opueuso ueg ueg
Ayoeded oyjen panoidw pue Ajgjes oA
dly - 10av1 Zl $ leusyy ueiysepad 10} py Opueulsd ues pue| 1S auloqsQ o Yi| ¥
pueula4 Ueg
PAIG [[1Y1004 UMIQ }S BUIOGSO UaPIM
2-us salebuy
Jopuiog pajsabuo) g-| d1YS °14 $ [eLSLY | pue pAlg Bjepusio) Je sjusuaaosdwl ¢-dS 1 PAig @epualo Sl 01 feuen Y| ¢¥
snuiwIR) Z-YyS Jusws|dw)
- sjuawaaosduty Aiasedes Jopuio)
Req (suolw)
Apmg ejeq Hels adAL
uogajdwos |, 3500 ¢ uonduoseq uondudsag/sywi 32afoid aAnoy votbaiqns Ao
JOpLUIODAUAWNIO(Q IUBIBYIY 83 100000d 153 afoid 253 pooloid Kempeoy

800c/0¢/1

sjsi 308foud ue|d d1693e1S/d LY S.OVIS 40} Sjosfoid jeuonippy
uoneHodsuel] jo Juawpedag ssjabuy so jo Aj1D




80-0€-10 OSVJIS Y04 1817 d1d1 10av1

pAalg epaandag 0} pajg SANN UBA WOl foieA
dly - 10avi oc $ |elsuy 1Q opisianly puaix3 - pAIg epanindas|JQ apisiany o 1]
puewad ueg
0} PAIE SANN UBA WO} 1Q apisianty
Ayoedeo asealoul png sojebuy
d1¥ - 10av1 oz $ [euspy o i AyD dueqing pue eSuanye) weyeg s07 [enua) €9
USaMIaq pAIg Wieyseq UAPIAR
) ‘PAIG weyleg 0} 1S uIpQ woj pNg sapbuy
dly-10avi 4 $ [eLehy sue| gN e ppYy ‘1se3 ‘pAig ebuanye| ebusnyen s07 jenuag 9
1S2104eQ
pue puejjoyInpg Je Saur| WIN} Yo pue
‘aue| 9j0A21q pue yemapis ueujsapad
i Al safebu
dl¥ - 1oavi o¢ $ jelepy )M UORDBIIP Yoea Ut saue) om} apinosd mmcm:ﬂm_w s07 _L:cww 19
0} AMmd 3Y} JBAC JOASIHUED/USPIM
‘paig Weyieg pue aay puejybiy
umiq 1IS9p pAIg eBuanyeD usping
Ayoedeo safebuy
diy - 10aVv1 0z $ leuauy 3SBaIoUl 0} DAY UIBJSOAA PUE PAF| Ay ulejuno4y s07 jequsn 09
19SUNg USAMJAQ 3AY UIRJUNOS USPIA
Ayoedes aseaioul sopbuy
d1¥ - Loav1 0l $ [euapy 0} % 04 A9 LOL-SN PUE 3AY WIRJSIM | Ay as0Jl so7 jenusn 65
UMIQ SAY SSOJISIN JO 3pPIS YINOS USPIA
S)lemapis oo}
-0l Yyum Aem yoea saue) ybnouy) z pue sopbuy
dl¥-10avi oz $ [eLapy aue| WIN-Ya| | 2AeY 0} uspim ‘Bupped] Ay asoljopy 07 jesus) 86
19811S-UO BAOWSY "AAY UIS)SSN pue 11
BAY JUOLLLIA USaMIAq 2AY 9SOI[BN
auey
) Auo-uin}ybu e ppe o} pAg Josung o} sajebuy
diy-10avi 01 $ [eLSY duwes-o au woy 1 sseN ue uspip [FS SSEN UBA S0 [BHUSD 46
‘dures-4o 1oL 9S Je pug jesung
sdwies  L-] 0} $sa00E pue Ajloedeo sojoBuy
d1¥ - 10av1 oL $ jeusuy asealoul 0} USpM “PAIg JIdWAID [AY @4 elueg SO [nuan 9§
0} JoaUlS Ulg - @NUBAY 94 Blueg
jesung
pue aidwa] ugamleq any Aipneag Lo soppbuy,
d1¥ - 10avi (VY4 $ leusyy wacm_ PpUNoOGUHoU SWN-|INj oMy UlRUIEW | Ay Alpneag s07 e3us) aqs
0} pue aue| LN} Ya| punogqyuou
Jluuad 0} anuaAy Alpneag UspIA
diy - 10av1 9 $ {euspy asealoul 0} Uapy\ 'PAIg UAD %_mwnwo._. o_sm_mcuw o] cmc‘_o>m__w> vs
0} 9ny 010g 3 - 19eng yuomsieyg | P pUBWISS LS
2jeq (suoynw)
fpmg 2jeq uels adfy
uogaidwon |, 109 Z uonduosag uonduoseqsywry Joeloid anoy uoiBaigng &
JOPLLIOOHAUAWINDIO( 33U}y 53 Jo0losg 153 J9elond 183 1000014 Kempeoy .

800c/0¢€/1

sjsi yooload uejd d168jenS/d LY S,DVIS 10} S}oafold [euonippy
uonepodsues] jo jusuwsedaq s9jabuy so jo Ao




L 80-0€-10 OY3S HO4 1Si11 4141 10av?
‘sjeyood uin} Ya) A
Sllen
sweiboid (ended 10V b $ feHapy [spiroid o} (gl Jeau) Ay oBpupld g IsoMod|  sdedf  peys ) veg L
A Usplog usemisq USPIM - 1S Miod
. Aepa Aajlen
VLW - ApmS 10pwIog 1oL 0z $ leuouy swswono.duif foeded Aep uewidls| ol oouewsy ues 8z
dwes-vo Lo}-SN g3 folleA
K19 v - Apnig Jopuiod Lol 0l $ Amiy OJUC 9UE| LM Y3l gS € 81ea.d 0} Lo} | IS OPRIBAY| 7]
pueuss ueg
-SN 19pun (2-4S) IS OPEIBAIY USPIAL
soue) 9[qisianal Jnoy yead spiaosd
sweiboid [eyded - 10ay] 0z $ euapy O} jsuunL pUBIloYINN OHIS IPIBUR| :ﬂum o %Em>m,___”> v
woyy palg epanindss aduisal/uapn PoAINGeS p 4 Ues
uoysabuod
- eusly sonpal 0} }§ obuiwel4 o} I ou 1a Aairen 93
dl¥ - 10avi ol $ (el | puejoynp|  opuewey ues
ues wol I PUBjioyNp USPIA
Amd 811 pue Amd 101 usamiaq Aeplpalg uoAued Aajen
swelboid [exded L0av oe $ [evey |l sauej ybnouyy xis spinod oy upiny] ebuedo) |  opueussq ueg (&
plepuejs | ssejd AemybiH AouEA
dlid - 10avi (174 $ lelisiy lofepy 0} aAy 0josa( o) paig uohued| paig AIOIA o 93
pueussq ues
ebuedo] wolj pNg AIOIIIA USPIM
Aedes P
3lfeA
dld - 10avi 0c $ lelsuy ppe O} PAlg BpeAindag pue aAy/| paig AORIA o 0L
pueusaq ueg
3O SUA UMIG pAjg AIOIIA USPIM
S0b-| punoqyuiou o} abueydiajul folen
dly - L0avi 014 $ [euayy! ey & pling pue Ay AS|POOM O} PAIG| 1S PIBUXQ 0 69
) puewsa ueg
epaAindag woly 1S pleuxg pusixa
) Aoeded asealou) 0} palg UAD jaine] o) pag satabuy
dly - 1oavi o $ (eusy Ay XeJj00 woy pAlg eloubey uspp|  eljoubepy so [euan 89
—
pAlg epsandag
_ 0] 9AY |[@YSEH WOy PAIg eljoubepn) pAg Aajep
dld -1oavi o¥ $ [EusMY pusX3 "9AY JqqI] O} ey jsinyuanie|  eroubely| opuewsg ueg 9
woJy palg eljoubepy pusixy
sprepuejs A1
) 0} apIs 1s9Mm ay} uo snoinf ay; ubipeal AY LETILETY
did - 10avi 04 $ feuspy 1O USPIM "PAIg BIMUSA pue paig isanyuaaieq opueusa4 ueg 29
eljoubepy usamiaq aay Jsinyuaniey
- e
L0L-SN PuUe pAlg pAg Asllep
dld - 10avi ]} $ lelsyy jueqing usamiaqg gs PAjg SANN uep shnNuepn|  opueuwsay ueg e}
punogquinos Buoje Ajioededs aaoidw)
aeq (suoniw)
Apmsg ajeq HeIg adAy
uopoiduion | 3s0D Z uonduiaseq uondudsag/sjwn 1afoid anoy uoibaiqns Ao
J0PLLIOHHUAUINIOQ JIUAIRJOY 53 1o0loig 153 Pafoid 53 poloid Rempeoy

8002/0¢/1

sisi jo9foud uejd d1683e4iS/d LY S,.OVIS 10} sjoafoid |euonippy
uoneuodsued] jo Juswuedaq sojabuy so jo AjH




8 80-0£-10 OVOS HO4 1SITd1y17 10av
T “uoRoep
AmH reuadw) pAIg 4
sweuboud [ended LOAV 4} $ leuspy yoea ul saue| yBnoiy) saiy 3pisisep v1| 68
S1ePOLULLIOODE O} 3G1IS3S PUE USPI 0} 1S 9EJIA J0Q)y WOJL) PAIG UOYEIAY ugneiny
"uoiIIIp Yoea
A[g efaual) B pue png
sweubold |eyded 10aAv ol $ feusly| w1 saue} yBnoay) aaiy) snonupjuod P BPISISAM vi| 88
apinoid o edusal pue ueppa| M@ podny usamjeq pag esfiL €|  esafil e
‘Spjepuels pAjg uossayer ETN]
sweiboid (eyded 10av1 v $ [eLspy AemyBiy Alepuodas 0} Uspia| pue oAy Loys usamlaq aay ejpupua)|  epuRus) SpIsISeM vi| 48
‘uoysabuoo sonpal pue suonesado o196
sweiboid jepded 10QV] 4 $ leuspy|  snq eacudwi o} aue| gS [euoyippe| 1S odwie] 01)S osly woy ig Buudg]  1g Bundg o7 _w_bcmw V1] 98
ue apiaoid o} Jeang Buuds usping
9Ny ssaN
ueA 0} Sue| wni-ye| g3 Ipinoad paig sopebuy
sweiboid (ended 10av1 S $ [eusy 0} LOL-SN PUe BAY SSBN UBA PAIE POOMAICH pOOMA|IOH S07 fenua)d Vi) s8
Usamjaq pAIg POOMA(OH g3 USPIM
(pannbai fepp
-Joybry) ‘saue| 921y} 0} OM} WY pAg S01UBA 0} pAlg
swesboid feuded 10av . $ [EuSHY saue| YBNnoy) Jo Jaquinu asealoul| pAlg jeuolieN Uaamjeq palg epaaindag| epaaindes BPISISOM vi| v8
pue piepuels AMH Jofepy o) uspina
{pannbai Aepp
~0-Jyb1y) 'saue| a1y} 0} oM Woy PAIg |BUOEN pAIg
swesboxd [euded 10av 4 $ [euSy saue| ybnoJy) Jo Jaquinu asea1oul| O} PAjg 00td Usamjaq pAjg epaajndag| epeandsg OPISISSW vi| €8
pue piepuels AmH Jofey 0 USpIAp
“uoRDBIIP Yo U} aue| pAlg eljoubeN g pAlg BINUIA AY UAD fojlen
swesboxd [euded 10qv1 0 $ [EuRUY y6bnoiyy auo ppe 0} sjno-inf sroway uagamiaq @Ay UCAUB) Jajemp(oD ] Jeyempiop| opueusaq ues Vi z8
‘SUORIAIIP Y}oq Jo} ony > foten
sweiBoud [eyded 10av1 ol $ leusyy | saue| uinj-yej [enp apircid o} ebpuq L0L-SN/@AY UBWIPOOM vewpoops|  opuewsy ueg V1| I8
Aemaay) LQL @U} Japun 199.)s USPIAL
‘saue|
yBnouy} omy pue saue| |7 3|gnop PAIg Asjjen
sweibold [eydeg 10av1 04 $ elidUy apiaoid o} sdwel gg Aemosyy LQL PAIE BIMUSA einjuap| opueua] ueg Vil 08
-GS pue Ay dnoys usamiaq Uspip
‘Rioedes aiow apiaoid o) 26puq AoiieA
sweiboid epdes 1OV ol 3 [euspy Am} Jopun Ay 0J0S ad USpIM sdwes Lo1L-SN/@AY 0108 8Q{eny 0}0S eQ OpueLIed Leg Y| 6L
—sdwes L0L-SN/AAY 0l0S @
‘UORORUIP YOS UI UoljRZ|[BUUEBYD UIn}
swelbold rexden 10Av1 oL $ feusuy| -y snid saue| ybnouyy g @piacud o} SHEOUSIS 0115 EBuning — mm,.uﬁum 1S @soiuad opuews m>mum> vi| 82
spJlepuels Amy Alepuodas 0} USPIp A 15 04s nL-1s d P 4 Ues
ayeq (suoniu)
Apmg ajeq Uels adAL
JOPLUODAUSUING0G 90USIOY HWM_M&.__“O& 453 Joaload .um...._««m“%ohm fempeoy Z uonduosag uonduasaq/spun aload ooy uoibaiqng J T

