Inglewood

2009

DATE: Movember 13, 2018

TO: Mayor and Council Members
FROM: Public Works Department

SUBJECT: Resolution fo Opt-Out of the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit
Authority, Congestion Management Program

RECOMMENDATION:
It is recommended that the Mayor and Council Members adopt a Resolution opting-out of the Los
Angeles Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACTMA) Congestion Management Program.

BACKGROUND:

The Congestion Management Program (CMP) was created in 1990 by the voters of California
under Proposition 111, which requires urbanized counties to develop and implement solutions to
development based congestion to receive their share of gas tax.

While the CMP requirement was one of the pioneering efforts to conduct performance-based
planning, the approach has become antiguated. CMP primarily uses a level of service (LOS)
performance metric, which is a measurement of vehicle delay that is inconsistent with new state-
designated performance measures, such as vehicle miles traveled (VMT), enacted by 8B 743 for
California Environmental Guality Act {CEQA) transportation analysis,

Due to the use of the outdated LOS performance metric and the high cost of preparing the report
{(hundreds of thousands of dollars), on June 20, 2018, the LACTMA Board of Directors (Board)
met to discuss opting-out out of the CMP. As a result of the meeting, the Board approved initiating
the process of opting out of the CMP by encouraging LA County cities to opt-out {of the CMP) by
resolution.

Other California Counties that have opted out include San Diego, Fresno, Santa Cruz, San Luis
Obispo, Sacramento, and Sonoma.

DISCUSSION:

The California Government Code Section 65089.3 allows urbanized counties to be exempt from
the CMP based on resolutions passed by local jurisdictions representing a majority of a county’s
jurisdictions with a majority of the county’s population.
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The existing CMP is outdated and increasingly out of step with current regional, State and Federal
planning processes and requirements, ncluding new State requirements lfor transporiation
performance measures related to greenhouse gas reduction,

The LACTMA is not replacing the UMP; however, it does allow LACTMA to use Long Range
Transportation Plan fo program projects to deal more with VMT and other methods of determining
traffic impacts. The opt-out is sirictly about removing the LA County Region from the state-
mandated requirernents of the CMP. Cities will retain local control over land use decisions.

Should the efforts to opt-out fail, LACTMA would continue to regulate the requirements of the
CMP.

FINANCIAL/FUNDING ISSUES AND SOURCES:
There is no negative impact on the general fund. The City of Inglewood will continue to receive
its apportionment of Gas Tax funds if the opt-out is successful.

LEGAL REVIEW VERIFICATION: 5
The administrative staff has verified that thefegal documents accompanying this report have been
submitted to, reviewed and approved by, the Office of the City Attorney.

FINANCE REVIEW VERIFICATION; 55
The administrative staff has verified that this geport. in ifs entirety, has been submitted to, reviewed
and approved by, the Finance Department,

DESCRIPTION OF ATTACHMENTS:

Attachment No. 1 — Resolution

Attachment No. 2 — LACTMA Board Report

Attachment No. 3 — LACTMA CMP Opt-Out FAQ Sheet

Attachment No. 4 — CMP Opt-Out Workshop Summaery Discussion
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APPROVAL VERIFICATION SHEET

PREPARED BY:
Louis A, Atwell, P.E., Public Works Director
Joi L. Aldridge, Management Assistant to Director

COUNCIL PRESENTER:
Louis A, Atwell, P.E., Public Works Director

DEPARTMENT HEAD APPROVAL:

ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER APPROVAL:

1. Fspa;fd As% &Lﬁv Manager/CFO

s,

CITY MANAGER APPROVAL: fifé\j{ﬂz{;‘iﬁ e f”,{‘;wﬁm»
“Krtie Fields, Cityi’f‘f’ianager
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RESOLUTION NG
A RESOLUTION OF THE CTY COURNCH OF THE O7Y OF
INGLEWODD, CALIFORNIA ELECTING TO BE EXEMPT FROM THE
CONGESTION MANAGEMENT PROGRAM.

WHEREAS, in 1990, the voters of California passed Proposition 111 and the
reguirement that urbanized counties develop and implement a Congestion Management
Program; and

WHEREAS, the legislature and governor established the specific requirerments of the
Congestion Management Program by passage of legislation which was a companion to
Proposition 111 and is codified in California Government Code Sections 65088 to 65083.10;
and

WHEREAS, the Los Angeles Count Metropolitan Transportation Authority {Metro} has
heen designated as the Congestion Management Agency responsible for Los Angeles County’s
Congestion Management Programy; and

WHEREAS, California Government Code Section 65088.3 allows urbanized counties to
be exempt from the Congestion Management Program based on resolutions passed by local
jurisdictions representing a majority of a county’s jurisdictions with a majority of the county’s
population; and

WHEREAS, the Congestion Management Program is outdated and increasingly out of
step with current regional, state, and federal planning processes and requirements, including
new state requirements for transportation performance measures related to greenhouse gas
reduction; and

WHEREAS, on lune 20, 2018, the Metro Board of Directors took action 1o direct Metro
staff 1o work with local jurisdictions 1o prepare the necessary resolutions 1o exempt Los
Angeles County from the Congestion Management Program.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Inglewood,
California does hereby declare as follows:

SECTHON 1. The above redials are frue and correct and are incorporated herein by
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11
12
13

ihis reference as if set forth in full.

SECTION.2. The City Council of the City of Inglewood hereby slects to be exempt
from the Congestion Management Program as described in California Government Code
Sectinns 65088 1o 65083.10.

SECTION 3. That the City Clerk shall certify to the adoption of this Resolution and the
same shall be in full force and effect immediately upon adoption.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City

day of _

of Inglewood, California, this L2018,

James T. Butis, Jr., Mayor
City of inglewood

ATTEST:

Yvonne Horton, City Clerk
City of Inglewood

MAJALEWIS Resolutionshi Public Works) - Exit Congestion Managerment Frogram 11,18 dov
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Metro Board Report

File #: 2018-0122, File Type: Program Agenda Number: 22.

PLANNING AND PROGRANMMING COMMITTEE
JUNE 20, 2018
SUBJECT: CONGESTION MANAGEMENT PROGRAM OPT-OUT
ACTION:  APPROVE RECOMMENDATION

RECOMMENDATION

APPROVE initiating the process for Metro and all Los Angeles County local jurisdictions to opt out of
the California Congestion Management Program (CMP), in accordance with State CMP statute.

ISSUE

Metro is required by state law to prepare and update on a blennial basis a Congestion Management
Program {CMP) for the County of Los Angeles. The CMP process was established as part of a 1890
legisiative package to implement Proposition 111, which increased the state gas tax from 810 18
cents. The intent of the CMP was 1o lie the appropriation of new gas tax revenues to congestion
reduction efforts by improving land use/transportation coordination.

While the CMP requirement was one of the pioneering efforts o conduct performance-based
planning, the approach has become antiquated and expensive. CMP primarily uses g level of service
{LOS) performance metric which is a measurement of vehicle delay that is inconsistent with new
state-designated performance measures, such as vehicle miles travelied (VMT), enacted by SB 743
for California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) transportation analysis.

