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To: Board of Directors
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Subject: Annual Report on Audits of FY 2010 Measure R Expenditures
On November 4, 2008, Los Angeles County voters approved Measure R that
imposed a 1/2 of one percent transactions and use tax to fund county
transportation improvements. Measure R established an Independent
Taxpayers Oversight Committee and an oversight process to ensure that the
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority complies with the
Ordinance. The oversight process requires that an annual audit be
conducted each fiscal year to determine compliance with the provisions of
the Ordinance related to the receipt and expenditure of sales tax revenues.
The audits must be provided to the Oversight Committee before it prepares
an annual report and makes findings on whether Metro and local sub-
recipients have complied with Measure R requirements.

In compliance with the Ordinance, independent audits of the Measure R
Special Revenue Fund and local sub-recipients were prepared. On February
18, 2011, the Oversight Committee received and filed the Fiscal Year (FY)
2010 Measure R Expenditures audits. On March 29, 2011, the Committee
held a special workshop to discuss the audit results with the Committee’s
Advisory Panel finance expert and finalized the Proposed Annual Report.
The Proposed Annual Report and audits were distributed fo Los Angeles
County libraries and a notice of public hearing was posted in local
newspapers.

On April 18, the Committee held a public hearing to receive comments on the
Proposed Annual Report and audits, and a regular meeting to approve the
Report and findings. No public comments were submitted on the two audits
or the Committee’s Annual Report. At the meeting, the Committee approved
the Annual Report and its findings. A copy of the Committee’s Annual Report
is attached for your review. The Committee found that the audits were
performed in accordance with Measure R and no audit issues or exceptions
were noted. If you have further questions, please contact Cosette Stark at
(213) 922-2822.

Respectfully Submitted,

Condoalo

Justice Candace Cooper
Chair
Measure R Independent Taxpayers Oversight Committee
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MEASURE R INDEPENDENT TAXPAYERS OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE
OF METRO
ANNUAL REPORT ON FY10 MEASURE R AUDITS

INTRODUCTION

On November 4, 2008, Los Angeles County voters approved Measure R that imposed
an additional 1/2 of one percent transactions and use tax to fund transportation
improvements in the County. Measure R, officially known as the Traffic Relief and Rail
Expansion Ordinance also establishes an Independent Taxpayers Oversight Committee
and an oversight process to ensure that the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (Metro) complies with the terms of the Ordinance. The
oversight process requires that an annual audit be conducted six months after the end
of the fiscal year to determine compliance with the provisions of the Ordinance related
to the receipt and expenditure of sales tax revenues during the fiscal year. The audits
must be provided to the Oversight Committee, so that the Committee can make findings
(Exhibit 1) on whether Metro and local sub-recipients have complied with the Measure R
requirements. In compliance with the Ordinance, Metro contracted with Thompson,
Cobb, Bazitio and Associates (TCBA) to perform the independent audit of the Measure
R Special Revenue Fund and contracted with Lopez and Company, LLP to audit the
compliance of the 87 cities (Cities) and the County of Los Angeles (County). The
Measure R Ordinance also requires that the Committee produce an annual report on
the audits and hold a hearing to consider public comment on both the annual report and
audits. A public hearing was held on April 18, 2011. No public comment was received
in writing or during the public hearing on the two audits or the Committee’s Proposed
Annual Report.

MEASURE R SPECIAL REVENUE FUND AUDIT

TCBA conducted the audit of compliance in accordance with auditing standards
generally accepted in the United States and the standards applicable to financial audits
contained in Government Auditing Standards, issued by the U.S. Comptroller Generai.
Those standards require that TCBA plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable
assurance about whether the Schedules of Measure R revenues and expenditures are
free of material misstatement. The audit found that Metro complied, in all material
respects, with the requirements referred to above that are applicable to the Measure R
revenues and expenditures for the year ended June 30, 2010 (see Exhibit 2 for the
complete audit report). The audit report states:

“Planned Scope and Timing of the Audit

We conducted our audit consistent with the planned scope and timing we
previously communicated to management of LACMTA during our entrance
conference.
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Qualitative Aspects of the Entity’s Significant Accounting Practices
Significant Accounting Policies:

Management has the responsibility to select and use appropriate accounting
policies. A summary of the significant accounting policies adopted by LACMTA
is included in Note 2 to the schedules. There have been no initiat selection of
accounting policies and no changes in significant accounting policies or their
application during 2010. No matters have come to our attention that would
require us, under professional standards, to inform you about (1)} the methods
used to account for significant unusual transactions and (2) the effect of
significant accounting policies in controversial or emerging areas for which there
is lack of authoritative guidance or consensus.

Disclosures:
There were no significant disclosures noted in the schedules.

Significant Difficulties Encountered during the Audit
We encountered no significant difficulties in dealing with management relating to
the performance of the audit.

Uncorrected and Corrected Misstatements

For purposes of this communication, professional standards require us to
accumulate all known and likely misstatements identified during the audit, other
than those that we believe are trivial, and communicate them to the appropriate
level of management. There are no uncorrected misstatements relating to
revenues and expenditures of Measure R funds. However, there was one
adjustment to correct a $5,172,810 overstatement of Measure R expenditures.
The overstatement was due to human error that accrued the year-to-date
expenditure amount ($9,113,541) of an invoice rather than the actual amount
($3,940,731) of the invoice. Although the $9,113,541 accrual was recorded in
July 2010, the payment amount of $3,940,731 was correctly made by Accounts
Payable in August 2010. In addition, the Accounting Department conducted a
sensitivity analysis of subsidies in November 2010 and discovered the accrual
error, and the amount was corrected through JV 0610-563 on November 12,
2010.

Disagreements with Management

For purposes of this letter, professional standards define a disagreement with
management as a matfter, whether or not resolved to our satisfaction, concerning
a financial accounting, reporting, or auditing matter, which could be significant to
the schedules or the auditor's report. No such disagreements arose during the
course of the audit.

Representations Requested from Management

We have requested certain written representations from management, which are
included in the attached letter dated November 16, 2010.
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Management’s Consultations with Other Accountants

In some cases, management may decide to consult with other accountants about
auditing and accounting matters. Management informed us that, and to our
knowledge, there were no consultations with other accountants regarding
auditing and accounting matters.

Other Significant Findings or Issues

In the normal course of our professional association with LACMTA, we generally
discuss a variety of matters, including the application of accounting principles
and auditing standards, operating and regulatory conditions affecting the entity,
and operational plans and strategies that may affect the risks of material
misstatement. None of the matters discussed resulted in a condition to our
retention as LACMTA’s auditors.”

MEASURE R COMPLIANCE AUDIT OF CITIES AND THE COUNTY

Lopez and Company conducted the audit of compliance in accordance with the
Guidelines, auditing standards generally accepted in the United States and the
standards contained in Government Auditing Standards, issued by the U.S. Comptroller
General. Those standards require that Lopez and Company plan and perform the audit
to obtain reasonable assurance about whether noncompliance with the requirements in
the Ordinance occurred which could have a direct and material effect on the Measure R
L.ocal Return program. Lopez and Company found that, in all material respects, the
Cities and the County complied with the requirements in the Ordinance that are
applicable to the Measure R Local Return program for the year ended June 30, 2010.
However, the resuit of the audit did find 20 instances of noncompliance, none of which
were deemed material. They can be found in Schedule 2 of the report (see Exhibit 3 for
the complete audit report). The audit report states:

“The audit of the 87 cities and the County of Los Angeles has resulted in 20
findings. None of the findings were deemed material. Of the twenty (20) findings
not deemed material, seventeen (17) related to the timely submission of
Expenditure Report, Form |l, due October 15, 2010 (See table below of cities
identified). Two (2) findings related to Appropriate Reporting of Revenues
Received, Including Allocation, Project Generated Revenues and Interest Income
(Cities of Compton and Pomona). In both instances, the cities did not properly
record interest income to the Measure R Local Return revenue account. One
finding related to Expending Funds with Metro Approval (City of Malibu). The city
did not identify in its Form |, and did not receive advance approval from LACMTA
for an administrative expenditure.

Listing of Cities Which Did Not Submit Expenditure Report, Form Il Timely:
City of Burbank

City of Claremont

City of Covina

City of Cudahy
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City of Glendale

City of Hawaiian Gardens
City of Hawthorne

City of Hidden Hills

City of La Canada Flintridge
City of Lomita

County of Los Angeles
City of Maywood

City of Pasadena

City of Redondo Beach
City of Rolling Hills

City of Torrance

City of West Hollywood”

MEASURE R OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE FINDINGS

Based on the results of the two Measure R audit reporis, as well as discussion with the
public and private finance expert from the Committee’s Advisory Panel, the Committee
developed the findings in Exhibit 1 in accordance with the Measure R Ordinance.
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EXHIBIT 1

RESOLUTION OF THE INDEPENDENT TAXPAYERS OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE
MAKING FINDINGS REGARDING THE ANNUAL AUDIT PURSUANT TO THE
MEASURE R ORDINANCE

WHEREAS, On November 4, 2008, Los Angeles County voters approved
Measure R that imposed an additional 1/2 of one percent transactions and use tax to
fund transportation improvements in the County; and

WHEREAS, Measure R, officially known as the Traffic Relief and Rail Expansion
Ordinance also establishes an Independent Taxpayers Qversight Committee and an
oversight process to ensure that the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority (Metro) complies with the terms of the Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the oversight process requires that an annual audit be conducted six
maonths after the end of the fiscal year to determine compliance with the provisions of
the Ordinance related to the receipt and expenditure of sales tax revenues during the
fiscal year; and

WHEREAS, the audits must be provided to the Oversight Committee, so that the
Oversight Committee can make findings on whether Metro and local sub-recipients
have complied with the Measure R requirements; and

WHEREAS, under contract with Metro, Thompson, Cobb, Bazilio and Associates
(TCBA) performed the independent audit of the Measure R Special Revenue Fund, and
Lopez and Company, LLP audited the compliance of the 87 cities (Cities) and the
County of Los Angeles (County); and

NOW, THEREFORE, the Measure R Independent Taxpayers Oversight
Committee of Metro finds that:

The audits were performed in accordance with the Ordinance that the voters
approved in 2008;

Metro complied, in all material respects, with the requirements applicable to the
Measure R revenues and expenditures for the year ended June 30, 2010; and

The Cities and the County complied with the requirements in the QOrdinance that
are applicable to the Measure R Local Return program for the year ended June 30,
2010.

Adopted this 18th day of Aprit, 2011.
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EXHIBIT 2
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November 16, 2010

Measure R Independent Taxpayers Oversight Committee
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

We have audited the Schedules of Measure R Revenues and Expenditures (the “Schedules™) of
the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (“LACMTA”) for the year ended
June 30, 2010, and have issued our report thereon dated November 16, 2010. Professional
standards require that we advise you of the following matters relating to our audit,

Our Responsibility under Generally Accepted Auditing Standards (and when applicable,
Government Auditing Standards)

Our responsibility, as described by professional standards, is to form and express an opinion
about whether the schedules that have been prepared by management with your oversight are
presented fairly, in ail material respects, in conformity with accounting principles generally
accepted in the United States of America. Our audit of the schedules does not relieve you or
management of your respective responsibilities.

Our responsibility, as prescribed by professional standards, is to plan and perform our audit to
obtain reasonable, rather than absolute, assurance about whether the schedules are free of
material misstatement. An audit of the schedules includes consideration of internal control over
financial reporting as a basis for designing audit procedures that are appropriate in the
circumstances, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of the
entity’s internal control over financial reporting. Accordingly, as part of our audit, we considered
the internal control of Measure R funds solely for the purpose of detenmining our audit
procedures and not to provide any assurance concerning such internal control.

We are also responsible for communicating significant matters related to the audit that are, in our
professional judgment, relevant to your responsibilities in overseeing the financial reporting
Process. However, we are not required to design procedures for the purpose of identifying other
matters to communicate to you.

