South Bay Cities Council of Governments

Livable Communities Working Group
Wednesday, January 10, 2010
2:30 to 4:30 p.m.
Meeting Minutes

I.
Welcome & Introductions 


Meeting called to order at 2:35

Announcement of the SB 375 Leadership Forum for the South Bay on Thursday, February 11
II. Minutes for December 2, 2009 – Receive and File
III.
SCAG’s Local Data Review:  Status and Next Steps

Simon Choi, PhD, Senior Regional Planning Specialist, SCAG


SCS/SB375 Update

· Discussed the next step in the SB375/SCS process. SCAG has met with and received local input from most South Bay cities. They are currently reviewing the input and will proceed to update.
· Within the next few weeks SCAG will aggregate the input received from the cities to produce regional numbers and projections. These data will then be used to run the alternative growth models and set targets for ARB. Forecasts will be used for SCS and RHNA.
· One caveat to the production of these figures is that the macroeconomic environment is fluctuating and opinions as to when employment will stabilize are varied. Adjustment of numbers and projections may produce growth rates that are higher or lower.  

Recent Growth Trends
· Los Angeles County is showing an 8.9% growth rate while California is growing at 13% therefore LA is not growing as quickly as the rest of the state. 
· Growth in Los Angeles peaked in 2000 and has been slowing down.
· Stagnation in growth rates have been evident in 2007 when recession hit.
· International migration into Los Angeles has remained positive although domestic migration (within counties) has decreased meaning that people are leaving LA County.
· Of the South Bay Cities only Carson has the same rate of growth as Los Angeles. The other cities are showing slower growth. 
· The South Bay Cities COG’s share of the region’s population has decreased over the last decade.
Population Projection Update
· There is a tremendous difference in the 2008 population estimates between the US Census Bureau and the CA Department of Finance: 9,862,049 vs. 10,347,437. 
· The cause of the difference has to do with the use of distinct migration databases. The DOF uses a database based on driver’s license registrations and the US Census Bureau uses a database based on tax return information. The issues with the DOF calculations are that license information given by states is voluntary information and the issues associated with the Census Bureau are missing populations.
· The Department of Finance was more accurate in its 1999 estimates but we will have to wait until the 2010 census to see which of the two agency’s estimate is more accurate.  
· SCAG has collected economic forecasts from various agencies providing them with a range of dates as to when the economy will stabilize. Some agencies say the recession will end in 2009 others say 2010.  
· SCAG is trying to reflect the most recent trends in order to produce accurate population projections. They may have an opportunity to further reduce projections and will have a panel meeting soon to discuss these issues.
Questions

· Question: If forecasters are not assured in what they are forecasting why should agencies prescribe solutions to cities base on these dubious assumptions?
· Response: this is why SCAG tries to keep discussion with cities consistent and constant. We try to respect what cities want.
Comment

· Wally Siembab: The position of the COG is that the Southern California region has made millions of dollars of investment in rail transit. If investment means anything it means that it has to be leveraged under SB375 meaning that areas with rail will have to attract population, development and growth. Given that the South Bay has none of this rail infrastructure it should not be accountable for a lot of the future growth under SB375. SCAG should build a model around the transit systems first and then the remaining areas without transit could divide up the residual. 
IV.
SB 375 Update
Wally and Jacki


SCAG’s new transportation-land use planning tool – coming soon

· Tool will be available for city use to explore the impacts of development. The tool can be scaled so impacts can be assessed on a city to regional level.  
· The tool provides VMT and GHG numbers.
· Tool is not easy to use and requires some GIS expertise. 
· Will be an upcoming training session held at SCAG on how to use this tool.
· The COG aspires to bring the tool to its offices so that its member cities can utilize it. 
· Tool should be ready by early February but SCAG wants to test it first.
Comments:

· City of Torrance has created a model from their traffic study which can produce VMT numbers. The model should be available on Torrance’s website.

SCAG’s February 11 “leadership workshop”

· The purpose of the leadership workshops is so that SCAG can get a feeling of what the cities are willing to do to reduce VMTs and emissions through an electronic voting system. They are hoping to understand what the cities are willing to do so they may make arguments to ARB.
· Inspiration for the substance of the questionnaires to be handed out comes from Moving Cooler. 
· The COG has problems with the questionnaires as they revolve around transit oriented development and is working on making the questions more pertinent to the South Bay.
· Both leaders and planners should attend the event
Metro’s proposed MOU with the SBCCOG

· MTA is the voice that has not been heard from yet with regards to SB375. Yet they are transit providers and their voice is critical.
· MTA has formed an ad hoc committee to address S375

· Jacki and Wally to attend a meeting with MTA to see how they sign MOUs with each subregion.

· The COG wants deliverables from MTA such as their available data and a transit service index so that it can compare its region with others. There are obvious transit differences and these differences should be evaluated.  

· Currently the South Bay has a transit ridership of about 3%. The COG wants to examine the long run potential to carry people in the south bay and the investment required. Is this investment in the South Bay likely and would the funding arrive in a timely manner? 

· The MTA’s powerpoint on SB375 implementation demonstrates that the MTA does not know what the subregions want. 

SCS Collaboration VS Delegation – who stepped up?
· The two subregions Gateway and Orange County have taken delegation in terms of the SCS.
· SCAG promises that these two subregions will not be sheltered or insulated from taking their fair share of the targets although they may be coming up with growth scenarios on their own.
RTAC --- what happened to their recommendations?

· The COG is not quite sure what happened to the RTAC recommendations. They were not publically discussed by CARB members.
Late breaking news

· Northern MPOs are arguing for higher targets. 

· CARB is about to release their report on best practices. There is a lot of dissention on this because best practices should be contextual. 
V.  
Local Use Vehicle Demonstration and Compass Project Updates

Wally and Jacki

· The vehicles have been purchased. 

· Participation agreement is almost finalized.

· Insurance is going to be around 1,300 per vehicle per year. Would be almost 20,000 total to insure the vehicles.

· The program needs a new slogan which both explains the program and is catchy. Slogan and design need to be ready by early February for Redondo’s 5K marathon.  Any suggestions are welcome. Suggestions included: “Go electric, show some LUV”

VI.
Topics of interest in 2010/ Other Business
· CARB has a new person, Terry Roberts who speaks land use very well. She is an expert on CEQA. If cities are interested in how SB375 will impact CEQA the COG can set up a presentation from Terry.

· Comments were that cities are interested in how CEQA exemptions have been affected. 
· If cities are interested in TDM, Annette Colfax from city of Santa Monica can present on TDM, in particular, bike solutions.

· General Assembly will be held February 26th. 

