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TOt 

FROU, 

-.. , Mr. Jack R. GiJ.strap 

Ray D. Harris 

suwtc:1': State Legislativ·e Progre5S Report -. - 1975-76 Session 

O11 ,~#.tla.y, September 12 , 1975, the California State Legislature recessed, 
·:"_,;-con.c l1q.ding the first year of the tw.o-year session.. The session h~s been_ 

:1•. ~extremely import~nt £or the SCRTD. The level of activity in Sacramento 
_has, ma.:µ,,.tained a hectic pace throughout the session. To this point, staff 
has mgpitored nearly 100 bills as they proceed through the legislative process 

~ District ~onsored Bi.11s 

( .....___,,- As.' repolited to the Board earlier this year concerning District legislative 
'. 

' 

pl~ns, _there was a need to- change the District law to ~prove our p,ur<:hasing 
..... , prgc·~dures. Th,e law set forth in 1964. required th.at for every purchase· of 
- · $3,090 or more, the District must obtain £or:na.l bids. This_ li~it {$3, 0~0) . ~. ·- . J 

has bet?n e r oded by inflation and makes t1:e proc:,ess more ·costly and ti.me 
consuming. 

·nis-qi:ict staff worked with Ass em.blyman Frank Vicencia. on AB1075 to change 
th~ _D_!~trict Law tq raise our bid limit from $3.,.000 to $5, 000. The bill was 

7, · · signed<by the G9vernor on July 7, 197?· - ,.. 

In th~ ._area of bus system operational matters, our legislative plan· was to 
amend the Vehicle Code to permit the operation of the District's two double 
deckJ :,uses (height) and the £1.eet of articulated buses (weight) which .. ,,e 
anticipate purchasing. AB1076 {Vicancia.) was signed by the Governor on 
.Tuly 8, 1.975. This bill wiil exempt double deck buses from the present 13. 5 
foot height limitation and would prohibit such a bus from exceeding ·a height . 
of 14 feet, 3 inches. 

~ .;, • ~ .. • 

~ ..r::.> .A.Bl077 (Vic:encia) permit.s ·t he operation of an articulated bus by amendi ng . 
--'.:? .... : the V.ehicle Code to provide a gross weight of 20,500 pounds on any <?ne axle 

-of a bu.s instead of the rear axle only, as 1.1nder present law. The· above 
bill was signed by the Governor on June 21, 1975. 

- - - - - .. ,.. r! n n n ·TI T 
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Mr. Jack R. Gils·trap page 2 September 17 ,· 1975 

·AB 1078 (Vicencia) authorizes the equipping of buses operated by a public 
agency with a system .of warning lights. The special cri.me v:arni.ng 
lights are located 6n the exterior upper four corners of 2. bus and shall be 

· activated only when a crime is in progress on board the bus or has recently 
been comn1itted on board the bus. The c:rime warning lights have been 
installed by- the District under a $65, 000 grant from the Office of C:runina.l 
Justice Planning. The above bill was signed. by _the Governor on 
September 16, 197.5_. 

ABl 723 (Sieroty) wi.11 amend the labor provisions of the SCRTD Act by 
requiring thc.t all bargain.ing and fact-find-in_g sessions bct\veen the parties 
be open to the public·. Th.e measure requires the District to submit a 
written offer for a new- contl"ac::t to the employees not later than. five days 
prior to the expiration •Of the contract or the fact-finding period. A supe?'Vised 
secret ballot on the Di.strict' s latest offer must be made with-in 72 hours of the 
t:iln,e service to the public may be terminated: The bill was held in committee 
for interim. study. It is hoped that during the legislative recess additionai 

-hearings will be held. 

A:S 1806 (Lante.rman.} wi.11 ass"i.st in providing the Di~tri<:t the ability to recoup 
app.ro:dm.ately $1. :i· :nillion that would ot.1terwise be lo.st under the fo"rtnula 
set forth in SB325 (Mills-Alquist-Deddeh) by which monies are allocated to 
transit properties annually, predicated on the prior year's total mileage. 
The loss is rel~tive to the 68-day strike period of last year, Ythen no mileage 
was recorded. The bill has been signed by the Governor and chaptered on 
September 12, 1975. 

AB2361 (Vicencia.) would adjust the vehicle code to permit the lengthening oi . 
future buses by 18 inches (in front of the fi-qnt axle) to aUoi.v for the widening,· 
and ~q,;ippi.ng the front door with a lift mechanism., assisting handicapped 
and elderly persons to board. AB2361 has passed fro.rn the' As.sembly 
(72.-0) to the Senate and will now go to the Senate Publi~ Utilities, Transit 
and Energy Cornm.ittee. 

.. 
· , 

Additional Lee:islation of Inte r ,est 

AB1246 (Ingalls} is probably :the most controversial piece of transit legislation 
of this session. It would dilut.e and recluce the legislative mandate •of t}1e RTD 
i~ that the planning. and building of a rapid transit system would be taken away 
from the SCRTD. This bill would create a n i n e-m~ber, appointed 

_ commission that would have a broad authority con.cerning all facets of transit 

... _/ .... 
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in the southland. This commission would have authority tq perform all 
short-range transportation planning, select FAU projects to be funded 
and approve all capital development projects - - including mass t r ansit 
guideway ;systems, state and interstate highway projects . . The only areas 

· of responsi.bility not specifically given to the commission involve authority 
over county and local streets, roads and 'airports. However, becaus·e of 
the broad intenti.on and language of the bill, it may also include these as well 

Staff. aft.er receiying authority through RTD B oard resolution R - 7S-301, 
July 17. 1975, a."ctively campaigned. against AB 1246. After passing out of 
the Asse1nbly by a slight 43-15 vote, the bill's neA"t hurdle was the Senate 
Public Utilities, Transit and Energy Comm.ittee, chaired by Senator Alquist. 
The bill was held in committee, 3 - 5. Mr. Ingalls has aeked and received 
reconsideration, making 1246 a two-year bill to be heard in January, 1976. 
We should look to Mr. Ingalls to hold informal meetings throughout the 
recess period to gain a foundation £or amending 124.6 so that it will be 
acceptable to the delegation from. the Southern California Area. 

SBl00 {Mills) would boost the state gasoline tax by '2~ per gallon, to be 
expended for state highways a_nd grade separations. The measure passed 
the Senate, 23-7: passed the Assembly Transportation Committee, 8 - 5 ; 
but held in the .Assembly ·ways & ?vfeans Committee, 7 - 8. Senator Mills 
has asked ;and :received reconsideration. J 

SBl0l' s (Mi.Us) original language would have a transit development board 
in Los Angele~ taking the building ' of a rapid .transit system away from the 
SCRTD and leaving the District to oper.ate buses only. 'The bill has been 
ame.ndeci to pertain only to San Diego County - - no iunds have been allocated 
this will be dependent upon the outcome of SB 100. 

AB1 ·998 (Campbell) which was strongly supported by the California Contract 
Cities, bears mentioning.. The measure would have authorized any trans it 
operator in operation for over 365 day,s 'to be eligible !or SB 325 funds; 
however, the bill was held i n Assembly Transportation Committee f ·or 
interim study. · .. . 

T~ree BiH_!3 Aimed at "Reorganizing the SCRTD Board of Directors 

In line vrith di recti on r e ceiv•ed frorn the Board Executiv e Committee, the 
staff has taken no .position on three bills int roduced to reconstitute the 
Board of Directors. An update of the bills follows: · 

. . 
SBS (Robbins} would replace our current Board with a nine-member 
elected board. 
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The bill pro1.rides that the question of an elected Board would be placed before 
the voters on the June 8 p1·imary ballot. If the proposition is approved, the 
bill would delete, as of November 26., 1976, provisions relating to the appoin ­
tive board and _provide for the election of a nine-member board from the elec ­
tion to be est_ablished by the legislature at the June 8, 1976 Primary Election 
and at the November 2, 1976 General Election. 

The bill also sets forth criteria for campaign contributions and expenditures. 
SB8 passed out of the Senate by a 23-ll vote, but \ttas held 'in the Assembly_ 
Transportation Committee by a. vote of.6 - 9. 

Senator Robbins requested reconsideration, which was granted. This makes 
SB8 a two-year bi~l which could. be heard in January. 1976. 

-
SB 47 (Roberti) is si.milar to SB8. Its major action would establish an 
eleven-man elected board from districts established by the Departrr-~ nt of 
Transportation. The bill sets forth criteria for campaign contributions 
and establishes a Southern California Rapid Transit Advisory Committee, 
in addition to the new board of directors. There has been no legislative . .. 
action en this bill since February, 1975. · · 

ABlO (Green) w ,ould have dissolved the CUl"rent RTD Board of Directors 
and replaced them with the existing Los Angeles County B,oard of 
Supervisors. The bi.11 failed pas sage in its initial policy committee - -
Assembly Transportation. 

District staff will conti·nue to m •onitor these 'thr,ee bills very closely during 
the 1976 session. 

