South Bay Cities Council of Governments

Livable Communities Working Group
Wednesday, June 16, 2010

Meeting Minutes

I. Welcome & Introductions

Attendees: 
Eric Haaland (Manhattan Beach), Pam Townsend (Hermosa Beach), Kelley Thom      (Rolling Hills Estates), Rebecca Cutting (Torrance), Felix Charles (Lomita), Sharon Song and Simon Vuong (Carson), David Magarian, Wally Siembab,  Jacki Bacharach, Mohja Rhoads  (SBCCOG), and Paul Martin and Margaret Bulat (RBF Consulting). 
II. Minutes for May 19, 2010 - Approved, no changes
III.
Special Presentation: 
SCAG Sustainability Tool: Strengths and Weaknesses

Wally Siembab and Mohja Rhoads – SBCCOG
· Data received 2 weeks ago from SCAG

· Data captured by SCAG across entire region

· Objective: plug in development project data and calculate environmental benefit (relative GHG emissions, VMT, etc.)
· Strengths: 

· works on GIS interface (5-acre grid cells), many layers yielding valuable data/info

· based on 2008 TAZ (Transportation Analysis Zones)  

· long term projection (to 2035)
· based on 24 different development / building types
· many variables affect “score”, for example:  mix of uses, VMT, vehicle ownership, number of employees, access to public transit etc.

· Weaknesses:

· Difficult to work with – no user manual

· Currently requires GIS to access (be online in future?)  

· Program formulas based on SCAG region-wide data
· Usefulness to South Bay may depend on relevance of region wide data

· Demonstration using existing embedded formulas  

· Four scenarios: urban core w/ high density residential;  concentrated density;  suburban high employment mix;  employment intersection (on a corridor) 

· Best result (“smart growth”) = urban core, high density residential;  worst result:= suburban high employment mix 
· Next Steps 

· Each city to receive data 

· SBCCOG will: 

· Work with each city, verify local development patterns, obtain consensus on development types  

· Work with SCAG to customize for South Bay 

· City Input
· Will cities be required by SCAG to use (e.g. meeting 375 targets?)

· For very small cities: can tool be refined to address small scale of development? Is more useful for broader (General Plan) policy decisions?

· Cities may welcome quantitative data if relevant to sub-region

IV.  
LUV Update: Initial GPS Data Analysis

 
Wally Siembab and David Magarian


SBCCOG
· Five different vehicle types being used

· First road data available (May, 2010)

· Data promising

· Average 180 VMT (vehicle miles traveled) 
· Average 68.3 cold starts eliminated 

· Safety proven 

· Mare data / analysis forthcoming

· Vehicles to be rotated among participants

· Enthusiastic response in participant applications

V. Compass: Review Status
Case Studies – Mobility and Land Use Draft PPTs 
Margaret Bulat and Paul Martin, RBF Consulting 

· Project Background

· Work in progress

· SCAG funded demonstration project

· Test presentation to be given to 2 cities: “Shared Vision for a Sustainable South Bay”

· Objective: to explain sustainability graphically and through case studies 

· Presentation
· Summaries shown first, then supporting data

· Ten sections of content including: global efforts, California contributions, South Bay context:  development models, land use analysis, economic analysis, mobility analysis, additional resources, and next steps.  

· City Input / Suggestions
· Is effective to show conclusions first, then details. 

· Include physical constraints e.g. LUVs challenged in hilly areas 

· Make sure clear purposes stated up front

· Provide more direction to cities: what can they do?

· Use concrete examples of strategies that tie land use to transportation

· Emphasize even if no statutory mandate, strategies improve quality of life

· Provide draft presentation on web-site, email all cities with instructions for viewing, giving input
· Explain economic benefits to changing “Big Box” mind-set 

VI.
Other Business - None
Meeting adjourned 4:42 pm