800Z/0¢/1

sysi joefoad ued s1bereng/dLy S,OVDS 10} Sposfoid [euomppy

uoneyodsues] jo Juawpedaq ssabuy so jo £319H




6 80-0€-10 DVIS HO4 1SN 4141 10av1
“1epnb "OAY PUBIBUIA O} "PAIE PAg AsireA
sweiboud [ended 10aVT Lt $ eusuy pue ‘qind “yjemapis ‘Buluapim 15| ebuanye) - Buluspipg ‘pAIg eljoubel|  eloubep|  opueusad] ueg ok
"8UE] PUNOQUINOS [BUOHIPPE .
1Q puejouIny AolleA
sweibold ended 10avl oL $ leusuy|  ue apinoid o) puejioyiniy Jo yInos . . UAD [aune 10}
UORUES [AINE] JO SIS 1SOM USPIM 10 YInog Buluapipp ‘pAIg ‘UAD [eine OpUBUIRS UBS
“uawdinba peoljies pue [eubis
u) sapesbdn pue ‘sjuawanoidun sa1abu
sweibold 1epdes 10av L $ {eusuy| qIno ‘saue| [euonippe| - sjuawaoidwy JOPUIOD pAd ABlleA| pAig Asilep so m_bcmw 0ol
‘Buiuapim ybnoay sbuissolo _
pealjiel Je Qroedes anocidw|
‘Rajes pad aseanuy . Aajlen
sweiboid [ended 10av1 i $ [eLapY IEMOPIS PUE BUIUGPIM 100 BWI0JEC Ul BUIUSPI IS PIOJURIE| IS PIOWBIE| o0 1 e 66
"UOII03IP YOS Ul SUB| jeuOlippe . .
swesbouid jended 10avi 6 [ leuapy| ue epinosd pue ‘sylemapis ‘siaynb Em%“;ﬁ%hm%%ﬂ»@ﬂ m.mwmwm oAy 0j0S 8q oucmsmmouw\w/ 86
‘sund apinosd 0} 0JOg 2 USPIL :
"$9SNq JO} UORDSUP ydea ul aue|
Amd 5ot 0) 9AY pag sajpbuy
sweibold |ended 10av £74 $ leusuy| [euonippe apinoid 0} yipim Aempeol _ . L6
1991 98 0] “PAIS SHUSIVA USDIAA uo)buiseg - BUIURPIAA ‘PAIG BAUSIAA AUUS|IM S0 [e)UaD
sweisboid |eude Uy | ol ‘si MM_MmoncM ! M_ﬁw,m__mm MM_M iguosungy Jasun: sajpbuy 6
d IEjideD 10av1 S $ felapy | oujed) : il q ] Pt 0} "3y UOIBULLIEY - "PAIG JOSUNG paNg S 0 [B)USY 9
([ jsul 39sung JO Sapis Yioq uspipy
‘BAY UIPjUBIH 11 @sBuUd - sjuawanosdw] any sopbuy
swesold |2§ded LOAVT ¢ $ LRy O/N PUEUBIH JO S/M BU) USPIV [1994)S oY ulpjuRL pUR "3AY puelubiH|  puelubiy S0 [eRus) 9
uonoa.IP Yoea U| saue| a3y} apiaosd
PAIg Uyoeag Opuopay sajebuy
swesoid [eyden 10av1 4 $ [eeuy| 0} 08 01,29 Woy prepuels Aemybiy 1S eosenbig ¥6
Jofew 0} 1 EosenBi4 UM PUB ]S Ulgy| Usamiaq ig eosenbid SO eAus)
‘uonalIp Ydea ul saue| Ybnoiyl
R : AMH (euredwyi aAY sojabuy|
sweibold |ended 10av1 r4 $ [eueuy om} apinoid 0} 09 O} O Woy : £6
AEeMpED) [ONISUCOR) PUE USRI puB IS YIS | | U2amiaq oAy uojbuiiipg]  uaiBuiuan S07 [BAUBD
‘uonoalIp Yoes ul saue| ybnouyy 1 Buiysiad pue Ay
swesboud 1Euded 10av 0 $ [eLepY 931y} snonupuod apiacid o) LapIp | PAIG epaaindes usemiaq AMH [euadw) leuadwy) SPISISoM <6
uoRoIp 1S b pNg
swesbosd feyded 10Qv1 ol $ leuspuy yoes u seue| ybnouyy saiy} 3PISISAM 16
21EPOLILIORSE O 3dUISal pUE USPIAY 011S @elA Joqiy Woy paig ebausi) e| ebausld e
"UooBNP Yor? Ul Saue] ybnoiyy omy pAlg ebauaiD
sweiBoid [2ydeD 10aVT § $ 1BUSHY | srepowuwiosce o) aduisas pue usp| €101 paIg uoeiny woy jeans 41| 1S WEHE SPISISSM o8
ajeg (suonwi)
Apmg ajeq veis adAL
uoneldwoy | 150D Z uondudsaqg uonduaseqsywi 1afold anoy uoibaiqng L Tho)
JOPLLIODAUIWINIO( JIUIIOY 1531000019 153 )99foid 453 1oefosd Kempeoy

800zZ/0¢/1

sisi Joofoad ueid dbsens/diy S,OVIS 10} spoofoad euonippy
uoneuodsued] jo Juswpedaq sojabuy so jo Ao




ol

80-0€-10 OVIS ¥O4 1SI17 4141100V

‘Aempeos 1S obuatepy P LOISSIIY sajebuy m
suteiboid [=yded 10V v $ IBUSUY 0g 01,00 wioly peoy uoIssI USPIV| 0} “AY LIS - BUILBDIAL ‘PY LOISSIN fest $07 Jeyueg
“shug Joaford sy} uyym suodasIBUL . oAg any sojobuy ol
sweiboid [ended 10av 9 $ jeualy|  SnoLeA Je saue| uIny Yot pue Jybu 13)s3yduep Je pue aw. 4108 0} ‘OAY wioKseM 507 [2huen
1o} apinoid 0} "SAY UIBISIM USPIM 82UaI0|4 - BUIUBPIAN "BAY WISISSM
"Amy G011 BY) 03 sue| Auo win} Jubu dwey-uo gs AMd sop Kol
sweiboid feyded 10av1 S $ [eusly| punogises ue ajeald O} apis ynos 1 0} "9AY |[PYSEH -BUILBDIAL 19 20050 PAlg 800S0y opuBUIaS UeS Shl
8U} UO 309S0Y JO 183} 09 LSPIM
‘S3Ug| Jlyel) |eUOHIpPE Ue pue ong 50050 folen
swesfold [exded 10Qv1 [+ $ leuauy|  ‘sylemapis ‘s;iepnb ‘sqino apiaoid 01 15 95eYn - BUIUSPIAL “OnY I9SEH OAY [19MSeH opuewIa] ueg Ll
O} [[3%SeH JO S8pIS 1og USPIM )
“Ned uosisodxg
PUNOLINS SIOPIIOT [edue sjuswanoidw) pAlg sojebuy -
sweiboid [eyded 10aVT v $ feustly J1olew Buoje saue Ajuo uiny Jybu uope|noND dyjel] Yled uomsodxz| uopisodxy S07 [enjuad
10 uolje|jeisul pue Buiuapim Jeans
‘suelpaw padeaspue]
Yim yim Aempeol , 0g ue 1S l9ved 01 1S 1S safabuy/ ZLL
swesBoud [Yded 10aV st $ [BUSHY ] o) b Woyj J8¥eg pue 1S INOpunoy | Jnopunoy - Buluspip 1 Bulds yuoN [6uuds yuoN S0 [eRUdD
usamyaq 1s Buuds N uepip
uoiss!
W g0 ‘saue| -1 0} "pAIg EpaAindas | opueu _w_p_ Aajlep m
sweiboud eyded 10avT 8 $ [eLspy 0} Z Woyy asealou} ‘Yo . O} USPIM - BUIUSPIAA UOISSIN OpUBUIS] UBS ues opueuia{ Ueg
"0/ 0} 95 anysdweH maN P sajebuy/ oLl
sweiboid [B1ded 10GV1 L $ [eusuy woy Aempeos palg Alonag Uapin 0} Bjluenf - BulUBpPIAG “pPAig Ausnag pAIE A g 07 [eusn
nnb ‘OAY BYjBUN O} "anyY any FENETN 601
sueiboid eided 10avT El $ (euely 9 qIno ‘sJuBi| Jeass ‘Buluapim 18| uewpoopn - Buluapin “aay spedioo|  yredioopy|  opueuseq ueg
SuoijoasIBu PAIg WIYSIaNUE] pAlg Asllep 801
swe.Bo.d 1ended 10aVT 9l $ feusuy aA0Jdwi pue Sapis Ylog USpIni 0} UoajD - BUIUAPIA "PAIG jueging uequng| opueussd ueg
"uonoalIP YoBa Ul SUB| [RUOippe ‘PNG BOWOW BlUES| opisIsa o1
sweiboid 1eyded 10av 8 $ eLsHy ue apincid o} g Apung uapipa| o3 paIg anysiip - Buiuaping "1q Apung G Apung PISISSM
*SOOIASP [01JUCD JYjes}
peoljiel pue [eubis ujoq Buipesbidn sBUISSQID) Py sojebuy
sweiboud fended 10av1 €l $ [euduY Pue 'Saue| el RUORPRE| oy 1o e g Aempeoig)is iZeig Kempeoig $07 [enua) 904
‘Buuapm ybnolyl Buissoid
1S |1Zeig e moj diyjel] 0>O._QE_
sy 1osfoid ayy A epowe sajebuy, so1
sueiboid feyded 10av1 & $ euHY ulylM "PAg epewR]y JOrIsUcosy | 101 0} IS UL - Buluspim IS epswely 1S epowely SO7 [ejUdD
saue| Jeuuey) zenbulwioq o} ‘aAy 1S wioLeuy sajpbuy oL
swe.Boid [ended 10av1 v $ [eusuy 9 0} ¢ 'spJs "Amy Jofew o} uspyi| InBewueq woly Buapa 1S WisyeUy, ; $07 [ejua)
6 ‘BAY PUB[BUIA O} ‘BAY png Kairep ol
sweiboid jended 10av [44 $ lelsly 1984)s JO S3PIS Y10q UO BUILSPIAA auINoqAl - BUIUAPIAL “PAIE YuBqINg Jueqing opuewa4 ueg
ajea (suoynw)
Apms uopeidwog | FCAMHS | 4504 2dAL Z uonduasag uopduasaq/suwI 109l0ig ooy | uoiBasgng T
10PLLIODHUBWINIOG 39URION .«m.m Joslosg ‘353 190foud 53 olosd Kempeoy