As we have reported to you in the past, we will continue to work closely 
with the various committees of the legislature as we continue to anticipate 
a substantial increase in the number of bills that will be introduced 

. concerning public transportation. 
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RAP I D TRAPJSJT DiSTRICT 
10SO SOU'"i'H 9P.OAOWAY • LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 900iS • TE:LEPHON.E (2i3) 749 . 5977 

GEOi"!ae w. SRE!WSTi::R, OIR~CTOR 

H0:1orable .Mayor and City Council 
City of Lomita 
C:ty Hall Offices 
Lomita, California 90717 

July 24, 197 5 

Dear Mayor Cole and City Council Members: 

Thank you for your recent letter concerning Assembly Bill 1246. As you 
know, the four City Selection Com.m.ittee members of the·sout.½.ern California 
Rap id Trans it District Board of Directors were unanimous in their opposition 
t o the bill as not ed in our letter to your City Council on May 3. By resolution 
ac. opted at tne regular meeting on July 17, 1975, the full Board of Di.rectors of 
t h e SCRTD we:nt on record opposing AB 1246. 

Q Should AB 1246 become law, it would bring about a major revision in the 

0 

delegation. of responsib~lities for rapid transit in Los Angeles County. It would 
'!."es·dt in a f ragmentation and unnecessary duplication of transit service i.n the 
Coil:lty and would subvert the purposes for which the Southern Cali.forni.a Rapid 
Trans it Di.strict was created; namely, ''to provide the r~eeded comprehensive 
rr .. a s s rapid transit system" in the Southern California area. 

The establishment of a commission in Los Angeles County ,.vill se:?:ve only 
to c.ilute the pre s ent transportation process by adding yet ari.other un:1.eeded layer 
0£ govern..-rnent; one that lessens local government's control of the tra:1sportation 
sy stem. 

-r :~-e e sta b l L,h .r:1.ent of a.:1 a9poi.:it ed ..; o".-:L'ni3sion ·.v i il rt'.e_-ely •~::1?iica:te ".vl': at 
--: e :iov: have in the SCRTD Board of Directors. Dovre really need anot::er ap-
? J b.ted Board; one t...1-iat would have the complete responsibility of allocating 
t ra::i.sit £0.1nds to not only the SCRTD but to the other se·ven municipal O?era-:ors 
b our Co"..lnty? I think a point that cannot be overlooked is t..'-:::.at at the present 
tL-:1.e local entities ~ave t..11.e final veto on highway and road locations, oot:;. state 
a ::.c federal. Should AB 1246 become la\v , t h e corr..mi. ssion would have fae r i ght 
to -::.ecide \'",here state and federal h ighv-tays are plac ed. Again, fr.is ser•.-e s to 
lessen local control. I believe that our constitu.ents in the Sot:.therr_ California 
area hav e t..li.e most responsive Bo'ard of Directors under the ?resent arrange­
r.lent to o-,ersee the development of transportation in the Souther::::1. Cali£ornia 
ar '= a. 
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Honorable Mayor and City 
C ity of Lomita 
Ji.:ly 24, 1975 
Page 2 

Council 

I believe ,ve have to look at the proposed composition of the commiss i on. 
and what representation the small cities will have. At the present time , t:ie 
78 cities of Los Angeles County area have four representatives on the eleven.­
member RTD policy board. On the ne,v com...--nission, for example, t.1.e ).!ayor 
0£ Los Angeles will have three appointees while all other cities combined. \T:ill 
have only hvo. This, I think you will agree, is a lack of adequate represe::i­
tati.on. 

As sernblym.an Ingalls speaks of a need for one governmental entity ·,\·ith 
the responsibility over ''these fragmented transit opt:rators. n The Southern. 
California Rapid Transit District and the other seven municipal operators at 
times have had differences, but not to the extent that would necessitate an out­
side entity to settle any professional differences behveen our agencies. Qui~e 
to the contrary. The working relationship behveen the RTD and other munici­
pal operators has in most cases been amicable. 

Enclosed for your information is a copy of District Resolution No. R-75-
301, which voices the District's position on AB 1246 and the principal reasons 
for oppos ing this legislation. 

You r interest in '\Yriting is appreciated, and please do not hesitate to let 
m e know if I can provide any additional information. 

Sincerely, 

I/ 

-
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Attached letter sent to: 

Ma.y,or Tom Bradley 
John-Gibson, Presicient., LA City' Council 
Pat Russell, President, League of Cali£. Cities 
James Hayes, President, SCAG 
James Hayes, Chairman. LA Board of Supervisors 

Walter Ingalls, Chairman Assembly · Transportation Committee 
Frank Vicencia, Chairman Assembly Subc::omm.ittee on Southern 

Calif a rnia Regional T ranspo rta tion 
Senator Alquist, Chairm~, PUT &E 
James lv1ills, President Pro Tempore, State Senate 
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J'tJly Zl, 1975 

,,::\:,.~:;•~-••~:)~>. ~' a ,., .• .-·--~·• •• ' ~ • ." ,. - •• • . : . , ~.r•: -~·~.,- Attached for your .information is a. certified c:opy ol 
/-: ··· :···: · ._.·.> Resolution No. a,.75.301. adopted by the Board of Directors 
: , ~·· ~ ;·-: · of the Southern· Calitonua !lapid Tranait Di•trict at ita 
- . ·, __ ,> --.~•eting on July· H,, 1975, relath•e to the Board'• opposition 

':~--~-- ~ to the pa••age of• A■•em'bly Bill 12"6. , 
ti,':" 
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' V•ry truly your■, 

Helen M. Bolen 
Aealatant Secretary 
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RESOLUTION NO. R-75-301 

Assembly Bill 1246, which is presently before the LegisLature 
in Sacramento, would bring about a drastic revision in the delegation 
of responsibilities for rapid transit in Los Angeles CoU:11ty. If AB 1246 
should become law, it would result in a fragmentation and unnecessary 
duplication ,of tl;'ansit services in the county and would subvert the pur­
poses for which the Southern California Rapid Transit District was 
created; namely, "To provide the needed comprehensive mass rapid 
transit system" in the Southern California area. 

Further, it is evident that the approach proposed by AB 1246 
would p .recipitate an unreasonable delay in the im.plementation of an 
effective rapid transit system in Los Angeles County at the precise 
time when prompt, decisive action is fmperative. In addition, AB 
1246 creates y ,e·t another level of bureaucracy and !es.sens local 
g,overnment' s control of the tran.sportation system. 

' Further, AB 1246 provides no new funding sources t0 solve the 
financing problems confronting public transit opeJ;:c:Lt_ars. 

BE IT, THEREFORE; RESOLVED, that the Board of Directors 
of the Southern• California Rapid Transit District hereby expresses its 
opposition to Assembly Bill 1246 as being detrimental. to the District 
and obstructive to the purposes for which it was created. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Staff of the RTD dissemi­
nate this resolution to appropriate levels of government and furnish 
all necessary information to interested officials, persons and groups. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned duly qualified and. acting a.s Secretary of the 
Southern California Rapid. Transit District certifies that the foregoing 
is a true and correc t copy of Resolution No . R-7 5- 30 , adopted at a 
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Page 2 of Certificate 

legally convened meeting of the Board of Directors of the Southern 
California Rapid Transit District held on July 16, 1975. 

The undersigned further certifies that this resolution is :in 
full force and effect and ha.s not been rescinded or modi£ied in any 
respect. 

Secretary 

Dated: July 17, 1975 

(SEAL) 
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA RAPID TRANSIT DISTRICT 

Minutes of Special Meeting of 
the Board of Directors of the District 

July 24, 1975 

Upon notice duly given, the Board of Directors of the 

Southern California Rapid Transit District met at a Special 

Meeting with the Board of Directors of the Orange County 

Transit District at the Saddleback Inn, 12500 East Firestone 

Boulevard, Norwalk, California, at 6:30 pm. on Thursday, 

July 24, 1975. 

Directors George W. Brewster, Byron E. Cook, Donald H. 

Gibbs, Thomas G. Neusom, Jay B. Price, George Takei and 

Baxter Ward were present. Directors Victor M. Carter, A. J. 

Eyraud, Jr., Adelina Gregory and Pete Schabarum were absent. 

RTD staff members present included General Manager Jack 

R. Gilstrap; Assistant General Manager for Administration 

Jack Stubbs; Manager of Operations George W. Heinle; Manager 

of Planning & Marketing George L. McDonald, Manager of Rapid 

Transit Richard Gallagher, Assistant General Counsel Suzanne 

Gifford, Principle Analyst Ralph de la Cruz and Assistant 

Secretary Helen M. Bolen. 

Orange County Transit District Directors Robert W. 

Battin, Ralph B. Clark, Al Holliden, John Kanel and Richard 

B. Lynn were present. Also present were OCTD staff members 

including General Manager Edward F. Loritz, Assistant 

General Manager James P~ Reichert, Deputy County Counsel 

K. R. Smart; Manager of Planning and Development Tom Jenkins, 
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(0 Manager of Marketing Art Golland, Assistant for Inter Govern-
,......, 

mental Relations Mary-Evelyn Bryden, Controller Jeanette Hyatt, 

and Clerk of the Board Jacque Mog. 

Also present were representatives from Supervisor 

Schabarum and Supervisor Ward's offices, Bill Ackerman of 

SCAG, D. R. Roper of CalTrans, representatives from the League 

of Women Voters, the Mayor's Advisory Committee, guests, and 

the public. 

RTD President Byron E. Cook and OCTD Chairman Ralph B. 