There were no findings regarding significant control deficiencies over financial reporting and
material noncompliance noted during our audit.



Planned Scope and Timing of the Audit

We conducted our audit comsistent with the planned scope and timing we previously
communicated to management of LACMTA during our entrance conference.

Qualitative Aspects of the Entity’s Significant Accounting Practices

Significant Accounting Policies

Management has the responsibility to select and use appropriate accounting policies. A summary
of the significant accounting policies adopted by LACMTA is included in Note 2 to the
schedules. There have been no initial selection of accounting policies and no changes in
significant accounting policies or their application during 2010. No matters have come to our
attention that would require us, under professional standards, to inform you about (1) the
methods used to account for significant unusual (ransactions and (2) the effect of significant
accounting policies in controversial or emerging arcas for which there is a lack of authoritative
guidance or consensus.

Disclosures
There were no significant disclosures noted in the schedules.
Significant Difficulties Encountered durin:g the Audit

We encountered no significant difficulties in dealing with management relating to the
performance of the audit.

Uncorrected and Corrected Misstaternents

For purposes of this communication, professional standards require us to accumulate all known
and likely misstatements identified during the audit, other than those that we believe are trivial,
and communicate them to the appropriate level of management. There are no uncorrected
misstatements relating to revenues and expenditures of Measure R funds. However, there was
one adjustment to correct a $5,172,810 overstatement of Measure R expenditures. The
oveistatement was due to a human error that accrued the year-to-date expenditure amount
($9,113,541) of an invoice rather than the acteal amount ($3,940,731) of the invoice. Although
the $9,113,541 accrual was recorded in July 2010, the payment amount of $3,940,731 was
correctly made by Accounts Payable in Avgust 2010. In addition, the Accounting Department
conducted a sensitivity analysis of subsidies in November 2010 and discovered the accrual error,
and the amount was corrected through JV 0610-563 on November 12, 2010.

Disagreements with Management

For purposes of this letter, professional standards define a disagreement with management as a
matter, whether or not resclved to our satisfaction, concerning a financial accounting, reporting,
or auditing matter, which could be significant to the schedules or the auditor’s report. No such
disagreements arose during the course of the audit.



Representations Requesied from Management

We have requested certain written representations from management, which are inctuded in the
attached letter dated November 16, 2010.

Management’s Consultations with Other Accountants

In some cases, management may decide to consult with other accountants about auditing and
accounting matters, Management informed us that, and to our knowledge, there were no
consultations with other accountants regarding auditing and accounting matters.

Other Significant Findings or Issues

In the normal course of our professional association with LACMTA, we generally discuss a
variety of matters, including the application of accounting principles and auditing standards,
operating and regulatory conditions affecting the entity, and operational plans and strategies that
may affect the risks of material misstatement. None of the matters discussed resulted in a
condition to our retention as LACMTA’s auditors.

This report is intended solely for the use of the LACMTA Board of Directors and management,
and the Measure R Independent Taxpayers Oversight Committee and is not intended to be and
should not be used by anyone other than these specified parties.

Very truly yours,

Fhempoen, Cobl, Bazifio. & Qoseciates, P.C.



LACMTA

LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN TRANSFTETATION AUTHORITY
Y —

independent Auditot’s Report

on Schedule of Revenues and Expenditures
for Measure R

Special Revenue Fund

For the Year Ended June 30, 2010

TCBA

TuomprsonN, Coar, BAZiLIio &« ASSOCIATES,P.C.
Certiffed Public Accourrtants & Management Systems and Financlal Cornsoltants
21250 Hawthorne Blvd. Suite 150 Torrance, CA 90503

PH 310.792.4640 . FX 310.7924140 . wwwtchacom



Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Independent Audilor’s Report on
Schedule of Revenues and Expenditures
For
Measure R
Special Revenue Fund

For The Year Ended June 30, 2010

Table of Contents

Page

Independent Auditor’s REPOIL.......cmmemimimmii s sessvnsssvrsssssssssmsssmsasessssess 1
Schedule of Revenues and EXpenditures ... e 2
Schedule of Revenues and Expenditures - Budget to Actual

For the year ended June 30, 2000 ... s wevererreess 3
Notes to Schedule of Revenues and Expenditures for

Measure R Special Revenue Fund ...t snsessenss 4
Independent Auditor’s Report on Internal Control over Financial Reporting

and on Compliance and Other Matters Based on an Audit of Financial Statements

Performed in Accordance with Government Auditing Standards.............covviiiiivinnivinnsanenns 8
Independent Auditor’s Report on Compliance with Requirements Applicable to

Measure R Revenues and Expenditures and Internal Control over Compliance in

Accordance with the Traffic Relief and Rail Expansion Qrdinance.................coovininivnns 10

Schedule of Current Year FIRAINES .........cociiiiiniiiiienr s isssnsreensnee s s e smnssss e seme e 12



TrHovreon, Coas, BaziLio & ASS0OCIATES, PG
CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS AND MANAGEMENT, SYSTEMS, AND FINANCIAL CONSULTANTS

Tt E BOULEY :
P

s 310-792-3330

Indepeadent Auditor’s Report

Measure R Independent Taxpayers Oversight Committee
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authotity

We have audited the accompanying Schedules of Measure R Revenues and Expenditures (the
“Schedules”) of the Los Angeles County Metsopolitan Transportation Authority (“LACMTA") as
of and for the year ended June 30, 2010. These Schedules are the responsibility of LACMTA’s
management. Our responsibility is to express an opinion on these Schedules based on our audit.

We conducted our audit in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United
States of America and the staudards applicable to financial audits contained in Government
Auditing Standards, issued by the Comptroller General of the United States. Those standards
require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance about whether the
Schedules of Measure R revenues and expenditures are free of material misstatement. An audit
includes examining, on a test basis, evidence supporting the amounts and disclosures in the
Schedules. An audit also includes assessing the accounting principles used and the significant
estimates made by management, as well as evaluating the overall Schedule presentation. We
believe that cur audit provides a reasonable basis for our opinion.

In our opinion, the Schedules referred to above present fairly, in all material respects, the Measure
R revenues and expenditures of LACMTA as of June 30, 2010, for the year then ended in
conformity with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America,

In accordance with Government Auditing Standards, we have also issued our report, dated
November 16, 2010, on our consideration of LACMTA's internal control over financial reporting
and on our tests of its compliance with certain provisions of laws, regulations, contracts and grant
agreements and other matters. The purpose of that report is to describe the scope of our testing of
internal control over financial reporting and compliance and the results of that testing and not to
provide an opinion on the internal control over financial reporting or on compliance. That report
is an integral part of an audit performed in accordance with Government Auditing Standards and
should be considered in assessing the results of our audit.

Torrance, CA
November 16, 2010

Thempoen, Colbif, Bazilie & (socciates, I.C.



Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Measure R Special Revenue Fund

Schedule of Revenues and Expenditures
For the year ended June 30, 2010

{Amounts expressed in thousands)

Revenues:
Sales tax $ 551,480
Intergovernmental 4,371
Investment income 2,656
Net appreciation in fair value of investment 3,604
Total revenues 562,111
Expenditures:
Administration and other transportation projects 52,306
Transportation subsidies 118,143
Total expenditures 170,449
Excess of revenues over expenditures 391,662

Other financing sources (uses)

Operating transfers in 29,353
Operating transfers out (37,350)
Total other financing sources (uses) (7,997)

Excess (deficiency) of revenues
and other financing sources over
expenditures and other financing uses $ 383,665

The notes to the schedule of revenues and expenditures are an integral part of this schedule.
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Measure R Special Revenue Fund
Schedule of Revenues and Expenditures — Budget to Actual
For the year ended June 30, 2010

{Amounts expressed in thousands)

Favorable
Budget Actual {Unfavorable)

Revenues:

Sales tax 361,248 § 551480 § 190,232

Intergovernmental 3,283 4,371 1,088

Investment income - 2,656 2,656

Net appreciation in fair value of investments - 3,604 3,604
Total revenues 364,531 562,111 197,580
Expenditures:

Administration and other transportation projects 02,446 52,300 10,140

Transportation subsidies 114,939 118,143 {3.20:4)
Total expenditures 177,385 170,449 6,936
Excess of revenues over expenditures 187,146 391,662 204,516
Other financing sources (uses)

Operating transfers in 25,436 290,353 3,917

Operating transfers out (38,687) (37,350) 1,337
Total other financing sources (uses) (13,251) (7,997) 5,254
Excess (deficiency) of revenues

and other financing sources over

expenditures and other financing uses 173,895 $ 383665 $ 209770

The notes to the schedule of revenues and expenditures are an integral part of this schedule.
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Measure R Special Revenue Fund
Notes to Schedule of Revenues and Expenditures

June 30, 2010

1

2.

Organization
General

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (“LACMTA”) is
governed by a Board of Directors composed of the five members of the County Board of
Supervisors, the Mayor of the City of Los Angeles, three members appointed by the
Mayor, and four members who are either mayors or members of a city council and have
been appointed by the Los Angeles County City Selection Committee to represent the
other cities in the County, and a non-voting member appointed by the Governor of the
State of California.

LACMTA is unique among the nation's transportation agencies. It serves as transportation
planner and coaordinator, designer, builder and operator for one of the country's largest,
most populous counties. More than 10 million people — about one fourth of California's
residents - live, work, and play within its 1,433-square-mile service area.

Measure R

Measure R, also known as the Traffic Relief and Rail Expansion Ordinance is a special
revenue fund used to account for the proceeds of the voter-approved one-half percent sales
tax that became effective on July 1, 2009 and continuing on for the next 30 years.
Revenues collected are allocated to: 1) 2% for rail capital improvements; 2) 3% for
Metrolink capital improvement projects within Los Angeles County; 3) 5% for rail
operations for new transit project operations and maintenance; 4) 15% for local return; 5)
20% for countywide bus service operations, maintenance, and expansion; 6) 20% for
highway capital projects; and 7) 35% for transit capital specific projects.

Summary of Significant Accounting Policies

The Schedules of Revenues and Expenditures for Measure R Special Revenue Fund have
been prepared in conformity with Generally Accepted Accounting Principles in the United
States of America ("GAAP”) as applied to government units. The Governmental
Accounting Standards Board (“GASB™) is the recognized standard-setting body for
establishing governmental accounting and financial reporting principles for governments.
The more significant of LACMTA’s accounting policies with regard to the special
revenue fund type are described below:



Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Measure R Special Revenue Fund
Naotes to Schedule of Revenues and Expenditures

June 30, 2019

Summary of Significant Accounting Policies (Continued)
Fund Accounting

LACMTA utilizes fund accounting to report its financial position and the results of its
operations. Fund accounting is designed to demonstrate legal compliance and to aid
financial management by segregating transactions related to certain governmental
functions or activities, A fund is a separate accounting entity with a self-balancing set of
accounts. Funds are classified into three categories: governmental, proprietary, and
fiduciary. Governmental Funds are used to account for most of LACMTA’s governmental
activities. The measurement focus is a determination of changes in financial position,
rather than a net income determination. LACMTA uses governmental fund type Special
Revenue Funds to account for Measure R sales tax revenues and expenditures. Special
Revenue Funds are used to account for proceeds of specific revenue sources that are
legally restricted to expenditures for specified purposes.

Basis of Accounting

The modified accrual basis of accounting is used for the special revenue fund type. Under
the modified accrual basis of accounting, revenues are recorded when susceptible to
accrual, which means measurable (amount can be determined) and available (collectible
within the current period or soon enough thereafter to be used to pay liabilities of the
current period).

Budgetary Accounting

The established legislation and adopted policies and procedures provide that the
LACMTA’s Board approves an annual budget. Annual budgets are adopted on a basis
consistent with generally accepted accounting principles in the United States of America
for all governmental funds.