Pursuant to California Government Code §65088.3 (Attachment A, C.G.C. §85000 et seq.),
jurisdictions within a county may opt out of the CMP requirement without penally, if a majority of local
jurisdictions representing a majority of the county's population formally adopt resolutions requesting
to opt out of the program. Given that the CMP has become increasingly out of step with regional,
state, and federal planning processes and requirements, staff recommends that Melro initiate the
process to gauge the interest of local jurisdictions and other stakeholders in opting out of State CMP
requirements.

DISCUSSION

Under the CMP, the 88 incorporated cities plus the County of Los Angeles share various statutory
responsibilities, including monitoring raffic count locations on select arterials, implementing
transportation improvementis, adoplion of travel demand management and land use ordinances, and
mitigaling congestion impacts.
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The framework for the CMP is firmly grounded in the idea that congestion can be mitigated by
continuing o add capacily to roadways. This is evidenced by the primary metric that drives the
program which is LOB. Recent stale laws and rulemalking, namely AB 32 (California Global
Warming Sclutions Act of 2008), 8B 375 (Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act of
2008), SB 743 (Environmental quality: transit oriented infill projects, judicial review streamlining for
environmental leadership development projects) and SB 32 (California Global Warming Solutions Adt
of 2008}, all move away from LOS directly or indirectly. Therefore, the CMP contradicts these key
state policies and Metro's own efforis to promote a more sustainable and equitable region.

A number of counties have elected to opt out of the CMP over the years including San Diego, Fresno,
Santa Cruz and San Luis Obispo counties. The reasons for doing so are varied but generally
concern redundant, expensive, administrative processes that come with great expense, litle 10 no
congestion benefit and continue to mandate the use of LOS to determine roadway deficiencies.

The passage of Measure M and the update of the Long Range Transportation Plan present Melro
with an opportunity {o consider new ways {0 measure transportation system performance, measures
that complement efforts to combat climate change, support sustainable, vibrant communities and
improve mobility. For Metro and cities alike, the continued administration of the CMP is a distraction
at best or an mpediment at worst to improving our transportation system.

Over the last several years, the CMP has become increasingly outdated in relation to the direction of
Metro's planning process and regional, state, and federal transportation planning requirements.
Additional reasons to opt out of the CMP include:

s Relieves Metro and local jurisdictions of a mandate o use a single measure (LOS) to
determine roadway deficiencies.

e Eliminales the risk to local jurisdictions of losing thelir stale gas tax funds or being ineligible o
receive state and federal Transportation Improvement Program funds, as a result of not being
in compliance with CMP reguirements or performance standards.

« Eliminates the administrative and financial burden {o cities associated with the preparation of
documents to demonstrate conformance with the CMP.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

Metro could continue to implement the CMP as adopted by the Board or look to update the program.
We do not recommend this as we have examined multiple ways to adapt state legislative
requirements, but we have been unable to fit Los Angeles county mobility complexities to statutory
requirements in a manner thal achieves consensus of our stakeholders over the twenly-five-year life
of the program. Opting out of the CMP gives Melro the flexibility to implement mobility improvements
through the programs and projects in the Long Range Transportation Plan adopted by the Board,
while furthering improvemeanis o transportation capacity, choice and cost-effectiveness.

DETERMINATION OF SAFETY IMPACT

This Board action will have no adverse impact on safely standards for Metro.
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FINANCIAL INPACT

There is no impact o the current fiscal vear budget, nor any anlicipated impact to fulure budgets or
the continued flow of state gas fax revenues {o local jurisdictions. The recommended aclion may
have a positive impact on Metro and local jurisdiction budgets in future yvears by eliminating the
annual costs associated with implementing the CMP. Annual costs to local agencies vary based on
size but generally require a staff commitment of 25-80 hours per jurisdiction plus the cost of
conducting traffic counts at the 164 CMP intersections at a cost of approximately $250 per
intersection. For Metro the annual burden of administering the CMP is approximately 1.2 Full Time
Equivalenis (FTE).

NEXT STEPS

Upen Board approval, staff will proceed in consulting with local jurisdictions and other interested
stakeholders as follows:

« Consult with the Metro Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) regarding opting out of the CMP
and conduct a workshop of our stakeholders o receive input on the interest in opting cut of the
CMP.

o With the concurrence of the TAC and workshop participants, request local jurisdictions to
consider adopting draft resolution (Attachment B} to opt ouf of the program.

« Upon receipt of formally-adopled resolutions from a majority of local jurisdictions representing
a majority of the population, notify the State Controller, Caltrans, and SCAG that Los Angeles
County has opted out of the CMP in accordance with statulory requirements,

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A - CMP legislation
Attachment B - Draft Resolution to Opt Out of the Congestion Management Program in Los Angeles
County

Frepared by: Paul Backstrom, Manager, Countywide Planning & Development, (213) 822-2183
Mark Yamarone, DEO, Countywide Planning & Development, (213) 418-3452
Kalieh Honish, EO, Countywide Planning & Development, (213) 822-7109
Manjeet Ranuy, SEO, Countywide Planning & Development, (213) 418-3157

Reviewed by: Therese W. MoMillan, Chief Planning Officer, (213) 822-7077
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Phiflip A Washinglon \X
Chisf Bxecidive Officer
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GUVERMNMENT CODE - GOV
TITLE ». PLANNING AND LAND USE {83000 ~ 68400.58]

{ Heading of Title 7 amended by Stats, 1874, Ch. 1536. }

DIVISION 1. PLANNING AND ZONING [85000 - 66210]

{ Heading of Division 1 added by Stats. 1874, Ch, 1536, )

CHAPTER 2.5, Transporiation Planning and Programming {65080 - 65086.5]

{ Meading of Chapter 2.5 amended by Stats. 1977, Ch. 1106, )

a8,

{ay {13 A five-year regional transportation improvement program shall be prepared, adopted, and
submitted to the California Transportation Commission on or betore December 15 of each odd-numbered
year thereafter, updated every two vears, pursuant to Sgctions 65080 and 63080.5 and the guidelines
adopted pursgant to Section 14530.1, to include regional transportation improvement projects and
programs proposed to be funded, in whole or in part, in the state transportation inprovement program.

23 Major projects shall include current costs updated as of November | of the vear of submittal and
escalated to the appropriate vear, and be listed by relative priority, taking into account need, delivery
milestone dates, and the availability of funding.

(b) Except tor those counties that do not prepare a congestion management program pursuant to Section
$3088.3, congestion management programs adopted pursuant 1o Section 65089 shalt be incorporated into
the regional transportation improvement program submitted to the commission by December 15 of cach
odd-pumbered year.

f¢) Local projects not included in a congestion management program shall not be included in the regional
trapsportation Improvement program. Projects and programs adopted pursuant to subdivision (a) shall be
sonsistent with the capital improvement program adopted pursuant to paragraph (5) of subdivision (b) of
Section 65089, and the guidelines adopted pursuant to Section 14530.1.

