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SAN FERNANDO VALLEY COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS  
 

A Joint Powers Authority  
 

AD HOC TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
MEETING AGENDA  

Thursday, April 30, 2015 — 2:30 p.m.  
Valley Municipal Building, Council Chambers  

14410 Sylvan Street, 2nd Floor  
Van Nuys, California 91401 

MEMBERS   
Chair: Councilmember Jess Talamantes, City of Burbank  

Supervisor Mike Antonovich, 5th District, County of Los Angeles 
Councilmember Bob Blumenfield, 3rd District, City of Los Angeles  

Councilmember Felipe Fuentes, 7th District, City of Los Angeles 
Councilmember Paul Krekorian, 2nd District, City of Los Angeles  

Mayor Marsha McLean, City of Santa Clarita 

OPEN SESSION 

1. CALL TO ORDER — Jess Talamantes, Chair 
2. ROLL CALL 
3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

REGULAR CALENDAR 
At the discretion of the SFVCOG Committee Chair, all items appearing on this 
Agenda, whether or not expressly listed for action, may be deliberated and may 
be subject to action by the SFVCOG. 
 

4. LOS ANGELES RIVER MASTER USE AGREEMENT (Attachment A) 
Requested Action: Recommend the Board of Directors adopt a resolution to 
support the creation of a Master Use Agreement. 
 

6. UPDATE ON HIGH SPEED RAIL  (Attachment B) 
Requested Action: Consideration of support of a station in the SFVCOG Region 

 
7. APPOINTMENTS: SCAG TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 

Requested Action: Recommend that the Board of Directors vote to appoint 
Glendale Mayor Zareh Sinanyan to the SCAG Transportation Committee  
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8. CREATE TRANSPORTATION PRIORITY LIST 
Requested Action: Determine Transportation Priorities for the SFVCOG Region to 
be transmitted to the full SFVCOG Board for adoption and transmittal to Metro. 

9. FUTURE MEETINGS: AGENDA ITEMS & DATES 
Requested Action: Set next meetings and potential agenda items.  

10. ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
12. PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 
13. ADJOURNMENT 

Public Comments:  At this time members of the public can address the San Fernando Valley 
Council of Governments Committee Members regarding any items within the subject matter 
jurisdiction of the agency that are not separately listed on this agenda, subject to time 
restrictions, by filling out a Public Comment Card and submitting that card to the Secretary. 
Members of the public will have an opportunity to speak on agendized items at the time the 
item is called for discussion. No action may be taken on items not listed on the agenda unless 
authorized by law. Whenever possible, lengthy testimony should be presented to the Board in 
writing and only pertinent points presented orally. 

Notices: 
Minutes of each committee meeting are available at http://sfvcog.org/ after the 
Committee approves them. A person with a disability may contact the San Fernando Valley 
Council of Governments before the scheduled meeting to request receipt of an agenda in an 
alternative format or to request disability-related accommodations, in order to participate in the 
public meeting, requests will be met to the extent feasible. Email info@sfvcog.org for 
accommodation. 
The entire agenda package and any meeting related writings or documents provided to a 
majority of the Board of Directors after distribution of the agenda package, unless 
exempt from disclosure pursuant to California Law, are also available. 



ATTACHMENT(A(
(

Draft(1(/(April(25,(2015(

RESOLUTION NO. 15-01 
 

RESOLUTION OF THE SAN FERNANDO COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
(SFVCOG) IN SUPPORT OF A LOS ANGELES RIVER MASTER USE 

AGREEMENT 
 

WHEREAS the Los Angeles City Council and Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors 
have adopted Los Angeles River master plans (2007, 1996) and bicycle plans (2010, 
2012) that prioritize completion of the Los Angeles River trail system, also known as 
"Greenway2020"; 
 
WHEREAS many community organizations have partnered with the City and County of 
Los Angeles to complete portions of the Los Angeles River trail system in the San 
Fernando Valley, which function as important civic gathering spaces and recreational and 
commuter resources, providing safer non-motorized access to homes, schools, jobs, 
public transit, natural resources, cultural institutions and other community amenities; 
 
WHEREAS there are approximately twelve miles of gaps in the San Fernando Valley 
portion of the Los Angeles River trail system; 
 
WHEREAS the San Fernando Valley Council of Governments has prioritized closure of 
these gaps to complete the Los Angeles River bicycle network in the San Fernando 
Valley by its adoption of Transportation priorities (2014) including this as a in its 2014-
2015 Work Plan;  
 
WHEREAS the Los Angeles City Council (2008) and Los Angeles County Board of 
Supervisors (2009) have adopted the Los Angeles River Memorandum of Understanding 
(LA River MOU); 
 
