From: SCAG Public Participation Form [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Saturday, January 21, 2012 4:43 PM

To: Ludlow Brown

Subject: SCAG Public Participation Form [#11]

Please select the subject area you are

interested in and wish to comment
on. *

Please give us your comments: *

Name *

Email *

Regional Transportation Plan

| oppose your plan to implement this in the 6 counties of S.
CA. It costs too much money which the state DOESN'T
HAVE! We can't afford tax increases now with the economy
so bad. Trains aren't economical and will only increase
what the gov't has to subsidize.

First and foremost: WE DON'T WANT 84 PEOPLE MAKING
THE DECISIONS FOR THE WHOLE REGION. WE WANT THIS TO

BE VOTED ON BY THE CITIZENS OF CA. THIS IS TAXATION
WITHOUT REPRESENTATION. WE DON'T WANT THE UN
MAKING DECISIONS ABOUT OUR LOCAL AREA! NO AGENDA

21 FOR US CITIZENS!

A BALL
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mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com

From: SCAG Public Participation Form [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 24, 2012 11:29 AM

To: Ludlow Brown

Subject: SCAG Public Participation Form [#12]

Please select the subject area you are Air Quality
interested in and wish to comment

on. *

Please give us your comments: * I am against the SCAGRTP plan.
Air quality is much improved in the last ten years. We don't
need goV't interference in imposing more cripling gov't
legislation and mandates already inhibiting any US growth.
Let free enterprise work to improve our transportation. It is
always preferrable to any gov't rules!

Name * A Ball

Email * |
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From: SCAG Public Participation Form [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 24, 2012 11:32 AM

To: Ludlow Brown

Subject: SCAG Public Participation Form [#13]

Please select the subject area you are Clean Cities
interested in and wish to comment

on. *

Please give us your comments: * I am against the scagrtp plan!
We don't need more gov't interference in our cities and
local plans. We don't want to live in the super density
skyscraper cities that have been imposed in Korea and that
you are trying to shove down our throats. If the gov't won't
live there, we shouldn't have to either!!!!!

Name * A Ball

Email * |


mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com
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From: SCAG Public Participation Form [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Friday, January 27, 2012 9:42 AM

To: Ludlow Brown

Subject: SCAG Public Participation Form [#14]

Please select the subject area you are Regional Transportation Plan
interested in and wish to comment

on. *

Please give us your comments: * | oppose the regional transportation plan.
This is supposed to be a 'free' country where we have a
right to decide our future. Your plan takes this away from
our decision and puts it in the hands of 84 people. | can't
believe you, as an American, can go along with this
intrusion into our lives.

Name * A Ball

Email * I
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From: SCAG Public Participation Form [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Friday, January 27, 2012 9:45 AM

To: Ludlow Brown

Subject: SCAG Public Participation Form [#15]

Please select the subject area you are Regional Transportation Plan

interested in and wish to comment
on. *

Please give us your comments: * | oppose the Regional Transportation plan!

When are you going to publish the content of the letters
directed against and for this plan. We need to have a vote
from the public.

We don't need increased rail and bike lanes. They are too
underutilized now. We don't need more trraffic lanes....just
fix the ones that are there. If the border laws were
enforced we wouldn't have so many people (illegal)
reaching our state.

Name * A Ball

Email * I
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From: Gerry Lease [mailto:_]

Sent: Monday, February 06, 2012 4:51 PM
To: 2012 PEIR
Subject: Comments regarding Regionall Transportation Plan - for your consideraton

Dear Mr. Lieb (and committe members who may be involved in this
undertaking):

I have thoroughly read and am opposed to your Comprehensive Regional
Goods Movement Plan. | do not believe the truck-only lanes you are
recommending to be a effective way of handling this issue. Have you given
consideration to moving freight underground? It would be much cleaner, and
would save our roads, to say nothing of how it would help traffic
bottlenecks. Car pool lanes have not proven to be an effective

solution for Southern California's freeway traffic problem. Suggesting truck
only lanes as a better way to address traffic issues on Southern California
highways is not forward thinking in this century and would not do the

trick. If you feel strongly that it would, then incorporating electric power
should be required in order to eliminate the pollution from the

trucks. However, you still have the issue of the wear and tear on the roads!
| truly believe an underground freight movement system would be the most
effective and GREEN.