8002/0¢€/1

sysi 199l0d ueld 9189)JeNS/d LY S,DVIS 10} S399[0ld [BUCRIPPY

uoneuodsuel] jo juawpedaq sajabuy soT jo A1)




b

80-0£-10 OVOS 04 1S171 d1Ly7110avi

(paunbai Aepn-yo-1ubi)
*UOROasIBlUL aY) e ybnouy] /1Y suo
pue ‘ybnoiy| suo ‘] dUGC IOy Y Aallep
sweisboid fexded 10av1 z $ leusuy dnoys gN aduIsa) pue pAiE eIMuaA pAlg BINDA Je Buluapim any dnoyg| aay dnoys OpuUBWISS UeS V1| é6cl
O/S 1 021 IN0ge 0} PAIg BJNJUSA
WOy 9y dnoys 40 apIs }SOM USPIA
"guR| UIN}-YS| pUCOIs dAA pue ‘sue| Kol
sweuboid [eyded 10av1 4 $ Jeuayy|ybnoiy g3 ‘aue] wniybl gN e ppe 30050y Je any eboues|any ebouen opUEWIS, UES vil| 8zt
0} USPIAA - 90950y Je any eboue)
swesBold Jeyded 10av ' $ ey Kioedeo anoidu PAIG PUBIUNS Je PAIG SHEOUSID PAIg Aairen vi| 2z
; Heuy 0} PAIg SHEOou3|S) JO 3PIS JSES USPIAA Syeoudlo| Opueulaq UBS
‘uonesado Kairen
sweubold feyded 10av Z $ leusuy [eubis 3 Ayoedes anoidiu) 0} USPIA pAIg [|IY3004 S PJeqaqnH| IS PieqdnH opueusad Ues Y1921
‘uofsabuod aonpal 0] OYS1Y PAIg peoY PIO Aapen
sweiboid [ended 10av I $ [elayy [eoqieq Wim JO3UU0D pue uoldasiajul peoy pjO/AMH euaIS N2l kA
7 AMH eueIS|  opueula4 ues
USPIM — PEOY PIO/AMH BLISIS
(Aem ay) Ul a1e suwnjod
R Aemoay)) say ebunin] 9g ojuo suiny AalleA
dld-10avi 0C $ leuapy J4Bu 31GNOpP SpIAGId O} W40 0 | ia spisiany opuBWaY Ueg 1| ¥2l
-¥S pPUNOQUINOS Je 1Q SPISISAIY USPA
} saue| uin} Y3 jenp spiroid .
diy - 10avi 4] $ leuspy 0} oAy B2IG B J8 PAIg 19SLNS USPIM PAlg Josung oapIsisapm Vi) ect
- L) Aioedeo aseasoul 1920 ESES
dly -10avi 0l $ leualy 01 SAY BLIOIIA 8 191G J9%001S USPIA 1S 190018 PISISOM vi|eei
} *Aoeded uondasIBUl 9SBAUOU| pAlg sajabuy
dlyd - 10av1 g $ [eusuy "ISSM PAIg ebuanyed Je palg weyleg weyleg S0 [RhYURD Vil ek
; ‘Ryioeded asealoul 0) USPIA sajebuy
dly - 10avi ol $ leusyy ‘PAIg S[EPUSID Y AU JaYDlald 1a Byopl4 07 jeuag V1| ozt
"9AY SUMOIE 0} SSII0R as0[o Ajqissod o196
dly - 10avi oL $ [elsUY ‘uooasseiu) ubljeas pue uspiv QY Asusiuon ol Y| 61
S0 [efuan
uojbuiuny Jo YUON peoy Aslajuoy
sdwei-uo Y UAS felien
dly - 10avi S $ feuauy oM} 0} SWIN)-Y3) [enp 3pinoid o} USPIM soempion|  opuews ueg V1|81
- Amd LOL W SRV UAD Jojempiod
Buiuspipy uonRIISIBIU|
eq (suoyyw)
fpmg 3 aeq ums adAL
uonajdwo SO uondudsa uonduasagysywi yoalos no uoiBbasqn 1
JOPLLIODAUDUND0Q JDUIIYIN .umMou _o o_o._w_ 753 199load .ammuuomwoﬁ Kempeoy  uondt ad i Q/suIn 10sfold Aoy 1oa1qns B

800¢2/0¢/1

s)s1 199foud ueld d1691eng/dLy S,.OVIS 10} sjoslold [euoppy
uoneuodsuel] jo Juawiedag sajobuy soT jo A1




cl

80-0€-10 OVIS HO4 1Si1d1Y1 10av1

(uonoasio| 1Isapn)

‘Aoedeo anoudun| . AY UAD Aalen
swesboid [ended 10aV1 § $ (euspy O} PUB|IOYININ PUB JSJEMPIOD USPIAA 40 PUBIIOUININIY 3AY UAD 423eMPIOD 1elemplon|  opueuseq ueg i
‘uonoasIaul 8y} 15 Koen
sweiboud [ended 10av (4 $ leualy| aduysas pue je8) 005 Ajetew xoidde ) PAIg eogleg ovl
10} £OGIEE JO OPIS 1583 USPI aJlysuonaq je BuluspiAA ‘PAIE eoqleg opuews4 ueg
‘eale uolBuIl (sjulod G Io} IN0gepunoy) soro6U
sweiboud [eyded 10av cl $ |eleUY 8y} ut uonoasiayul pabba) juswaaosdw| uonoasiaiu| I1d| 1S Widyeuy, 507 _m_:cmw 6€l
9A} € 10} JNOgEPUNOI B 3jea1D)| Sepiap soed/ 1S Asyes) /1S wisyeuy|
dwres[jo ay) Wwoyy suet winy Y|
punogisam [euoiippe ue pue ‘Saue|
sjuawanosdwy LETTN
sweiboid fended 10av I $ leusyy|  winy yaf pue winy Jybu punoguinos . . 1S Plojxoy gcl
feuonippe Buipinoid Aq piopoy sdwey "AmJ 01Z 3 1S PIOXOY opuewad ues
Je s$900e Aemaald 0}Z-| anoidw
"SOLY au} unm feubis
olyel) ajelbajul pue sauej uini-ybu
s sjuawaacidwl] uooasiau| Asjlen
sweiboid [eyded 10av S $ leuspy| @ay jenp pue saue| __mzo:.: sauey Ay euois pue ‘pag fipooy| PNE WO o0 e ) ueg €1
uin}-ys| sAIsn[oxe ue-104 'Y oy Aq
“AMH el3IS 18 'pAg (1100 USPIM
‘sjuawiaaosdwig .
sweibourd je3ded 10av 4 $ leusiy apnf pue qnd yjemapis epanndas 1e BuiuaDiM - _ouw_m 1S piood| cmEm>muM> 9etL
SN} JOJ SNIPEI GIND USPIAA PSAINASS je DUIUapipg IS PIoXOY p 4 ueg
*SUINjal GIND Je JUSWIAoW any sajebuy
sweiboud [enden 10V 1 $ FBUSHY| 1 onoiduwl of uopoasseu uapiy|  UOHPOSIOMINIS ISHOdRAY Sd BIUES | o e s07 [eRus) sek
: ‘saue| ysnouyy leuoyppe Buipiroid QA puel sofobuy :
sweiBoid fended 10avT € $ feuspy Aq Ayoedeo aseaioul 0 Uspipn|  pue AMd 0L L-YHS usamiaq IS ajdwe ) 15 odwey S0 fenuad vel
‘reubis
soabuy
swesboid feyded 10av G $ leualy|.  unpjybu e ppe pue auej Ajuo winj pAlg eBusnyen/eay ulpjueld [oAy ulpjuely S0 {enua) eel
-ybBu GM puooss e ppe 0} Uspipg
‘aue] | 7 apmoud o} any dwel-4o gam oL-t any sajebuy
sueiboid feyded 104V 9 $ feusy JUOLLIBA JO 9pIS-}Sea Uo g| USPIA| 03 pAIg uojBuiysepn WOl SAY JUOWISA JUOULBA SO [eua) el
‘uonesado
uonoasiajul ancidwi pue uonsabuco
pag sajebuy
sweisboid fexded 10avi 9 $ lelayy| @onpai o3 dwel-go gan auy ubisapal dwel-uo g 0L-| ® PAIg meysual) 1€l
MeysuaI) SO [enua)
pue aue| Aluo wnjybu gs e
apiaosd 0} pAlg meysual) 98 USPIA
“aue| Ajuo win} Jybu e ajestd o} paig PAIg UBID Aajlen
swesboid [eyded 1 0AY] 1] $ [euspy uory Asanag Jo 69) YINos USpIA Q puejjoyjnpy pue pajg usjo Aleneg fuanag|  opuewsy ueg /4
ajeq (suonjyus)
Apmg ajeq Helg adAp
953 17 309/0. AN b
OPLLIODAUBINGOG 3SUBIARY .mww_uo."_%_w 83 j90l01d .ﬁm.w%owea Kempeoy ¢ uonduasaq uondudsaq/sywi jo9foid oy uoibaugng Mo

800Z/0¢/1

s)si 309[0ad ueld 21693e2S/d LY S,OVOS 10} S}09fo.d [euonippy

uonepodsues] jo Juswpedaq sdjobuy so jo 1o




€l

80-0€-L0 OVYOS HO4 1811 d1y1 10av1

paig
ujooun Jaac aBpuq paig JeAing au} jo (1-ys)
sweiboid jeyded 10av 05 $ feusuy uononAsUooa1 Bulpnioul o7 euojed | pag LIoour SPISISAM &bl
8y} Jano abplq PAIg U(0DUIT USPIAA
(80-200Z Ad 1 pauodisod fanen
diy-10av1 ol $ |eusuy uoRaNAsu0d ‘gjRidwod ubtsep — oofoid [oay ebuning opUBLIS UE syl
MNGH) @6pug any BBunin L USPIA puLied UBS
‘AousIoyap S0UBIER|DISPUN SAI0SA]
R 0} ainjonyisiadns ay) asiey "Aoeded sajabuy
d1d-10avY1 9 $ [eLspy anosdwi 0} 26puq tapm im aoeidey 15 969100 S0 fenus) Lyl
"Amd 011 18AQ eBpug 1S 869)10D
B , PAE
i SH[EMIPIS pUe ‘S1Bp|NoYs ‘seue sEpuslD |- sopobuy
d1d - 10av1 00l $ leuspy aiq apntous 0} Amg §-| Jan0 abpuq oy 07 [enuag orl
pAlg 2lepudiDyany UoliadAH uspin wouady
‘aaleLwd)e Juawaojedal Apnis
pue SSS00E BZe|d PURIS PUE |OOYDS sdwes-uo gL}
_ NNy J0J EMBPIS USPIAA "due| uinlfj pue LOL-SN 0} S$939. anoxduy o) LOL sajabuy
d1¥-10av] 8t $ fEusUY -1ybu pue auej nuy ppe pue ‘sdwell-gn JaA0 IS 3jdwa | pue zeneys Jesad SNV PUEID SO [euan svi
-Uo QL1 %8 LOL O} ue| WN}Ya| |enp usamjaq abplig Sy PUBRIS UBPIAA
mojje 0} abpuqg Buysixe ayy uapina
PAIg BINJUSA Aelen
d1I¥ - 10av1 g $ |eusuy| 0) Uspim pue ueds ainjeubis yim Joard| oAy xejjon opuBwIA] UES 144"
1 Jano abipuq aay xejj09 soejdey
sred
pasodoud Joy eoeds uado pasealoul Joj
. awey [euod e ynm dwel-ug gN Jenod 1S sofebuy
d1y-16av1 8 $ [ELBUY ‘aouelesjalapun jeisje| pasealout|ssebuy so SO jenuad et
1o} 6puq J26uo] ypm soejday
:LOL-SN Jeno abipug 1S sejebuy so
440
1002 ! pewwesboud jooloid Guiuspim PG sojobuy
di¥-10avi ol $ [euspy 1o21s € sayolew Jey) Aioeded weyeg 07 {2IUsD (44"
oI} 3seaIoU| 0) AM4 POOMA|IOH
je 96pug pAlg weyleg LBPI
sabpug
ajeq (suonw)
fpmg ajeq ueis adAy
uonoduioy |, 1509 2 uonduaseg uonduasaq/syuy 3oofoid anoy uoibaigng JoTE)
JOPLUIODHAUSWNDIOQG 20UAIIN ~s3 300l01g ¥s3 Joaload 453 100f01d Kempeoy