Clark called the meeting to order at 8:25 p.m., followed by 

introduction of all Directors present, and introduction of 

the two staffs by RTD General Manager Jack R. Gilstrap and 

OCTD General Manager Edward F. Loritz . 
• 

OCTD Chairman Clark Spoke briefly concerning the need 

for OCTD and RTD to keep open the lines of conununication 

and the problems both Districts have encountered in trying 

to builo a rapid transit system for Southern California. 

Chairman Clark also cormnented that the sole reason for SCAG's 

existence is regional planning and assistance. The first 

rapid transit line in this area must be a regional system 

line. OCTD is concerned with how regional are the proposals 

that RTD is considering and will the final route chosen 

serve the majority of the p~ople of the urban area of Los 

Angeles which by definition must include Orange County. 

RTD President Cook responded that the RTD Board of 

Directors recognizes the·ir duty to give the people the best 
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region in a better position to receive funding 
assistance from the Urban Mass Transportation 
Administration; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that this 
Board of Directors does hereby adopt as Phase II 
of the Los Angeles County rapid transit system a 
line that will include a connection or junction 
with the Orange County-Pacific Electric-Santa 
Ana-Garden Grove alignment; 

RESOLVED FURTHER, that the General Manager 
be and he hereby is instructed to convey this 
action to the State of California and to the 
U.S. Department of Transportation. 

OCTD Chairman Clark conunented on behalf of the OCTD Board 

of Directors that this action is yet another gesture of good 

will that exists between the two agencies. 

On the recommendation of Mr. Reichert, the OCTD Board of 

Directors unanimously took action reaffirming the designation 

(9 of the Orange County-Pacific Electric-Santa Ana-Garden Grove 

alignment as the top priority rapid transit line for OCTD. 

n 
( 

Vice-President Neusom commented for the benefit of OCTD 

that Secretary of Transportation Coleman had made it clear that 

only so many dollars were available for rapid transit construc­

tion, and it would behoove the OCTD to act with dispatch. 

President Cook commented that RTD and OCTD had made a 

milestone decision this evening. 

Discussion of AB 1246 

OCTD President Clark called on Mr. William Ackerman of 

SCAG to report on the latest developments concerning AB 1246. 

Mr. Ackerman reported that the Executive Board of SCAG has 

taken a stand in opposition to AB 1246. 

-7-
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Mr. Gilstrap commented that RTD feels quite strongly 

that AB 1246- is not good legislation, that it adds another 

layer of bureaucracy. The bill is going to be heard on August 

5, it has already been passed by the Assembly. We at RTD 

would like to see OCTD and RTD stand together on this matter. 

We understand that OCTD has .not taken a stand on this, but it 

is under consideration. This bill affects all counties and 

SCAG, and I think that we would have much better success if 

we were to work in unison. If the bill cannot be corrected, 

oppose it! Time is very short. What we see is a major piece 

of legislation that has been amended in some mysterious way 

that we won't know about until the day of the hearing, when 

it is too late. 

Director Price commented that the Transportation Task 

Force of the League of California Cities approved a draft 

that would make SCAG the regional transportation planning 

agency for all planning. This would inhibit even the changing, 

adding or deleting of lines. 

OCTD General Manager Loritz addressed the Boards stating 

that AB 1246 does not offer much to the citizens of Orange 

County. OCTD staff has deferred bringing this matter to the 

Board in anticipation of Assemblyman Ingalls' visit, however 

it will be on the August 4 agenda. 

Mrs. June Gilmore addressed the Board as a private citizen. 

She commented that the League of Women Voters, as well as 

Q other groups have made ''definite statements against the 
( t 
',...J 
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Q Ingalls bill. A great number of people in Southern California 

do not want this bill passed. 

e 

OCTD Director Kanel called upon former General Manager 

Dr. Fielding to comment on this issue. Dr. Fielding stated 

that AB 1246 is one of two bills of a similar nature. OCTD 

supported SB 101, which was a cleaner document. AB 1246 would 

disrupt bus service, it would treble the amount of difficulty 

in providing even the most commonplace service, and it is a 

waste of taxpayers money in setting up another bureaucracy. 

General Manager Gilstrap reported that as a result of 

actions taken by various bodies in the County, Secretary 

Coleman will be notified that we have met the August 1st 

deadline. RTD will be transmitting a letter as early as 
• 

tomorrow. Director Price suggested that a paragraph be in­

cluded in the letter encompassing action taken this evening. 

On motion of Director Price, seconded and unanimously 

carried, the General Manager was instructed to include in 

the letter to Secretary Coleman a paragraph setting forth 

the actions taken at the Joint Meeting of the RTD and OCTD 

on July 24th . 

Director Ward expressed concern about tonight's •decision 

and the hope that a decision on the Central Business •District 

routing could be made by August 15, 1975 as we have developed 

momentum. If action could be taken by t hat date, it would be 

impressive. Director Ward also asked that the two Districts 

organize a study unit to study the cost and development of a 
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rapid transit leg to connect the two transi~ districts to­

gether. This would give tonight's action some added lustre. 

Mr. Gilstrap and Mr. Gallagher responded that the two District's 

are working together in the Rapid Tra~sit Advisory Committee 

and suggested that a sub-committee, be formed to make the study 

suggested. 

On motion of Dir,ector Ward, seconded and unanimously 

carried, the following resolution was adopted: 

RESOLUTION NO. R-75-303 

RESOLVED, that a sub-committee of the Rapid 
Transit Advisory Committee be fonned, representing 
the Orange County Transit District and the Southern 
California Rapid 'Transit District, to develop 
cost and other considerati-ons in a Los Angeles­
Santa Ana routing. 

Orange County Board of Directors unanimously adopted a 

counterpart motion. 

Mr. Josh White of Mayor's Advisory Committee spoke briefly 

and asked Orange County Transit District to take action at this 

time against AB 12,46. OCTD Director Kanel responded that it 

will be on the agenda on Augu~t 4th. Chairman Clark stated 

that he was prepared to oppose the bill this evening and he 

will feel that way on August 4th. 

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned 

at 10:25 p.m. 

4-,,~cm MJ 
ssistant Secretary 
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ASSSEMBLY BILL 1246 

Amended as of April 29th - 1975 . 

TRANSMITTED AT THE REGULAR BOARD 
MEETING ON WEDNESDAY, :MAY 1st - 1975 
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~ " _. - • 1- • • '\ ' • • -. r ' • ~ • • 1 t. • - • • .., •• • I ,. ,,,;--:,,~ 

:, ~ r .-: / -·-~r~ ~/: L~i.~~~::_:: :-_'.:.::<>~~:·-_ .. _ ~ / \ :~·. · ->/ -· ·! ; :~: • . .. . ~ /~ . .J 
· ··· ,,_ · · ' •-·· - . ,.·.-· · -· · · March 20 1975 · · · 51-· J .~ •,:.; 

-> ~>:,.-" .:;_ :.·,..\ ··: · ·REFEBRED -TO COMMITTEE ·oN TRANSPORTATION · · · ' · • • t 

. ',,::-i~ ·:}·-.-·:)::~:.~~t;_.-s.,.; ,··.r ', )\.:, .. -~.·,.:.-:- '•/ . -~ . ,·: .. .... ·· -~ 
' ., -~ .f 

·- ·~ ::•.-~ ;.··: .. . ,._~~---·::':! . . ~:- --- ~-_1.:.;; : ~_- ._: ~--~ --- .- · . : • • -,· .. · _, . . ··.· -~ ~- ~ 
·.. ':> · ·. An ·act to ameae Seeaen..B9S3Q ei add Section £9532.4 to the . .. t 

. ·· Govemment.-Code, to amend Sections 30000, 30004, eae 39109 .i 

~ - '.··., 30L00, --9923:J, and 99234 of, to -amend the heading Qt Part 3 ·:i 
· ) • '.: · ·. (commenci,ng with Section 30000) of Divisioa IO of, to add J 

~.- · .. . : .:~ Seeaeil aoes;· Stic_tions. 30265 and 99233. 7 to, · and ·-to add · ·} 
.-> ·f _;~. Division 12 :(commencing with Section 130000) to, the Public 
< ·~ ._r ·.:, 'Utilities· Cod~. and to amend Section 199 of the Stteets and 

~-- . _; :(}-Highways Code, relating to transp9rtation. ,-._ ·, .. ' .. '.. ~~-:_ ... _,-;:/ <::· _-. 
•.:, •, .;.: ~~:, • -) ·\:} ,;~• ~·;;~ •~~r~{~.:l:t / ,· ··.~'.',} /:•: ~-·•.•, 0 \} \ .l t\i- / ·~·, __ ;': :• ·> <- :•.\<~i; _ -,,,". 1~ • 

: : :. \ -~· , .. ,~~:•~.t-: -,:· ., '.~---'LEGISLATIVECbUNSEL'SDICE'Sl' . . ··. :. ,· __ ,_ • · -

· :-. ._ 

• - "• A .. 0 •· .. 0 .. ... • •• • < \ ... • • • •• • • 4 ' ■ ~ 

.· -, : .. · ·.•::. . ~ i246, as ~ended,' Ingalls (Trans.)~· Co~cy transport!i- ' 
··'. ,- .- ·· -tion colllillissions." . : ' .. . ;. , ·.- , .. : . . .. : ,:. . . . 

. ··.,.:, :.CJ)· Un~er e~ting ._law, ther~ 'is 'a! So~th_e~ California 
--._ -:· .J -Rapid Transit District. . •. ·· . / · . . -; . ;· ':, .. , . · -:-_·.,. ·.-. ·-: . 