I have recently seen a presentation to build a goods - movement pipeline
system underground to and from the port, that would allow for automated
fright delivery and be cost-effective. That route could include the corridor
you describe in your transportation plan. For Southern California, this makes



all the sense in the world to me. We are saturated with cars, trucks,
motorhomes and countless other vehicles on our freeways in Southern
California. | believe you can come up with a much more viable goods-
movement solution than the one you currently propose.
UNDERGROUND gets my vote.

Kind regards,

Gerry Lease



From: John Bonilla [mailto: ||| G

Sent: Wednesday, February 08, 2012 2:02 PM
To: 2012 PEIR
Subject: Comment on the Regional Transportation Plan draft

Mr. Jacob Lieb,

I found my way to the Regional Transportation Plan while looking for emmision recution
information. The South Coast Air Quality Management District Technology Symposium had
information for import goods container movement emission reduction; the Green Rail
Intelligent Development Project which made quite an impression upon me. While looking
further into this plan | found information about the fully electrified rail running underground
most of the time in massive pipelines which further impressed me and with the Angeles
Chapter of the Sierra Club support of that project, it dded to my opinion that this plan is very
much worth considering. While looking into available information for that plan | found my
way to the Regional Transportation Plan but was very surprised that the Regional Goods
Movement System had information for the Potential East West Freight Corridor but did not
include the possibility of considering the Green Rail Intelligent Development project or to
place the East West Freight Corridor underground. | hope my comment to include the Green



Rail Intelligent Development Project as a possibility in the final Transportation Plan as an
alternate to the above ground Corridor is given additional consideration. 1’m highly
impressed by the underground plan and feel that though the main concern is pollution in our
air a strong secondary concern should be the visual, auditory and traffic impacts that could be
avoided by having underground transportation rails. It’s also my belief that while any plan
would take a long time to complete, implementation of an underground system would help
limit traffic impact during construction and avoid using land space that could in the future be
used for other improvements.

Thank you,
John Bonilla



From: Wufoo [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Monday, February 13, 2012 10:11 AM
To: Ludlow Brown

Subject: SCAG Public Participation Form [#16]

SCAG Public Participation Form 16

Please select the subject area you are Regional Transportation Plan

interested in and wish to comment
on. *

Please give us your comments: *

In order to get into the 21st century and deal with the ever increasing population and
transportation problems, it is necessary to provide some real transit alternatives to one person per
car. This means that a more proportionate share of the available funds must be spent on transit
needs and not on creating new freeways/roads.

Please don't fall into the trap of spending transit funds on items that are NOT public transit.

| live in Apple Valley and there area currently NO alternatives!

There is a great need for metro link to San Bernardino, Rancho Cucamonga and Palmdale. The fact
that the Cajun Pass is "too steep” is rediculous and the High Desert Corridor as an alternative for
people and goods between San Bernardino or even Los Angeles via Palmdale is incomprehensible.

There are already a number of freight trains going up and down the Cajun Pass, but only one
passenger train. We need regular transport service to connect to the metro system in the Inland
Empire- especially if the governement envision even more growth in the High Desert.

There is a great need for HOV lanes on the I-15 from Victorville to San Bernardino and Rancho
Cucamonga, to the [-215 and 1-210.

Roads such as Bear Valley Road and Hwy 18 through the community must get a makeover. First,
provide a free shuttle to get up and down the roads. Must be regular and frequent (every 30
minutes - stores can help fund this).

Next: work on makiing the entry and exit of the main road limited by providing access to shopping
from parallel streets behind the current shopping centers.


mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com
mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com

Do not allow changes of zoning along the main roads such as Bear Valley Road that will increase
traffic before making accomodation for that traffic or alternatives (eg. a super Walmart outside
Spring Valley Lake).

Look at providing more walking and bicycling alternatives for short trips or to enhance
transit options. A walking/bicycling path all along the Mojave River is a must.

Provide bridges dedicated to walking/bicycling over the Mojave River and railway - especially to
access the Community College. Meanwhile, reduce the speed over the current bridges to provide

better safety for pedestrians and bicycles.