8002/0¢/1

s)si yoslold uejd d16ajenS/d LY S,.OVIS 40} s}oafoid leuoippy
uoyjepodsuelr] jo uswpedaq sajabuy so jo A1D




i

80-0€-10 DVYOS ¥0d 1S 41y 10av1

oAy
ISINYuanieH pue 1S AS|POOAA Usamiaq FETETN
swesBoud [eyded LOavT 0s $ [evely podiy sAnN Uep 2y} yresusapun 1§ Aooges opueusa4 ueg vi[8st
1§ Aoanes uo [auun} e pjing
‘saue|
- Oljes) pue ayiq jeuoiippe apirold pnig LETETN
d1¥ - Loavi 0€ $ [eLeLY 0} jauun) Bupsixa uapipy abpug| epsaindsg| opuewsd ueg vif 5l
puUe|[OyINIA J& [Suun] PAIg EpaAjndas
: :o_um.iaom ‘apets) pue sjouung
-aBpuq mau ay;
punoJe pue Ui MOy Ojjes} SouBYUS
0} 1Q umeT 1sa104 Je sduwes . ia s9jabuy
sweibold [eyded LOQVT 8 $ leuauy HO/UO PEL HS UBIZ-9Y 03V Jany 1 JanQ obpug uQ ume 1selo4 umMe 159104 07 [enueg v 95t
16 JOAIY Y1 Jono (iey) uewsanba
“jout) 96plQq $S390€ U JONKSUC)H
‘uoissalboid
oyjen) anoidun o) sieubis oyyes) meu
Uy} JOTUISUOD "SH[BMSPIS Japim pue Ko
swelboid eyded 10AVY 8 $ feualy|  ‘opls yoea uo 9yN0J AYIQIBPINOYS| FEL-HS Je BuISSOIoIBAQ "IQ SPISIBAIY |1 SpISIBAIY opuewWo4 ,_h_mw vilssy
MBU HC1LYS punogisam
0JUO 3UB| LI} Y3 UBIpaW
e ajepowosde 0) abpuq auy) USPIA
] sjo9jep Mg LoL-sn sajebuy
swielBold eyded 10avT 5 $ teusHy lerstew o) anp abplg Jonisucoay|  pue JBAY Y J8AQ 1ONPRIA IS UIXIS IS WS SO fenuan vijvsi
"SIIOUBIOYAP pue SHOsUBMoq paig sajpbuy
sweufoid fended 10Qv1 ol $ [eusuy anoWay 0} 96pLIG BURSIX® LAPI IQ euojieg/paig uopisodx3 uoysodx3 07 |2us) V1| est
‘SY[EMIPIS pue Saue| aYiq
. sojabuy
sweibo.id lepded 10V 9 $ leusiy(ppe osly "AMJ G-| 0} sSa0de ano.du Jany v/ebpug 1S Joyoiel4| 1S Jeyoel4 S0 jeuen vl zst
pue Ayoeded asealoul 0} Uapin
uonezipuueyo
LN} Yo Upm uonoalp yoea u OAY MIIA sajebuy
swesbold &ded 10a VT 05 $ [EHSpY S9UE] OM} B)epouILIooDe 0) Aemaal)| AnD pue IS ofuaiely usamieq IS S1el1S 1S Es S0 [ejua) Vil b5t
01-1 Jono abipuq Buo| ay) uapiny
"suin} Ya| 9jgnop
as apinoud 0} pAlg weyleq je
uswiadelday abpug pag saRbuy
sweiboud [eyded 10Qv1 o¢ $ leuspy| duwes}jo L0L-SN 9S adujsayuspim ! : v1| o5t
pue ‘Aoedes oyes asealoul AmgJ Lol sn/ebpug paig weyseg weyreg S07 leua)
0} o6puq Bupsixe ay} aoejdey
ajed (suonu)
Kpmg ajeq yels adAL
JOPLIGOAUSWINDOG 39UBIBOY “MWM_%@..“_M_N 253 oelorg ummuum“%o._ | Kempeoy Z uonduasag uopduasaqysiiugy 393foad ooy uoibaiqng f1%)

800z/0¢/1

sjsi yo8foud ueld d16olelIS/d LY S,.9VDS 10} soalold [euonippy
uoneModsuel] jo yuswedaq sejpbuy so1 jo A1H




Sl

80-0€-10 OVIS HO4 1Si1 4141 10av1

0L1-US 01 L0L-SN YBnow 5-| woly sopebuy
swesbolg jendes 10avy (euauY Bunoauuoo pAlg a(BpUSIS) JpUD jauun} z-US S0 (e21U9D) 69l
e plng — gLL-YS 03 -] Woy 2-HS
(se|iw g} "xoidde)
0L~ PUB L0 L-SN 192UU0O 0} Jsuun}|pAig ucAue) Aajren
suesboid (€)ded 10aV [eLHY e piing — GL-1 pue L0L-SN usamjeq foineq|  opuewsed ueg 8ol
19 ebaual) eyg uodue) [eine
aAy apiseas gm o) Aepn AnEN dN sofebuy
sweibold jepdeD 10av] o $ [BUBY| |, 013 J0J0BULIOD JONOAY MU B PIng (Ly-ds) ony apisees Je Aepy AneN|  Aep AaeN 07 [21UeD 291
Ay peo.d JO Sapis Yjoq uo
sweibouid [ended 10av1 02 [ leusuy mv._g_MBwM _wwwhu,%_%w VMMLHMM:.WMH”M 1S foJEM Ay peolg sajabuy 99l
: k ‘S8 [I2) WO BEIE JIOLISIEM 0} pAlg sebpug AueH woy aay peolg $07 [BAUBD
0} s$9908 pajeledas-speib pjing
‘uonsebuoo (1-¥s)
sweiboud feyded 10av| oS $ leusuy sonpal o} uoperedas spet e pjing pAIg uojbutysepn/pAig ulooun pAg Ujoour] 8pISISaM S91
‘Bale Xy PUB O L-| usamiaq ebaual)
e Buoje swy |aael aaoidw 0) pAlg ong
swesboiq jeyded 10av ocL $ [euspy Jassyouepy pue ‘pag el e ‘pPAig eboual e apIsIsop ¥9l
09pOY ‘PAIG UOSIBYSS Je pAjg ebaual) ;
€1 uo suonesedas apelb 1onsUOD
Aemsng
SJUO [T O} ] UMmOJUMOQ WO Kemsng s9jebuy
swesBoud ended 10GvT|- 199 - $ [eLauy $9SNQ JIsuey) JO s$a00e anp 1018|  SuoW 13 S0 [eAUa) g9t
epawe|y Je uojeledas apeib apinoid
LOROBSIBIUL PAIG BIYSIIMA ong
sweifoid feyded | OQvY ov $ TE pue pajg epaaindeg ay) Je (ssedispun) epaAIndog apIsISaMm z9l
uonesedas apeib pnysuo)
Py opueulaq UeS Ieau pAlg pAIg Kejiep
sweBoid fended 10Qv or $ [eusuY puejung uo uonetedas apeib PnysUCH puejung| opueused ueg Lot
peoljiey dyioed UOIUNHUIONBN/IBAY . sajebuy
sweiboid [exded 10GY 0s $ leusuy W] Ui uonesedas spesS) 1S UIBl ‘N IS VBN 'N 07 [enuag 091
"Rajes panoidu Joy syoel}
Y pue Joals usamiaq uoneredss falien
dl¥-loavi 08 $ feusuy apelb JoNHSUoY - BAY UBWIPOOAA Pue 15 Aoones opueuiaq ueg 651
PAIg SANN UBA Usamiaq 1S Aooyes
ajeq (suonpw)
Apmg ajeq yeis adAy
uoyajdwio SO uonduoss, uondussag/spuiny joslord ajnoy uoibaigng Mo
1OpLLIOHAUIWNIOQ IIUdIY .«mm u_oo_.ohw 353 y0afoid .«mmuuumn_wo._n_ Kempeoy ¢ uond a ar

800¢c/0¢€/1

s)s1 399f0ud ue|d 2160jeNS/d 1Y S,OVIS 10§ S)oafoid [BUOBIPPY

uonepodsuel] jo Juswpedaq sajobuy so jo A1n




9L 80-0€-10 OVYOS Y04 1817 4141 10av1

Bunsie uo Ayoeded soebuy opuewa4 Ues ‘el
10PLLIOD PaJsabuod G| diNS g usuely Sulej bulsixa i pauILISIap 3G O} SUOEI0| SNOUEA g-1{ so1 feuan ‘A4s |etves ‘sepwied “eiseoue| ggiL
s pUE 30[AI2S YulIoAN Puedx 'SOMD 00 YUON| v ‘slepuelo ueqing
sasng Ajoeded sajabuy
) -yBiy pue SaUE) JiSUEI} pajedIpap i e i :
10pILI0D Pelsabuod 01| dLYS 0z $ WSURLL| )t ety Fouenbay Bursenmt 01-1 0} [alfesed G| O} L-NS ok .mm_u_wow _MMM% OO BJUES V1| 621
AQ s99iMDS Jisuel ] parocsduw] B0 op1
sng ool
aull [/es 4SNG Bunsixe 4SNg
sweiboid eyded 10av1 000t ¢ ysues| BUIZIIAN Xy O} SIOPIIOD MBUSUBID 1any apIsISaM vijezL
pUE Jogrey 10auL00 O} el ping]  souslol4
Am Buoje Jew|A
sweiBoid feyded 100y 000z ¢ ysuel] o X1 U013 Ueramion et pin 50%-1 apisisam vi| 221
BOIUCIA eluE!
sweiboud [Eyded 10aVT 000’ $ ysuer - cm@w_\,_ucwxw au usal apIsIsam vi| ez
) ) ] i ) B ) Jewjkg ) FETEN
sweiboud [eided 10av oos $ isueil 0} poomAiion ‘N woy aurt pay puspa| " TPRH| opuewsag ves vijszk
seut UON
: . Jiel Jybiayj pue Januwiwos Joj (Youan) sajebuy .
sweibold [ended 10QY1 000'} $ ysues) LOparedas SPEID. -pR1-MS PUE 2 Mww_ﬁ.u_w s ISy alepualo | v21
-dS U9BM3q - YLON I0pLIOD BPaWEY
aAY JuouLIS Buole pAlg JOPLLIOD sojebuy )
ueid oibajeng dLy1 1002 gle $ ysuel) DOOMAIOH O} SO L1 - 2UIT Ui onoly|  1uoWIoA so72nueg 00 v1'v1[ €Lt
SaIND SPISISAM
EOIUOH BIUES 0) AID JSAIND . IO EOIUOW
Aprig AINaoW apisisam 009 $ nsuelL [ |1 oseud suel) pey 16K uopsodxa oLl mo,_m_wwmww ewes Ao Joann | 4
saabuy
K40 18AIND 0} umouMmoq i eoluop
JOpLLIOD Pajsabuog 0L-| dLNS 6002 900z ove $ NsuelL - oseuq usuaL) oy 1B uopsod oLl _mma_wom.w_ L_MMM,W awes 1 K onmo| M2
uelg obe e JSIIUMIEMION O} OUERY|  JOPLIOD M“w%w sopum eoml
Id JIDSIeAs dLY1 100z HS $ HsueiL woy pushe-sur poo psisea|  visea| (o _szmw 001d ‘oj2geIuoN ‘09 v1)
frey