_.: ·._ ; ;~ .·:·: This· bill-would redesignate the district as the Los Angeles ,-
. ·tr . , . -Regio_nal Transit District, . , - _ , _ . · .. ,;:- . ·-, · : ·. ~· . .: . : · _. · . .- · --~ 

· -: ~ ) .,·.:: {2) ,·Under-existing law; no provision is mad_e for an advi7 · ._-.; · · ,'·sory committee to the districtboard of directors.-. . ... 1 
-· -= 

-,:/. ;' -': ·'.; ··~The-: bUl would ·require_ ~e_ }?oard ~Q app9inf an advisory . : -. ~~ 
_~J~,-~~•~:.~mnµtte•e .. 1' •. • . / •.: •-~•, ~•'~•.t,!,~: · ... :.>.~• ,":,- •., ..... ; ;:! •.r't,.- .... l=•;;:t ' •;\ _,-•,•_::: 'i• ,~-~; •.:~r _•, I 

_ _. . ... ·: .- { ,~(3) U:nder existing law, there js no public entity 4esignatecL· - . 
'•• o • • • • · • • ,;, • • • • .0 \ I ;• ,- . : ·as· a ' county-transportation co~on.. .. . · . _':.. .. -- -:"·· 

·, : "-- , . ; .·-J'he ~ill would. cr~ate a county transpo~tion . G~~on - -

, • < ('. '.:'.'•t .-~,•r--, :;_t~~~?t\ • >; • ::. •:l•j/'.,•"": .:~.•~ >J'-• :} •: • • • .. , -,~,;- .--: •, •: •-:-• ,~:-:". i I~ :,_ ; • ~ :: · , . •,. • \ • 

.. - ·, i .. . .._ -
:· - - . -~ ~-; -.J,-•• - ·..-·: ~ • • - ' • ... _· -- ... '~ · : ,-. 2~. isce·is -14 

l ' : -' .: '. :::c, ... : ' r~ - -~ ';I -_ ~. , - .- ,<, ·_ .. _/' ...... :: ., \ . .. _. . . . . - I _r~~-_ .. _ ■ ~ ; _ 

-~ _.,h-..:..:0:.:,-;..:,..';.:_Ji~la·~:.;•,..;-i. ~)'l,;t,d;:.); ·~ ~,;.;;- ;· .. .' ,,·4 z: ·· •-,·ie,::i,,..; ; ·.•,.; ::, : ., ,. ',., , ; 0 , . .,,. .. - .t _,j 



• "';? • ,, , ,.)!' ?;~ ..,. ,:z,l -4 D -? .. • ! ~118 --:- ', I P
1

j /I(;; ,.. •:- •_,, A '! ! • 1 1 .,_. !., _ . ,\ ,;._~.~:~ •. .,- or._ ~ 4• • ""-
1 
':~ !-:-. J _:_. _: -7"_.~ :..-:,'.--:.:'t"" ·.~:~: ~'7, .. 

1 (f\-\;·io· -. ·, .. :' __ .'.~:~~ ·>o:. ·:~ _-->:·t·~ _.· o - ._. .. - . t 
,v 'l ' . - . AB )246 '. ·. ' -: . 2 . : _· . , tf . , i 

. :-~ ... >·· --:: .~>·:~ .. _ ... ·~ .. ~'•_ / .,··-,:- ~_: .. · ) ~~ ~ ~ - . . ._·a --'. •., ·'' -r~ 
\: · · · J . in each of the Counties of Los ~geles, Orange, Riverside, and. . ... 
· .. ~ . · · · • ~ ~-B~mardino to c9ordinate transi~ service, to approve •_ I 

· 1 •• · . . ·..: ~~t .s.yste~ p1a~ning,. ~d to d~gnate the operators . of ! 
. : . '! ~--~_-_.•-.. .. , guideway and rapid ~ansit srstems. 'J'he co~sions wo?1d _· _/ 

. . •· • < • • - : •• · ~ designated _as -flt the designa.ted transportation p1annmg . / 
· . t ·:- .. ·;, agencies fot the allocation. of funds :under. the Mills-Alquist- , j 
~ ·. · ~-· .-~ . .-·~ D~deh·~ci:_aM~.tl!e-designet:ed~ee~ieeefeP.i,~esesef .- ·. · 
- • · l _. . . .' feaeral lewe . . The .Los Angeles County _Transportation Com-
. i·. '. :~ :.~::'!!,~(?n~wo~cl,. l;>e requir~ .tc? ~pmit to the Legislature a 
· . .- . - j .--·:':::: :. progress· report not ~~~r than July: r~ 1976, and a final report .· 

, ." . : 1 ; :;i\ ~th-fec?~e~~tions not later than February I, 1977, ~~ tb:e 
:-- .J_ ·1 _. • _·: ·'.., traD.SJ.t Situation m Los :t\ngeles County. · -- · ., · '. , :-· · •·-. . =.··, 
· t . .. · 1 · ·_ .. ·: · ~. : ( 4L !(nder th~ Mills:-Alquist-Deddeh Act funds are allocat: 

· , • 1 : -/ :.·. :.:- ; et} Jor, among other things, ac/n#nistrative andplanning Fune-
• t_ ~•• .:;:; :.~~•: tii:Ji:Js.., .. : ·, .--/ ·~• ~' - •-- .. ~_,.,:--;-' ;,;• ·.-----!•~~••, - .. ~•i," .. Trl:•, -;• -... :~•~ >_:r••- _,1,•• _, ;,,~•~ ~.• ..,:!- •••~• ~.. f•~ 

: ~ · ·- : J . ·-·: · . ::.· The bill woul~ after .deductio/is·tor speci.ied administra- · 
• • : -c. - · : . -·tive·and plannirig_allocations; authorize ;lllocab'ons up to 2%_ 

.: , · . oflimds availjlble under that ~ct to multicounty designated 
: • 1· • - • transportation planning-' agencies which include areas under 
I : • - - , • • th • • . 0 !J~ ti' • .L' th • • . . . . • - < · · 1 ... -_ -"< ~ - e Juns~c _on or e_ COI11.1IllSSlOIJS.. : • · ~; - ,. • ;,_-: .; . . • -''1 

r. .• ::_;• i ~-/· ~- .. _ · ·· (5) C!!it:!er: existing JaW: fl:e feponal transportaf!o_n plan5 ~ 
t'-"'. ~- · . t . for. .ihe, .art:Jas .. under the Junsdiction of the. commtSSions are 

;
1 

• ' • • ·•r: '·:_~.:.· ~.miiulr.ed.t~ b(!_prepared PY councils of governments; . . .. ~ ; . ·1 -

. i • ', ,./\_ ,--_Thebil/wouldmake themulticountydesignated.transpor-
·. !·: .: -··. !1.ta!io_I!plaoaini·agencies resp6nsible for long-term t:ranspor:.. 
. · ~-.. ~:· .- ; .. ·tabon system planning,. and th~ CQmmissJ'ons responsib~e for 

·. 9 -:l ·_.-. .. :_-_ sfi.orf:ijlpge_~pital and $erviCe pla'nn(ng, ~ _the areas under .,_ 
· ] · .-_ · . .. · tJie.jurisdictiqn of the CCJrnmissions~ . -. _.~ .,· . - ': -:. ·- · · . _ _- · ,' 
· l >,._ · -.. ;..~:(6). ;·,Under. the Urban Mass T~i:J$tiOI_1 ,(!~t .·of 1~ as · .. 
-i ,._ : am~ded _by #Je National Mass Transporta_tion Assistance Act ' 
. . t :· .; ~ ~- ofl!l74; for an-urban area, witb a-population_ of200,(!00 or more, ., 
.'. -: l., -~ . : · : _ the <!.~.· ted . . ·~ecipient is. the state_wide or regjonal. agency 

.~ :- l .·, .:. ·\ r~~ris.~'blf!.under,sta~elawforthe~ancm~ CO~C-:, ;~ l't. - :. ~. ,. ~ tiOAi and operati.o.n of public transportation services m .that ·· - . -~ . , l ~ ·-· .. · aiea.,-~-,,.:: :_·:.•:·/·f;.;i"::~~;_'.~i?·,;L .. :~----~ ~-~-;~~ .-~: .. ~.:.::-~~;;.t :/w_~ .. £.::", _:• ._-.;:-· .. ;;,., .~-- . , 7:' 
•• • l J'. :-~.< .. = ~~"~,T/l~}jilJ. ~.would.designate 'the"cororoissions '·as mch r~cipi:· . . . 

, i . - · , : _ .. ~·.·i;-: -'~4,~---~ .. :.-.-.-.;: ·; .. ~·--~~~;· : .... :·;~--•:.i:-Z.:! .• !;:~,./·~·~•t/~::>-7;1·~~J~-;~\::~·:e~~ -~~,:~ ;·:,:·;. ~ .. ,-~~-:~-; ;_~:-:.-~ --.. : .~-r; :~:: 
-. l :. -·-·-::-.... :m •·Underihesamelederal'act'speci.fiedm (6):.tbeSecre- . · -.'. 