Avoid sprawl developments (especially those which require a zone change) and encourage "in fill"
developments that promote walking and bicycling.

Decrease the speed limit and provide traffic calming devices along Apple Valley Road near the 55
+ community and in other areas with elderly residents. Provide bicycle/neighbor electric/handicap
scooter facilities in and around these communities.

The weather is great in the High Desert for walking and bicycling.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Name * jenny Wider

Email * |

11 Feb 2012

10:25:27 AM PUBLIC



From: Dan Crain [mailto: ||| G
Sent: Monday, February 13, 2012 11:03 AM
To: 2012 PEIR

Subject: Comment On RTP EIR

To Whom It May Concern:

The Regional Transportation Plan would hold that much more strength if it included the
GreenRail/Intelligent Design (G.R.1.D.) element. This G.R.1.D. proposal would reduce diesel truck
emissions and truck traffic - plus the undergrounding of freight movement would make for safer
highways. The G.R.1.D. proposal, using an underground automated freight conveyance system, would
also include underground automobile transportation corridors that would have NO impact on the above
ground environment, a feature which the Sierra Club fully endorses.

In addition, thousands of good jobs to assist our southern and inland Califonia economies would be
created in commiting the design from paper to reality, building additional port infrastructure in the ports
of Los Angeles and Long Beach, digging the tunnels and manufacturing the light rail systems for the
effective conveyance of freight.

Frankly, this is an absolutely BRILLIANT proposal that would enhance the quality of life for millions of
residents who call southern and inland California their home.

As a former Yucaipa Mayor and Councilmember from 1992 - 2000 (and SANBAG representative), an
Inland California community where truck traffic is exceedingly prevalent on the 10 freeway, | heartily
endorse this proposal. | ask that the SCAG Board of Directors include the Green Rail/Intelligent Design
Proposal in all your deliberations for the Regional Transportation Plan's EIR.

Thank you for giving every serious consideration to these comments.

Dan Crain



From: No 710 Coalition

To: Margaret Lin; 2012 RTP
Subject: draft 2012 RTP - OPPOSE
Date: Monday, February 13, 2012 1:07:13 PM

Southern California Association of Governments
Attention: Margaret Lin

818 West 7th Street, 12th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Re: draft SCAG 2012-2035 regional transportation plan/ SCS and PEIR

The SCAG PEIR / RTP is flawed in the same way as the
SANDAG RTP / EIR — they are inadequate under CEQA law.

The joining motion filed by the Attorney General of the State of California in the lawsuit against the San
Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG) Regional Transportation Plan states that the
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) prepared for the plan does not adequately analyze or prevent air
pollution and climate concerns, and prioritizes expanding freeways while delaying public transit projects.

The SCAG is similarly flawed and will not stand up to CEQA challenge.

| oppose all items in the draft RTP that recommend the
expansion or extension of highways, for the following
reasons:

The fundamental law of highway congestion (Anthony Downs, 1962, 2004, 1992; and confirmed most
recently by Gilles Duranton and Matthew Turner of the University of Toronto ) states that the travel
speed of an expanded highway reverts to its previous level before the capacity expansion and that the
extension of interstate highways is met with a proportional increase in traffic in the U.S.

SCAG'’s assumption that highway expansion reduces congestion and improves pollution levels is
grossly inaccurate. The traffic modeling fails to fully account for generated and induced traffic. And
therefore exaggerates the benefits of expansion and the does not reflect the severity of future
congestion problems.

The draft RTP anticipates adding 948 centerline miles and 7419 lanes miles which would be a 4.4%
and 11.1% increase respectively.

The SCAG RTP will increase pollution, truck traffic, congestion, accidents, health impacts and
environmental risks throughout the Southern California region.

| oppose the 710 gap closure project as it is un-defined and is
not eligible to be on the Constrained Plan.



The proposed SR-710 Extension Toll Tunnels, at $5.6 BILLION already underfunded by at least 50%,
must be moved from the Constrained Plan to the Strategic Unfunded Plan in the 2012 RTP because
there are no committed, available, or reasonably available funds as required by federal law for inclusion
in the Constrained Plan.