{d) Other projects may be included in the regional transportation improvement program if listed
separately.

(e) Unless a county not containing urbanized areas of over 50,000 population notifies the Department of
Transportation by July 1 that it intends to prepare a regional transportation improvement program for that
county, the department shall, in consultation with the affecied local agencies, prepare the program for ail
commiies for which it prepares a regional transportation plan.

(fy The requirements for incorporating a congestion management program into a regional transportation
improvement program specified in this section do not apply in those counties that do not prepare a
congestion management program in accordance with Section 63088.3.

{gy The regional transportation improvement program may include a reserve of county shares for
providing funds in order to match federal funds.
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Chmended by Stats. 2003, Ch. 323, Sec. 7. Effective Jonuory 1, 2064.3

CHAPTER 2.8, Congestion Management {65%‘388 - 65088.10]
{ Chapter 2.6 added by Stais, 1989, Ch. 106, Sec

65088,

The Legisiaturs finds and declares all of the following:

{a} Although California’s cconomy s eritically de pw ndent upon fransportation, 118 current transportation
svstem relies primarily upon a sirect and highway system designed 1o accommodate far fower vehicles
than are currently ysing the systeni.

(b} Californin’s transportation system is characterized by fragmented planging, both among jurisdictions
tnvolved and among the means of available transport.

{cy The lack of an integrated system and the increase in the number of vehicles are causing traflic
congestion that each day resulis in 400,000 hours lost in traffic, 200 tons of poliutants released into the air
we breathe, and three mitHon one hundred thousand dollars (83,100,000} added costs 1o the motoring
mubtic,

(i) To keep California moving, all methods and means of transport between major destinations must be
Q{}m‘ﬂiﬂ&ted to vonnest our vital econamic and population centers.

(&) In order to dgwiop the California economy to iis full potential, it is intended that federal, state, and
aoc.\.bi agencivs Join with fransit districts, business, private and envivernmental nferests to develop and
implement comprehensive ataazggm needed to develop appropriate responses 1o fransporiation needs.

(T} In addition 1o solving Califomis’s fraffic congestion orisls, rebuilding California’s cities and suburbs,
particularly with affordable housing ami mere walkable neighborhoods, is an important part of
accommedating future increases in the state’s population because homeownership is only now available
to most Califomians who are on the fringes of metropolitan areas and far from employment centers.

{2} The Legislature intends 10 do everything within its power 1o remove regulatory barriers around the
development of nfifl housing, transit-oriemted dovelopment, and mixed use commercial development in
ordsxr to reduce regional traffic congestion and provide more housing cholces for all Californians,

(i The removal of regulatory barriers to promote infill housing, rransit-oriented development, or mixed
use cormercial dev (,ic»pnmsz does not preclude a oily or county from holding a public hearing nor finding
that an individual infill prodect would be adversely impacted by the surrounding environment or
transportation pattermns,

(Amended by Stars. 2002, h 563, Sec. [ Effective Jopweey | 2003 )

650881,

Ag used in this chapter the following terws have i%}m following meanings:

{a} Unless the context requires o stherwise, “ageney” means the agency responsible for the preparation and
adoption of the congestion management program,

() “Bus rapid fransit corridor™ means a bus service that Includes at least four of the following attributes:
{1y Coordination with land uyse planning.

{23 Exclusive right-ofiway.

{3y Improved passenger boarding faciiities,

{4} Limited stops.

{5} Passenger boarding at the same height as the bus,

{63 Prepaid fares.

{7y Real-time passenger information,

(8} Traffic priovity at intsrsections.

{9y Bignal priority.
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{10} Unique vehicles.

{oy “Commission” means the Californda Transportation Commission.

{dy “Departrnent” means the Department of Transportation,

fey “Tafill opporiunity sone”™ maeans a specific area designated by a ¢ity or county, pursuant to subdivision

{c) of Section 630884, that i within one-half mile of a major transit stop or high-gquality transit corridor

included in 2 regional transportation plan. A major ransit stop 15 as defined in Section 21064 3 of the

Public Rezources Code, except that, for purposes of this section, i also includes major transit stops that

are included in the applicable regional ransportation plan. For purposes of this section, a high-quality

fransit corridor means a corridor with fixed route bus service with service intervals no longer than 15

minutes during peak commute hours,

() “Interreglonal travel™ means any rips that on ;’nate outside the boundary of the ¢ agency. A cip”

means a one-direction vehicle movement. The origin of any trip is the starting point of that trip. A

roundtrip consists of two individual trips.

(g} “Level of service standard” Is a threshold that defines a deficlency on the vongestion management

program highway and rosdway system which requives the preparation of a deficiency plan. Bt is the intent

of the Legislature that the agency shall use all elements of the program to implement strategies and

actions that avoid the creation of deficiencies and to mprove multimodal mobility,

£hy *Local jurisdiction” means g ¢ity, a courty, or a ¢ity and county,

{1 “Multimodal” means the utifization of all avallable modes of ravel that enhanoe the movement of

people and gouds, including, but not limited o, highway, transit, nonmotorized, and demand mapagement

strategios including, bui not Hinited to, telecommuting, The availability and practicality of specific

mruttimodal systems, projects, and sirategies may vary by county and region in accordance with the size

and complexity of different urbanized areas.

(33 (1) "Pardng cash-out program” means an employver-funded program under which an employer offers

1o provide o cash allowance to an emploves equivalent to the parking subsidy that the emplover would

otherwise pay to provide the emiployee with a paﬁ{ing space. “Parking subsidy” means the difference

betwsen the out-of-pocket amount patd by an employer on a regular basis in order to seoure the
availability of an employee parking space not owned by the employer and the price, ITany, charged 1o an

employes for use of that space.

{2y A parking cash-out program may includs a requirement that empiﬂvee participants certify that they

will comply with guidelines established by the emplover designed to avoid neighborhood parking

problems, with a provision that employvees not complying with the guidelines will no longer be eligible

for the parking cash-out program.

(k) “Performuance measure” 15 an analytical planning tood that is used to quantiatively svaluate

framsporiation mprovements and 1o assist in determining effective implementation actions, comsidaring all

modes and strategies. Use of a performance measure as part of the program does not trigger the

raquirement for the pf paration of deficiency plans.

{1y “Urbanized area™ has the same meaning a3 is defined in the 1990 federal census for urbanized areas of

more than 50,000 populaton.

{m} Unless the context requires otherwise, “reglonal ageney” means the agency responsible for

preparation of the regional transporiation tmprovernent program,

{dmended by Sigrs, 2013, Ch 386 Bee, 3 (SB 743 Effective Jorpy |, 2014,

Gr088.3.

This chapter does not apply in a county in which a mwajority of local governments, collectively comprised
of the city councils and the county board of supervisors, which in total also represent a majority of the
population in the county, each adopt resclutions electing to be exempt from the congestion management
DYOETaT.