-. ~ ·- ~·-, :.'.-· ,_tary: of.'I;r;mspprta_bo:a may make .8T!!-1l.~-to stat~ and local ·. ' 
·\3,,_ 14,1 · .__ .. :;:\· PU:f?!i~ ~\~r_ ~~'. tr~or_tation-·<;apital ~e~diturf in· . i:Z 

_))_ I ••. •~.-: ) ,.:•· •.• • :r:--,:•• ~. •:• •~• ,•; , ·, ~- •.:·:• '••, :_:•.-1 
~ . . ' . .. , .. -. .. . · ,. • . . ~-.· ·.· ! .. ,.. •• , ·-~ --- •· ~' ;. · . - · • .. 

'" . • ' • '.!,_• . .. it . ,:r _! •'· :# - ;_t- : •- .. •~ .. ~,. _.- -.. ~- -• ,.:. ~ .-• :• ~ •~ _ L~• ,•M : ~ ••• 2•-1246 30' 17 ~ 

c9. . -·.-_:~-~~J:t~~~:.i2i.~t :_,;·~=~~~~2~;~;2£~~=-15:J:~~ T_;r ~~-~~;~~ ~:~-~: =t;:~~-:~:~~~~~,·-._I~T-



,_ 

- - •~~ ..... . , .. ,• ;'.". ' ' ,: _."• _:'M.44f I • - ,--?""":7~• ·.- • ,-.• ••"'~ \ ,"' ~ -• • • ·•-:. ~•• ~-,.. 7 
' • • •, • I ~ . , • l •"; • . ,~ . . .,. ·, ~ . ·. 4 ·1 

.... ,.- · : - ,. :~ . - l_-: .. ~, . · .... - .'_ ._ . , .. · , .. ," .-{"" . . . - ~-t 
• • , ,1 • • • • • • • I '-. _.,.- i...,_.., 

... ~ '--- . ,- ' •. -
. _ ·· .,. · -. . -3-- ABl.246 

.- .- ' · . r_ I 
r urban -. ' . ; .l : ,, • • . , ~ _., i 
l, _ , , . · nroas, · ., ' . .. .- ~ · . ·•· - · - · · 

a.&l;,i,-4 • ~ ' • • r - . • • 

• 1 · . · ·: The bill would prohibit any public entity in an area under . 
. ··thejilrisdicbon of a c,:,mroission1 except the comroission1 from . 

• ., \ . 
8~%~~ ~;; th~ Dep~~nf of_T~8mp~~tio~ ' . : : J 

· - ·. has no authonty to design or construct transit systems. : . . J 

. ~ ·. ~The. bill would require the department, and would author- ;; 
. •,___~·· - 'ize the department in the case of a chartered, city, to design 'J 

· _ ·' _,, ·. and construct approved guideway and rapid_ transit system in 
. • - · :; counti~s with commissions. - •, -· · · : · · · ····; -· .-- ·,. .. · · · · , . -.. l 

· •· ? · -t5,- · (9) The bill w9uld make· other related and·conforming . 

·. ·'. . /;;°7f(JoJ Th~ hill ~~,;i~ -~~~~- ffi~t-~~ ::~;:;,.;;.~~n '-~ · :j 
~ . · -wo~d be made eta nor any obligation created for the reun- - _, 

: .~ursement of ~y~ Ioc~ age~cy for_ any c;:o~ts _incurred by .~t _ _ i 
. pursuant to this bill.- · · · ·· : · .. · · .~ ' · ;- · . .. · . - · · . . · 

-•· ' Vote:· ~jority. Appropriation: ·no. -Fiscal committee: yes. . . ,- l 
' · _, ~llit~~andate~_ lo~al ~~og,-~, ,~o ,~ta~ funding· _ . : . ·, · _ _ -1 
:r . 'The people of the State of California do enact as follows: · - . . 
I: ...... . J : •• _. ~ .- - ••• \" • -~ =-- :• • .. •,.:~• •i, _, • • - ., , • •. •.• ,...• , · ••~ • , ,-.. #- ,: n • . -. '. -~ • - , ,• ! ¥ -- -

" . ~: '. .. l' · · ~ SEGFlQN i-:, ,- Seeaea S963S ef the Ger;c~cnt Gede ;· 
-. " 2 • . SECl1ON L · · Section 2953a4 is added to the ·. 
- ~-- ~3. · Govem.ment Code1 to read: ·- · ~: .>1~· = _ :·- : • · • ~ . 

. -· 4 . :->·29532.4~ .. -Notwithstanding_ Sectiqrr ·29532, any county 
· ; 5: _"tra.risportation . comn;iis#oil· created_ by. Division 12 

- · 6'. · (com.roe!lcing with Section 130000) of the-Public Utilities 
· 7 . -' Code shall pe df:J.signatedby the Secretary oEthe BIJSH!ess· .. 
, 8 . and. Transportation Agency: · f!S the •tra.rispoitation . : 

.. . . ·g p~aiming_·agency For the area under its Junsdic,tion For . . 
- · .. 10 • purposes of Section· 29532. < . · ·. .. · : ·- :-·_- - · . -: · ·. _ ·. · _ · 

. 11 ·- is amcflded Ht i-ee&. · -- · - - -; <:•-'- ·,· _. "' -.-:-.... !. ~ -. • -· • ._ 

.,;;.•.>·. 12 ' · ·ggsas. 9tff ·et ~ ftiftds apprep~e.t:ecl J>MSHet e 
~ -:-- _.13·· Sceeeft S96al, ~ eel:!ftey _ tltimter 9f1ttll ~ te peelie . 
, · ;: . 14. ,ff~p~rteaee CftBBC9 :ftteft MBSl:!ftts es ere alleeetea ~- . .. 

. . :· -: 15 ·: ~ B'&ftaf)0PtelieB plaBmog egeneics a:esigeetee er tee < : 16 •. See,dery et ~ :Besffl:e~s SBEl. ~i'-aft;}p_ertetiet1. Ageney es, ., 7 r ll - · - , - . .. . .... ( . . , ~ -• , - _ . .. -·· . ·- ,-
' I• • ~•. ,, \~ 1 • ... renews: • Lr t • ~j,;.. •~ ~-;.• • ~ h "':- .f ,I,. • : -..;n,J .... _ ........ · • • 5 .... ~ -~ -~ ~• J_,i.• . -- • • .. o ,• 

, ... . ~ 18' ~--· r -fer ~ ft eettn~ iftelaclca 'tvitlim ~ jttriseieeee M ft . 

· ( · · l~ ~~~mt:e.:~! -- ~~~~'=~-~ · ':~ee_~ ~~~~lien. ~l~~ ,·.: _ 
- ·, · ,J . r .( • ...i · ', " , : : --- • - ··· ~ • 'l!I': ,: _• ;~ t ~ • ,, . - - " ~!';• ,, . · • . • 

• ~, ' , : .. I T - · • • , · - .. • ....... I J - • +..., -

- - . . 
•· I , • • '• ; _,. ,.-.:.. , , • • ' · • ••·• • • 

1
, .: ·,• , l~SO 21 , ••,• 

~!: -~~-:;-,:• .~,--j~:4.~~~~~: .. ~:.~~:_;~~-~::~_;;~~'.!.;~~:t - ~~~ .. ·;)~i .. ~,,.::.:,;·:.; ·,·: ':-;;~, L .. ~ - -·- -!· , - ~~ · 
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-: ; ·:::r~ ;~<\::_~\\: ·;::};/;~/-•:. '.v-:. · __ ::(~ -~: · -~ ~~6 ·- . 1 

0 . !•\ 1 _. Transit Dishict, · comprising- that territory hereinafter · · : 
,.. . : .=.- ... ·_2 ' described-in this',section lying within the boundaries of • -.. . _. -~ 

::' _ ·· . '/~._3 -~ the County · ~f Los-Ang~les. and ·such • ter_rl~ocy· in the · i 
, · · · .. ~ •"\ 4· : County of Los Angeles ~d m other .counties as may be : ] 

. · --~ - _;>M.5 hereafter annexed to·the district as provided in this part. 
: ~->~,/-: 6 -.The territory within ther County of Los Angeles which is · 
;0- .- .. ·· : ( "! : hereby created into ·such district is described as follows: 

., , - ' .:·:~/· B·: > All that-portion of th_e _County of Los Angel~s, State of 
• ·· - · - :'.:./~ g: -califoriti~Jying southerly of the line fo~ed by the south 

-~-<~~:; 10 lines of Sections 13, 14; 15, 16, 17;_ and 18 of Township 3 
· ' · • ,

1
, ::1i:~_North, Range '15 West S.B.B: ·&: M., the south lines of 

. -~ ~- ·".'{; l2 - Sections 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, and IS of Township 3 North1 
.. 1--~ '13 . Range-16 ~est S.B.B. & ~-, .the. west line of Range 16 
.. .. ·-:'· .. 14 · West S.B.B.- & M~, and the south lines of Sections 13 and 
.~ ; :,,· 15 14 ofTownship 3 North, Range 17 Wes~S.B.B. & M., and 
.-~- ::·:;J6 . ·the westerly·extension of such lines in the Rancho Simi to 
. .. -~ ~/ 1:'l ;-~e w~sterly boundary of the County of Los Angeles, and 

.. ··., : ~:: I· 1s> westerly of the.east line of Range 15 West S.B~B~ & M., and 
~- ··, :'. ,'. '··: 19-_ all that portion _of•the remainder ·of said county lying 
. A ~ -::' ~o.··"sotitherly·of the_north line of Township 2 North S.B.B. & -

U _. ·. ~ 21 "' M~, excepting th~refrom the islands .of Santa Catalina and 

' 
J 
i. 