There is enormous internal inconsistency with the SCAG'’s six possible construction zones yet all actual
estimates based only the previously defined Meridian Route alignment.

| oppose plan items in the draft RTP that recommend
increased conventional roadway and rail yard capacity for
goods movement. The RTP should instead include existing
zero-emission goods movement alternatives.

Goods movement must be accomplished via electrified freight rail not trucks.

Goods movement proposals in the draft RTP are inconsistent with regional, state, and federal air
quality and congestion targets stated in the plan.

The plan states that to attain federal ozone standards, the region will need broad deployment of zero
and near-zero emission transportation technologies in the 2023 to 2035 timeframe (p.74). It also
acknowledges that conventional goods movement practices contribute to excess ozone and poor air
quality (p. 68) and negative impacts in neighboring communities and throughout the region.

However, the plan allocates billions of dollars to expanding conventional goods movement, saying
“truck-only freight corridors are effective as they add capacity in congested corridors, improve truck
operations and safety.and provide a platform for the introduction and adoption of zero-emission
technologies.”

Yet the plan does not require zero-emission technology.

Susan Sulsky

South Pasadena, CA h




From: Erin Cornwell [mailtolj | G |

Sent: Monday, February 13,2012 4:19 PM

To: 2012 PEIR

Subject: Official Comment on the Regional Transportation Plan

To whom it may concern:

I was bit surprised and disappointed that 2012 Regional Transportation Plan
concluded that the best solution for the Goods Movement Strategy was more lanes of
truck traffic. The vision of SCAG is simply to build truck-only corridors, actually
freeways, that may "improve truck operations and safety....and provide a platform for
the introduction and adoption of zero-emission technologies.”

If SCAG really had a visionto accomplish these things, then a better goal would be to
remove the trucks from the system entirely. Why not consider an underground
system that would limit land surface development?

The Green Rail Intelligent Development (GRID) system may just be the perfect
solution. This system would move cargo containers through a series of underground
"subways" directly from the port to the distribution city. This system would be zero-
emission on day one, not after some costly regulations kick-in. The trucks would still
be removed from roads, which would be safer and cost taxpayers less in highway
maintenance. It would also reduce additional "eye-sore" freeways, reduces noise
pollution and free land surfaces for other more economical developments.

| believe that it would behoove SCAG to consider this as a solution.

Erin Cornwell, PE, MBA

Fontana, CA.



From: Karyl Partenheimer [mailto:_

Sent: Monday, February 13, 2012 8:03 PM
To: 2012 PEIR
Subject: Opinion regarding RTP SCAG plan

I am writing in response to the proposed Regional Transportation Plan for a truck-only East-
West Corridor from San Pedro Bay Ports to downtown Los Angeles and on to San
Bernardino County. While this plan could potentially alleviate some of the traffic along the
I-710, 1-60, and 1-15 freeways, | feel it falls short of its potential. This plan does not address
the opportunity to improve the environmental deterioration caused by diesel truck emissions
such as reducing fine particulate matter, improving air quality, and reduced noise pollution.

I understand the Sierra Club has endorsed a plan for a proposed GRID Project Super Dock in
which an underground tunnel is used to facilitate a drone train delivery system of containers
emanating from the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach. This underground system would
not only reduce the truck traffic along the local interstate highways, as proposed by the
current RTP SCAG plan, but would also provide an unseen, unheard, and zero-emissions
right-of-way alternative to the congested, environmental degradation system we currently
endure. This new concept would greatly decrease air, noise, and traffic pollution as well as
provide additional land space for future development.

I strongly encourage further consideration of this alternate plan before we commit ourselves
to an unnecessarily limited concept.

Karyl Partenheimer



From: The Hinojosa Clan [mailto:

Sent: Monday, February 13, 2012 8:48 PM

To: 2012 PEIR

Subject: Program Environmental Impact Report

Dear Reader

I have reviewed most of the content of the environmental impact report and wish to state
my comments. Removing big rig traffic from our already congested freeways near the
harbor and 710 corridor is a fantastic plan. | dread traveling on the 710 freeway knowing
the big rigs will hinder the efficient flow of traffic. |1 feel unsafe every time | travel
through the corridor on my way to do business in Long Beach. The action of vehicle
drivers darting in and out of traffic lanes in order to avoid the big rigs creates unsafe
conditions.