Prior to the adoption of the budget, the Board conducts public hearings for discussion of
the proposed annual budget and at the conclusion of the hearings, but not later than June
30, adopts the final budget. All appropriations lapse at fiscal year end. The budget is
prepared by fund, project, expense type, and department. The legal level of control is at
the fund level and the Board must approve additional appropriations.



4.

L.os Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Measure R Special Revenue Fund
Notes to Schedule of Revenues and Expenditures

June 30, 2010

Summary of Significant Accounting Policies (Continued)
Budgetary Accounting (Continued)

By policy, the Board has provided procedures for management to make revisions within
operational or project budgets only when there is no net dollar impact to the total
appropriations at the fund level. Budget amendments are made when needed.

Annual budgets are adopted by LACMTA on the modified accrual basis of accounting for
the special revenue fund types, on a basis consistent with GAAP as reflected in the
Schedules.

Interest Income and Appreciation in ¥air Value of Investments
The net appreciation in the fair value of investments is shown on the Schedule of

Revenues and Expenditures. LACMTA maintains a pooled cash and investments account
that is available for use by all funds, except those restricted by state statutes.

Use of Estimates

The preparation of the Schedules in conformity with GAAP requires management to make
estimates and assumptions that affect the reported amounts of revenues and expenditures
during the reporting period. Actual results could differ from those estimates.

Intergovernmental Transactions

Any transaction conducted with a governmental agency outside the complete jurisdiction
of LACMTA will be recorded in an account designated as Intergovernmental.

Operating Transfers

Amounts reflected as operating transfers represent permanent, legally authorized transfers
from a fund receiving revenue to the fund through which the resources are 1o be expended,
All operating transfers infout of the Mcasure R Special Revenue Fund have been made in
accordance with all expenditure requirements of the Measure R Ordinance.



Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Measure R Special Revenue Fund
Notes to Schedule of Revenues and Expenditures

June 30, 2010

5. Audited Financial Statements

The audited financia! statements for Measure R Special Revenue Fund for the year ended
June 30, 2010 are included in LACMTA’s Annual Audited Financial Report.
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Report on Internai Control over Financial Reporting and on Compliance and
Other Matters Based on an Audit of Financial Statements Performed in
Accordance with Government Auditing Standards

Measure R Independent Taxpayers Oversight Committee
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

We have audited the accompanying Schedules of Revenues and Expenditures (the “Schedules™)
for Measure R Special Revenue Fund of the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority (“"LACMTA™) as of and for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2010, and have issued our
report thereon dated, November 16, 2010, We conducted our audit in accordance with auditing
standards generally accepted in the United States of America and the standards applicable to
financial audits contained in Government Auditing Standards, issued by the Comptroller General
of the United States,

Internal Control over Financial Reporting

In planning and performing our audit, we considered the LACMTA’s internal control over
financial reporting as a basis for designing our auditing procedures for the purpose of expressing
our opinion on the Schedules, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the
effectiveness of the LACMTA’s internal control over financial reporting. Accordingly, we do not
express an opinion on the effectiveness of the LACMTA's s internal control over financial
reporting.

A deficiency in internal control exists when the design or operation of a control does not allow
management or employees, in the normal course of performing their assigned functions, to
prevent, or detect and correct misstatements on a timely basis. A material weakness is a
deficiency, or combination of deficiencies, in internal control, such that there is a reasonable
possibility that a material misstatement of the LACMTA’s Schedules will not be prevented, or
detected and corrected on a timely basis,

Our consideration of internal control over financial reporting was for the limited purpose
described in the first paragraph of this section and would not necessarily identify all deficiencies
in internal control over financial reporting that might be deficiencies, significant deficiencies, or
material weaknesses. We did not identify any deficiencies in internal control over financial
reporting that we consider to be material weaknesses, as defined above.



Compliance and Other Matters

As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether the LACMTA’s Schedules are free of
material misstatement, we performed tests of its compliance with certain provisions of laws,
regulations, contracts, and grant agreements, noncompliance with which could have a direct and
material effect on the determination of financial statement amounts. However, providing an
opinion on compliance with those provisions was not an objective of our audit, and accordingly,
we do not express such an opinion. The results of our tests disclosed no instances of
noncompliance or other matters that are required to be reported under Government Auditing
Standards.

This report is intended for the information and use of the LACMTA Board of Directors and

management, and the Measure R Independent Taxpayers Oversight Committee and is not
intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than these specified parties.

Torrance, California
November 16, 2010

Thompoen, Colbl, Barilio. & Asseciades, P.C.
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Report on Compliance with Requirements Applicable to
Measure R Revenues and Expenditures and Iaternal Contrel Over Compliance in
Accordance with the Traffic Relief and Rail Expansion Ordinance

Measure R Independent Taxpayers Oversight Committee
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Compliance

We have audited the compliance of the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation

Authority (“LACMTA"} with the types of compliance requirements desctibed in the Traffic Relief
and Rail Expansion Ordinance (the Ordinance) that are applicable to Measure R revenues and

expenditures for the year ended June 30, 2010. Compliance with the requirements of the laws and

the Ordinance applicable to its Measure R revenues and expenditures is the responsibility of
LACMTA’s management. Our responsibility is to express an opinion on LACMTAs compliance

based on our audit.

We conducted our audit of compliance in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted
in the United States of America and the standards applicable to financial audits contained in
Government Auditing Standards, issued by the Comptroller General of the United States. Those
standards require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance about whether
noncompliance with the types of compliance requirements referred to above that could have a
direct and material effect on Measure R revenues and expenditures occurred. An audit includes
examining, on a test basis, evidence about LACMTA’s compliance with those requirements and
performing such other procedures as we considered necessary in the circumstances. We believe
that our audit provides a reasonable basis for our opinion. Our audit does not provide a legal
determination on LACMTA’s compliance with these requirements.

In our opinion, LACMTA complied, in all material respects, with the requirements referred to
above that are applicable to the Measure R revenues and expenditures for the year ended June 30,
2010.

Interpal Contro] over Compliance

Management of the LACMTA is responsible for establishing and maintaining effective internal
control over compliance with requirements of laws, regulations applicable to the Measure R
revenues and expenditures. In planning and performing our audit, we considered the LACMTA’s
internal control over compliance requirements that could have a direct and material effect on the
Measure R revenues and expenditures in order to determine our auditing procedures for the
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purpose of expressing our opinion on compliance and to test and report on internal control over
cotnpliance in accordance with the Ordinance, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinior on
the effectiveness of internal control over compliance, Accordingly, we do not express an opinion
on the effectiveness of the LACMTA'’s internal control over compliance.

A deficiency in internal control over compliance exists when the design or operation of a control
over compliance does not allow management or employees, in the normal course of performing
their assigned functions, to prevent, or detect and correct, noncompliance with a type of
compliance requirement on a timely basis. A material weakness in internal control over
compliance is a deficiency, or combination of deficiencies, in internal control over compliance,
such that there is a reasonable possibility that material noncompliance with a type of compliance
requirement will not be prevented, or detected and corrected, on a timely basis.

Our consideration of internal control over compliance was for the limited purpose described in the
first paragraph of this section and was not designed to identify all deficiencies in internal control
over compliance that might be deficiencies, significant deficiencies, or material weaknesses. We
did not identify any deficiencies in internal control over compliance that we consider to be
material weaknesses, as defined above.

This repart is intended solely for the information and use of the LACMTA’s Board of Directors

and management, and the Measure R Independent Taxpayers Qversight Committee, and is not
intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than these specified parties.

Forrance, California
November 16, 2010

Thompoon, Cobil, Bazifia & (osociates, F.C.
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Measure R Special Revenue Fund
Current Year Findings

For the Year Ended June 30, 2010

None noted.
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Lopez and Company, LLP

C:mﬁtd Pubfic Ancountants and Bustness Consulranes

REPORT ON COMPLIANCE WITH REQUIREMENTS
APPLICABLE TO MEASURE R ORDINANCE AND MEASURE R LOCAL RETURN
GUIDELINES

To: Board of Directors of the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority,

Proposition R Independent Taxpayers Oversight Committee

Compliance

We have auditcd the compliance of the Cities and the County identificd in Schedule 1, with the
types of compliance requirements described in the Measure R Ordinance enacted through a Los
Angeles County voter approved law in November, 2008; Measure R Local Retum Guidelines,
issued by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), approved
by its Board of Directors on October 22, 2009 (the “Guidelines”); and the respective Assurances
and Understandings Regarding Receipt and Usc of Measure R Local Return Funds, executed by
LACMTA and the respective Citics and the County for the year ended June 30, 2010
(collcctively the “Requirements™). Compliance with the above noted Requirements by the Cities
and the County are identificd in thc summary of auditor’s results scction of the accompanying
Schedule of Findings and Questioned costs. Compliance with the Requirements is the
responsibility of the respective Cities’ and the County’s management. Our responsibility is to
express an opinion on the Cities’ and the County’s compliance based on our audit.

We conducted our audits of compliance in accordance with the Guidelines, auditing standards
generally accepted in the United States of America and the standards contained in Government
Auditing Standards, issued by the Comptroiler General of the United States; Those standards
require that we plan and perform the audits to obtain reasonable assurance about whether
noncompliance with the types of requirements referred to above that could have a direct and
material effect on the Measure R Local Return program occurred. An audit includes examining,
on a test basis, evidence about each City’s and the County’s compliance with those requirements
and performing such other procedures as we considered necessary in the circumstances. We
believe that our audits provide a reasonablc basis for our opinions. Our audits do not provide a
legal determination of each City’s or the County’s compliance with those requirements.

In our opinion, except an noted in Schedule 1, the Cities and the County complied, in all material
respects, with the requirements referred to above that are applicable to the Measure R Local
Return program for the year ended June 30, 2010, Iowever, the results of our auditing
procedures disclosed instances of noncompliance with those requirements, which are required to
be reported in accordance with the Guidelines and which are described in Schedule 2.



Internal Control Over Compliance

The management of each City and the County, is responsible for establishing and maintaining
effective internal control over compliance with the requirements of laws, regulations, contracts,
and grants applicable to federal, state and local programs. In planning and performing our audits,
we considered each City’s and the County’s inmiernal confrol over compliance with the
requirements that could have a direct and material effect on the Measure R Local Return
program in order to determine our auditing procedures for the purpose ol expressing our opinion
on compliance and to test and report on internal control over compliance in accordance with the
Requirements, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of internal
control over compliance. Accordingly, we do not express an opinion on the effectiveness of the
Cities’ and the County’s internal control over compliance.

A deficiency in internal control over compliance exists when the design or operation of a cotitrol
over compliance does not allow management or employees, in the normal course of performing
their assigned functions, to prevent, or detect and comrcet, noncompliance under the
Requirements on a timely basis. A significant deficiency over compliance is a control deficiency,
or combination of control deficiencies, that does not allow management or employees to prevent,
or detect and correct noncompliance under the Requirements, that is more than inconsequential,
on a timely basis. A material weakness in internal control over compliance is a deficiency, or
combination of deficiencies, in internal control over compliance, such that there is a reasonable
possibility that material noncompliance under the Requirements will not be prevented, or
detected and corrected, on a timely basis.

Qur consideration of internal control over compliance was for the limited purpose described in
the first paragraph of this section and was not designed to identify all deficiencies in internal
control over compliance that might be deficiencics, significant deficiencies, or material
weaknesses. We did not identify any deficiencies in internal control over compliance that we
consider to be material weaknesses, as defined above.

Responses by the Cities and the County to the findings identified in our audits are described in
the accompanying schedule of findings and questioned costs. We did not audit each City’s and
the County’s responses and, accordingly, we express no opinion on the responses.