1 , 
; 
l 
J 

··i 
1 
·1 
•I 

·, i 
. j 

I 

j 
.l 

: ,. ./::. 22. San Clemente. ·· .. . _. ~. ·· . ·.,_,:_ .:. : ·'. ·· . ::., _ _ ,-;, .;:_: :_i •·· .·· ,< ·7 · • • , __ _ 

- \ " ·.·:~~-. 23. , __ · .. - SE9._· (>. ' Sec· ti?f:i ~~2?5:,.~ · ~d~~~ ~o_ ~~ J'u~~~ U~ties .-' ·. I 
• - 24 Code to read- ·· ... · · " .. -~. · ,. · - · · -- ~ · · "' .· · . 

• • '#' l - . • . ' • .. ... .. - M • • , . • • - • • - ' • 

- .• ·: ·"' 25.; , ~0265 . . Tp.e.boardshallappoh;ltanad~orycommittee ,, . 
- · __ ,.•>,: 26 to , · review -levels of ,· . transit service :and. ·submit · . i 
· ·. -~:.;,..; ?:!-- recommendations to_ the board o~ transit improvements. ·· 1 
':-,"-h· 2S · The '. members. of the ·advisory committee.·. shall serve· 

- • .i -, ~i ~ · 29_· wi~out ·. compensation, and the composition- of the ~·1 

.. \ :-~~:::·30~::. coinmitteti sha.ll include representation,. from all afeas ~ . 
.: · -~.-::~·-:: -~1.: within t:µe-.s~mc~ area of'the' district. - .,: .. . . . - _ ~ ': - . 

1 
:~: · <-~/-·?32:.·(:,~SJ!;~ ... 7.~ -~(!ti~n,99~ of ~e~1;1~f~ ll_~fi__~~ ~a~~ JS.:~_;-... . ~:· 

-..;;.. .. .... ~ _.; ll,IIlended,to .read . . ---: -, .. · •,, ,"~ ".'· · _r. , ~· '. :t .. ,• : · ..... - -__ 1._,_.:_~. 
. ·. Q , i·.t34:··. ,:_99233. · ~e .fund ·~hall qe. allo~ated py the· ~esi~~~e'd ~. . _ · 

. _: ,..,:?:~,-,~~ - ~~rtati~n p~anmng agency m a~cor~an~e with the ; ~.. .j 
:... , :- _ - .-_. 0 36 ·follo:wmg pnonttes: "'· · - · ·_.,:. .._ . ·. ~- -- ·~· .. _ .: _ ·t :' - ·1 

~j ;,, ~:if.·-..... ~7: ~-- ·(a) ·· Fks~,:, ther.e ~ ~e allocated 'to· ~e--~~~ty .:suc~·~, Ii.• 

-·.i • • , \ , 38 . sums as are necessary for the county to admm1ster this · 
• . _ ·:.~-..:.39 ·chapter. _ ~• ~ · .. : · . · ... : .,·· , ·, · · . ... · · · · . 

. · ·@ ;T~~~( -~-' (b]._; ~~re~t~_r ; .~er~, : .~~'.~~) --~··,~~ · -·~?cate~ t~ · -~~ . _, _ 

- = )~~?~\~~<-:{?!}~tt? \-i~3t,~-{>;~):::~1.i:~:. ;:::\;(~);-:~<~:-:>_~:~f:-<<··~ ~ ·_ ~4

._ ,:, --~ . · ,: 

• • ' ~ ' ' • ·"•\ _.,. I • ,, • 1 
: • • - • •• • • . \ ~• •• • ' ,._> ., ' • - ' • • 2 1246 '7lS 26 

-- :· ~/:;~::~':Z- ·:~\:t~:'../\~/ :,}(>.~\;•_\_>/:J\\;:-:--... ~}~.:}: :_t!~-- --~ · :~-.. _:··.-- ·~ ·. : >~ . 
...,;.. •Tl •., •• •► -- #'Zibri:T ...... ~-i.-c••t._,..,.;~~ .. - :.ttdW...;Ji..~~ JiV&i/J:{ "' f ,J,;~,i:~ .... ~~~~:.•.:.~.: "' • • ' 
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-. ~~--:;-- . ~-·~.d_-·- -~-·· - --- ~~ .: ..51, r- ·~ . ✓.~~-- -·~ : .. ·· ' i_ ·(J .--·· ':· 

~:.)~1-·. c· - ~-, • · ·:,: · :·· •. ( \ · · .. · · · - · - . · . . : rJ· 
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i ' , • I I ; • 

1 

-1 ( 1- -.- · -i 1- transp~~atlon - pl~g -~agency _· such sums as are ( 
\ l J 1 _ · . ~ · _ 2· . nece_ssary, to a~ter this chapter. _ 
. j I t- . _ J ·: · -: . · J1 ·-: -~-- ( c) · Thereafter there shall be .allocated- to · the 
·: ; ! j · -:.-] ·• -, .. 1> 4·· transport~tion planning agency, ifitis statutorily.created, 
:. :_ !_I-.. ·1-~--- :_l; ~-\ · .. 5 -oris ~erving ~ the California representation to 8:Il ~gency 
·. ~ ~ : _ . - . ~ _j'f .. 6~-· created by·_ mterstate . compact, such .sl.µDS as 1t' may 
·": ~: -:,j·.. 7 f} "{:•:,approve up ~o 3 percent. of ann~ revenues for the { 
. !' ·; . . l 1 

: •• - l :~ '.- &. conduct of the ~ansportation planning process, unless a 
.j' ! : --·r.~ ... -_i'. ~ - greater aniount IS ·approv~d by the secretary. .,_. ,. . . . 
• i l ,. -~,- =. .- . -.10 . (d)_ Thereafter allocations may be ·made · to ·· the 
· 1:: 1:~. 1· · ., '. ·11 · multicounty designated transportation planning agency 

, .
1 

· -j. .' . · 12 pursuant to Section 99233.7. _ . : . : ,.. · 
' ; , · . ···f · -, · _ 13 ·. · (e) Thereafter there shall be alloGated to cities and 

'. 1 :-._ . . !' _·.· ... : :; 14- c_ounties· · ~ch · ·mo~eys _ ·as -- are appr?ved by the . 
~ .. · . - ·· · · 15 -. -transportation pl~g agency for clauns presented 
;. : . _16 pursuant to Section 99234. - .- _ · . -. · ·: , ·. · .. _. . . 
- , · .~ - . ·" 17 · -fer .(fl Ther~after .there shall be allocated to 
! \ 
: · . · ·i . ~ . _ 18-' operators . such moneys as · are. approved by the 
~ 1 : .' .i '. ".° -• .-. · 19-· trilnsporta~on planni;Ilg agency for · claims presented 
: (' j '. · :· ··: '." ' .- ... : _· 2~---Pur.~t to ·Article 4 ( co~~nc_m~--~~. S~?on -~2~). _ :·. -l 
.t I L' ·•· . l • L • ... -21. of this chapter. . . . ._ . . - · . • , , . : 
. !. '. 1 

··: T · •_.: ,: -~ --·": ~ -- (g) Thereafter 'there shall be allocated to cities 
} l I · l ,_- _'·-. : 23_·: and' ·countl:es ·such ·moneys as· are approved by the · . 
H 1 • :! -> ,: , .. 24: transpe,rtation planning agency for . claims presented · 
l ! i ·'. :r -~· · · 25 pursuant to ~cle 8 (co~enqing with Sectio~ 994QO) . . 

n -1 ', j· f .. :_ .. ~---~ L-;~( ~f.c;~~p~;~tio!ri99~.7is~ddedto~;~b~~-~Jj~~~-. ·.- : ' 
i ' . :! •. - . · ''ll3'_: ·coc:1e ·toread; '· .: · .. \..\. .. . . , Si . _. ,.-•• · _·. .·• ,_;·,-·,,<·· , 
• l • •-,.• •• • I , 

1 
• • r ' • • • , , • • • • 

ri : .·, .. '. : •. : 29 . -,· 99233.7: . AfteralloCJ!.DOnsforthepuwosesspeci.iediri ; ;~I : ! ·:t _ 30 subdivisions (a), . (b), and (c) of Section 9f!233, up to 2 
ti 1 , .. . \ ' _ · ,·_·31 ·· percent a_ £the_ re:n~_ . · g mo1:1ey in th~ fun¢ for ~e ar_ea ·:. 
f ! ~ . · -_ 3.2 under the_ Junsdicbon -·of a county · transportation 
! i· . -. · .; ·_ 33 'C9rnmi«ion r:pay be illlocated . to . the r11ul_ticounty . ·:r 
i r· -: · ·1 /~- . -_34 ~ortation planning age1fcy which includes-that area . . .a 
, : i : --t--: ·"f · ·35 . !'or Jong-term transportab·on ~tem planpmg PllrSl!anf'_t(! _, ·· · 
I ! 1

: • l .,, · .Section 130301. • · · - · .:·: : ·· .,-_' ,:.,, · · · · · · ; · ·-. · 
. : - · · L .' 1: :'. 37 _:_ SEC 9. 'Section 99234 oFthe Public Utilities 1Code is . ~ . 
· 'J. ; .. ~=-- 38~ ··am·en.Jed'""'"_...,.d· ,: ---.--. . ,_.·: ... ; · -· .. · -. · : .- ,•- · --· "·.·· · ~ • .. .1-. _ . ·. . . Ut '"" ~L.,Q. . . - .• ·. · .•" . .... • : · -~ .• • • ... , - ', __ .-., -. .. 1 

, • 1 . : ( : ~ · <: 39 . 99234.. (a) After allocations for the purposes specifi~d 
· .r :· · . · ·40 in subdivisioil;S (a), (b),. and ·(c) · of S.ection. 99233 and· ~ 

• •J' :_ -♦ JI ,r ' • - " •• I ••,. " ; .- r I .! . • ~ ., _. " ~ ~ 
I • _ •; • "• "' ~ - ., _• '. " 11 

; '' . : ; .. :_·.: ::/:· :·, _';;:.,::~,<~~i }i~:/;;:-.:-> .. ,_.' :t??:-. '~<:.i/'. -.-:: : 
, .. ·. l _ , ~ .. -, . . . ,. ., .. 