The plan should go further. | believe big rig traffic should be kept on the outskirts of
highly populated areas. Why not have an underground subway type system which will
move freight containers on rails to various big rig collection/distribution points throughout
southern California. Freight is unloaded from the ships, placed on transit units, which are
then sent through the underground rail system. The underground rail system can be
powered by electricity to minimize the fume accumulation within the tunnel system.
Freight to be consumed is moved away from the port, freight for export would move back
towards the port. The new collection points can be near existing rail yards for freight to be
distributed across the country.

Some of the freight has shelf life issues, so the shorter in transit time the fresher the
product will arrive at its intended destination.

An underground system would provide jobs for tradesmen. | do not have to go any
further with this. Californians need jobs.

Gerardo Hinojosa



From: Arnold San Miguel

To: Sylvia Patsaouras

Cc: Margaret Lin; Philip Law

Subject: Pauline Chow Esg. comments for S.B. workshop and public hearing FW: About Us Contact
Date: Tuesday, February 14, 2012 9:04:13 AM

Pauline Chow Esq. comments for S.B. workshop and public hearing are below:

From: Pauline Chow [mailto:pauline@saferoutespartnership.org]
Sent: Tuesday, February 14, 2012 9:02 AM

To: Arnold San Miguel

Subject: Re: About Us Contact

Hello Arnold,

Thanks for following up with me. At the San Bernardino SCAG RTP/SCS Workshop, I
presented the following testimony:

Per 2009 National Household Travel Survey, 21 percent of all trips in the SCAG region are
currently being done via walking and bicycling. And tragically, per SCAG 2012 Draft RTP,
25 percent of all roadway fatalities in the SCAG region are pedestrians and bicyclist The
RTP/SCS provides 1.3% of its funding to active transportation. 80% of the 1.3% funding -
6 billion dollar - is not funded until after 2025. Communities will not see the benefits of
walking and bicycling to school, work, and play for at least 13 years.

I am a resident of Upland, San Bernardino County, CA and enjoy using the Pacific Electric
Trail and Bike lanes, where they exist. However, safety for pedestrians and bicyclists in
my city is a huge problem. The last couple of mile to my destination from the Pacific
Electric Trial is where | feel unsafe and a target for injury....or even death. This region has
great resources and with a little more effort, it can develop the infrastructure for adequate
active transportation.

Regards,

Pauline Chow, Esq.
Southern California Regional Policy Manager
Safe Routes to School National Partnership

pauline@saferoutespartnership.org
http://www.saferoutespartnership.org

http://saferoutescalifornia.wordpress.com/
P.O. Box 1753 * Claremont, CA * 91711

312-685-1685

Become our fan on Facebook

Follow us on Twitter



mailto:/O=SCAGMAIL/OU=FIRST ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=SANMIGUE
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On Mon, Feb 13, 2012 at 1:57 PM, Arnold San Miguel <SanMigue@scag.ca.gov> wrote:
Pauline,

Can you please give me a call.
Thanks,

Arnold

Stay Connected

Don’t miss SCAG’s Regional Conference &
General Assembly, April 5, 2012, at the
Bonaventure Hotel in downtown Los Angeles.

Register now at www.scag.ca.gov/ga2012

Arnold San Miguel
Regional Affairs
SCAG - San Bernardino & Riverside Offices

Direct (213) 236-1925
S.B. Office (909) 308-3556
Cell (213) 453-6594


mailto:SanMigue@scag.ca.gov
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From: Jason Samonte

To: 2012 RTP

Cc: chris.williamson@ci.oxnard.ca.us
Subject: 2012-2035 Draft RTP/SCS

Date: Tuesday, February 14, 2012 5:20:28 PM

To Whom It May Concern,

Thank you for the opportunity to review the 2012-2035 Regional Transportation Plan
(RTP). The document presents a comprehensive plan to accommodate future
transportation needs for the Southern California Region utilizing limited resources.