WHEREAS the LA River MOU established the Los Angeles River Cooperation 
Committee and recommends that it develop a Los Angeles River Master Use Agreement 
to address maintenance, liability and security issues in order to enable public access to 
the Los Angeles River within the City of Los Angeles on Los Angeles County Flood 
Control District right-of-way; 
 
WHEREAS completion of the Los Angeles River Master Use Agreement will expedite 
completion and ensure better community understanding of the Los Angeles River trail 
system in the San Fernando Valley and make it more competitive in attracting funds; 
 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the San Fernando Valley Council of 
Governments encourages and supports the near-term completion of the Los Angeles 
River Master Use Agreement or commensurate collaboration mechanism that will 
facilitate the goals described herein. 
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RESOLUTION NO. 15-02 
 

RESOLUTION OF THE SAN FERNANDO VALLEY COUNCIL OF 
GOVERNMENTS (SFVCOG) IN SUPPORT OF A HIGH SPEED RAIL STATION 

IN THE SFV 
 

Whereas, with proper planning and complementary investment in local transit, high-
speed rail can generate development in the vicinity of its stations; 
 
Whereas, high-speed rail projects in Europe and Japan have demonstrated that a station 
can be a focus and catalyst for new development in the surrounding area; 
 
Whereas, local station area development can include higher property values and increased 
employment densities; 
 
Whereas, businesses, residents and visitors stand to benefit from a high-speed rail station 
in the San Fernando Valley; 
 
Whereas, a high-speed rail station at the Burbank Airport would support the airport as a 
regional intermodal transportation hub. 
  
 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the San Fernando Valley Council of 
Governments supports the proposed high-speed rail station in the San Fernando Valley at 
an appropriate location. 
 
 
PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED by the Board of Directors of the San 
Fernando Valley Council of Governments, County of Los Angeles, in the County of Los 
Angeles, State of California, on the 28th day of May, 2015. 

 
    San Fernando Valley Council of Governments 

 
____________________________________ 

Paul Krekorian, Chair  
  



  San Fernando Valley Council of Governments  
 
 
 
 
DATE: April 24, 2014 
 
TO: ad hoc Transportation Committee 
 
FROM: John Bwarie, Executive Director  
 
RE: 2015 Transportation Priorities for Metro 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
At Metro’s October 24, 2013 meeting, the Metro Board launched an 18-month process for the 
preparation and adoption of regional Mobility Matrices for the County, including one for the SFVCOG 
region. The SFVCOG Mobility Matrix was adopted by the SFVCOG Board on March 19, 2015 and 
was accepted by Metro in April 2015. The Mobility Matrix was the first step in Metro’s Long Range 
Transportation Plan update. The Matrix was intended to be performance based and categorized (not 
rank or prioritize) projects as short, mid, and long-term based on performance objectives. The Mobility 
Matrix did not determine feasibility of alignments, compare or analyze modes or alignments, or 
evaluate projects against other subregions’ projects.  
 
Concurrently, the Metro Board instructed Metro staff to work on developing a potential 2016 LA 
County transportation ballot measure. To this end, Senate Bill 767 has been introduced to allow LA 
County to place a ½ cent sales tax on the November 2016 ballot. In addition Metro staff has developed 
preliminary revenue figures by subregion if such a tax were to be approved by the voters. Metro staff 
has indicated that 50% of the revenue generated would be used for local return, transit operations and 
facility repairs.  Metro staff has requested subregional input on the remaining 50% assuming the Metro 
Board elects to distribute the funds by a population and employment based formula to each subregion 
for transportation capital improvements.  Using Metro’s population- and employment-based formula 
and assuming a 40-year sales tax measure is approved, the SFVCOG Region would have $3.044 
billion in current dollars available for transportation capital projects. 
 
The legislation that would allow LA County to place a ½ cent sales tax on the November 2016 ballot 
requires that the Metro Board adopt an expenditure plan that would list the projects and programs to be 
funded from the net revenues from this tax.  To create this expenditure plan, Metro is asking that each 
subregion establish a list of “Tier 1” projects and programs to be funded using each subregion’s share 
of anticipated revenue. In addition, Metro is considering a companion ballot measure that would 
extend Measure R, which could generate an addition $1.37 billion in current dollars for the SFVCOG 
Region. Metro has asked that each COG also establish a list of “Tier 2” projects and programs to be 
funded with this additional Measure R revenue. These would be considered long term projects. 
The SFVCOG ad hoc Transportation Committee will undertake the creation of such a list to be 
submitted to the full SFVCOG Board for consideration at the May 2015 Board Meeting. 
 