Apms #ea aeqg Hes {suotfinu) adAy
uonaidwo) |, 150D ¢ uondussag uonduosaqysyiwi jololg ARNoYy uotfaiqng ST
JOPLLIOHAUBWINIOQ 3IUBIDJIY 3 Jooloig 153 30efoad 83 poeloxd Aempeoy

sisi 09foud ueld d16atenIS/d Ly S,OVIS 40} sjoafoid [euonippy
8002/0¢€/1 uonenodsues] jo juswpedag sajabuy so jo A1H




L

80-0€-10 OVOS Y04 LSIN d1Y17 L0av1

Aajlep opueusa
(sL) ueg'Asjien
Wa)sAg uonepodsurl] juabiiajul ypm 12uqeo
10av1 ol $ Wwavwsl wajsAs uonebireu aioyan ajesbajuy SpIMAID ueg ‘sepbuy vifesi
0} - uoneIBIU| BINJoNSRIYU| SOIUBA SO [eyuad
‘SO opisISe
. nstL
. apPISISHW
0L1-4S 0}1 = pIsisem
) . e IIeA opueway
usuelf - LOGY 5102 s00z| €9 $ ysueil[  Bunesodo WSk 'lBNdeD W8LS SPIMAID SSIN0J HSYQ MOU OL 11 SOV 'LOL| " o sc ooy vi|ssl
~SN ‘ol ‘g S0 28D
s e e - HSYa}
- Yosloid . folren
VLW - fpnig JopwioD |01 004 $ ysueil femsng wnog-uuoN pouveg ppy|  9FSN|  opuewey ues V[ v8L
} uonels o pue sedioop } s9jebuy
VLW - ApPmS Jopuio) Lol S $ hsuelL M/Q] SSOIAIRS YUIlOLBPN BSesIoU| Loi-sn SO [BIURD ‘A4S vijesi
(saynou ¢) Yed nyuyoe/sENSSM
{senol g) Allanagauowlan
‘(sanol £} DOV1/edUo
} BlUESAUCWIRA ‘(s8)na1 Z) _ sajabuy
YLW - ApPNiS 10p1IoD LOL 0s $ Hsuel| WSISSAVPOOMAIIOH (V] UMOIUMOQ puE LaL-sn $07 |BRUaD ‘A4S vi| 28l
abueyolsul 02L-HS/PEL-HS/LOL-SN
UM]Q SUOHEBJS 9U(T PaY O} SUOIOBULIOD
F0IAISS YISUBS) AJUNLWILLOD [B20| PPY
AdS ‘oBnpiop
g 10pLIod G- Ay _,| ohouy ‘Aemajen
1opuIoD paysabuod G- d1MS 0s $ Jsuely INOYBNOIL) SEOIARS JISUEY 852U paulwialap aq 0} SUOREO0| SNOUBA &l  sajabuy viji8l
S0 jenuad
eq (suoyjiw)
Apms % ajeq pe)s adAy
uopsjdwod 309 Z uonduasaqg uopdudsag/sywn 3a9foid anoy uojBaiqng L Th)
10PLLIO)AUIUNIO(] 9IUIIIY 53 109l0ug 153 190load 183 1000014 Kempeoy

800zZ/0¢/L

sjsif] Joefoid ueld d18ejenS/d 1Y S,.HVIS 10} sjoafoid jeuonippy
uonerodsues] jo juswiredaqg so|dbuy so jo AD




8l

80-0€-10 OVIS YO 1SI1 d1Ly1.L0av1

aoeds uado pue abexuy uenysepad

sajabu
sweiboid jeuded - 1L0aV1 00l $| waumsyL 10} ©AY JUOULIBA PUE 3AY UOsUOIE|  LOL-SN 507 _m_:cmw V1|26l
uaamiag AMd oL Jano Buppeq
SalluaWE PUR UoRRWLIOM| >N_MMPM_MMNN
Jopwog pasaebuo) 0)-1 d1MS oS $ NAL/NWSL YsueJ) pue ‘eofolg ‘ueljsapad apmaD s01 [eRue) 1| 161
8jeuIpiood/puedxa/asueyul ‘SO SPISISI
T i ) "7 suensapadysojohoigd - waL|
) AalleA 1onqeD
ues ‘Ajen
opueulad ue
JopuioQ paysabuod 6 d1YS 0s $ INQL/WNSL senioey apu-pue-yied puedxa/ppy|  SPIMALD .wm__w_o %_m“_ﬁw% V1| 061
‘sojabuy
S07 [RiUED
A4S ‘oBnpiap
sweiboud ololy ‘Aemale
-10puI0) peisabuc) ¢l divs ] $| waumsL WAL uoiduieyd 0} UoREROSSY |  BpIMAID " sojobuy V1|68l
Juswabeuey uoneuodsuel] e ajeal) 07 [eausD
§ ; Bupeysepy - WALl -
Aallep
'SOUE| B|QISISAR] SB UDnS MO} [euges ues
feuonoalip Ae}|Ioe) 0} uoheINBYLoDal ‘Kalje opueusa
lopiuog paysabuo) 01+ d1YS 0s $ WALNSL [EUSHY ‘SaUE| [EUOIIPPE PUE S}ayaod apimAg uES ‘soeBuy vijesi
uin} 1o} s|elaMe snouea aduisay s07 ([efua)
'SaD apISIsap
sajebuy
o1 _m“w”ww Ag|lea opueulo4
104av1 08 $ WAl/NS1L washs OyS1Y apmAD ajeidwon & ues ‘sejsbuy 1| 481
SIEA $07 [enjuag
opueuIa4
Ues YUoN
ajeq (suoyw)
Apmg ajeq peig t adA)
uonsjduio S uonduosa uonduasag/siwi 3ofoid ooy uoibaqn Ao
10pLIODAUIWNIOQ 3IUBIYIY .ﬁm u_uoqo._w_ 353 yoofoud .«mmuﬂm“o._n_ Kempeoy cuon a 4 S

800z/0¢/1

s)si 303foid ue|d d1Bejesig/d LY S,OVIS 10} sjosfold jeuonippy
uoneuodsuel] jo Juswpiedaq sajabuy so7 jo A1D




61

80-0€-10 OVYOS Y04 1S17d1H17 10av1

juswisnon (pasinbay Aepp-jo-
I biy) pAg saebuy
swesboid [eyden 10avi ¢ $ $poon) P A 1S epalwely e pAlg aidwAlo vij Lo2
[Sieusuy JUSWSAOW YonJ} aaoidwi 0} USPIA oldwAl0 $07 [eua)
uBWACH "SUIN}aJ GING Je JUSWISAOW Honu} (dwes
40 0l 1S solebuy
swesbaid fended 10av1 b $ Spoo| anoudiut 0} (dwes-yyo oi-t g Jesu)| V1| 002
[Sleuspy 1S 0B 12 1S SUAIOIT USPIM | GM Jeau) 1S osje je )S asudieul|  esudieyug $07 [eljuan
UBSWIBAD| SJUSLIBAOW YINU} SFe}|I0
dly-10avi 0zo0Z owoz| ¢ $ y muoo_\w,_ 0} :_msw pue Aleq M QMLM._\.,M e 1S AlEq 1B JUsWooueyY mwhwws_ Aeq g uiely so wwm_wm“< v1| 661
/sleuspy|  pue pAN e suinjel qund aseasul PUElS AreQiE Y uu3 A J 1 0
) SJuBWAAOW
on) @ suinjas gIng
JUSLISAOIN mmmw._ocu_ _hmmwww_bvo“omm h_ “mnz:m 1S UBIOQASIMW Py OPUELLS 1S9M PY sojabuy
di¥ - 10avi 0202 oLz s $ SPOOD( L ino ‘sauel reuonibpe oyean|  UES PUE IS IIZRISASIM Py OpUBLISS|  opueuIad 01 12AUB 3[epualo 'v1| 861
sfeuauy Pue q 1 [euoRIppE S ueg Je sjuawaaueyuy Aoeded ueg 1 eAu39
IS 0} ]S uelioQ pue IS |1zeig 4o sopis ’
{iNos pue yplou aacsdwi pue uspipy
SJUSLLAOLL YINJ} SJe}|IoR) G-1/19 epanindasas
14/AUSWSA0 epaanda Aale,
- d1yd - 10av1 0coc oioels - $ A W 0} g1 Je PAIG EepeAindagAeang piojxoy Je sjuawanosdwi| PSAINGSS EA V1| 261
SPoCH 10JX0Y azijeubis pue uapy dwies pue sjuswadoueyug Aoede 8 POy OpueulSd Ues
S[eusUY PIOJX0OY azljeub:s p PIM s} yug Ajf 0
1S W9z pue LoL-sN umig
JUSWAAO | sjustancw xana sjejiioe) 0} SUINS) 18 sejebuy
dly - 10avi 0c0e 0l0z| o¢ $ Spo0S Qnd USpIM pue uoneziPuueyd| U9z pue LOL-SN UM UORINNSUOOTY | 1S epallely s01 [enuen v1| 961
/sleusuy Jrejsul ‘spiepuess ajIusA Ainp pue Buuspim 1S epawely
Aneay 0} anedal pue 19a5s plingey
IO . o - - e e 3 — .,1\,{1ﬂ:_‘m,_.(_i‘ p= S
JUAWBAOW (paninbay soppbuy
sweiboid (eyded 10av] [4 $ SpooH ABA-J0-UBI1Y) “JusSWAOLW Yoru} 1S O9je N Je dwel-4o OL-1 aM oL $07 [e1usH V1| s6l
/Sleusyy aaoidw 0} suinjas qind anosdwg
JUSLUBAOW ‘G0¥-1 0}
Aemaal) 012 Astien
sweiboid feyde 10av1 0z ¢ SPO0D) [31N04 %ONJ) B} PUBIXa pue aue| ony| . g S V1| 61
/S[elauyY| PJIy e ppe 0} 8jn0. %onJ) ayj uspim 1 pue Aemaay y|-S UeaMq 5 85 OpuBLIS] UES
UOWIDA ‘9je)
Uinog ‘unowleled “ed
. . 0l-I pue o . . s9jabuy s07 k -
10PLIOD PR}saBUOD 0171 dLUS 0e0z 010Z( 000'2 $ A3[ - cemaq 012+ 0} SoUEl Yons Py 011 01 S0t 0L (enusn Remeres Mm%_«m_mk_a fﬂwjﬁm wu,mww €6l
‘suspies [1ed ‘Ileg
- shemaasy
ajeq (suoyyyu)
Apmg ajeq pelg adA}
JOPLIODAUBWNG0Q S0UBIBNOY Hwﬁﬁm 453 1oofosd .umwﬁmmwo.;_ fempeoy Z uonduasag uonduosaqysyw yoafosd anoy uoibagng 10

8002/0€/1

sjsi Jo8load uejd 21601e11S/d LY S,OVOS 10} S}o9f0id [UORIPPY

uoljeliodsuel] jo juawpedaq sajabuy soT jo 41D




Additional Technical Corrections

To Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan
Submiitted by Dept. of Transportation
City of Los Angeles

Main RTP Document

e Table 3.1 of main document (HOV and HOV Connector Projects) : the -5/ |-
405 connector has a listed implementation date of 2030; however the Caltrans
District 7 2007 HOV Annual Report lists the project completion date as 2016.