This reportt is intended solely for the information and use of the LACMTA, the management of,
the City Councils of, and others within each City and the County and is not intended to be and
should not be used by anyone other than these specified parties.

Hopiz and Comgpanyes 777

Pasadena, California
December 15, 2010



Summary of Compliance Findings

The audit of the 87 cities and the County of Los Angeles has resulted in 20 findings. None of the
findings were deemed material. Of the twenty (20) findings, seventeen (17) findings related to
the timely submission of Expenditure Report, Form II, due October 15, 2010 (See table below of
cities identified). Two (2) findings related to Appropriate Reporting of Revenues Received,
Including Allocation, Project Generated Revenues and Interest Income (Cites of Compton and
Pomona). In both instances, the cities did not property rccord interest income to the Measure R
Local Return revenue account. One finding related to Expending Funds with LACMTA
Approval (City of Mailbu). The city did not identify in its Form I, and did not receive advance
approval from the LACMTA for an administrative expenditure,

Listing of Cities Which Did Not Submit Expenditure Report, Form [{ Timely:

City of Burbank

City of Claremont

City of Covina

City of Cudahy

City of Glendale

City of Hawaiian Gardens
City of Hawthorne

City of Hidden Hills

City of La Canada Flintridge
City of Lomita

County of Los Angeles
City of Maywood

City of Pasadena

City of Redondo Beach
City of Rolling Hills

City of Tormance

City of West Hollywood




Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority
Summary of Mezsure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010

Schedule 1

Agoura

Hills Alhambra Arcadia
Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returiied Assurances and
Understanding Agreement Compliant jCompliant jComipliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Scparate
Operating Measure R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposcs Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Verification of Revenues Received, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenues, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form Onc) Compliant |Compliant {Compliant
Timely Subinission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)  |Compliant |Compliant Compliant
Timcly Use of Funds Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Administrative Expenditures Did Not Exceed 20% of the
Total Annual LR Expenditurcs Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
(Tradcs, Loans, or Gifis) Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Verification That Funds Expended ._d.md Reimbursed by Not Not Not
Another Fund, Were Property Credited to the LR Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement P PP

Not

Verification That Funds Exchanged with Aaother A Tfi?::ible A l\lli?:;blc A li(;able
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdictior PP PP PP
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, & Not Not Not
Rescrve Fund Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
For Capital Reserve Fund., Verification That a Separate . Not Not Not
Account Has Been Established, And the Current Status 1s Aonlicable | Aoplicablc | Applicable
Reportad in the Expenditure Plan PP PP op
Where Recreational Transit Services, Recreational Not Not Not
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicable | Applicable | Applicable




Schedule 1

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010
Artesia Avalon Azusa
Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returned Assurances and
Understanding Agrecment Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Separate
Operating Measure R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposes Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Verification of Revenues Received, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenues, Initerest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant |[Compliant [Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form Onc) Compliant |{Compliant JCompliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)  |Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Timely Use of Funds Compliant jCompliant |Compliant
Administrative Expenditures Did Not Exceed 20% of the
Total Annual LR Expenditures Compliant |Compliant [Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA, for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
(Trades, Loans, or Gifts) Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Verification That Funds F,xpcm?cd zlind Reimbursed by Not Not Not
Another Fund, Were Properly Credited to the LR Applicabic | Applicable | Appticable
Account Upon Reimburscment P
. , N
Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another A l\llizztble A I;Ii?able A li(;;ble
Junsdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction i PP PP
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not Not Not
Reserve Fund Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
For Capital Reserve FundI, Verification That a Scparate . Not Not Not
Account Has Been Established, And the Currcent Status is Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditure Plan PP PP P
Where Recreational Transit Scrvices, Recreational Not Not Not
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicable | Applicable | Applicablc




Schedule 1

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010

Baldwin Beli

Park Bell Gardens
Funds Werc Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant  |Compliant |Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returned Assurances and
Understanding Agreement Compliant  [Compliant jCompliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Scparate
Opcrating Measure R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposcs Compliant |Compliant {Compliant
Verification of Revenucs Received, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenues, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant  [Compliant ]Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant  |Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form One) Compliant  |Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditurs Report (Form Two)  JCompliant  |Compliant |Compliant
Timely Use of Funds Compliant _(Compliant |Compliant
Admnistrative Expenditures Did Not Exceed 20% of the
Total Annual LR Expenditures Compliant  |Compliant |Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
(Trades, Loans, or Gifts) Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Verification Th\e;t{ Fur;;is Exliacnged(ll f;mccil Rc'i;lxlnbtxsed by Not Not Not
Another Fund, e?re roperty Credited o the Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement
Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another A Ti?:;ble A Tiz';ble A I?i?;:ible
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction| PP PP P
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not Not Not
Reserve Fund Applicable | Applicable | Applicablc
For Capital Reserve Fundl. Verification That a Separate . Not Not Not
Account Has Been Established, And the Current Status 15 Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditure Plan PP
Where Recreational Transit Services, Recreational Not Not Not
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicable | Applicable | Applicable




Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority Schedule
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010
Bellflower  Beverly Hills  Bradbury
Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant |Compliant Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Retumed Assurances and
Understanding Agreement Compliant |[Compliant Compliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Separate
Operating Measure R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposes Compliant [Compliant Compliant
Verification of Revenues Received, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenues, Interest Income
Properly Recarded Compliant |Compliant Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant |Compliant Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituied for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant  JCompliant Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form One) Compliant  |Compliant Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Twe)  [Compliant  {Compliant Compliant
Timely Usc of Funds Compliant  |Corpliant Compliant
Administrative Expenditures Did Not Exceed 20% of the
Total Annual LR Expenditures Compliant  [Compliant Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Applicabl Not
(Trades, Loans, or Gif's) Applicable ot AppcabIc Applicable
Verificalion That Funds Expended and Reimbursed by Not Not
Another Fund, Wc.rc Properly Credited to the LR Applicable Not Applicable Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement
Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another A Ti?:;blc Not Applicable A Tfi?:ible
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction PP PP
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not . Not
Rescrve Fund Apnplicable Not Applicable Applicable
For Capital Rescrve Fund, Verification That a Scparate Not Not
Account Has Been Established, And the Current Status is Aoplicable Not Applicablc Apnlicable
Reported in the Expenditure Plan PP PP
Wherce Reereational Trangit Services, Recreational Naot , Not
> ) [ )
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicablc Not Applicable Applicable




Schedule 1

[.0s Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010
Burbank Calabasas Carson
Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposcs. Compliant  |Compliant |Compliant
Cvidence of Signed and Returned Assurances and
Understanding Agrecment Compliant  |Compliant jCompliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Scparate
Operating Measure R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposes Compliant |Compliam |Compliant
Verification of Revenues Received, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenues, Interest Incomce
Properly Recarded Compliant  [Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were [xpended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant  |Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant  |Compliant |[Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form One) Compliant  |Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)  |Finding- #1 jCompliant |Compliant
Timely Use of Funds Compliant  |Compliant |Compliant
Administrative Expenditurcs Did Not Excecd 20% of the
Total Annual LR Expenditures Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
(Trades, Loans, or Gifts) Applicable | Applicable { Applicable
Verification That Funds Expended .:and Reimbursed by Not Not Not
Another Fund, Were Properly Credited to the LR Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement
Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another A I;Ii[::;ble A Ti?::tble A rfi?:tablc
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction pp PP PP
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not Not Not
Reserve Fund Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
For Capital Rescrve Fund., Verification That a Separate . Not Not Not
Account Has Been Established, And the Current Status is Apolicable | Applicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditure Plan PP PP PP
Where Recreational Transit Services, Recreational Not Not Not
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicable | Applicable | Applicable




Schedule 1

Los Angeles County Mctropolitan Transit Authority
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010
Cerritos Claremont  Commerce

Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposcs. Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returncd Assurances and
Understanding Agreement Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Accouiits and Records have Established a Scparate
Operating Measure R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposes Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Verification of Revenues Received, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenucs, Interest [ncome
Properly Recorded Compliant |Compliant  |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant |Compliant  jCompliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form One) Compliant |Compliant  |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)  |Compliant |Findiag- #2 |Compliant
Timely Use of Funds Compliant jCompliant  |Compliant
Administrative Expenditures Did Not Exceed 20% of the
Total Annual LR Expenditures Compliant |Compliant  [Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
(Trades, Loans, or Gifts) Applicablc | Applicable | Applicable
X;:lnt;:cat;:on :h\?\; Fun;:ls E)qiu:n(cjlcc::l in;l i{e:?b]ljx;cd by Not Not Not

other und, ere rroperty redited to the Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement

. . . Not N

Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another A li(t):able A I:izzble A li?::;blc
Jurisdiction Werc Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction PP PP PP
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not Not Not
Reserve Fund Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
For Capital Reserve Fund_, Verification That a Separate ‘ Not Not Not
Account [1as Been Established, And the Current Status is Applicable | Asplicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditurc Plan PP PP i
Where Recrcational Transit Services, Recrcational Not Not Not
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicable | Applicable | Applicable




Los Angeles County Mectropolitan Transit Authority Schedule 1
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010
Compton Covina Cudahy

Funds Were Expended for Transporiation Purposes. Compliant  |Compliant  [Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returned Assurances and
Understanding Agrcement Compliant  |Compliant {Compliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Separate
Operating Measure R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposes Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Verification of Revenues Received, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenues, Intcrest Income
Properly Recorded Finding- #3 |Compliant [Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant  |Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant  |Compliant ]Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form One) Compliant  |Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)  [Compliant  |Finding- #4 |Finding- #5
Timely Use of Funds Compliant  |Compliant  [Compliant
Administrative Expenditures Did Not Excced 20% of the
Total Annual LR Expenditures Compliant  |Compliant {Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
(Trades, Loans, or Gifts) Anplicable | Applicable | Applicable
Xz:lf;catli?nn gh‘e; Fun;ts Ex]:lncngcddz'atm; I::)c:'}r:‘;b:?cd by Not Not Not

ct Fund, Were Properly Credite Aoplicable | Applicable | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement ppiicanie pples Ppiica
Verification That Funds Fxchanged with Another A r;li?:;blc A r;ri:;blc A I;Ii{é:iblc
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction PP PP P
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not Not Not
Reserve Fund Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
For Capital Reserve Fund., Verification That a Separate _ Not Not Not
Account Has Been Established. And the Current Status is Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditure Plan PP PP
Where Recreational Transit Scrvices, Recreational Not Not Nat
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicablc | Applicable { Applicable
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Schedule 1

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010
Diamond
Culver City Bar Downey

Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant [Compliant [Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returmed Assurances and
Understanding Agreement Compliant |Comphant |Compliant
Accounis and Records have Established a Scparate
Operating Mecasure R Local Tiansportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposes Compliant {Compliant |Compliant
Verification of Revenues Received, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenues, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant |[Compliant jCompliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tex and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form One) Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)  |Compliant |Compliant {Compliant
Timely Use ot Funds Compliant |{Compliant |Compliant
Administrative Expenditures Did Not Excecd 20% of the
Total Annual LR Expenditures Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
(Trades, Loans, or Gifts) Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Verification That Funds Expended famd Reimbursed by Not Not Not
Another Fund, Were Propetly Credited to the LR Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement P
Verification That Funds Fxchanged with Another A I?i(;:,ble A Ti?::ble A rfi(:)table
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction P PP PP
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not Not Not
Reserve Fund Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
For Capital Reserve Fund, Verification That a Separate

. . Not Not Not
Account Has Been Established, And the Current Status is Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditure Plan PP op PP
Where Recreational Transit Scrvices, Recrcational Nat Not Not
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
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Schedulc 1