(delded by Sty 1996, Ch, 293, Sec. 4. Effeciive Jamary 1, 1997
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65088.4.

e

{a) It is the intent of the Legislature to balance the need for lovel of service standards for raffic with the
need fo build infill housing and mixed use commercial developments within walking distance of mass
fransit faciiities, downtowns, and fown centers and 1o provide greater flexibility to local governmenis to
balanpe these sometimes competing needs,

() Notwithstanding any other provision of law, level of service standards deseribed In Section 65083
shall not apply to the streets and highways within an infill opportunity zone.

(¢} The oity or county may designate an infill opportunity zone by adopting a reschution afler determining
that the infill opportunity rone is consistent with the general plan and any applicable specific plan, and &s
a transit priorvity sres within a sustainable commmunities strategy or alternative planning strategy adopted
by the applicable ma"opui:i i planning organization,

{dmended by Stots. 2013, Ch, 386, Sec. 4. (58 743) Effeciive Januery 1, 2014}

br088.5.

Congestion management programs, If prepared by county transportation
commissions and transportation authorities created pursuant to Division 12
{commencing with Section 130000) of the Public Utilities Code, shall be used by the
regional transportation planning agencoy to meet federal requirements for a
congastion management system, and shall be incorporated into the congestion

managemsni syst@m,
{Added by Stats, J998, Ch 1134, Sec. 4. Effective Seplember 30, 19963

65089,

{ay A congestion management program shall be developed, sdopted, and updated biennially, consistent
with the schedule for adopting and updating the regional ransportation improvament program, for every
sounty that includes an urbanized area, and shall include every city and the county, The prcwm;;; shall ba
adopied at a noticed public heaving of the agency. The prograr shail be developed in consultation with,
and with the cooperation of, the ransportation plenning agency, regional ransportation providers, local
guvernments, the department, and the air pollution controd district or the abr quality management district,
gither by the county transpartation commission, or by ancther public agency. as designated by resolutions
adopted by the county board of supervisors and the city councils of a majority of the citles representing a
majority of the population in the Incorporated area of the county.

{b) The program shall contain all of the Tollowing elements:

{1y LAY Traffic level of service standards established for a system of highways and roadways designated
by the agency. The highway and roadway system shall inchude at 3 minimum all state highways and
principal arterials. No hi ghway or roadway designated as g part of the system shall be ;unowd from: the
systern. Al new state highways and principal arterials shall be desipnated as part of the system, e*\'cept
when it is within an inftl] opportunity zone. Level of service {(LOB) shall be measwred by Clroular 212, by
the most recent version of the Highway Capacity Manual, or by a uniform methodology adopted by zth@
agency that is consistent with the Highway Capacity Manual: The determination as to whether an
alternative method is consistent with the Highway Capacity Manual shall be made by the reglonal agency,
except that the depariment instead shall make this determination if either (i) the regional agency 5 also
the agency, as those terms are defined in Section 630881, or (i) the department is responsible for
preparving the regional wansportation improvement plan for the *‘(}mt}

(B} In oo case s shall the L.OS standards established be below the level of service B ow the cuvrent [avel,
whichever is farthest from level of service A execept when the area 15 o an infill opportunity rone. When

4
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the level of service on a segment or af an intersection fails to attain the established level of servics
standard outside an nfill opportunity zone, a deficiency plan shall be adopted pursuant to Section
6%{)3@ 4,
1A performance element that includes performance measures to evaluate curvent and flure multimodal

system performance for the movement ’f people and goods, At 2 mintmum, these performance measures
sha%* incorporate highway and roadway system performance, and measures sstablished for the Haquency
aud routing of public ransit, and for the eoordination of ransit service provided by separate Operaiors.
These performance measures shall support mobility, air quality, land use, dnd economic objectives, and
shall be used in the development of the capital improvement program required pursuant to paragraph (5},
deficiency plans required pursuant (o Section 650894, and the land use analysls program required
pursuant 1o pavagraph (43
{3y A travel demand slement that promotes aliemative t;*zm‘;p(vtatian methods, in Lmdmgn bt not limited
to, carponts, vanpools, transit, bicydles, and park-snd-ride fots; tmpy ovements in the balance hetween jobs
and housing; and other strategies, including, but not Hmited to, Mexible work howrs, telecomnuding, and
parking management programs. The agency shall consider parking cash-owt programs during the
devalopment and update of the travel demand element,
(4} A program to analyze the impacts of land use decisions made by local jurisdictions on regional
fransportation systems, including an estimate of the costs associated with mitigating those impacts, This
program shal] nieasure, 1o the extent possible, the Impact to the ?m;;sportgﬁafm syatem using e
perforfuance measures described in paadﬁmph (23 trino case shall the program inelude an esthmats of the
costs of mitigating the Impacts of interregional travel, The program shall provide oredit for Jocal ;md;c

and private confributions o improvemenis fo regional ransportation systems. However, in the case of toll
rovagd facilities, oredit shall ondy be allowed for local public and private contributions whzch are
voreimbursed from toll revenues or other stafe o federal sourees, The agenoy shall caloulate the amount
of the credit to be provided. The program defined under this section may require implementation through
the requiremnents and analysis of the California Environmental Quality Act, in order 1o avoid duplication.
{5) A seven-year capital improvement program, dav i;i@pma using the performance measures described
paragraph (2) to determine sffective projects that maintain or improve the performance of the multimodal
syatem for the movement of "people and goods, to mitigate regional transportation impacts identified
pursuant 10 paragraph (4} The program shall conform to ramsportation-related vehicle emisgion air
gualily mitigation measures, and include any project that will fncrease the capacity of the multimodal
systent. It is the {mlent of the Legisiature that, when roadway projects are entified in the program,
consideration be given for maintaining bicycle sccess and safety at 4 level comparable to that which
gxisted prior to the improvement or alteration. The capital improvement program may also include safety,
malntenanee, and rehabilitation projects that do not enhance the capacity of the system but are necessary
1 preserve the investoent in existing facilittes.
(2} The agency, in consubtation with the regional agency, citles, and the county, shall develop a uniform
data base on traffic impacts for uss in a coumtywids ransportation compuier model and shall approve
fransportation computer models of specific areas within the county that will be used by local jurisdictions
1o detormine the quantitative impacts of development on the circulation sysiem that are based on the
countywide model and standardized modaling assumptions and conventions. The computer models shall
be consistent with the modeling methodology adopted by the regional planning agency. The data bases
used in the models shall be consistent with the data bases used by the regional planning agency. Where
the regional agency has jurisdiction over two or more counties, the data bases used by the agency shall be
consistent with the data bases used by the regional agency.
{dy (1) The city or county in which a com nurmai development will implement & parking cash-out
program that is included in a congestion management program pursuant to subdivision (bl orina
deficiency plan pursuant © Section 6508%.4, shall grant to that development an appropriate reduction in
the parking reguirements otherwise o effect for new commercial development.
{27 At ii}fe request of an existing commereial development that has Implemented 2 parking cash-out
program, the city or county shall grant an appropriate veduction in the parking requirements otherwise

5
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applicable based on the demonsirated reduced need for parking, and the space no longer nesded for
parking purposes may be used for other appropriate purposes.