Los Angeles County TCM’s Subject to Timely Implementation

« Project LA002738 — Change completion date to 2010

o Project LAOC8164 — Change completion date to 2010; add note that
Exposition Light Rail Construction Authority will be implementing entity.

+ Project LAOB7330 — No comment/changes
o Project LAOC8171 — Project cancelled

o Project LAOC8173 — Change compietion date to 2008; Design complete;
bid/advertise phase '

« Project LAOC8209 - Change completion date to 2009; Project in construction
o Project LAOC8242 - No comment/changes

« Project LA974165 — No comment / changes

o Project LAE0O566 — LAWA Project

o Project LAEO567 - LAWA Project

RTIP Projects

e SFV North-South BRT Extension Phase I: Metro Rapid on Reseda &
Sepulveda ($102 million) - If this is the TCRP-designated Valley North-
South BRT Project, available funding is now under $100 million; add
Van Nuys Bl. and San Fernando Rd./Lankershim Bl.; should be
combined with other SFV North-South BRT Extension Phases; modify



entry in Table 2 (Major Transit Projects) in Transit Report to reflect full
scope of project (page 38)

¢ SFV North-South BRT Extension Phase Il: Bus Speed Improvements on
Metro Rapid Corridors & Park & Ride Facility ($0) - same comment as for
Phase | (page 38)

e SFV North-South BRT Extension Phase lll: Station Accessibility & Ped
Enhancements on Reseda, Sepulveda & Lankershim ($0) - same comment
as for Phase | (page 38)

e SFV North-South BRT Extension Phase IV: Northbound Bus Lane on
Sepulveda ($0) - Note: LA City has not approved bus lanes on
Sepulveda. Same comment as for Phase | (page 38)

e SFV East-West BRT from North Hollywood to Warner Center ($21 million) -
Delete; project completed (page 38)

e Mid-City Transit Corridor: Wilshire from Vermont to Santa Moriica Downtown -
Wilshire BRT ($133 million) - OK, but change from “Vermont” to
“Western” and modify entry in Table 2 (Major Transit Projects) in Transit
Report accordingly (page 38)

e ADD: Olympic Bl & Mateo St Goods Movement Improvement Phase Il - ($4
million; funded in 2007 Call and entered into FTIP by LADOT)

RTP Projects

e Canoga Transitway from Warner Center to Chatsworth ($150 million) -
OK; add to Table 3 (Transit Corridor Projects) in Transit Report
(page 94)

e Metro Purple Line Westside Extension from Western to La Cienega
(revise to $2.3 billion per Metro) (page 94)

Strategic Plan Projects

e Metro Rapid Bus service expansion in LA City - OK; add to discussion
of Strategic Plan in Transit Report (page 198)

e ADD: East Downtown Truck Access Improvements Phase Il - Complete
capacity enhancements at four locations in Downtown LA to improve truck
access and safety: Olympic BI. at Alameda St., 16™ St. At Central Ave.,
14™ St. at Alameda St., San Pedro St. at 18™ St.




ADD: Port Access Improvements - Improve unimproved Lomita Bl. ROW
between Wilmington Ave. and Alameda St. to Major Highway Class |l
standards to provide truck access between intermodal facilities and
Alameda Corridor; improve Alameda St. roadway between Henry Ford
Ave. and Anaheim St. to Major Highway Class |l standards

ADD: Northeast LLA Truck Access Improvements - Capacity enhancement
on Brazil St. between San Fernando Rd. West and San Fernando Rd.
East to reduce truck congestion and gridlock over railroad tracks; capacity
enhancement at Main St. and Daly St. to improve truck access between
UP/SP railyard and 1-5; install signal on San Fernando Rd. at Tyburn St.
To improve truck safety and reduce congestion on San Fernando Rd.
(with City of Glendale)

Transportation Conformity Report

Project ID LAEO566 (expansion of LAX remote terminal flyaway shuttle
bus system): project status needs to be modified to reflect the fact that
LAWA now operates flyaway shuttles from Union Station (UPT) to LAX
and from Westwood to LAX

Project ID LA000274 (Santa Monica Transit Parkway): Project Status
should indicate that this project has been completed by the City.




Los Angeles: San Diego» San Luis Obispo

ADDITIONAL TECHNICA

Burlington Morthern Santa Fe

Rail Corridor Agency

LOSSAN

COMMITTE

blic Utilities Commission

February 19, 2008 File Number: 4000100

Ms. Jessica Meaney

Southern California Association of Governments
818 West Seventh Street, 12th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Dear Ms. Meaney:

SUBJECT: Los Angeles to San Diego (LOSSAN) Rail Corridor Agency
Comments on Southern California Association of Government’s
(SCAG) Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)

On behalf of LOSSAN, thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft
2008 RTP. The LOSSAN Board of Directors met on February 6, 2008, and has
these comments:

o0 Overall, we are disappointed in the lack of inclusion for the LOSSAN
Corridor and its passenger rail services, Amtrak’s Pacific Surfliner
intercity rail service, and Metrolink commuter rail service in the
financially constrained plan. It is ironic that the front page of your
Executive Summary is a photograph of one of the region’s passenger
rail stations.

0 We made a similar comment on SCAG’s 2004 RTP and it was our
understanding that this would be addressed in future updates. We are
disappointed that it has not.

0 The LOSSAN Corridor is the second busiest rail corridor in the nation.
Each of our passenger rail operators continues to experience record
ridership levels. Metrolink estimates that commuter rail ridership alone
accounts for one lane of the busy Interstate 5 freeway. Rail is an
integral piece of Southern California’s transportation system.

o The RTP goals include Mobility, Accessibility, Air Quality, Energy
Efficiency, and Linking Land Use and Transportation Decisions. We feel
that including alternatives to driving alone such as passenger rail
service is key to meeting your goals.

0 SCAG is a member of LOSSAN, and in fact, was instrumental in the
agency’s startup in 1989. Furthermore, staff and board members are
familiar with advocacy for passenger rail service and therefore,
passenger rail should have been addressed in the Draft 2008 RTP.



0 The Draft 2008 RTP covers the region’s freight systems in detail, yet our rail corridor is
shared by both passenger rail and goods movement. Improvements made by one of these
operators benefits the other. This synergy should be discussed at the same level as freight.

0 Lastly, consider a glossary of terms, including a definition of LOSSAN and a list of
transportation agencies of which SCAG is a member such as LOSSAN.

LOSSAN members are rail owners and operators, regional transportation planning agencies, and
metropolitan planning organizations along the 351-mile coastal rail corridor. Since 1989,
LOSSAN has advocated for improvements to the corridor that have benefited freight and
intercity and commuter rail ridership. Investments have been made at all levels and should be
highlighted in the Draft 2008 RTP. The voters directed major investments in our rail services in
the early 1990s and recently with Proposition 1B.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Should you have any questions, please contact
Linda Culp, San Diego Association of Government’s staff to LOSSAN, at (619) 699-6957 or
Icu@sandag.org. We look forward to changes for the final RTP.

Sincerely,

HONORABLE ART BROWN
LOSSAN Chair

DVE/LCU/ama

cc: LOSSAN Member Agencies



Los Angeles County One Cateway Plaza Roger Snoble
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA goo012-2952 Chief Executive Officer
213.922.6888 Tel

. 213.922.7447 Fax
Metro metro.net

February 15, 2008

Hasan Ikhrata, Executive Director

Southern California Association of Governments
818 West Seventh Street, 12th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017-3435

Dear Mr. Ikhrata:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Southern California Association of
Governments’ (SCAG) Draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP}. We would
like to compliment SCAG on the inclusive process that was undertaken to develop
the draft RTP. In general, we find the document to be well written in identifying
many of the key challenges facing our region through 2035. We request that the
following comments be addressed in developing the final 2008 RTP.

1. InJanuary, the Metro Board was briefed on preliminary recommendations for
Metro’s draft 2008 LRTP. That briefing included a presentation on our updated
financial model, which has been revised to reflect expected increases in project
construction costs as well as the impact of the State funding shortfall. SCAG
should be aware that Metro does not anticipate adding any new projects in the
draft 2008 LRTP, and the schedule of some existing projects may be impacted.
Metro’s planning staff will coordinate with SCAG planning staff and provide you
with our latest financial assumptions, as well as project, cost, and scheduling
assumptions.

2. The draft 2008 LRTP identifies various projects that have not been approved by
the Metro Board through the 2001 LRTP. We note that Metro anticipates
releasing its draft 2008 LRTP in March 2008 and adopting a final 2008 LRTP in
June 2008. As a result, SCAG should be aware that it may need to amend its RTP
to reflect Metro’s adopted LRTP at some future point. We note that there is
precedent for such amendments, as the 2004 RTP was recently amended to
incorporate CMIA projects funded through the State Bond. Projects not included
in Metro’s Constrained LRTP to date include the following:

e 1.710 Truck Lanes between ports and SR-60

I-710 Tunnel from I-10 to I-210

High Desert Corridor connecting LA and San Bernardino
I-5 Carpool and Truck Climbing Lanes in Santa Clarita
I-5 Carpool Lanes from SR 19 (Rosemead Blvd) to I-710
Regional Connector

Green Line LRT Extension



Gold Line Extension to Montclair

Purple Line Extension to Western and La Cienega

High Speed Rail System

Rail Capacity Improvements (Tier 4 engines, grade separations, capacity
improvements)

¢ Orangeline Maglev Project in Southeastern Los Angeles County and Orange
County

3. Through the review and adoption of the Air Plan, Metro provided comments
regarding rail electrification and Tier 4 locomotives, which were assumed to be
funded and implemented by 2014. Metro expressed its concern as to whether
these programs could be accomplished by that deadline. SCAG should clarify
whether these proposals are still included in the draft RTP. We remain concerned
that SCAG not commit to these strategies or others, that cannot realistically be
attained on schedule and would put the region at risk for air quality sanctions and
the loss of federal transportation dollars.

4. We have reviewed SCAG’s demographic forecast for Los Angeles County and
have noted that population and employment is decreasing in comparison to the
2004 RTP, in various corridors where major transit facilities are planned. We are
concerned that these reductions are not consistent with SCAG’s stated goal to
encourage development along transit corridors, and we would seek revisions to
growth forecasted for these corridors.

5. We recommend that the RTP section on Transit Operations (page 95-97) be
deleted, as service operational policies are the responsibility of transit operators
collectively and individually, rather than related to the regional planning
responsibility of SCAG through the RTP. We note that many of the
recommendations in this section have already been implemented by Metro in
conjunction with Los Angles County municipal transit operators, and it would be
counter-productive to revisit or duplicate programs that are well into
implementation. For instance, Metro has just adopted its transit service policies,
has implemented its Advanced Passenger Count ITS based passenger data
collection system, has implemented an EZ Pass for fare coordination with over 20
Los Angeles County transit operators, is implementing its Transit Access Pass
(TAP) universal fare program, and has evaluated ways to improve service
efficiency, effectiveness, and connectivity through its Metro Connections effort
over the last several years. We do not recommend that SCAG seek FY 08-09
funding for activities listed in the Transit Operations section, as they have been
extensively explored and are the responsibilities of the transit operators rather
than SCAG. We also note that it is inconsistent to focus on transit operational
policies in the RTP, when operational policies are not addressed for highways,
arterials, or other modes. Rather than focusing on transit operational issues that
are beyond the purview of the RTP, we would encourage SCAG to focus on a very
important regional issue which is an impediment to expanding both transit
service and transit ridership — the lack of funding for both transit capital and
operating needs.