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010
Duarte El Monte  El Segundo
Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returncd Assurances and
Understanding Agreement Compliant |[Compliant {Compliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Separate
Operating Mcasure R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposcs Compliant [Compliant {Compliant
Verification of Revenucs Received, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenues, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form One) Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditurc Report (Form Two)  |Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Timely Use of Funds Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Administrative Expenditures Did Not Excced 20% of the
Total Annual LR Expenditurcs Compliant |Compliant jCompliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
(Trades, Loans, or Gifts) Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
chtt];c‘at;‘on gh;j Pun;ls Exlicn(c:ie.(ii i-itnfi ltle::lblljgcd by Not Not Not
nother Tund, Were Troperly LICGIEC Lo Te Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement
¢ :
Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another A Iﬁ(c)::lblc A I;'Ii‘::ablc A Iﬁ?:;ble
Jurisdiction Were Propetly Recorded by That Jurisdiction PP PP P
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not Naot Not
Reserve Fund Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
For Capital Reserve Fund., Verification That a Separate ‘ Not Not Not
Account Has Been Established, And the Current Status is Anplicable | Applicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditure Plan PP PP PP
Where Recreational Transit Services, Recreational Not Not Not
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicablc | Applicable | Applicable
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Schedule 1

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Trausit Authority
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010
(Gardena  Glendale Glendora

Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returned Assurances and
Understanding Agreement Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Accounts and Rccords have Established a Separate
Operating Mcasurc R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposes Compliant jCompliant  [Cormpliant
Verification of Revenues Received, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenucs, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant [Compliant [Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form One) Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditurc Report (Form Two)  |Compliant |Finding- #6 |Compliant
Timely Use of Funds Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Administrative Expenditures Thd Not Execced 20% of the
Total Annual LR Expenditurcs Compliant |Compliant  |Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
{ I'rades, Loans, or Gifis) Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Xcrlf;cat;‘on (’il"h‘:; Fun}:is Ex;l)«t:nélcci1 fmt:(il ?a&nb:x;ed by Not Not Not

nother Fund, ere troperly Lre ited ta the Applicable| Applicable | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement

. . . t Not N

Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another A I‘I;Ii(;ablc A Ii?:ablc A li?:table
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction PP PP P
Establishment of, and Approval by EACMTA for, a Not Not Not
Reserve Fund Applicable | Applicable | Applicablc
For Capital Reserve Fund', Verification That a Scparatc_ Not Not Not
Account Has Been Established, And the Current Status is Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditure Plan PP PP
Where Recreational Transit Services, Recrcational Not Nat Not
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
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Los Angeles County Mctropolitan Transit Authority Schedule 1
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010
Hawaiian Hermosa
Gardens ITawthome  Beach

Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant Compliant  }Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returncd Assurances and
Understanding Agreement Compliant Compliant Compliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Separate
Operating Mcasure R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposes Compliant Compliant  |Compliant
Verification of Revenues Received, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenues, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant Compliant  {Compliant
Verification That Funds Werc Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant Compliant Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant Compliant  [Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form Onc) Compliant Compliant  [Compliant
Timecly Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)  {Finding- #7  |Finding- #8 |Compliant
Timely Use of Funds Compliant Compliant  [Complignt
Administrative Expenditures Did Not Exceed 20% of the
Total Annual LR Expenditurcs Compliant Compliant Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
(Trades, Loans, or Gifts) Applicable Applicable | Applicable
Xerif}'tlcatli:on ;‘h\a; Fun;s Ex;;cncc:lcddgtﬂg ?.e:lr:\brlj;:ed by Not Not Not

nother tund, Were Froperly Lreditec fo the Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement

Nat

Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another A Tif:;blc A I;Ji?::ible A Ii?:ablc
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction PP PP PP
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not Not Not
Reserve Fund Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
For Capiral Reserve Fundf Verification That a Scparate . Not Not Not
Account Has Been Established, And the Current Status is Applicable Applicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditure Plan PP PP PP
Where Recreational Transit Services, Recreational Not Not Nat
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority Schedule 1
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010
Huntington
Hidden Hills  Park [ndustry

Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposcs. Compliant Compliant |Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Retumed Assurances and
Understanding Agrecment Compliant Compliant _[Compliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Scparate
Operating Measure R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposcs Compliant Compliant [Compliant
Verification of Revenues Received, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenues, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant Compliant [Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substinxied for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form Onc) Compliant Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)  |Finding- #9  |Compliant |Compliant
Timely Use of Funds Compliant Compliant jCompliant
Administrative Expenditurcs Did Not Exceed 20% of the
Total Annual LR Expenditures Compliant Compliant |Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
(Trades, Loans, or Gifts) Applicable | Applicable { Applicable
Vcnﬁcanf:m That Funds Expended fmd Rcimbursed by Not Not Not
Another Fund, Were Properly Credited to the LR Appli . .

) pplicable | Applicablc | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement
Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another A P:i?:;ble A P:iz;ble A Illi?:;ble
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction PP PP PP
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not Not Not
Reserve Fund Applicable ] Applicable | Applicable
For Capital Reserve Fund: Verification That a Separatc. Not Not Not
Account Has Becn Established, And the Current Status is Annlicable | Aplicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditure Plan PP pp kP
Where Recreational Transit Scrvices, Reereational Not Not Not
Transit Form Subinitted Timely Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010

Schedule 1

La Canada

Inglewood Irwindale Flintridge
Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returned Assurances and
Understanding Agreement Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Accounts and Records have Listablished a Separate
Qperating Measurc R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposes Compliant |Complianl |Compliant
Verification of Revenues Received, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenues, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant [Compliant [Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant {Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form Onc) Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)  |Compliant [Compliant |Finding- #10
Timely Usc of Funds Compliant [Compliant [Compliant
Administrative Expenditures Did Not Exceed 20% of the
Total Annual LR Expendimres Compliant |Compliant {Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
(Trades, Loans, or Gifts) Applicable | Applicablec | Applicable
Verification That Funds Expended fmd Reimbursed by Not Not Not
Another Fund, Were Properly Credited to the LR Apoli . .

. . pplicable | Applicable | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement
. . . Not Not
Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another A li(::able A li(::ablc A I:]i?::ible
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction| ©*PP PP PP
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not Not Not
Reserve und Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
For Capital Rescrve Fund, Verification That a Separate
. . . Not Nol Not

Account Has Been Established, And the Current Status is Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditurc Plan PP PP
Where Recrcational Transit Scrvices, Recreational Not Not Not
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
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Schedule 1

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010
La Habra
Heights LaMirada La Puente
Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returned Assurances and
Undcrstanding Agreement Compliant JCompliant |Compliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Separatc
Opcrating Measure R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposes Compliant {Compliant |Compliant
Verification of Revenues Received, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenues, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant [Compliani |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Undcrstanding Compliant [Compliant [Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form Ong) Compliant [Compliant [Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)  [Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Timely Use of Funds Compliant |Compliant |[Compliant
Administrative Expenditures Did Not Exceed 20% of the
Total Annual LR Expenditures Compliant |Compliant {Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
(Trades, Loans, or Gifts} Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
\A/;:lnt;llcat;‘m (Ti‘h‘z;; Fun};:ls Exl;m?e(; a:;j i{e::lnbl‘ill':cd by Not Not Not
other Fund, Were Froperly Lredited to the Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement
) : . t Not Not
Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another A Pfi(::ablc A li?:able A li?:ablc
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction|  TF i PP
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not Not Not
Reserve Fund Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
For Capital Reserve Fund‘, Verification That a Separate _ Not Not Not
Account Has Becn Established, And the Current Status is Applicable | Applicable | Applicablc
Reported in the Expenditure Plan PP PP
Where Recreational Transit Services, Recreational Not Not Not
Applicable | Applicable { Applicable

Transit Form Submitted Timely
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Schedule |

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010
La Verne Lakewood Lancaster
Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant |Compliant {Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returned Assurances and
Understanding Agreement Compliant jCompliant |Compliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Separate
Operating Mcasure R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR. Purposes Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Verification of Revenues Received, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenues, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Venfication That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form Onc) Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)  |Compliant |Compliant |[Compliant
Timely Use of Funds Cornpliant |Compliant |Compliant
Administrative Expenditures Did Not Exceed 20% of the
Total Annual LR Expenditures Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
(Tradcs, Loans, ar Gifts) Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Veri f;cat;on ;"ha; Fupl:ls Ex[]lengcr;:1 :.m(; Rc1hmbErRscd by Not Not Not
Another Fund, Were Froperly Credited to the Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement
t
Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another A Pfingle A Pfi‘;able A tfi(;;blc
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction| " F0 PP PP
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not Not Not
Rescrve Fund Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
For Capital R.cserveunnd., Verification That a Scparate. Not Not Not
Account Has Been Established, And the Current Status is Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditure Plan ep PP PP
Where Recreational Transit Services, Recreational Not Not Nat
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority Schedule 1
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010
Lawndale Lomila Long Beach

Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant |Compliant Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returned Assurances and
Understanding Agreement Compliant |Compliant Compliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Separate
Operating Measure R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposcs Compliant |Compliant Compliant
Verification of Revenucs Received, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenues, Interest Income
Propetly Recorded Compliant |[Compliant Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant |Compliant Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant |Compliant Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form Onc) Compliant {Compliant Compliant
Timely Submission of Expendiure Report (Form Two)  [Comnpliant |Finding- #11 Compliant
Timely Use of Funds Compliant [Compliant Compliant
Administrative Expenditurcs Did Not Exceed 20% of the
Total Annual LR Expenditures Compliant jCompliant Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
(Trades, Loans, or Gifis) Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
\Afflritlilcation Th&; FunPds E.:qiengf:c‘lz1 fmii! Rmrbzged by Not Not Not

other Fund, Werc Properly Credited to the Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement
Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another A r:i(z::lble A b:i:;blc A Iﬁifable
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction PP PP PP
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not Nox Not
Rescrve Fund Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
For Capital Reserve Fund., Verification That a Scparate . Not Not Not
Account Has Been Established, And the Current Status is Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditure Plan PP PP PP
Where Recreational Transit Services, Recreational Not Not Not
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicable | Applicablc | Applicable
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority Schedule 1
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010
Los Angeles Los Angeles
City County Lynwood

Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant  {Compliant Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returned Assurances and
Understunding Agreement Compliant  |Compliant Compliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Separate
Operating Measure R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposes Compliant  [Compliant Compliant
Vetification of Revenues Reccived, Including
Allacations, Projcet Generated Revenues, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant  |Compliant Compliant
Verification That Funds Werc Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant  |Compliant Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant  |Compliant Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form Ong) Compliant  |[Compliant Cotnpliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)  {Compliant  |Finding- #12  {Compliant
Timely Use of Funds Compliant  |Compliant Compliant
Administrative Expenditurcs Did Not Exceed 20% ol the
Total Annuat LR Expenditures Compliant  |Compliant Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Applicabl Not
(Trades, Loans, or (ifts) Applicable otapprcable Applicable
Verification That Funds Expended and Reimbursed by Not Not.
Another Fund, Were Properly Credited to the LR Appli Not Applicable .

i pplicable Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement
Verification That Funds Exchangea with Another A Pfi‘;’;ble Not Applicable| , Tfi‘(’;;blc
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction P P
Estabtishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not . Not
Reserve Fund Applicable Not Applicable Applicable
For Capital Reserve Fund, Vcrification That a Separate Not Not
Account Has Been Established, And the Current Status is Annlicable Not Applicable Applicable
Reported in the Expenditure Plan o PP
Where Recreational Transit Services, Recreational Not Not Applicable Not
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicable P Applicable
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority Schedule 1
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010
Manhattan
Malibu Beach Maywood
Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant Compliant [Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returned Assurances and
Understanding Agresment Compliant Compliant |[Compliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Scparate
Operating Measure R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposes Compliant Compliant (Compliant
Verification of Revenues Received, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenucs, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Finding- #13 |Compiiant {Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant Compliant [Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form One) Compliant Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)  |Compliant Compliant |Finding- #14
Timely Use of Funds Compliant  jCompliant |Compliant
Administrative Expenditures Did Not Exceed 20% of the
Total Annual LR Expenditures Compliant Compliant |Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not Applicablc
(Trades, Loans, or Gifts) Applicable | Applicable] o *PPHC
Verification That Funds Expended and Reimbursed by Not Not
Another Fund, Were Properly Credited to the LR . . Not Applicable
- Applicable | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement
Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another A I;Ji?:;blc A Ti?:;blc Not Applicable
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction PP PP
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not Not .
Reserve Fund Applicable | Applicable | Vot APPlicable
For Capital Reserve Fund, Verification That a Separate Not Not
Account Has Been Established, And the Current Status is Aoplicable | Applicable Not Applicable
Reported in the Expenditurc Plan PP PP
Where Recrcational Transit Services, Recreational Not Not Not Applicable
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicable | Applicable P
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Schedule 1