(e} Pursuant to the federal Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Aot of 1997 and regulations
adopted pursuant o the act, the department shall submit a request to the Federal Highway Administration
Drivision Administrator to acoept the congestion management program in lieu of development of a new
congesiion management system otharwise required by the act.
{dmended by Stats, 2002, Ch 303, Sec. 4. Effective Javuary 1, 2003}

H5086.1.

{ay For purposes of this section, “plan” means 2 trip reduction plan or a related or similar proposal
submitied by an emplover to a local public agency for adoption or approval Hat is designed to faciiitaly
emplovee ridesharing, the use of public transit, and other means of travel that do not employ a single-
ocoupant vehicle

(bY An agency may require an employer to provide rideshare daia bases; an emergency rids program; &
preferential parking program; a transportation information program: a parking cash-out program, as
defined insubdivision {f) of Section 65088.1; 2 public transit subsidy v an amount 1o be détermined by
the emplovar; bieyele parking aress; and other noncash value programs which encourage or facilHaie the
use of alternatives 1o driving slone. An employer may offer, but no agency shall reguire an emplover o
offer, cash, prizes, or ftems with cash value to emplovess 1o encourage participation in a trip reduction
program as 8 condition of approving & plan.

{¢) Emplovers shall provide employess reasonable notice of the content of a proposed plan and shall
provide the smployees an opporfunity 1o comment prior to submittal of the plan fo the agency for
adoption.

{dy Each ageney shall modify existing programs to conform to this section not later than June 30, 1985,
Any plan adopted by an agency prior to Jamuary 1, 1994, shall remain in effect until adoption by the
agency of a modified plan pursuant to this section,

{e} Employers may include disincentives in their plans that do not create 3 widespread and substaniial
disproportionate impact on ethnle or racial ninorities, women. or low-income or disabled employess,

1) This section shall not be interpreted to relieve any employer of the responsibitity to prepare a plan that
conforins with irtp reduction goals specified in Dvision 26 (commencing with Section 39000 of the
Health and Safery Code, or the Clegn Alr Act (42 US.C. Bee. 7401 et seql).

{g) This section only gpples o agencies and emplovers within the South Coast Alr Quality Management
Diistrict,

(Added by Stoty. 1984, Ch 334, Sec. 2. Effective Jomgiy |, 1595

650802,

{#) Congestion managemant programs shall be submitted 1o the regional agency. The regionsl agency
shatl evaluals the consistency between the program and the regional frangporiation plans required
pursuant to Section 63080, In the case of 4 multicounty regional fransportation planning agency, that
agency shall evaluate the consistency and compatibility of the programs within the region.

{b) The regional agency, upon finding that the program is consistent, shall incorporade the program into
the regional transportation Improvement program as provided for in Section 65082, 1 the regional ageney
finds the program is inconsistent, it may exclude any project in the congestion management program from
tnclusion in the regional transportation improvement program,

{e} {1} The regional agenoy shall not program any surface fransportation program funds and congestion
mitigation and alr quality funds pursusnt to Sections 182.6 and 182.7 of the Swreets and Highways Cods
in g county uniess a congestion management program has been adopted by December 31, 1992, a5
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required pursaant o Seetion 650858, No surface transportation program funds or congestion mitigation
and air guality Tunds shall be programymed for a profect in s local jurisdiction that has been foundio be in
nonconformance with a congestion management program ;*urxadm 1 Bection 650895 unless the ageney
finds that the project is of regional significance.
{2} Notwithstanding any other provision of law, upon the designation of an wbanized area, pursisnt 1o the
1990 federal consus or & subsequent federal census, within a county which previously did notinclude an
urbanized arsa. & congestion management program as required pursuant to Section 65089 shall be adopied
within a period of 18 months after designation by the Governor,
(dy {13 1t s the interst of the Legislature that the regional agency, whan ifs boundariss include areas in
wmore than one coundy, should resolve Inconsistencies and mediate disputes that arise between agencies
related to congestion management programs adopied For those arens,
{2 1t 1s the further intent of the Logislature that disputes that may arise between regional agencies, or
agencies that are not within the bomd;«n‘m% of a multicounty regional transportation planning agency,
should be medisted and resolved by the Beeretary of Transportation, or an employee of the Transporiation
Agency designated by the secretary, in consultation with the air pollution contrel district or alr quality
management district within whose boundaries the reglonal agency or agencies are located,
fe)y Al the reguest of the agency. a local jurisdiction that owns, or Is responsible for operation of, 2 tip-
generating factlity fn another county shall participate in the congestion management program of the
county where the faciBiy is located, If a dispute arises invoelving a local Jurisdiction, the agency may
request the reglonal agency to mediate the dispute through pi’()i)ii"di.ifﬁ:'.‘_\f pursuant to subdivision {d). Fallure
to resolve the dispute doss not invalidate the congestion m aa‘rw’ rt program.
{Amended by Stats. 2014, Ch 343, Hec 2 (A8 3752) Effective ]czmsrz: w25

Gnnly.,

The ageney shall monitor the implementation of all elemerts of the congestion managament program. The
epartiment i3 responsible for data wilmi;on and analysis on state highways, unless the agency deaig;aatm

that responsibility to another entity. The agency may also assign data collection and analysis

responsibilities 1o other owners and operators of facilities or services If the responsibilities are gpecificd in

its adopm% program. The agency shall consult with the department and other affected owners and

operators in developing data collection and anah sts procedures and schedules prior to program adoption,

At feast bienndally, the agenoy shall determine i the county and cities are conforming o the congestion

management program, including, but not limited 1o, all of the following:

(a3} Consistency with levels of service standards, except as provided in Section 630859 4,

{by Adoption and implememiation of a program fo analyze the impacts of land use decisions, including the

sstimale of the costs associated with mitigating these impacts.

(o} Adoption and zmpéuzmxtuuon of a deficiency plan pursuant 1o Section 650894 when highway and

roadway level of service standards are not maintained on portions of the designated system.

{dmanded by Stuis. 1996, Ch 293, Sec. 3. Effective Japuary 1, 1987}

Ha089.4.

{a) A local jurtsdiction shall prepare & deficiency plan when highway or roadway level of service
standards are not maintained on segments or infersections of the designated svstem. The deficiency plan
shall be adopted by the oity or county at 4 noticed public hearing.