1 
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~ 1" . ' .· ·"· :/. ; . 9 - • t;: = 
- ... - : ,i • . ' . ~ --... - - - \ . . ·-=:- ~ ~-, __ ·~ r ::·.-~1r:\ :; . I'\ . ~ - , __ .. -· . .... 

• • •• ,- ~ :_ • • "'•• • - •I 'f..-J •• • { .-1'\ 'r '.• • c • 

. ·.\ ~-- -~ -~-: ~.. . ' ~ · . .. ~; .:.c ·~·;_·i~~-~-<-~~~7 _: - . ' ' ~-:1' : AlJ ~ 
•D · . ·: ([} ,_<:; '.;J;;~ ~;: 2 ii;,,t ~~ th~ ~JDainhlg mcine;s shall ·.· 

, . .. ·· ~ · 2 be made available to_ . cities · and counties . for · facilities 
' · . -- _,,< :.-a : provided for- the · e~clusive use by pedestrians ~d 

_-: · ~- :-·- -·-:- •:4:-' l:,icycles, unless the-transportation planning agency finds .. , 
-~---~ . .,._· .' ... ,:·5 -;~t-~ch moi,.eys-coqld .be used to better advantage for 

. ··./ : _. ~.-,~:.·:-,_6-· .. the _purposes stated in ·Article· 4 (commencing with 
·,f) -. . · Q ~ -·. ·1-·_ Section 99~60) of~ chapter, or for local street _and road 

- . ,- , . _ ( ._ · ;_: 8 - purposes m· those- areas where. · such moneys _ may be . '
1j · · •·. ;·.; -,:, ::~~-.9 expe~dedJor such . purposes, _in tlie developm~t of a 1 

. ~ 10 balanced transportation system. . ' -. \ -: ·· ·1 
.· - --. ·' . 11·:. (b) Claims for such facilities shall be filed in the sanie , 1 

. -· ·· . ·-.12. · manner as are claims filed'forthe purposes of subdivision ; 
: · : · ,.-13:--. (.a). of Section 99400. . · · ·~· . . . . · .·. -~ : · 1 · •! 

· _ ·. ; ·14 . (c) -Such . moneys ·shall be allo~ated for . the ,• . ··j 
' - · ·. . · 15 -· construction of such facilities pursuant to a priority list of - _ J 
· · : · ·_ . .., . 1a· such ~cilities prepared· by the transportation pl~g- .. j 
. : .. · 17 · agency for the area _within its jurisdiction . . _ . _·. •1 : • •J 

_.,. ~--· . _ _l8 ~ · ( d) .. Such moneys may be allocated without respect to ] 
_. ~' ··-~ .. / _1,9.;_section 99231 and shall not be-included in determining i 

~ ~ o·· -: --20. - the _-apportionments to a city or county for purposes of - - l 
• -~- · . ··, 21 _ subdivisions -tef eae (f) and (g) of Section 99233. - - _ . __ 1 

· ·: . . _.· ,. •;• ·22. ·_._ - (e) The/transportation. planning agency shall revi~w · j 
·~ · · . -. 23-) its allocations made pursuant to subdi~on (a) of_ this - . . 

_. :- :. - :: -..1 .24 ·-~sEiction within:30 day~ ,after receiving a request for such ·. :· . 
. . ·. . . 2.5 review from , any city. or coµnty ip the area within the _ · 
.-.... _ - 26 jurisdiction of the transportation planning agency. - 1 

~-- 3 · ·." 'J:l · ... _.~SEC.· 1a . - Division . 12. (comm_encing _ with Section { 

_.. :::.:::<r 5,J:J:°~t:~;, !b~~::~::~:t-:., . , -~ j 
. · ~ _: _.:: ·-:. 31 ·",::.. ,, t=-:; /" .··: -:·}., :· "!._~ ·:·<· C<?MMISSI9NS_ · _ . , /~-::·-r - ; ·, ~ • . · "~- '._ 1 
• .-· <1"~- :32 .-.':.1~-;• .. ;u~ ~~: •. -..~7-1~··: •.I•• . ,- ~_.I " .f •.~! •· .; _/ .' .. :· ..i -:· ,f ~, : -~L~~ .. ~-- _; .. . ~~,. -- :. .• ; ·""' • _'. :._. ·' -• -: ~l' 

) .. , .. :() ·.~:~-: ~:;·.~-~~"~~1..:~ff.~~!~~~ON_S: ~IN~,~~• . . -.· _:_:· 

•• · · ' .I •• - ~ • : ~ •35·-:,~:~; -,~•:;_-,:._:;t\: /:; ':•·.> ;;! {>-_:, ::, 1 ;; . ,-; ·. ··;, . ~ • : :•.:.I' ,\. '' -~; :'~ -:'~• :--- . ·] 
:-. .;·-r:. 36· ·.l30000.- ·-this division shall be known and may be cited 1 

,;; ·.~-~-··<:·37;~'..·a5:·the CQwity Transportati~n Commissions· Act. ·_ . : ·, :-- ·:1 

• , .- . . .-_ . 38_ >. 130001. · The. Legislature hereby finds · and d~lares ! • 

39--· that: . . . . , _, · - · _ •.·• -

) -· · :-~; ::., :rr:»t?t:-~rr::\ t -. ,::?:\~ _ r::; .. ;t~ • : : . _: _- ,_ 
1 1'-,.0 :.:1 •=i'• ,.. ..,.;/ ~· - _,I •..,.,., . .... rt'~,.:.~ ~ •• .. , ~ .. , •I ~ --- ... ,-;1 t •,: J .,. 
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· 1 •- •:: :•· -_ -.·~ :~;,·::-\v; .'~.• - - • • •,• .~:•;, •, ~--\·, :-; ~-~:,,;-_~ ••;,•.•-•• -: ,· • ........ - . . ~ , :::- -1 

- lj ) o• .... -~-:: •_ '· ,:-.- -' r .: ; . .. ·.• 1_,J, ". ; -· ,:J .. , . : . . ' ~ 

I 'Q. •· ' • - . · · .. · .. \ . ~ · I • ' ., • • ' , . .-:-. l f . . . . . .,, -. . . . ·-
t ~ - - -~ ~6- . ' . ··, .. : 7,-- :-. ' ,;-·-·. . . - < '' _ _._. ' 

1 
i : ; - , 1_ ,· :~~~rtation syst~~-~ th.~·so~th~~ ~o~~ ~egio~ . 1) 

· : 1 · .. I : , l · ~esulting from population sprawl, -~e-concentration· of . 1 

.: '. I ~ .·; , . ~ .. 3·-.many transit dependent citiz~qs in the large urban areas, . 
• : 1 - . , • -., • -4 and increasing mobility requirements indicates a need 

:
1 

· _-.·~:, .5~ for_. ,~prove?, ~ -w.elJ: .as .more-innovative, policy ~d 1. 

. l . : · ... : 6 · dec1S1onma.king msq.tutions to -resolve these problems. .. _ 
I i" _ :-_. ·. ~--.1 ;;_ . (b LA basjc purpose of transpor!11tion policy within the , _ ;:-~ . 
~ J · _.: . ~ .8= region should be to avoid undesirable .~duplic;:ation of · .. ' . ../J . 
◄ ! ,

1
· ,. · - · .. • ·,, 9_·,_ transportation s~rvices,. ~ilch.i~ve, the_ operation.:., of a . · 

; \ :: :·, · ~-· --10 ... coordinat.ed and integrated transportation system which · -. • 
· I :I··· ~.: _; •ll will red~ce automobile usage and 'dependency, -reduce ' 
I :! :· · · -_ .. __ ~ 1.2; . ~e-consumption· of scarce ~d ~ensive e~ergy ~els, 

- ' i - • , ~ 13 and reduce the leyels of automobile-related a.tr .pollution. 
· . - - .• 14 ( c ). The _ transportation system _should be designed to 

_ , ,· . . " .15 · offer . low-cost . public . transportation ; to all citizens, · 
1 ·; · :. - 16 particularly those immobilized.by poverty, _age,_physical 
1 

: · •. 17 . handicaps, or other reasons. .. · . · .. 
· . 18 _ · · · (d} The transportation system should be designed, 