COMMENTS ON SCAG DRAFT 2008 REGIONAL 2
TRANSPORTATION PLAN



6. Itis our understanding that SCAG did not include its MAGLEYV proposal in its air
quality conformity analysis and that conformity was attained without this project.
This is consistent with the 2004 RTP, which listed the MAGLEYV in its constrained
program but did not assume air quality credit for it. We recommend that this
practice be continued for the 2008 RTP. We would also like to see the RTP
confirm that this project is fully funded through private funds, and that Metro has
no financial obligation.

7. We will work with SCAG staff to ensure that SCAG is aware of our LRTP
schedules for Los Angeles County transportation projects. It is important for air
quality conformity purposes that the RTP project schedules to be consistent with
Metro’s project schedules. We need to avoid the need to go through the air
quality substitution process that happened to Metro on the Red Line and to OCTA
on the Centerline project.

8. Attached to this letter are additional comments on specific elements of the draft
RTP.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft RTP. Metro looks forward to
working with SCAG in addressing these comments. If you have any questions,
please contact Brad McAllester at 213-922-2914.

Sincerely,
Roger Snoble
Chief Executive Officer

COMMENTS ON SCAG DRAFT 2008 REGIONAL 3
TRANSPORTATION PLAN



ADDITIONAL COMMENTS ON DRAFT 2008 RTP

Page 13, SCAG states that an additional $10B is needed for arterial and transit
related system preservation needs through 2035 (27years from now). Metro's
latest survey includes an unfunded backlog of $9.9 B for Los Angeles County for
every road and type of system preservation — 3R, Maintenance for Arterials and
Local Streets. System preservation needs for arterials are estimated at
approximately $5.4 B for arterials comprised of:

$1.2 B for Arterial 3R unmet backlog

$2.8 B for annual Arterial 3r unmet cost to maintain backlog for 27 years
$0.167B of unmet maintenance backlog

$1.2B for annual Arterial maintenance Unmet cost to maintain for 27 years.

There is another $4.5B of system preservation needs on local streets
(maintenance and 3R).

Projects in the Pipeline (p. 97): 5/14 HOV connector will be in construction
shortly, and others such as 5/170, 57/60, 405/605, etc. are not even in the strategic
element of our LRTP. In addition, I-405 HOV gap closure in the Westside of LA
(1t bullet), I-5 and SR-14 (3t bullet), I-5 and I-605 (4t bullet), I-10 and SR-60 (5t
bullet) and US-101 (7t bullet) are all too broad and are in need of better
clarification.

The RTP references a Major Corridor Study that has been completed for SR-60.
Metro is not aware of this Study. The Multi-County Goods Movement Action
Plan (MCGMAP) considered preliminary criteria and conducted modeling to
identify an East/West freight corridor. The final recommendation of the
MCGMAP, however, is that further analysis of parallel East/West corridors needs
to take place with consideration given to both alternative technologies and
potential East/West non-freeways corridors.

Metro is pleased to see SCAG's inclusion of alternative technology methods for
moving goods.

On page 104, under Transit Strategies, the first sentence of the second paragraph
should be revised to read:

The goals of public transportation services are to ensure mobility for people
without access to automobiles, and to provide attractive alternatives for drive-
alone motorists or discretionary riders, and to promote Iagnd use development that

refies less heavily on drive-alone automotive access.

On page 105, in the Transit Expansion section under “Projects in the Pipeline”,
the Wilshire Blvd/Mid-City Transit Corridor (Vermont to Santa Monica) in LA
County should be renamed as “Wilshire Metro Rapidway in LA County”.

COMMENT'S ON SCAG DRAFT 2008 REGIONAL 4
TRANSPORTATION PLAN



Table 3.5, Transit Corridor Projects, page 108 the “Purple Line Extension
(Wilshire/Western to La Cienega)” should be revised as “Westside Extension
(Metro Purple/Red Line Extension)”.

Aviation Section, pages 108 — 111. The Aviation Decentralization Strategy seems
to rely too heavily on the implementation of a very speculative High Speed
Regional Transportation (HSRT) system. If such a system is not implemented,
there is no backup strategy for getting people to highly decentralized airports.

At a minimum, the plan should spend some time describing a more conventional
regional rail network that could be developed along existing rail corridors that link
the regional airports. Operators such as Metrolink and Amtrak operate along
these routes and could provide reasonably direct airport service in the event that
the High Speed Regional Transportation System proves to be infeasible.

COMMENTS ON SCAG DRAFT 2008 REGIONAL 5
TRANSPORTATION PLAN



Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension
Construction Authority

T~
"\ 406 E Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91016-3633

626-471-9050 ph
626-471-9049 fx

www.foothillextension.org

Jon Blickenstaff
Chair

Mayor, City of

La Veme
Appointee of

San Gabriel Valley
Council of
Govemments

Vivien Bonzo

Vice Chair
Appointee of

Los Angeles County
Metropolitan
Transportation
Authority

Rob Hammond

February 14, 2008 BLCA-3RD-493

Ms. Jessica Meaney

Southern California Association of Governments
818 West Seventh Street, 12% Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Dear Ms. Meaney:
On behalf of the Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority, [ wish to

express our appreciation for the inclusion of the Foothill Extension light rail project
within the 2008 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). We have experienced

Member . . .
Mayor, City of tremendous cooperation from your agency in the ongoing development and progress of
nggﬂ'ﬁj‘e of the Foothill Extension, a project that will fulfill the needs of the San Gabriel Valley for
City of a fully developed mass transit solution to its current and projected congestion
Pasadena

challenges, as well as support the overall goals for the RTP.
Keith Hanks
g::,‘,g,ﬂ,ember, We are also grateful for the opportunity to provide comments regarding the plan. In
%Y pg;gzeugf particular, we would like to emphasize the value of the Foothill Extension in relation to
City of its land use impact. We are forwarding recent documents generated through our FTA

South Pasadena

TOD Assessment Grant that should illustrate the immediate and long-term impacts of
proposed the 24-mile light rail system. This information includes analyses and/or

Ed P. Reyes

?g&gﬁhemm current land use status for all cities along the proposed light rail corridor.

City of Los Angeles

Appointee of . .

City of The following results and observations from our recent TOD Assessment Study effort
tos Angeles are indicative of the commitment of the Extension corridor cities to fundamental

Bill Bogaard changes in land use to capture the value of the Foothill Extension:

Member, Non-Voting

Mayor, City of . . L. . .
Pasadena * Six of the eleven corridor cities have General Plans that specifically recognize the
Appointee, City of . . . . .

Pasadena importance of regional transportation (Arcadia, Monrovia, Duarte, Azusa,

Lara Larramendi
Member, Non- Voting
Gubernatoriai
Appointee

Daniel M. Evans
Member, Non-Voting
City of

South Pasadena
Appointee, City of
South Pasadena

Executive Officer:

Habib F. Balian
Chief Executive Officer

Glendora, and San Dimas.)

* Nine of the corridor cities have incorporated transit-oriented development concepts
in redevelopment or specific plans which are in place, underway, or contemplated
(Arcadia, Monrovia, Duarte, Azusa, Glendora, La Verne, Pomona, Claremont, and
Montclair).



Ms. Jessica Meaney
February 14, 2008

Page 2

* The Study work products included development of TOD concepts and
transportation planning to increase the effectiveness of TOD.

o Five cities completed TOD visualizations to better understand the
implications of higher density, mixed use, and other TOD planning
principles (Duarte, Irwindale, Glendora, San Dimas, and Pomona).

o Six cities studied transportation, parking, and circulation to create more
effective links between the planned light rail and community resources
(Arcadia, Monrovia, Azusa, La Verne, Claremont, and Montclair).

* The Study work effort highlighted the importance of transit to achieving local and
regional development goals.

o Six of the corridor cities contemplate an important link between the Gold
Line and their redeveloping historic downtowns (Arcadia, Monrovia, Azusa,
Glendora, San Dimas, and La Verne).

o Five of the corridor cities contemplate a connection between the Gold Line
and regional destinations (Arcadia, Duarte, La Verne, Azusa, and
Claremont).

o Many institutions along the Gold Line have incorporated a light rail
connection into their master planning efforts (City of Hope, Azusa Pacific
University, and Citrus College).

The corridor cities’ enthusiasm for the Extension is demonstrated by the fact that, as of
August 2007, the public sector has invested $273 million in the form of planning
studies and infrastructure to support the Foothill Extension. Even more remarkable is
the “pipeline” of private investment and development along the Corridor, estimated to
be $1.8 billion. A summary of public and private investment by each of the Corridor
Cities is included in our attachments.

Please feel free to contact me for any additional information or questions.
Sincerely,

Atot ooty

Habib F. Balian
Chief Executive Officer
(626) 305-7001

Attachments
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Trish Kelley
Mayor

City of Mission Viejo ==
Office of the City Manager oot 2

Gail Reavis
Council Member

February 18, 2008

Mr. Hasan Ikhrata

Executive Director

Southern California Association of Governments
818 West Seventh Street, 12 Floor

Los Angeles, California 90017-3435

Dear Mr. Ikhrata:

RE: City of Mission Viejo Policy-Level Comments: SCAG Draft 2008 Regional Transportation
Plan, Draft RTP Program Environmental Impact Report, and Draft RTP Growth Forecasts

On behalf of the City of Mission Viejo City Council and the City of Mission Viejo Planning and
Transportation Commission, I respectfully submit the following policy-level comments on the Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG) draft 2008 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), draft
2008 RTP Program EIR, and draft RTP growth forecasts.

The SCAG RTP documents were discussed by the City of Mission Viejo City Council at its meeting of
February 4, 2008, and by the City of Mission Viejo Planning and Transportation Commission at its
meeting of January 28, 2008.

The City’s comments focus on two key areas:

1) The RTP growth forecast that will be selected for the SCAG region; and,
2) Mitigation measures proposed in the draft RTP EIR.

The City of Mission Viejo’s policy-level recommendations are as follows:

City of Mission Viejo Policy Recommendation #1: SCAG’s RTP Growth Forecast:
SCAG’s adoption of a regional growth forecast for the 2008 RTP shall utilize, for Orange County, the
Orange County Projections-2006 (OCP-2006) database, as adopted by the Orange County Council of
Governments (OCCOG) on November 30, 2006.

At a policy level, the City of Mission Viejo finds that:

a) SCAG adoption of a regional growth forecast that incorporates OCP-2006 is consistent with
adopted policy directive from the boards of directors of OCCOG and the Orange County
Transportation Authority to use OCP-2006 as the basis for Orange County demographics in the
2008 RTP.

b) OCP-2006 accurately represents both the distribution and amount of population, households and
employment that are forecast individually for the City of Mission Viejo and for Orange County as

200 Civic Center * Mission Viejo, California 92691 949/470-3051
http:/Awww.cityofmissionviejo.org FAX 949/859-1386

&



c)

d)

g)

h)

a whole, having been developed from a “bottoms-up” collaboration of Orange County
jurisdictions and the Center for Demographic Research at CSUF.

Through the “bottoms-up” collaboration and development of OCP-2006, OCP-2006 is the only
database that has been approved by Orange County jurisdictions to accurately represent the latest
available estimates and assumptions for population, land use and employment through Year 2035
in Orange County.