{b) The agency shall caloudate the impacts sublect to exclusion pursuant to subdivision () of this section,
after consulition with the regional agency, the depariment, and the local air quality management district
or alr potiution control district. If the calewlated fraffic level of service following exclusion of these
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impacts is consistent with the level of service standard, the agency shall make a finding at a publicly
;:utiwd meeting that no deiiuemy plan is required and 50 notily the affected local jurisdiction,

{¢) The agency shall be responsible for preparing and adopting procedures for loval deficiency plan
development and implomentation responsibilities, consistent with the requirements of this section, The
deficiency plan shall include all of the following:

{1} An analysis of the cause of the deficiency. This analysis shall include the following:

{AY Idemtification of the cause of the deficiency.

{B) identification of the impaciy of those local jurisdictions within the jurisdiction of the agency that
contribute to the deficiency. These impacts shall be identified only i the caleudated traffic lovel o sarvics
following exclusion of impacts purscant to subdivision (f) indicates that the level of service standard has
not been maintained, and shall be limited w0 m"pd(,as not subiect to exelusion.

{23 A list of improvements necessary for the deficient segment or intersection to maintain the minimum
lfevel of service otherwise required and the estimated costs of the improvements,

£33 A list of improvements, programs, or actions, and estimales of costs, that will {A) measurably tmprove
multimodal performance, using measures defined in p’imfrm;ai"zs‘ {1yand {27 of subdivision (b)) of Section
H508Y, and {B)Y contribute 1o significant improvements in alr quality, such as improved public transit
service and facilities, improved nonmotorized transportation faui;t;e& high ocoupancy vehicle facilities,
parking cash-out programs, and transportation control measures, The air quallty management district or
the alr pollution control district shall establish and periodically revise a Hst of approved improvements,
programs, and actions that meet the scope of this paravz'ap}; I an improvement, progranm, or astion on the
approved Hst has not been fully implemented, # shall be decmed o contribute to significant
improvements in air gquality. If an improvement, program, or action is not o the approved Hst, it shall not
be implemented wnless approved by the focal air quality management district or air pollution control
district,

{4} A action plan, consistent with the provisious of Chapter 5 (commensing with Section 66000}, that
shall be implemented, consisting of improvements identified in paragraph {2}, or improvemenis,
programs, of actions identified In paragraph (3), that are found by the agency to be Iy the interest of the
public health, satety, and welfars, The action plan shall include 2 specific implementation schedule. The
getion plan shall inelude implementation strategles for those jurisdictions that have contributed 1o the
cause of the deflcieny In accordance with the agency’s cissfmencv plan procedures. The action plan need
not mitigate the impacts of any exclusions identified in subdivision (f). Action plan strategies shall
identify the most effective implenentation strategies Tor improving current and future system
performance.

() A ocal junisdiction shall forward its adopted deficiency plan to the ageney within 12 months of the
identification of a deficiency. The agency shall held a noticed public hearing within 60 davs of resedving
the deficiency plan. Following that hearing, the agency shall efther aceept or reject the deflciency plan in
its entirety, but the agency may not modify the deficiency plan. If the agency rejects the plan, 1t shall

notity the icmaljumdmion of the reasons for that m; stion, and the | ac\iivgszn\«rﬁeusm shall submit a
revised plan within 90 days addressing the agenoy’s concerns. Fatlure of a local Jurisdiction to comply
with the schedule and requirements of this section shall be considered to be nooconformanse for the
purposes of Section 6308%.5,

{2} The agency shall incovporate e its deficiency plan procedures, a methodology for determining if
deficlency tmpacts are caused by more than me loo i urisdiction within the boundaries of the age: ney.

{13} I, according 0 the agency’s methodology, i1 s determined that more than one focal wrisdiction is
rasponsible for causing a deficient sepment or intﬁrsem(}m ail responsibie local jur SdlaiiﬁﬂS sheall
participate in the development of a defictency plan o be adopted by all participating local jurisdictions.
{2} The local furisdiction in which the deficiency ooours shall have lead r@avepmwibi tity for developing the
deficiency plan and for coordinating with other i szr;?zfcmg focal jurisdictions, I a local furisdiction
responsible for participating In a molti-jurisdictional deficiency niaﬁ does not adopt the deficiency plan in
aceordance with the schedule and ;\,qmmmmk of para gsmh {a) of this section, that jurisdiction shall be
considered in nonconformance with the program for purposes of Section 653089.5.

8
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{3} The ageuey shall establish a confliet vesolution process for addressing conflicts or disputes between
iccal jurisdictions In mesting the multi-lurisdictional deficlency plan responsibilities of this section,

{f) The analysis of the cause of the deficiency preparad gt@ursu:amt o paragraph {13 of subdivision (g} shall
gxciude the ollowing:

{1} Interrogional ravel.

{2y Construction, rehabilitation, or maintensnce of factlities that impact the system,

{3} Freeway ramp meatening.

{4y Traffie signal coordination by the state or multi-jurisdictional agengies.

(5% Tratffic gensrated by the provision of low-income and very low income housing,

{63 {A} Traffic generated by high-density residential development located within one-fourth mile ofa
fixed ratl passenger station, and

{83} Traffic generated by any mixed use development located within one-fourth mile of a fixed rail
passenger station, if more than half of the land area, or floor area, of the mixed use development is used
for high density residential housing, as determined by the agency.

{g) ¥Forthe purposes of this section, the following terms have the following meanings:

{1y *“High density” means residential density development which contains a minimum of 24 dweiiing
units per aore and a mintmwm density per acre which is equal to or greater than 120 percent of the
maximum residential devsity allowed under the local general plan and zouing ordinance. A projest
providing a minimom of 75 dwelling units per acre shall automatically be considered high density.

{2y "hixed use development”™ means development which integrates compatible conumercial or retail uses,
or both, with resiéefﬁ'ial uses, and which, due to the proximity of job locations, shopping opportunities,
and residences, will discourage tew trip generation.

fddded by Stags. 1994, Ch, {146, Bec, 7. Effeciive Jonunary 1, 1995 )

65089.5,
{ay If, pursuant to the monitoring provided for in Section 653089.3, the agency determines, following s
foticed public hearing, that a oity or county is not conforming wﬁh the requirements of the congestion
management program, the agency shall notify the city or county in writing of the specific areas of
nonconformance, I, within 90 days of the receipt of the written notics af zmneonfermame the city or
county has not come into conformance with the congestion management program, the srovcﬁ'u;;;gz body of
the agency shall make a finding of nosconformance and shall submit the finding o the commission and to
the Controller.

(b (1) Upon receiving notice from the agency of nonconformance, the Controlier shall withhold
appovtionments of funds reguired 1o be apportioned fo that nonconforming ity or county by Section 2105
of the Streets and Highways Code.

(23 1, within the [Z-month period following the receipt of a notice of nonconformance, the Controlley ix
aotified by the agenoy that the ity or county is in conformance, the Controller shell allocate the
apportionments withheld pursuant to this section to the city or county,

{3) I the Controter i not notified by the agency that the ¢ity or county isin conformance pursuant fo
paragraph (23, the Controller shall allocate the apportionments withheld porsuant 1o this section to the
AEEILY.