For the Ventura County Region the projections indicate increasing congestion along
the 101 Freeway Corridor between Los Angeles and Ventura Counties. The surveys
also indicate that a majority of commuter in the Ventura County Region commute
alone. If this trend continues, it stands to reason that an increase in population will
be accompanied by an increase of drive alone commuters. | support the investment in
transit and commuter rail services to encourage an alternate form of transportation
between Los Angeles and Ventura Counties.

As the economy expands in the region, there will be added demand to transport
goods by rail. This added demand will result in lengthened cargo trains that will
increase delay where streets intersect railroad tracks at-grade. Additional money
should be allocated for grade separations along primary arterial roads. Grade
separating will improve safety for vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians as well as
eliminate the need for the train to blow their horn.

It is doubtful that we can ever expand the freeways sufficiently to fully accommodate
the Regions vehicle demands.

Thank You Again,
Jason

Jason M. Samonte, P.E.
City Traffic Engineer
Traffic Engineering Division
City of Oxnard

214 South C Street
Oxnard, CA 93030
(805)385-7872
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From: Tim Hults

To: 2012 RTP
Subject: 2012-2035 Draft RTP/SCS
Date: Tuesday, February 14, 2012 11:17:30 AM

To Whom It May Concern:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the 2012-2035 Draft RTP/SCS. Please consider this
an official position of support for Amendments 11-03 and 11-06, and especially Project ID
RIV62024.

Should have any questions or comments, please contact me at the number listed below.
Yours Truly,

Tim Hults
City Manager

City Hall

595 S. San Jacinto Avenue
San Jacinto, CA 92583
Phone (951)487-7342
FAX 951.654.3728
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From: ank
To: 2012 RTP

Subject: 2012 SCAG RTP comments
Date: Tuesday, February 14, 2012 12:34:49 PM
Dear Ms. Lin:

I have the following comments on the SCAG RTP. The comments are my own and do
not reflect those of any agency or organization I am affiliated with.

Land use: Part of historic resources is also recognizing the land use impacts of
denser development on historic residential and commercial districts. The SCAG
region has several commercial and residential neighborhoods which are on the
National Register of Historic Places. Many of these districts are near transit-friendly
areas which are slated for denser development under the RTP. In the development
approval process, local jurisdictions should recognize those impacts and mitigate
appropriately.

SCAG correctly notes that revitalizing traditional downtowns has the greatest
potential for accommodating growth in all communities in Southern California, but it
should be done in a sensitive manner.

As a result of increased land prices and expansion in average space per person (i.e.
families in which children used to share bedrooms now each having their own
room), exurban and 2000’s suburban developments are often more dense (less
green space, more units per acre) than suburban developments in the 1950'’s,
1960’s, and 1970’s. This is a naturally occurring trend, but the problem is that these
types of development are now placed in areas with poor transit service, thus
increasing traffic demand. Conversely street design of the 1950’s and beyond,
focusing traffic on arterials (i.e. the half mile square street grid in Northern and
Central Orange County) discourages pedestrian and bicycle usage. Through livable
streets policies, SCAG should encourage design that is more neighborhood friendly
and helps to spread out traffic instead of concentrating it in a few areas.

Transit quality: The definition of “high quality transit area” is extremely broad.
Areas around park and ride lots in the suburbs with four buses an hour, two or three
hours a day, and no other service qualify. For example, Foothill Transit operates
frequent commuter express service to traditional suburban areas, but only during
peak hours. This policy could lead to the development of dense Planned Unit
Development and condominium tracts, but with no appropriate transit service
outside of bus service to a downtown area, where most residents do not work.

SCAG should refine the definition, or create a new criterion, to reflect true quality
service. Such a service would allow individuals to make most day-to-day trips, not
just peak hour trips to work, via means other than individual passenger vehicles.
“High quality transit” includes midday and weekend service, evening service for
service workers to get home and for residents to enjoy a dinner and a movie, and
should provide connections to multiple destinations instead of just a CBD. Otherwise
any development near a park and ride lot could qualify as a HQTA and be exempt
under SB 375, despite the number of trips generated therein.



