[image: image1.emf][image: image2.jpg]LOCAL GOVERNMENTS IN ACTION

Carson ElSegundo Gardena Hawthorne Hermosa Beach Inglewood Lawndale Lomita Los Angeles Manhattan Beach
Palos Verdes Estates Rancho Palos Verdes Redondo Beach  Rolling Hills Rolling Hills Estates Torrance





April 25, 2008  




Honorable Pam O’Connor, Chair & Members of the Board of Directors

Los Angeles Metropolitan Transportation Authority 

One Gateway Plaza





Mail Stop: 99-22-3

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952

RE:
South Bay Comments on Draft Long Range Transportation Plan
The South Bay Cities Council of Governments (SBCCOG) has reviewed the Draft Long Range Transportation Plan and Technical Document.  In addition to our comments (below), we are submitting our Transportation Project List (attached) to be included in the LRTP Technical Document.   

Specific to the South Bay:
· The SBCCOG strongly supports the Metro Green Line extension to the South Bay Galleria and beyond into the City of Torrance and requests that it be moved from Tier 2 “further project definition” to Tier 1.  This segment will connect the South Bay directly to the rest of the Metro rail system in the county as well as serve as an effective alternative travel option, providing relief to our congested arterials and freeways in the South Bay.  

· Two of our cities are working on Regional Transit Centers that would be future stations for the Metro Green line – Redondo Beach which has received partial funding and Torrance which is in the initial stages.  Both of these stations should be included in our list of projects on Page 41 of the appendix.
· The SBCCOG is very committed to working with Metro to find transit uses for the Harbor Subdivision.  The SBCCOG is pleased to note that a transit project on the Harbor Subdivision from LA Union Station to the Green Line scored very well on the travel demand model.  We support this project as well.

· The South Bay is served by Metro and several municipal operators.  As Metro re-aligns their services, the need for greater coordination with the municipal transit operators becomes more important.  The plan should reinforce the coordination that is required to fill in gaps in service as well as enhancing service levels as appropriate.
· Page 45 of the main report – SBCCOG is listed as 17 local jurisdictions.  We are 16.  The appendix is correct.

· In the appendix concerning our subregion, the plan acknowledges our interest in identifying an area for a neighborhood vehicle pilot.  The SBCCOG believes that this strategy could be effectively implemented throughout the county if it is successful in the pilot.  We would encourage Metro to assist with funding projects such as this which look for non-traditional ways to maintain mobility in areas that are not heavily served by transit.

· Also in the appendix on Page 38 under the bikeway and pedestrian improvement projects in our subregion, the plan lists Playa del Rey improvements.  Playa del Rey is not in the South Bay subregion.

More general comments:

· The bulk of the plan is a compendium of projects, not a strategic overview of what needs to be done to maintain even the current state of mobility in the Los Angeles County.  

·  In a time of aging infrastructure, SBCCOG believes that more attention and funding should be given to updating old structures such as outdated on and off ramps to freeways.  

· It is unclear whether the county will be able to take advantage of future innovations such as more real-time traffic management without a fund for such strategies.

· The plan uses different comparison dates throughout so that it appears to use time periods to prove a point, not to show actual conditions.  There are comparisons of achievement from 1980 (28 years), back to 25 years and 20 years.   

· Although the plan discusses a continued commitment to paratransit (Page 20), it doesn’t address the impacts of an expanding senior and disabled population.  How will the county respond to these changing demographics?  

· Flex-schedules and home offices are referred to on Page 21 but where is the plan and what level of resources will be given to this strategy?  That is unclear.

· While the plan discusses goods movement, it does not address the additional roadways that will be impacted in the future so that those issues can be addressed now.  The I-110 is projected to carry as many trucks in 20 years as the I-710 does now.  The comprehensive plan for dealing with all of the major roadways affected by the projected growth in goods movement still seems to deal with the outlying areas but not directed to those communities adjacent to the ports.

· The SBCCOG has been funded by SCAG to install detectors in one or more arterials accessing the I-405 in order to more effectively manage the corridor.  Such low cost strategies don’t seem to be a part of this plan.  Page 34 mentions integrating freeway and arterial systems but not specifically how. 

· Page 41 mentions a Metro Parking Policy but is very vague.  What will it be and what funding will it have?

· The discussion of Smart Growth Initiatives uses the Wilshire corridor as the example for implementation.  Since most of L.A. County is not like the Wilshire corridor, there needs to be a strategy for helping areas with less robust transit.

· When discussing programs for bicycles and pedestrians, it is stated that many of the shorter commuter trips can be made by cycling or walking.  This does not acknowledge the big box phenomenon which would not be addressed by either of those two options.  There is no mention (other than in the appendix under SBCCOG’s list of projects) of neighborhood alternative-fueled vehicles which may be a better response for the county to look at.  Additionally, when Metro funded a project to look at our transit stations for bike access, they found that the current access to the transit stations in our area was not hospitable to bikes.  More attention needs to be given to transit access points and making them safer for both pedestrians and cyclists.

 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on these documents.  If you have any questions, please contact our Executive Director, Jacki Bacharach at 310-377-8987.

Sincerely,
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Paul M. Nowatka, SBCCOG Chair

Councilman, City of Torrance

cc:  Roger Snoble, Metro Chief Executive Officer
       Brad McAllester, Metro
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