{¢) The agency shall use funds apportioned under this section for projects of regional significance which
are includad in the capital improvement program required by paragraph (53 of subdivision {b) of Section
655089, or in a deticiency plan which has been adopted by the agency. The agency shall not uee these
funds for administration or planning purposes.

(dddded by renymbering Section §3089.4 by Srats, 1994, Ch 1146, Ser. 6. B

eetive Joomiory 1, 1985 )

65089.6,
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Faiture to complete or implement a congestion muanagement progrant shall not give rise to g cause of
aotion against a oity or county for failing o conform with s general plan, unless the ity or county
Hworporates the congestion management program into the circulation element of is general plan.
{dddded by renpmberivg Section 65089 5 by Sraws. 1994, Ch 1146, Sec 8. Effective Jommary 1, 1995)

650849.7,

A proposed development specified in a development agreement entersd into prior to July 10, 1989, shall
not be subject to any action taken to comply with this chapter, except actions reguired to be taken with
respect to the irlp reduction and travel demand element of 2 congestion manageiment program pursuai to
paragraph {3) of subdivision (b) of Saction #5089,

(Added by remambering Section 65089.6 by Stas. 1994, Ch. 1146, Sec. 8. Effective January 1, 1995

H5080.9.

The study steering commitiee established pursuant 1o Section 6 of Chapter 444 of the Statares of 1987
may designate at feast two congestion management agencies to participate in a demonstration study
comparing multimodal performance standards to highway level of servive standards. The department shall
make available, from existing resources, fifty thousand dollars (350.000) from the Teansportation
Planning and Development Account in the 8tate Transportation Fund to Tund each of the demonstration
projects. The designated agencies shall submit a report to the Legislature not later than June 30, 1997,
regarding the findings of each demonsiration prajsot.

{dclcded by Stats. 1994, Cho 1146, Sec. 11 Effeciive January 1, 1995.)

6508910,

Any congestion management ageney that is located in the Bay Area Alr Quality Management District and
recetves funds pursuant 1o Section 44241 of the Health and Safety Code for the purpose of Implementing
paragraph (3} of subdivision (b} of Section 85089 shall ensure that those funds are sxpended as part of an
overall program for improving air quality and Tor the purposes of this chapter,

{Added by Stews, 19935, Ch. 830, See. 1. Effective Jumary 1, 1996.)
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LA Metro Congestion Management Program

Opt-Out FAQ

What is the Congestion Management Program {CMP)?

The CMIP is 3 1990 era state-mandated performance-based planning program that
attempts to link land use and transportation decisions.

Who are the parties responsible for implementation of the CMP?

Metro is the Congestion Management Agency charged with administering the
state-mandated program. Al 89 jurisdictions {88 cities plus the County of Los
Angeles) are responsible for compliance with the provisions of the program.

Why is Metro recommending an opt-out of the CMP?

While the CMP requirement was one of the pioneering efforts to conduct
performance-based planning, the approach has become antiquated. CMP
primarily uses a level of service (LOS) performance metric whichis a
measurement of vehicle delay that is inconsistent with new state-designated
performance measures, such as vehicle miles travelled (VMT), enacted by 58 743
for California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) transportation analysis.

Is Metro replacing the CMP?

No, this is not a replacement effort, The opt-out is strictly about removing the LA
County region from the state-mandated reguirements of the CMP. Cities will
retain local control over land use decisions.

What are the requirements to opt out of the CMPY

A majority consensus of 45 jurisdictions representing approximately 5.1 million
people in the County of Los Angeles is required to opt out formally.

September 28, 2018



Pursuant to California Government Code §65088.3 {Attachment A, C.G.C, 885000
et seq.), jurisdictions within a county may opt out of the CMP requirement
withoul penalty, if a maiority of local lurisdictions representing a maiority of the

county’s population formally adopt resolutions reguesting to opt out of the

Drogram.
Has Metro contacted representatives from the City of LA and or the County?

Recognizing the population that needs 1o be achieved for a successfud opt-out,
Metro did consult with City and County of Los Angeles officials to ensure that
their respective agencies were amenable to the idea. Any final decision to opt out
would require approval from their respective governing bodies,

Has Metro contacted anyone from the state about the decision to proceed with
an opt-out?

Yes. Metro consulted with the State Controller’s Office, Office of Planning and
Research, Caltrans and the California Transportation Commission prior to
initialing the opt-out process. None of the stale agencies referenced raised any
concerns,

Will local jurisdictions continue to receive their apportionment of 2105 gas tax
funds if the opt-out is successful?

Yes, Cities will continue o receive gas taxes tied to the CMP.
Have other regions have opted out of the CMP?Y

Yas. Some of the regions that have opted out of the CMP include: Fresno, Santa
Cruz, San Luis Obispo, Sacramento, Sonoma and San Diego,

What does Metro need from local jurisdictions who wish to opt out of the CMP?

Metro needs local jurisdictions o formally adopt resolutions requesting to opt
out of the program. A sample resolution is attached to this email. Once your
governing body has adopted the resolution, please scan and send the final signed
copy to Paul Backstrom backstromp@metronelL,

September 28, 2018



What is your timeline for completing the opt-out?

Metro encourages local jurisdictions to adopt resolutions as soon as possible,
Metro intends to provide an update to our Board in June. To meet that internally
imposed timeline, Metro asks that local jurisdictions do their best to provide
Metro with adopted resolutions by March 29, 2019,

What happens to our debits and credits accumulated under the CMPY

The debits and credits will exist and remain in our records but hold no current
value outside of the CMP program.

What happens to the transportation demand ordinances that cities adopted 1o
comply with the provisions of the CMP?

The ordinances remain intact as part of each city’s municipal code. The only thing
that would change is that cities would retain the option to remove or update
those ordinances at their own discretion,

What if the effort to opt out is unsuccessful?

Should efforts to opt-out fail, Metro would continue to enforce the requirements
of the CMP,

Who can | contact for more information?

Paul Backstrom by email backsiromp®@meira.net or by phone 213.922.2183.

September 28, 2018
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Los Angeles County Congestion Management Program
Major Milestones Timeline

1880 Passage of Prop 111, a state constitutional amendment, which amaong other things
raises the Gas Tax from @ to 18 cents over a 5 year period and establishes the
Congestion Management Program {CMP), Receipt of new gas tax revenues generated
through Prop 111 is contingent on participation in a congestion management program.

1990-31 All jurisdictions in LA County adopt resolutions designating the County Transportation
Commission (predecessor agency to Metro) as the designated Congestion Management
Agency {CMA) charged with implementing a countywide congestion management
program.

19923 Metro begins implementation of the CMP initiating a Debits and Credits program that
requires participants to maintain a positive balance of Credits {transportation
improvements) to Debits {housing activity}.

19496 AB 2418 (Bowler) enacted which establishes an option to opt-out of the CMP without
penalty of losing 2105 Gas Tax funds made available through the original CMP
legistation.