To ensure the proposed “Tier 1 and Tier 2” list of projects and programs reflected the needs and 
interests of the SFVCOG Region, the committee should consider the following issues to establish a 
context for project evaluation and prioritization: 



 
1. Safety)
2. Travel)Times)
3. Priority)Modes)
4. Extensions)vs.)Enhancements)
5. Enhancements)vs.)Improvements)

 
To inform these issues, some key findings of the Mobility Matrix should be considered: 

• Employment and residential growth will mostly be concentrated in Santa Clarita, as well as 
the southeast-most part of the region around Universal City, Burbank, and Glendale. 
Burbank’s employment growth is expected to be twice that of population, while San 
Fernando has the inverse trend. Employment growth will concentrate around existing job 
centers, including Universal City and Warner Center. (Mobility Matrix Figure 2-1)  

• Most commute trips stay within the SFVCOG study area, indicating a high jobs/housing 
balance in the Mobility Matrix Subregion, but the most trips are then generated to/by 
Central LA, the Westside, and the San Gabriel Valley, about 7Million generated and 
attracted each day. (Mobility Matrix Figure 2-3) 

• An extensive bikeway system is planned for the study area, but currently there is only a 
limited network. Collisions involving pedestrians and bicyclists have been gradually rising 
over the past five years.  

• The study area features a larger population of at-risk residents compared to the County 
average, especially in communities around the major freeways.  

Additionally, as part of the SFVCOG Mobility Matrix Consider, two case studies were conducted on 
the Orange Line and the SFV-SGV Corridor. The “Case Study – Metro Orange Line 
Improvements” (attached) studies how the current BRT corridor can be improved to address policy 
priorities. This case study highlights two alternatives that can be weighed as part of the prioritization 
process. The “Case Study – San Fernando Valley to San Gabriel Valley High Capacity Transit 
Corridor” (attached) looks at two very different alignments in connecting North Hollywood to 
Burbank, Glendale, and then Pasadena (Gold Line). 

 
The SFVCOG Mobility Matrix identified approximately $20-33 billion in projects, but only the 
Metro’s formula for regional allocation based on a new ½ cent sales tax only allots $3.044 Billion, or 
about 15% to 9% of the value of the potential projects. Adding in the potential $1.37billion for “Tier 
2” projects (long term), the percentage jumps to only $4.414 billion or 22% to 13% of the funding 
needed of the projects identified.  For every dollar we need, we have a dime to a quarter. 
 
 
The Programs and their associated total costs identified in the Mobility Matrix included the following: 
 
Mobility Matrix Category Amount (top end) Projects % of Total Costs 
Active $480M 29 1.4% 
Arterial $2.1B 45 6.2% 
Goods Movement $230M 3 .75% 
Highway $11B 47 32.5% 
Transit $20B 29 59.1% 



TOTAL $33.8B 153 100% 
 
 
The largest needs are in the Transit Program, primarily the costs associated with the Sepulveda Pass 
Transit Corridor and other regional “fixed guide way” lines. 
 
As noted in this listing of programs and projects, the needs for the subregion far exceed the potential 
$3.044 billion in revenue that a new ½ cent sales tax measure would generate, or the $1.37 billion an 
extension of Measure R would generate.  
 
RECOMMENDATIONS   
 
Recommend that the Board of Directors establish a Transportation Priority List that includes Tier 1 
and Tier 2 programming of anticipated revenues for a proposed 2016 LA County Transportation 
Ballot Measure 
 
1. The Committee should define a Policy of Mobility Goals, considering: 

a. Safety 
b. Travel Times 
c. Priority Modes 
d. Extensions (new routes) vs. Upgrades 
e. Enhancements vs. Improvements 

 
Establishing this policy will help to inform the prioritization discussion. 
 
2. As well as using the above defined SFVCOG Mobility goals, the Committee should consider the 
costs of specific projects, subregional benefit, and voter desires (based on Metro polling). 
Recommendations to the full Board can be just done on a program basis and then let projects be 
identified, or simply make project recommendations. 
 
Below is a chart that could be used for “Tier 1” regional priorities: 
 

Program'Name' ''%'Allocation'
'Funding'Allocation'

(in'Millions)'' Project'Descriptions'
Active Transportation  1.4% '$42,616.00''

'Arterial 6.2% '$188,728.00''
'Goods Movement 0.75% '$22,830.00''
'Highway 32.5% '$989,300.00''
'Transit 59.1% '$1,799,004.00''
'Total& 99.95%& &$3,042,478.00&&
'Target& 100.00%& &$3,044,000.00&&
' 

Specific projects could be identified in a ranked way, or the program can be the priority either by 
percentage or by rank. 
 
“Tier 2” funding allocations would be done in the same way. 
 