Although SCAG has no power to do so, it should encourage transit agencies to relax
efficiency criteria to encourage provision of off-peak service. Often evening and
weekend service is cut because it is not as cost effective as peak service, yet
reduction of these services results in people purchasing cars and dropping off of
transit use altogether. While no one is suggesting operation of empty buses, we
should not penalize agencies for operating lifeline night and weekend service either.
Improving span of service, as described in Page 49, should be more of a key.

Also consideration needs to be given to fare policy. The San Diego Association of
Governments (SANDAG) recently obtained fare setting policy for its jurisdiction,
because it recognizes the connection between appropriate transit fares and its
regional planning goals. All fare changes must go through the SANDAG board.
Although SCAG may not wish to usurp the roles of the local transit operators like
SANDAG did, it should recognize that appropriately set fares can increase transit
ridership while still being fair to the taxpayer.

One way to do this is through implementation of a regional smart card. Although in
need of improvement, the LA County MTA’s TAP program has significant potential
and could serve as a basis for a region-wide fare card, similar to ones in Washington
DC, Seattle, and the San Francisco Bay Area. Business rules should be revised so
transfers with a smart card are automatically provided. Such a card could eliminate
the need to remember multiple fares or to carry multiple passes for inter-county
travelers. The SCAG region should not make the same mistake as 511, in where San
Bernardino and Riverside Counties have a different 511 system from Los Angeles and
Orange Counties.

Road Pricing:

In the past, a vehicle mileage tax (VMT) has been very controversial. It also
discourages adoption of more fuel efficient vehicles, although arguably as fuel prices
go up that incentive is provided anyway. A consideration could be made to freeze
the existing gas tax at the current level, while imposing a VMT — but the VMT would
have to go into real projects instead of just in a “black hole” general fund.

The existing gas tax is not enough for operations and maintenance of existing
highway facilities. Therefore, all new capacity should be tolled or otherwise have a
funding source for maintenance that is corridor-specific.

Strategic Plan:

Unfunded capital improvements: Caltrans has declared that SR-39 through the San
Gabriel Mountains from the Azusa city limits to SR-2 is excess and has asked the
County of Los Angeles or the United States Forest Service to take over the roadway.
Recently the San Gabriel Valley COG indicated that the extension of SR-39 through
the San Gabriel Mountains to connect to SR-2 should be reconsidered. Although
there would need to be significant mitigation for the Bighorn Sheep, this extension
could provide significant benefit in improving access to recreation and for emergency
response and evacuation. More importantly, the costs and benefits of this project
have never been debated in a public forum with decision makers. The SR-39
extension from Crystal Lake to SR-2 should be added in the Strategic Plan for
possible future funding eligibility.

While reviewing the Strategic Plan project list, it appears that some of the projects in
that list were already funded or are no longer being considered. For example, the



SR-126/Commerce Center Drive grade separation project is funded. Parts of the
Colima Road project have already been implemented or have been funded through
the MTA Call for Projects, or are included in the FTIP or RTP plan. The Fullerton
Road under UPRR is part of the ACE Phase Il program. SCAG should work to verify
that this list is current prior to RTP adoption and is not double counting projects.

Sincerely,

Hank Fung, P.E.



From: Joyce Dillard

To: 2012 RTP
Subject: Comments to Draft RTP.SCS due 2.14.2012
Date: Tuesday, February 14, 2012 3:41:41 PM

The CIRCULATION ELEMENTS of the regional cities GENERAL PLANS should be
addressed as they expand to a overview of the regional needs and has a direct
relationship to land use.

This will also address the Military needs and national defense issues which are
underplayed for the region.

Per the Governor’'s Office of Planning and Research “Update to the General Plan
Guidelines-Complete Streets and the Circulation Element::

...circulation element shall contain objectives, policies, principles, plan proposals,
and/or standards for planning the infrastructure to support the circulation of people,
goods, energy, water, sewage, storm drainage, and communications.

Extreme weather conditions, atmospheric rivers, fires, floods are a concern of the
Department of Water Resources and planning for the 200-year floodplain is reflected
in AB 162 Wolk Government Code Section 65300-65303.4. Elements include:

¢ Land Use

e Conservation

Safety

e Housing

Also consideration s