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010
Montercy

Monrovia Muntebelle Park
Funds Werc Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant |Compliant {Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returned Assurances and
Understanding Agreement Compliant {Compliant |Compliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Separate
Operating Measure R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposes Compliant ]Compliant |Compliant
Verification of Revenues Received, Tncluding
Allocations, Project Generated Revenues, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant jCompliant |[Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant |Compliant |Cornpliant
Veritication That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant [Compliant [Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form One) Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Timcly Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)  [Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Timely Use of Funds Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Admunisteative Expenditures [hd Not Exceed 20% of the
Total Annua! LR Expenditures Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
(Trades, Loans, or Gifts) Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Veriﬁcation §h$ an;:ls Exri\cnéiccil ..'m([il Rc"}-r:lb;jl:c:d by Not Not Not
Another Fund, c.:rc roperly Lredited to the Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement
Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another A T;z;blc A blliztablc A I]'Ii?::ible
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction| "F¥ PP PP
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not Not Not
Reserve Fund Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
For Capital Reserve Fund', Verification That a Separate. Not Not Not
Account Has Been Established, And the Current Status is Anplicable | Applicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditure Plan rp i PP
Where Recrcational Transit Services, Recreational Nat Not Not
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010

Schedule 1

Palos Verdes
Norwalk  Palmdale  listates
Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant [Compliant [Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returned Assurances and
Understanding Agreeinent Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Separate
Qperating Measure R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposes Compliant |Compliant {Compliant
Verification of Revenues Received, Including
Allocations, Praject Generated Revenucs, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property ‘Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Undecrstanding Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form One) Compliant {Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditurc Report (Form Two)  |Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Timely Usc of Funds Compliant [Compliant {Compliant
Administrative Expenditures Did Not Excecd 20% of the
Total Anmyal LR Expenditurcs Compliant |Compliant jCompliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
(Trades, Loans, or Gifts) Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Xentfl':ca_t]l:on ;Il“hat( Fm;;is Ex;;cngecil iniii flexmbzsed by Not Not Not
nother Fund, Were Froperly Lreailed fo te Applicable | Appticable | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement
. Not Not
Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another A lfi(:::lble A li?:able A li(::ablc
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction PP PP i
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not Not Not
Reserve Fund Applicable | Applicable { Applicable
For Capital Rescrve Fund_, Verification Tl:tat a Separatc _ Not Not Not
Account Has Been Established, And the Current Status 15 Applicablc | Applicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditurc Plan PP PP P
Where Recreational Transit Scrvices, Recreational Not Not Not
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority Schedule 1
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010
Paramount Pasadena Pico Rivera
Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant {Compliant Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returned Assurances and
Understanding Agreement Compliant |Compliant Comgliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Scparate
Operating Measure R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposes Compliant |Compliant Compliant
Verification of Revenues Reccived, Including
Alocations, Project Generated Revenues, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant |Compliant Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant |Compliant Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant [Compliant Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditurc Plan (Form One) Compliant [Compliant Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)  |Compliant |Finding- #15 jCompliant
Timely Use of Funds Compliant |Compliant Compliant
Administrative Fxpenditurcs Did Not Excced 20% of the
Total Annual LR Exprenditures Compliant [Compliant Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
(Trades, Loans, or Gifts) Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Xflnticatli:on ;‘h‘iﬁ Funds Ex;l)encc‘leddinc‘ii f{c:?bijlgcd by Not Not Not
cther Tund, were Properly Credited fo the L. Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement
t
Verificalion That Funds Exchanged with Another A rfi(c)::b]c A Ti?:;ble A Ifi{::able
Turisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction PP PP PP
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not Not Not
Reserve Fund Applicable { Applicablec | Applicable
For Capital Reserve F und‘, Verification That a Separaic - Not Not Not
Account Has Been Esiabtished, And the Current Staws is Applicable| Applicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditure Plan PP P PP
Where Recreational Transit Services, Recreational Not Not Not
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicable { Applicable | Applicable
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority

Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010

Rancho Palos
Pomona Verdes
Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returncd Assurances and
Understanding Agreement Compliant Compliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Separate
Operating Measurc R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposes Compliant Compliant
Verification of Revenues Reccived, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenues, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Finding- #19 [Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant Compliant
Verification That Funds Werc Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form Onc) Compliant Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)  |Compliant Compliant
Timely Use of Funds Compliant Compliant
Administrative Expenditures Did Not Excecd 20% of the
Total Annual ER Expenditurcs Compliant Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not
{Tradces, Loans, or Gifts) Applicable | Applicable
Vetification That Funds Expended and Reimbursed by Not Not
Another Fund, Wc?rc Properly Credited to the LR Applicable Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement
. . t

Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another A T?;(c);ablc A Pfi(;;blc
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction PP PP
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA, for, a Not Not
Reserve Fund Applicable Applicable
For Capital Reserve Fund, Verification That a Separate

. . Not Not
Account Has Been Established, And the Current Status is Anplicable Applicablc
Reported in the Expenditure Plan PP PP
Where Recreational Transit Services, Recreational Not Not
Transit Form Submitied Timely Applicablc Applicable
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010

Redondo Beach Rolling Hills

Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returned Assurances and

Understanding Agreement Compliant Compliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Separate

Opcrating Measure R Local Transportation Assistance

Account for LR Purposes Compliant Compliant
Vetification of Revenues Received, Including

Allocations, Project Generated Revenues, Interest Income

Properly Recorded Compliant Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with

LACMTA's Approval Compliant Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for

Property Tax and Ts Compliant With Assurance &

Understanding Compliant Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form Onc) Compliant Compliant

Timely Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)

Finding- #17

Finding- #18

Timely Usc of Funds Compliant Compliant
Administrative Expenditures THd Not Exceed 20% of the

Total Annual LR Expenditures Compliant Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange : .
(Trades, Loans, or Gifts) Not Applicable |Not Applicablc
Verification That Funds Expended and Reimbursed by

Another Fund, Werc Properly Credited to the LR Not Applicable |Not Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement

Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another Not Applicable |Not Applicable
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction

Establishunent of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a . .
Reserve Fund Not Applicablc [Not Applicable
For Capital Rescrve Fund, Verification That a Scparate

Account Has Been Established, And the Current Status is | Not Applicable |[Not Applicable
Reported in the Expenditure Plan

Where Recreational Transit Services, Recreational Not Applicable [Not Applicable

Transit Form Submitted Timely
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Schedule |

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority
Summtary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010
Rolling Hills
Estates Rosemead  San Dimas
Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returned Assurances and
Understanding Agrecment Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Separate
Operating Mcasurc R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposes Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Vetrification of Revenues Received, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenues, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant |Compliant [Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant  |Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant  |Comnpliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form One) Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)  |Compliant  {Compliant [Compliant
Tirnely Use of Funds Compliant }Compliant |Compliant
Administrative Expenditures Did Not Exceed 20% of the
Total Annual LR Expenditures Compliant  |Compliant |Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
(Trades, Loans, or Gifts) Applicable { Applicablc | Applicable
Xer:icat;on ;li'h\a;; Fun:s E:q:l:cn(c“lm:zI fttnc; I:e:hmbtlged by Not Not Not
nother Fnd, Were Froperly Lredied to the Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement
" :
Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another A Ti?:able A lfi(c):;ble A Ifi{;:able
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction PP PP PP
I:stablishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Naot Not Not
Reserve Fund Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
For Capital Reserve Fund_, Verification That a Scparate _ Not Not Not
Account Has Been Established, And the Current Status is Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditure Plan PP
Where Recreational Transit Services, Recreational Not Not Not
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010

Schedule 1

San
Fernando  San Gabriel San Marino
Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant {Compliant |Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returned Assurances and
Understanding Agreecment Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Scparate
Opcrating Mcasure R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposes Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Veriftcation of Revenues Reccived, Including
Allocations, Project Gencrated Revenucs, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant |Compliant |{Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form Onc) Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)  |Compliant |Compliant Compliant
Timely Use of Funds Compliant {Compliant |Compliant
Adminisirative Expenditurcs Did Not Exceed 20% of the
Total Annual LR Expenditures Compliant [Compliant |Corapliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
(Trades, Loans, or Gifts) Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
e b ettt | v |
ot und, Yere troperty LICCIted 1o te Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement Rl ppiiea pp
. t
Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another A Ifi?:ablc A P;Ii?:;ble A T;Iingle
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction PP pp PP
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not Not Not
Reserve Fund Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
For Capital Reserve Fund, Verification That a Separate
; . Not Not Not
Account Has Been Established, And the Current Status 13 Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditure Plan PP PP
Where Recreational Transit Services, Recreational Not Not Not
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicablc | Applicable | Applicable
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Schedule 1

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010
Santa SantaFe  Santa
Clarita Springs Monica
Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returned Assurances and
Understanding Agreement Compliant |Compliant |[Compliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Separate
Operating Mcasurc R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposes Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Verification of Revenues Received, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenues, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant JCompliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Appraval Compliant |Compliant {Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Undcerstanding Compliant |Compliant |[Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form Onc) Compliant {Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)  |Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Timely Use of Funds Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Admunistrative Expenditures hid Not Excced 20% of the
Total Annuat LR Expenditures Comptliant {Compliant jCompliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
{Trades, Loans, or Gifis) Apolicable | Applicable | Applicable
ch:;cat;on ;irh\?; Fun;is Exlicréi:; ir;i :)cirbtged by Not Not Not
nother Fnd, Were Troperty © Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursernent pp P ep
. . . Not Not Not
Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another A li(;ablc A li(::able A li?‘,ablc
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction PP PP PP
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not Not Not
Reserve Fund Applicable | Applicablc | Applicable
For Capital Reserve Fund, Verification That a Scparate
; . Not Not Not
Account Has Been Established, And the Current Status is Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditurc Plan PP pp P
Where Recrcational Transit Services, Recreational Not Not Not
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicable | Applicable | Applicable

29




Schedule 1

Los Angeles County Metropolitar Transit Authority
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010

Sierra South El

Madre Signal Hill Monte
Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant |Compliant jCompliant
Evidence of Signed and Retumed Assurances and
Understanding Agreement Compliant [Compliant |Compliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Separate
Operating Measurc R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposes Compliant {Compliant |Compliant
Verification of Revenues Received, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenues, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant {Compliant [Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant JCompliant {Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant |Compliant [Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form One) Compliant |Compliant [Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)  |Compliant |Compliant [Compliant
Timely Use of Funds Compliant |Compliant |[Compliant
Administrative Fxpenditurcs Did Not Exceed 20% of the
Total Annual LR Expenditures Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Appraval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
{Trades, Loans, or Gifts) Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Verification That Funds Expended fmd Reimbursed by Not Not Not
Another Fund, Were Properly Credited to the LR Applicablc | Applicablc | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement

t
Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another A Ti‘:;blc A Iﬁiblc A I;Ti‘;ablc
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction PP P PP
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not Not Not
Rescrve Fund Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
For Capital Reserve Fund, Verification That a Separate
; . Not Not Not

Account Has Been Established, And the Current Status is Apolicable | Applicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditure Plan PP PP i
Where Recreational Transit Services, Recreational Not Not Not
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
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Schedule 1