1599 Cities express concerns to Metro sbout thelr ability to maintain conformance under the
Debit/Credit program. Urge Metro to explore alternatives. Cities cite the following
concerns:

«  Cities have difficulty maintaining a positive credit balance
= Cities suffer funding shortfalls to deliver necessary transportation improvements
¢ CMP achieves little real mitigation and amounted to only an accounting exercise

1959 -~ 2003 Metro undertakes study of alternatives to the Debits and Credits program.
2003 Metro Board direction to suspend the Debits and Credits program,

2004 Board directs staff to study a fee program exclusively as an alternate to the Debits and
Credits program,

2013 Staff brings development fee program to Metro Board for consideration and local
jurisdiction implementation. Metro Board directs staff to request state legistature hold
hearings to determine relevance of the CMP. No such legislative hearings are held,

2014 Consensus on fee program not achieved. A decision is made to wait of Governor's
Office of Planning and Research (OFR) to release 5B 743 guidelines that were expected
to be released in summer/fall 2014,

201418 QPR releases multiple draft guidelines and technical advisories that designate Vehicle
Miles Travelled as the metric to evaluate transportation impacts under CEQA. The state
Matural Resources Agency has begun the formal administrative rulemaking process.

18 Metro Board adopts recommendation to initiate CMP opt-out process and begin
meeting public agency stakeholders.
September 28, 2018






CMP Opt-Out Workshop Summary Discussion
September 12, 2018

Yes, on paper. The Dehits and credits program was

Do the debits and credits acoumulated by cities under the CMP Debits and Credits program sgill exist? fsuspended in 2003, The debits and credits remain in Metro's [FAQ

receords but have no currant value.,
. . . . Yes, Other counties have opted out of the CMP and stilf

Wil we still get our gas taxes if we opt out? . o FaG
recejve their gas tax funding tied to the CMP.
Mo, this is not a replacement effort. The opt-out is strictly

{s there or will there be an alternative to the CMP if we opt out? about removing the LA County reglon from the state- FAL
mandatad requirements of the TP,

Is i correct 1o say there is no rule that would prevent cities from developing thelr own frameworkor | -

alternative performance basad planning tool? Lerrect. FAQ
Mo, cities cannot individually opt out of the CAMP. The

Can indhvidual cities opt out if Melrd doss not succasd in opting out? aeces‘sz e caiéec{‘z\fe z‘ﬁecvzss'tm rgqutrmg the concurrame’ of FAGY
a majority of the 89 jurisdictions in the Couwty, represanting
a majority of the total County population.
Metro consulted with the City of Los Angeles early to

A white ago, the City of Los Angeles was not interested in opting out. Is the Clty of Los Angeles confirm that th: City of 205 Angeles is amenabla to the idea. .

interested in opting out? f:mmai édf}ptzﬁn éy the L.m{ of Los Ange%_es w.ould of w.urse FAD
be a decision subject to the approvat of the City Council and
Mayar.
None to date but approdmately 10 jurisdictions have

How many jurisdictons have opted out so far? axprossed intarest In taking resolutions to opt-oul to thelr  JFACG
governing bodies.
Yes. (ities were reguired 1o adopt transporation demand

The Demand Management caomponent of the CMP requived cities to adopt Transportation Demand  {menagement ardinances as part of their participation in the

fianagement {TOM} ordinances. Would those crdinances remain an enforceable element of a city’s  JCMP. As those ordinances are part of a city’s munidipal code, {FAQ

municipal code? it is up to the individual cities to maintain, update, or nullify
as they deem appropriate.

Anslysis of project npacts is helpful to persuade developers to consider traffic and congastion O;nt.mg c'mt does not p‘reciudg cities Frc‘;m ad-c.p{mg‘thesr _OWh

impacts. ,r;ro;e{:‘t inpact analysis requirements in thelr traffic study Comment
guidelines.

The currant CMP has an evaluation framework based on level of service {LOS] that ks inconsistent with

the new CEQA svaluation criteriz, Continuead reliance on the OMP project level analysis may lead to jConcur. Comment

CEQA probiems going forward
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CMP Opt-Out Workshop Summary Discussion
September 12, 2018

Mone that we are aware of at this time. This information

Is there any other use for previously collacted data other than for debit-cradit purposes? would remain archived and publicly available 1o be used Cornrnernt
should the information be needed,
The opt-out provision was nat part of the originat 1990 CMP
What are the teeth in the CMP if counties can opt-out and still receive their gas tax? Why did anyone iegislation, Legisiation enacted in 1996 AB 2419 {Bowler} ac
ever choose to participate in the CMET amended to the CMP legislation to include the apt-out i
Provision.
Mo detriment in our assessment. In fact, bacause the CMP is
. . ) . . ; . rocted in measuring LOS ane could argue that
What s the negative 1o opting out, espedially with regards to transit? ) . & & N . FAG
implementation of the CMP harms transit by emphasizing
the movement of cars over movement of peaple.
We have to be cognizant that we will receive questions from the public regarding congestion , " . ]
S T . L . . . o i OPR's studies they have determined that delay, by way of
reduction elements. What has been missing in these discussions is eonsideration of ailr quality, LOS5 . )
. . . L L : . . X . the current CP's ievel of service measure, does not mean  iComment
{delay} is a poor metrie to capture that impact and baseline alr quality has been improving despite ) A .
; ) L there is an snwironmental impact.
increasas in vehicle delay.
A fact sheet [aving out CRP history and its lack of relevance would be extremely helpful to take to aur
. ving L ¥ . - yREipiE * See attached CMP Milestones, FAQ and Board Report Comment
governing body 1o show that the CMP is not necessary,
As the state moves from 2 LOS based metric to VMT for
it would also be helpful to highlight where there might he redundancies with raspect to the CMP and  {purposes of CEQA anslysis we ara seeing a fundamental c 5
. . e , . . ammen
gther, newer and existing programs. paradigm shift in mitigation and montioring, This makes a
ane for one comparison of redundancies chalienging.
Some traffic patterns change over time. Congested intersections may have shifted from what was . o . .
N . . o s . . Concur but cities must maintain the establishad baseline.
originally required to monitor under the Highway Mon#toring portion of the ChMP and, therefors, N . . Corpraert
) The CMP does allow new intersections 1o be added.
reflected incorrectly.
., ; . . . . Yas, al your requast, We have two such COG meetings
Wil there be 3 presentation simifar 1o this to COGs? ‘J Y 4 ? 8 FAG
schadulad,
Concur but these opportunities may be too few to
i R . o . meaningfully affect CMP implementation as it stangis
CMP requirements changed when 5B 743 came into effect and cities can now exempt infill e g’ ‘y . ® ) . o
. ) i because infill opportunity zones must meet strict criteria Corrment
Opportunity zones, However, thresholds to gualify are high. } o L .
that the majority of the County of Los Angeles does not
meet,
e . . ) Mo, The state leghslation authorizing the ept-out does not
Can the State of California deny an oot out if Metro gets to that point? ' 5 i et P FAG

provide the stats legislature discretion to deny an opt-out.
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