The Center for Demographic Research at CSU Fullerton, which conducts the Orange County
Projection Series, has identified a series of errors in the SCAG RTP Policy Growth Forecast that
will require significant correction and amendment to appropriately represent Orange County’s
future growth. Orange County’s future growth is accurately accounted for in OCP-2006 and is
accurately accounted for in the SCAG RTP Baseline Growth Forecast.

The OCP-2006 projections incorporate the review of Orange County landowners such as Rancho
Mission Viejo, and appropriately represent the future growth of Rancho Mission Viejo’s
landholdings.

SCAG adoption of an alternate amount and distribution of growth for Orange County, contrary to
OCP-2006, would fail to represent Orange County local and General land use plans, especially in
relation to the 14,000 housing units and 16,000 jobs approved in the Ranch Plan Planned
Community in South Orange County unincorporated area, which borders the City of Mission
Viejo.

As an example, SCAG’s RTP Policy Growth Forecast significantly reduces the Ranch Plan
Planned Community entitlement, by shifting almost 9,000 households (out of 14,000 residential
units) and 11,000 jobs (out of 16,000 jobs) from the Ranch Plan entitlement. The SCAG Policy
Growth Forecast further re-distributes these households and jobs to other Orange County
locations where such intensification is contrary to local plans, such as in the cities of San
Clemente, San Juan Capistrano and Irvine.

Any growth forecast database adopted by SCAG as the regional growth forecast is required by
State law to be used in county and local transportation models, in compliance with State
Government Code 65089(c) which requires consistency in database between the regional SCAG
transportation model, county models and local subarea models.

SCAG adoption of an alternate amount and distribution of growth for Orange County contrary to
OCP-2006, and using such an alternate amount and distribution of growth in regional
transportation analyses, could significantly distort the transportation needs and transportation
capacity of planned Orange County regional improvements, such as the Foothill Transportation
Corridor-South (SR-241) extension.

At present, the only RTP growth forecast that fully incorporates the OCP-2006 projections is the
SCAG RTP Baseline Growth Forecast.

Based upon the above, the City of Mission Viejo determines that OCP-2006 and its integration into the
SCAG RTP Baseline Growth Forecast, represents the most likely growth projection for Orange County.
OCP-2006 utilizes information based on local land use, current trends and long-term plans, and represents
the most likely pattern and distribution of growth envisioned by local governments and major landowners
in Orange County.



Thus, the City of Mission Viejo urges that SCAG adopt a 2008 RTP regional growth forecast that utilizes,
for Orange County, the OCP-2006 database, as adopted by the Orange County Council of Governments
(OCCOG) on November 30, 2006.

City of Mission Viejo Policy Recommendation #2: 2008 RTP. Draft EIR Mitigation Measures
SCAG shall remove those mitigation measures in the draft RTP EIR that would be applied to RTP

transportation projects but which have no bearing on transportation project mitigation or
transportation project delivery.

SCAG shall remove those mitigation measures in the draft RTP EIR that are proposed to be applied to
local agency land use actions, such as General and Specific Plans and individual development projects,
separate and distinct from transportation project delivery.

At a policy level, the City of Mission Viejo finds that:

a) The draft RTP EIR presents a framework of mitigation measures that implementing agencies and
local Lead Agencies such as cities, would be responsible for ensuring adherence as specific RTP
projects are considered for approval over time.

b) The draft RTP EIR states that Lead Agencies such as cities are required to provide SCAG with
documentation of compliance with EIR mitigation measures, through SCAG’s monitoring efforts,
including SCAG’s Intergovernmental Review (IGR) process.

c) Included in the listing of draft RTP EIR mitigation measures are measures relating to housing
need, land use and re-zoning strategies to promote mixed use and compact growth, solid waste
requirements and programs, school capacity analyses and recreation and open space planning,
among others.

d) Included in the listing of draft RTP EIR mitigation measures are measures that are duplicative of
existing state law and mitigation measures that assign SCAG authority and responsibilities that
are not in SCAG’s purview.

e) Included in the listing of draft RTP EIR mitigation measures are measures that recite draft
Regional Comprehensive Plan policies. The draft Regional Comprehensive Plan has just been
released for public review and comment, a separate environmental impact report is being
prepared on the draft Regional Comprehensive Plan, and the Regional Comprehensive Plan
policies have yet to be discussed and endorsed as regional policy by SCAG’s Regional Council.
Thus, the City of Mission Viejo believes it may be premature to include these policies as
mitigation measures in the draft RTP. Further, while the Regional Comprehensive Plan has been
proposed as an elective set of policies, several of these policies are identified as mandatory
requirements in their counterpart mitigation measures.

) Included in the listing of draft RTP EIR mitigation measures are measures that impose
requirements upon local government General and Specific Plans and individual development
projects relating to open space considerations, separate from transportation project environmental
assessment.

Based upon the above, the City of Mission Viejo expresses concern that certifying an EIR that includes
mitigation measures as identified in (c) through (f) above, would complicate and delay transportation
project environmental clearances, by requiring local agencies responsible for implementing 2008 RTP
transportation projects, to respond to and comply with mitigation measures beyond the scope of



transportation project implementation and delivery. Such mitigation measures should therefore be
removed from the 2008 RTP EIR. A listing of City of Mission Viejo recommendations on Draft 2008
RTP EIR mitigation measures is detailed in Exhibit 1.

In closing, the City of Mission Viejo supports the timely adoption of the 2008 RTP to enable critical
transportation improvements to proceed forward in their future environmental clearances and project
delivery. The policy-level recommendations identified above will ensure that Orange County’s
transportation needs match Orange County’s planned growth. The policy-level recommendations
identified above will also ensure that future environmental clearances for 2008 RTP transportation
projects not be burdened with mitigation requirements that bear no relationship to transportation project
implementation.

Further, the City of Mission Viejo understands that SCAG policy committees and the Regional Council
will be briefed on key issues associated with the 2008 RTP at their regular meetings of March 6, 2008, in
addition to a special meeting on March 19, 2008. The City of Mission Viejo City Council respectfully
requests that you share these policy-level comments and recommendations with your policy committee
and Regional Council representatives.

On behalf of the City of Mission Viejo, I also extend our appreciation for your personal outreach to better
understand Orange County’s comments and issues associated with the 2008 RTP, and with your meeting
with the South Orange County mayors and city managers in January 2008 and with your meeting before
the City of Mission Viejo City Council on February 4, 2008 to discuss the 2008 RTP.

With appreciation and on behalf of the City of Mission Viejo City Council and Planning and
Transportation Commission,

Qo Dlloe

Dennis R. Wilberg,
City Manager
City of Mission Viejo

Exhibit 1: City of Mission Viejo Recommendations on Draft RTP Mitigation Measures

cc: City of Mission Viejo City Council
City of Mission Viejo Planning and Transportation Commission
Ms. Jessica Kirchner, SCAG
Mr. Ryan Kuo, SCAG
Ms. Jessica Meaney, SCAG
Dr. Frank Wen, SCAG
Mr. Darin Chidsey, SCAG
Ms. Deborah Diep, Center for Demographic Research
City of Mission Viejo City Attorney
City of Mission Viejo Director of Community Development
City of Mission Viejo Director of Public Works
City of Mission Viejo City Engineer
City of Mission Viejo Transportation Manager
City of Mission Viejo Planning Manager
Gail Shiomoto-Lohr, Consultant
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2. The RTP is using the OCP 2006 population projections in one of its concepts.
However, SCAG is using another "optional™ concept not using OCP projections.
NAIOP is concerned that concepts not using OCP 2006 projections would
severely impact Orange County transportation plans. We request that only OCP
2006 projections be utilized in the RTP.

3. NAIOP recommends that SCAG consider using a baseline alternative where no
further new jurisdictions adopt the Compass Blueprint 2% plan, and one where
substantially less than 100% of the future growth is accommodated under
Compass Blueprint, but rather through traditional single and multi family
developments. This approach provides an impact measurement that is more
realistic, especially during the near term.

4. The non-governmental groups from which SCAG seeks participation and input
(page 40 of the draft RTP) lists the “private sector” as one group at the bottom of
the table. While other groups, such as "educational institutions™ and "users of
bicycle transportation facilities” are important, the builders of housing and
commercial and industrial facilities represent a huge stakeholder that is
conspicuous by their absence. Cooperation of developers, contractors and other
employment groups involved in building are practitioners whose viewpoints and
expertise are essential to the success of major components of the RTP, including
land use management, construction of communities/facilities and the construction
of transportation improvements. These stakeholders should play a larger role in
providing input to this process.

5. The Integrated Land Use and Demand Management concept is the third set of
strategies on the mobility pyramid, focusing on better management of demand on
the transportation system through land use policies and encouragement of
alternative modes of travel. This strategy relies heavily on the employment of
the Compass Blueprint Growth Vision, wherein future development is
encouraged along transportation corridors and usage of the automobile is
dramatically reduced. NAIOP is concerned with two issues that are not
adequately explored in the RTP. The first issue is that this concept assumes that
alternative modes of travel, primarily rail and bus, will be adequate to service the
increased clientele now living in Transit Oriented Developments (TOD) or
working in facilities within the transportation corridor. The RTP actually
emphasizes the congestion hurdles for rail and bus transit due to track and street
demand. The second issue is that the Compass Blueprint concept does not
adequately address the economic consequences of increasing the demand for
smaller areas of land within the transportation corridors. In particular, if the
Compass Blueprint is actually mandated by public policy, the effect will be to
artificially create a land monopoly for properties surrounding major
transportation centers. Developable land in areas in further outreaches could see
their values drop dramatically. This economic dislocation would provide a
windfall for some property owners and economic recession for others.

6. The Foothill South extension of SR 241 will have a profound effect on Southern
Orange County mobility and goods movement. However, if this road is not built
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the ramifications will also be profound. It is not clear that the RTP takes the
elimination of this extension into adequate account, both in terms of direct
impacts, but also on alternative transportation options that might be adopted (e.g.
widening of the 1-5, additional interchange improvements, etc.).

The RTP is substantially based on the growth projections provided within the
Regional Comprehensive Plan and through population projections that make up
that plan. There has been no serious challenge, or alternative scenario that
envisions a stabilizing or reduction of growth rates in the Southern California
counties due to “out-migration”, prolonged economic stagnation, unacceptable
cost of living and quality of life. There also does not appear to be any serious
consideration to the conversion of fossil fuel vehicles to cleaner burning fuels
during the 30-year time horizon. Both of these scenarios have some level of
validity, especially the conversion of vehicles, simply based on known plans by
automakers and legislative mandates from the Federal government. We feel that
SCAG should at least address these issues somewhere in their RTP.

The RTP encourages the development of “"complete communities™, wherein can
live, work, shop and play. The RTP also encourages planning for additional
housing and jobs near transit. However, the plan discourages "dispersed”
development in fringe areas. We feel that balanced communities in undeveloped
parts of Southern California actually provide a better pressure relief valve than
some plans to concentrate and make a development more dense on or near
transportation centers. The key is for these developments to be able to provide
jobs and housing that balance within the community, effectively reducing the
need for residents to make daily commutes to outside job centers. This
alternative also minimizes the "land monopoly" effect caused by mandating
development within the so-called 2% solution.

The RTP is making progress in providing more support for dealing with the
emerging goods movement crisis. NAIOP encourages SCAG to incorporate as
much of the current Multi County Goods Movement Study to date and analysis
as possible.

In conclusion, the NIAOP SoCal Chapter is available to participate and be a resource
for the improvement of our regions transportation and goods movement.

Sincerely,
James V. Camp Vickie Talley
Legislative Action Committee Chair Director of Legislative Action

CC.

NAIOP SoCal Board of Directors