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authoerity
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010
South Temple
South Gate Pasadena  City
Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returned Assurances and
Understanding Agreement Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Separate
Operating Measure R Local Transportation Assistance :
Account for LR Purposes Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Verification of Revenues Received, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenucs, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant |Compliant [Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form One) Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)}  |Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Timely Use of Funds Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Administrative Expenditures Did Not Exceed 20% of the
Total Annual LR Expenditures Compliant |Compliant |Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Not Not
(Trades, Loans, or Gifis) Applicable | Applicable § Applicable
Xcrit}i}cat;on ;"h‘:;t] Funlfls Ex;;cncc:icd;m‘:jl lt{eihmbtll':cd by Not Not Not
nother Fund, Were Properly Lredited to the Applicablc | Applicable | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement
t
Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another A Tit:ahle A I;Iizable A b:i(::;hlc
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction PP PP PP
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a Not Not Nt
Rescrve Fund Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
For Capital Reserve Fund', Verification That a Scparate ‘ Not Not Not
Account Has Been Established, And the Current Stawus 1s Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditure Plan PP p P
Where Recreational Transit Services, Recreational Not Not Not
Transit Form Submitted Timely Applicable | Applicable | Applicable
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority Schedule 1
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010
West
Torrance Walnut Covina
Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant Compliant |Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returned Assurances and
Understanding Agreement Compliant Compliant |Compliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Scparate
Operating Measure R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposes Compliant Compliant |Compliant
Verification of Revenues Reccived, Including
Allocations, Praject Generated Revenues, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant Compliant |Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Comphant Compliant {Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form One) Compliant Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Report (Form Two)  |Finding- #19  |Compliant |Compliant
Timely Usc of Funds Compliant Compliant |Compliant
Administrative Expenditures Did Not Excced 20% of the
Total Annual LR [xpenditures Compliant Compliant  Compliant
Apptoval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Apolicabl Not Mot
(Trades, Loans, or Gifts) ab Applicable Anplicable | Applicable
Verification That Funds Expended and Reimbursed by
her F p ly Credited to the LR Not Applicable Mot Not
Another Fund, Wefre roperly Credited to the L pp Applicablc | Applicabic
Account Upon Reimbursement
. . . . Not Not
Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another Not Applicable Applicable | Applicable
Jurisdiction Were Properly Recorded by That Jurisdiction PP PP
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a . Not Nat
Rescrve Fund Not Applicable Applicable | Applicable
For Capital Reserve Fund, Verification That a Separate
A ; Boon Established, And the Current Status is [Not Applicable] , " Not
ccount Has ocn sta. ishcd, And the Current Starus is |Not App Applicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditure Plan
Where Recreational Transit Services, Recreational Not Applicable Not Not
Transit Form Submitted Timely pp Applicable | Appticable
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority Schedule 1
Summary of Measure R Audit Results
for Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2010
West Westlake
Hollywood Village Whittier
Funds Were Expended for Transportation Purposes. Compliant Compliant |Compliant
Evidence of Signed and Returned Assurances and
Understanding Agrecment Compliant Compliant |[Compliant
Accounts and Records have Established a Separate
Operating Mcasurc R Local Transportation Assistance
Account for LR Purposes Compliant Compliant |Compliant
Verification of Revenues Received, Including
Allocations, Project Generated Revenues, Interest Income
Properly Recorded Compliant Compliant ({Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Expended with
LACMTA's Approval Compliant Compliant [Compliant
Verification That Funds Were Not Substituted for
Property Tax and Is Compliant With Assurance &
Understanding Compliant Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditure Plan (Form One) Compliant Compliant |Compliant
Timely Submission of Expenditurc Report (Form Two)  |Finding- #20  |Compliant | Compliant
Timely Use of Funds Compliant Compliant [Compliant
Admimstrative Expenditures Did Not Exceced 20% of the
Total Annual LR Expenditurcs Compliant Compliant [Compliant
Approval Obtained from LACMTA for Fund Exchange Not Anolicable Not Not
(Trades, Loans, or Gifts) Ot APDTICADI | Applicable | Applicable
Verification That Funds Expended and Reimbursed by
“Fund, W ty Credited to the LR Not Applicable| , ot Mot
Another Fund, ere Properly Credited 1o the ot App Applicablc | Applicable
Account Upon Reimbursement
Verification That Funds Exchanged with Another Not Applicable A Tizt;ble A Pfi?:;ble
Jurisdiction Were Propetly Recorded by That Jurisdiction PP pp
Establishment of, and Approval by LACMTA for, a . Not Not
' abl )
Reserve Fund Not Applicable Applicable | Applicable
For Capital Rescrve Fund, Verification That a Scparatc Not Not
Account Has Been Established, And the Current Status is | Not Applicable . )
. . Applicable | Applicable
Reported in the Expenditure Plan
Where Recreational Transit Services, Recreational Not Applicable Not Not
Transit Form Submitted Timely P Applicable | Applicable
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LACMTA Consolidated Aundit Schedule 2
Fiscal Year 2010
Compliance Findings

Finding no. 1 City of Burbank
Condition Form Il for Measure R was not submitted by the October 15,
2010 deadline.

Compliance Reference | Per Measure R Guidelines Section B (11.2), it states that
“Jurisdictions shall submit a Form 11 to LACMTA annually, by
October 15" (following the conclusion of the fiscal year).”

Cause The City was not aware of the reporting rcquircment for Form
I

Effect This is an audit exception due to not meeting the deadline.

Recommendation We recommend that the City prepare the Form 11 (Expenditure

Report) document prior to the October 15 deadline,

Management Response | City staff was verbally advised by Metro that Form IT was not
required if the City did not yet have Measure R Local Return
projects identified. Measure R Local Return Guidelines (Page
9, B: Administrative, II: Reporting Requirements, 4: Form
Submission Timclinc) indicates that Form Il is required for all
projects. However, this section is ambiguous as to what is
required for cities that have no projects. In future years, the
City expects to establish one or more Mcasure R Local Retum
Projects and understands that it is bound by the requirement to
submit a Form II by the October 15th deadline as indicated in
the Guidelines. (Form 11 was subsequently submitted on
12/16/2010
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LACMTA Consolidated Audit Schedule 2
Fiscal Year 2010
Compliance Findings

Finding ne. 2 City of Claremont

Condition The City did not meet the October 15, 2010 deadline for
submission of Form I1.

Compliance Reference | Per Measure R Guidelines, Section B (11.2), it states that
“Jurisdictions shall submit a Form Two, to LACMTA
annually, by October 15 (following the conclusion of the
fiscal year).”

Cause The City was not aware of the importance of submitting Form
IT to meet the compliance requirements of the Measure R LR
guidelines. The City was under the impression that if it had no
planned or actual expenditures, the form was not required.

Effect The City’s Form II was not submitted timely.

Recommendation We recommend that the City prepare and submit the Form I
(Expenditurc Report) document prior to the October 15™
deadline, and retain a confirmation of receipt by LACMTA.

Management Response | Staff will ensure that all forms related to Measure R funds are
completed and submitted by the appropriate due dates.
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LACMTA Consolidated Audit Schedule 2
Fiscal Year 2010
Compliance Findings

Finding no. 3 City of Compiton
Condition Interest income was not properly recorded in the Measure R
account.

Compliance Reference | Measure R Guidelines Section B (V1.5); Pooling of Funds

Cause The City’s policies and procedures lack a process to timely and
accurately allocate intergst income (on a pro-rata basis) to the
various funds, including Measure R.

Effect Questioned cost for interest income in the amount of $1,000.

Recommendation The City should verify that their policies and procedures
ensure that interest is properly booked, allocated timely, and
that the amounts are appropriate under the circumstances.

Management Response
The City maintains separate bank accounts for major funds
only and remits monies for non-major programs (including
Measure R Fund) into a general fund checking account pool.
The amount attributable to each contributing fund is accounted
for in the fund’s financial records. Interest receivable is
booked at year cnd to the general fund and then allocated to
various funds based on the funds® monthly ending balances.
The interest income applicable to the cash balance of Measure
R Fund is computed and booked monthly and depending on
the interest received and the fund’s cash balance, its interest
allocation may be as low as zero. 'The City Controller’s Office
will review the current procedure for interest allocation and
take corrective action if necessary.
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LACMTA Consolidated Audit
Fiscal Year 2010
Compliance Findings

Finding no. 4

City of Covina

Condition

The City did not mect the October 15, 2010 deadline for
submission of Form II.

am'bliancc Reforence

.-

Per Measure R Guidelines, Section B (I1.2), it states that
“Jurnisdictions shall submit a Form Two, to LACMTA
annually, by October 15" (following the conclusion of the
fiscal year),”

Cause The City was not aware of the importance of submitting Form
11 to meet the compliance requirements of the Measure R LR
guidelines. The City was under the impression that if it had no
planned or actual expenditures, the form was not required,

Effect The City’s Form II was not subuaiitted timely.

Recommendation We recommend that the City prepare and submit the Form II

(Expenditurec Report) document prior to the October 150
deadling, and retain a confirmation of receipt by LACMTA.

 Management Response

The City did not use any Measure R funds in the year in
question and we notified MTA of our plans to bank our first
year of funds and not have any expenditures.

Finding no. 5

City of Cudahy

Condition

The City did not meet the October 15, 2010 deadline for
submission of Form II.

Compliance Refercnce

Per Measure R Guidelines, Section B (11.2), it states that
“Jurisdictions shall submit a Form Two, to LACMTA
annuzlly, by October 15 (following the conclusion of the
fiscal year).”

Cause The City was not aware of the importance of submitting Form
1I to meet the compliance requirements of the Measure R LR
guidelines.

Effcet The City’s Form II was not submitted timely.

Recommendation We recommend that the City prepare and submit the Form 11

(Expenditure Report) document prior to the October 15
deadline, and retain a confirmation of receipt by LACMTA.

Management Response

The City acknowledged the finding.
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LACMTA Consolidated Audit
Fiscal Year 2010
Compliance Findings

Finding no. 6

City of Glendale

Condition

The City did not meet the October 15, 2010 deadline for
submission of Form IL

Compliance Reference

Per Mcasure R Guidelines, Section B (11.2), it states that
“Jurisdictions shall submit a Form Two, to LACMTA
annually, by October 15" (following the conclusion of the
fiscal year).”

Cause The City was not aware of the importance of submitting Form
IT to mect the compliance requirements of the Measure R LR
puidelines. The City was under the impression that if it had no
planned or actual expenditures, the form was not required.

Effect The City’s Form I1 was not submitted timely.

Recommendation We recommend that the City prepare and submit the Form 1

(Expenditure Report) document prior to the October 1 5"
deadline, and retain a confirmation of receipt by LACMTA,

Management Response

The City did not have any planned program/projects nor
spend the Measure R money in FY 09-10 therefore we did not
submit Forms 1 & II.

Finding no. 7

City of Hawaiian Gardens

Condition

The City did not meet the October 13, 2010 deadline for
submission of Form 11,

Compliance Reference

Per Measure R Guidelines, Section B (11.2), it slates that
“Jurisdictions shall submit a Form Two, to LACMTA
annually, by October 15™ (following the conclusion of the
fiscal year).”

Cause The City was not aware of the importance of submitting Form
I to meet the compliance requirements of the Measure R LR
guidelines. The City was under the impression that if it had no
planned or actual expenditures, the form was not required.

Effect The City's Form Il was not submitted timely.

Recommendation We recommend that the City prepare and submit the Form II

(Expenditure Report) document prior to the October 15t
deadline, and retain a confirmation of receipt by LACMTA.

Management Response

The City's understanding was that Form Two was not
required if there are no Measure R expenditures.
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LACMTA Consolidated Audit

Fiscal Year 2010
Compliance Findings
Finding no. 8 City of Hawthorne
Condition The City did not meet the October 15, 2010 deadline for

submission of Form IL.

Compliance Reference

Per Measure R Guidelines, Section B (11.2), it states that
“Jurisdictions shall submit a Form Two, to LACMTA
annually, by October 15™ (following the conclusion of the
fiscal year).”

Cause The City was not awarc of the importance of submitting Form
Il to meet the compliance requirements of the Measure R LR
guidelines. The City was under the impression that if it had no
planned or actual expenditures, the form was not required.

Effect The City’s Form I was not submitted timely.

Recommendation We recommend that the City prepare and submit the Form II

(Expenditure Report) document prior to the October 15™
deadline, and retain a confirmation of receipt by LACMTA.

Management Response

City has not provided a management response to finding.

Finding no. 9

City of Hidden Hills

Condition

The City did not meet the October 15, 2010 deadlinc for
submission of Form II.

Compliance Reference

Per Measure R Guidelines, Section B (11.2), it states that
“Jurisdictions shall submit a Form Two, to LACMTA
annually, by October 15™ (following the conclusion of the
fiscal year).”

Cause The City was not aware of the importance of submitting Form
Il to meet the compliance requirements of the Measure R LR
guidelines. The City was under the impression that if it had no
planned or actual expenditures, the form was not required.

Effect The City’s Form Il was not submitted timely.

Recommendation We recommend that the City prepare and submit the Form IT

{Expenditure Report) document prior to the October 15%
deadline, and retain a confirmation of receipt by LACMTA.

Management Response

City has not provided a management response to finding.
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LACMTA Consolidated Audit
Fiscal Year 2010
Compliance Findings

Finding no. 10

City of La Canada Flintridge

Condition

The City did not meet the October 15, 2010 deadline for

submission of Form I1.

Compliance Reference

Per Measure R Guidelines, Scction B (112), it states that
*Jurnsdictions shall submit a Form Two, to LACMTA
annually, by October 15" (following the conclusion of the
fiscal year).”

Cause The City was not aware of the importance of submitting Form
IT to meet the compliance requirements of the Measure R LR
guidelines. The City was under the impression that if it had no
planned or actual expenditures, the form was not required.

Effect The City’s Form Il was not submitted timely.

Recommendation We recornmend that the City prepare and submit the Form 11

(Expenditure Report) document prior to the October 15™
deadline, and retain a confirmation of receipt by LACMTA.

Management Responsc

Schedule 2

The City will put in place adequate controls to ensure that the
Form 2 1s submitted on time in the future

Finding no. 11

City of Lomita

Condition

The City did not mect the October 15, 2010 deadline for
submission of Form IL.

Compliance Reference

Per Measure R Guidelines, Section B (11.2), it states that
“Jurisdictions shall submit a Form Two, to LACMTA
annually, by October 15™ (following the conclusion of the
fiscal year).”

Cause The City was not aware of the importance of submitting Form
IT to meet the compliance requirements of the Measure R LR
guidelines.

Effect The City’s Form II was not submitted timely.

Recommendation

We recommend that the City prepare and submit the Form 11
(Expenditure Report) document prior to the October 15™
decadline, and retain a confirmation of receipt by LACMTA.

Management Response

Form T'wo was submitted on November 30, 2010,
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LACMTA Consolidated Audit Schedule 2

Fiscal Year 2010
Compliance Findings
Finding no. 12 County af Los Angeles
Condition Form I submission for Measure R did not meet the October

i5, 2010 deadling.

Compliance Relerence | Per Measure R Guidelines Section B (11.2), it states that
“Harisdictions shall submil a Form Two, to LACMTA
annually, by October 15" (following the conclusion of the
fiscal year).”

Cause The County did not have policy and procedure to ensure
Measure R Form Il is filed on time.

Effect The County’s Form 1L was not submitted timely.

Recommendation We recommend that the County prepare the Form II
(Expenditure Report) document prior to the October 15"
deadline.

Management Response | County management acknowledged this finding.
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LACMTA Consolidated Audit Schedule 2
Fiscal Year 2010
Compliance Findings

Finding no. 13 City of Malibu

Condition Administrative costs of $66 were expended without LACMTA
approval. The City’s Form [ did not indicate administrative
costs as a separate budget item,

Compliance Reference | Per Measure R Guidclines, Section B (I1.1), states that
“LACMTA will provide LR funds to a capital project or
program sponsor who submits the required expenditure plan
containing the following: (1) The estimated total cost for each
project and/or program activity.

The City’s Form 1 did not include Transportation
Administration separately as a project on Line 8.

Cause The City was not aware of the requirement to list
adnmnistrative costs separately on Forms 1 and 2 to meet the
compliance requirements of the Measure R LR guidelines.

Effect The City’s Form I did not include administration costs as a
separate line itemn in the City’s expenditure plan. As a result,
administration costs were incurred without MTA approval.

Recommendation We recommend that the City prepare and submit the Form I
(Expenditure Plan) with administration cosls as a separate
project, as required by the Measure R LR guidelines.

Management Response | City management had the understanding that if administrative
expenses were under 20%, they could be included within the
related project. City management obtained retroactive
approval from the MTA in September 2010, noting that
administrative expenses could be charged to Measure R
projects.
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LACMTA Consolidated Audit
Fiscal Year 2010
Compliance Findings

Finding no. 14

City of Maywood

Condition

The City did not meet the October 15, 2010 deadline for
submission of Form 11.

Compliance Reference

Per Measure R Guidelines, Section B ([1.2), it states that
“Jurisdictions shall submit a Form Two, to LACMTA
annually, by October 15™ (following the conclusion of the
fiscal year).”

Cause The City was not aware of the importance of submitting
Form 11 to meet the compliance requirements of the Measure
R LR guidelines.

Effect The City’s Form I1 was not submitted timely.

Recommendation We recommend that the City prepare and submit the Form 11

th

(Expenditure Report) document prior to the October 15
deadline, and retain a confirmation of receipt by LACMTA.

Management Responsc

Due to staffing changes in the organization, Form 1 and
Form 2 were not submitted by their due dates. It is our intent
in the future to submit all required reports in a timely

Manner.

Finding no. 15

City of Pasadena

Condition

Form Il for Measure R was not submitted by the October 15,
2010 deadline.

Compliance Reference

Pcr Measure R Guidelines Scetion B (I1.2), it states that
“Jurisdictions shall submit a Form Two, to LACMTA
annually, by October 15 (following the conclusion of the
fiscal year).”

Cause The City was not aware of the reporting requirement for Form
11

Effect The City’s Form II was not submitted timely.

Recommendation The City should prepare the expenditure summary Form 11

document prior to the October 15 deadline.

Management Response

We were not aware that Form 2 was a requirement for FY 10,
We knew about the deadline after the audit in September. If
we knew it was a requirement, it would’ve been done. (Form
11 was subseguently submitted on 11/29/2010)
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LACMTA Consolidated Audit Schedule 2
Fiscal Year 2010
Compliance Findings

Finding no. 16 City of Pomong

Condition Interest income was not booked to Measure R.

Compliance Reference | Measure R Guidelines page 11: B) Administrative; VI)
Finance Section; Pooling of Funds

Cause This was an oversight by City personnel. Measure R was not
added to the City-Wide interest allocation spreadsheet duc to
the newness of the fund; it was au oversight.

Effect Questioned costs of $400 of un-booked interest income.

Recommendation We recommend that the interest be booked in FY 2011 in
order to correct this. We also recommend that Measure R be
added to the interest allocation spreadshect so that this does
not occur again,

Management Responsc | An interest allocation to Measure R Fund was an oversight in
Y 09-10. The Measure R Fund has been added to the interest
allocation spreadshect and the interest due in FY 09-10 has
been posted in FY 10-11.
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LACMTA Consolidated Audit Schedule 2
Fiscal Year 2010
Compliance Findings

Finding no. 17 City of Redondo Beach

Condition The City did not meet the October 15, 2010 deadline for
submission of Form I1.

Compliance Reference | Per Measure R Guidelines, Section B (11.2), it states that
“Jurisdictions shall submit a Form Two, to LACMTA
annually, by October 15" (following the conclusion of the
fiscal year).”

Cause The City was not awarc of the importance of submitting Form
I to meet the compliance requirements of the Measure R LR
guidelines. The City states that it was informed by Metro that
the form was not required because no Measure R funds were
expended during the fiscal year.

Effect The City’s Form II was not subrnitted timely.

Recommendation We recommend that the City prepare and submit the Form IT
(Expenditure Report) document prior to the October 15™
deadling, and retain a confirmation of receipt by LACMTA,

Management Response | The City did not have any Measure R Local Return projects
for FY 2010. As a result, we were informed by Metro staff
that we were not required to submit the forms, since there
werc no projects budgeted, nor funds expended.
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LACMTA Consolidated Audit Schedule 2
Fiscal Year 2010
Compliance Findings

Finding no. 18 City of Rolling Hills

Condition The City did not meet the October 15, 2010 deadline for
submission of Form II.

Compliance Reference Per Measure R Guidelines, Section B (I1.2), it states that
“Jurisdictions shall submit a Form Two, to LACMTA
annually, by October 15® (following the conclusion of the
fiscal year).”
Cause The City was not aware of the importance of submitting
Form I to meet the compliance requirements of the
Measure R LR guidclines. The City was under the
impression that if it had no planned or actual expenditures,
| the form was not reqguired.

Effect The City’s Form II was not submitted timely.

Recommendation We recommend that the City prepare and submit the Form
[T (Expenditure Report) document prior to the October 15™
deadline, and retain a confirmation of receipt by LACMTA.
Management Response The City of Rolling Hills is not eligiblc to use Measurer R funds
withia its City limits so the City transfers its funds to other
municipalities. Since 2010 was the first year for Measure R we
did not transfer any funds and did not completc Form 1 & Form
2. This was Ok with our MTA Administrator same as Prop. A &
C since we do not have ongoing projects. A Form 2 was
submitted on 12/28/2010.
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LACMTA Consolidated Audit Schedule 2
Fiscal Year 2010
Compliance Findings

Finding no, 19 City of Torrance

Condition The City did not meet the October 15, 2010 deadline for
submission of Form II.

Complianice Reference Per Meusure R Guidelines, Section B (IL.2), it states that
“Jurisdictions shall submit a Form Two, to LACMTA
annually, by October 15" (following the conclusion of the
fiscal year).”

Cause The City was not aware of the importance of submitting
Form I1 to meet the compliance requirements of the
Measure R LR guidelines. The City states that it was
informed by Metro that the form was not required because
no Measure R funds were expended during the fiscal year,

Effect The City’s Form II was not submitted timely.

Recommendation We recommend that the City prepare and submit the Form
I (Expenditure Report) document prior to the October 15®
deadline, and retain a confirmation of receipt by LACMTA.

Management Response We received an email from Ms. Richan on December 22,
2010, stating that we should ill out a pseudo/dummy Form
2 which we have completed and have submitted to the
MTA today December 22, 2010,
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Fiscal Year 2010
Compliance Findings

Finding no, 20 City of West Hollywood

Condition The City did not meet the October 15, 2010 deadline for
submission of Form IL.

Compliance Reference Per Measure R Guidelines, Section B (I1.2), it states that
“Jurisdictions shall submit a Form Two, to LACMTA
annually, by October 15" (following the conclusion of the
fiscal year).”

Cause The City was not aware of the importance of submitting Form
II to meet the compliance requirements of the Measure R LR
guidelines. The City was under thc impression that if it had no
planned or actual expenditures, the form was not required.

Effect The City’s Form I was not submitted timely,

Recommendation We recommend that the City prepare and submit the Form []
(Expenditure Report) document prior to the October 15"
deadline, and retain a confirmation of receipt by LACMTA.

Management Response | We contacted MTA to indicate that we were reserving 2009-
10 funds for our 2010-11 and 2011-12 work programs and
were not aware of any form filing requirements beyond that.
For fiscal years in the future we will work to etisure form 1
and 2 are filed timely
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