, . 19 operated, and maintained ~o that it will be compet:itive to 
· ! 20 . the automobile in time, convenience, an,d in user cost in r_~) ., '._ ! I " . · -· 21 . o~der to ·attract patrons __ in larg~ numbers; and efforts _v 
:l .-. --· • 22-~ should be made to.attract patro~_\vith all features of ~e 

~:i ·.-. · n-,: :· sy .. stem · · ~ "·" - . '.,l·, _,_ , ~.,-- - .. .. ---~- · -.· • - .- --! ~ . • .. .. . .... , . - . ~ ' . . . 
• i · • ,-,., 24 .. - ~ ( e) · .. The tz'.aIISportation. d~dsiomruiking pro~ess· should · --
· ~ 1- I ~ ... ,.~ 25 be responsive to public values, and- provide for the 
.. \J . ... 26 · continuing involve_ment of the .. public in the preparation, 
i1 : • • -'ZT revision, and discussion. of transportation plans_ and 
'\: . - .... - 28 -services.· · - · ,: . <--~ ", ' .~ ·, 0 - •· - : .. • •• : \ ' : ~ -~ 

. - . : 
1! :· . : 29 : 1 (f) , TrailSportation planning~ s,houla' -. recogpize that 
:i . .-, • 30 · transportation· systems have significant effect. on the 
-~ · .- · ,.:· ~( p~ysical and ~ocioeconomic characteristics of. th~ are.as + . 32- served, -and emphasis should.be given to the pr.otectjon , -- - · 

I 
I 

1.-

-,. 33., and • I ' enhancement of· - the: environment · and .the . ·o·-
34 . restoration of blighted .neighboi;hoods near comniunity - ~· .. 
35 cent~r~. __ ; .-,.· .... ·; _.-,~:-··:'.:~,: /~\"~1!_\.:,.' )~·:,;:~:.··,: .. :· :.:.:<'-.-' · .:t·:·t : ~ . ~~ ·; 
36' ~ · 130002. As· used in this division, "commission,t means -· ,- ·· : , . t 

· -37 :. a county trallSportation commission· created pur~t to · · · : · __ '!' , 
38 . Chapter 2. (commencing with Section 130050). .. . •-;•; · -:~ ,,;.: l :\ 

- 39: , : , 130003. As used in this division, '1ocal transportation ,- ~ 
. 40._--z~iles/ ~ -~ ~ · ~:orzun_f!I1ity:_transit ~ones charg~ with· -Q ~ 

·: ·:'.':: ·,.· ·.:·::)\> :t·: i::;,: . ·,~<. ,.:/>:: :~:::· '. i~:: i ::-,~.\. ~:" '/ ., t 
• ~ ' ... . - ,- . • ' ~. • ' ----- I' • - - • ,_ - . • • 2· li46 U!O 35 . . tf 

-i--~- ---~,- ,- ·•: :~;}l;'Z:.~~~-;,;.~::~i"',.~~ ,-_,·:_· ·=~~- -: .:.~_: ·--.. ~: ~J~ 
~.Ii1;.--ff◄J~~F;,h;- 1hieiri:ine: t 
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1 Q-~: : ~ .:.~~~di,i; ~&ao;~·o; kitrac~~~tj, ~~sp~~y ~~ 

._ ' · 2 -residential-streets, · and feeding intO) the regional :or 
•.: · , 1.- · a-· line-haul system; LimitecJ intercity trips wi~ a zone 

. , , .~.\.~_4. :may-be provided · · · :' ·'..- :'·_ · · ·· : . _.· 
-~ .. . - · ' ?5 .-··_:-."- Local transportation zones shall consist of adjacent, 

· _ ' : : --~ · 6 . 'alBnity cities or unincorporated areas,. with transit 
· •.®-: : '::· 7 - service pr~vided by one city within the zone, orb;,: ~joint 

· . , .. ' . . '·&. ~wers agreement between two or more ·cities or 
-~ ~,;.: · ;.9 ,communities within -the· zone, or. by contract with· the 

. · , ·· -:·· 10·. ·regional-or line-haul operator. -There shall be a single 
. ' _ _. -11 : . admini,;tration, maintenance, and service facility for each 

· ; ->. - ,' 12 •such zone. ' ••: ·. ·,. r • l ' ; • > .a ~ •.,_, • - - , . :._·•• 

- '•;~ • •-. ' 13•~• ,~•, •~ ·~•-•~ : :,, .:· -::~~a ~~'.-'•-~_' • >.t ,:: .:; ·••_• .' ·,.\ •· •••:.·- •• ·,, •• · - ' i-

-_ ~ 14 :' .. . ; · "CHAPTER 2 . .. CREATION
10F COMMISSIONS 

~: · ; J: _: ~~- · ~ei~:~ ~~~~by cre~ted ~ ~~sion ll) ~a~h · · . . :
1 ·. . .· 17·. • of the following counties: Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, . '_ I 

_, . 18' and San Bernardino. · . · · ·. · : ' · . : .. , .. · · -·- - 1 
...... -: 19· -.~ l:300eQ 13005'1 ~ _ Except as provided in Sections 130061 . . - l 

· 1(9 -··. 20 w . 1300ea 13()()52 and 13()()54, the commission _shall 
1 · · < 21 consist of five ·members appointed as follows: ·_ - · · '1 

. · 22 .. _: (a) Two· ·-membe~ --of the --hoard . of. supervisors .1 
.' . ·_· , 23. appointed by .that boardL . . . ·. · · .· . - ..... --;, ~·· · - -~ 

._ ;"~·---~:-'-~:-·~,~~!:~.·:~emb~r~-:app~~te~\ ~t -.~e 1~. ~e~~~ti~~ ~- . j 
~-::~. , .. ~6 -:-. --~ (~Y.·Omt · member• · appointed by _. the _ executive { J 

· ,' .. >: ,. t, 27 _. committee of th~ Southe~ C~or¢a ~~.~~~ti~n of . :1 . ~ . _ .. \_.. 28. Governments. . _ . . .. _: · .. . , · - . ·.- · ·. .: ·· · . · · J · 1 
_. ,· ·:.·.:- ~ ->' ·· l~~~ :"·, 130052. : n,e --:,. Los . ·Angeles County ::l i 

·1· - . . , ' f'• _?' _30 . Transp_ortation _ Commission · shall · consist : · of · nine ·fJ\ .. I 
. . , - . : :.._':,L ,:31:: members appoi,nted as follow~~ - . __ . :· . _,·: r .--. _f ,. ) 
1 _ · ~· :;> ~: --· -'· (.a). ~r.~o mem~ers of the Lo~ Angeles County Board ~f J 

_ t'flti :,: --~ 33· -~ SupeI'VlSors appointed ·by that board. ·. :: . · · , : · .. · ~ 
i. \~/ : -' ~34. :,~· -: : (b). ·Twomem~rs appointed·by.the.Mayoroftlie Gity ~ · _ . l 
· . · ... · _·."· ... 35. ·of._Lps Angeles, ~bject .to the _.approval of the City .l.. 7 

·. . _~:- ,· 36~·-Council of the City of Los Angeles. . . · - .' . . .: , -~· _ •, . . : 
· : ... ~.>',.:_37,< --.- (c)c'Two members appointed by ' the Los Angeles . .f' . · ·: 
-· ~ · --- -•-<·· 38 County.city selection committee; excluding the member < '. 
· . ••;>·- ~9- .representing the City of Los Angeles. ·One .. of ·the - 1 _ '@ .·' ~40_~me,1;1:h~r~_~ppointed sh_':!1_ .rep~ese~t _a c~tJ: -~Pf!ratirjg a _ _. ·: ,d 

,._ ::,-• >··~·':~~~-··;,, ~: ·-~~-:/t.r / ·>· ·::_c·, ., . ; ·;·· ~-·_.· ' ·. ,,,. :_ · 1.1 

. - .. . :: ~~~,-:~\·~-.·~:.'. · ~·-_ .. ; · .. ·• ~ ·.c - ,.-- ·;:·.:.. ·. :--·->: ~~·:·· ~::~-. -:1. -:.--- _~~ <_._ ... H ._ 
. _,,, ' ., . ·-- ,.._ · - ... - -· · · ~ · · ' '. .- · · 2 1246 130 :rT ' , 

~~-1-t-,~~·.:~-~·:::.:~ • .-,~~;~;~·-i·-:-:~. L~L ... .:.:~~~.::~.:·~ t- .. :, .. :~:-~---~~:-· .. ·. _ ·-7-~ ·.-· . t.· :~~·~-•~0. ~.~~· . .::C~ _,:. ~ -~~J 
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t I -"~ •= cw_•~>~- .7~: · . _· ~ ... - -. . - -. . ... 1 
·. -:_ . -.. ,,, -:· -· c• . ,_ . .<' '~...) -~_'.~ ® . :- . . ~ -l. 

. . , . - · . • ;· . I • . . · { ~ l 
• • I •• •, ,.- '~. • 140 I ... • • ~ ', I ' • ' ~ 

,,. - : . (: -- , -: . · : - . _:; 11 - . · AB 1246 ·. i 
' • • -~- I ' •, -·· .- - • •• l 

' ... T. • ~► ., .::. • I . o·-: -·~ f by -~~ti~~; resolution, or ~rdinance. . ._ ··: : . /! 
·: ·, ·•• -.·. 2> _ 130104. All meetings . of the commission shall be ' 
. :•t ~---· -,:3:. conducted· in the manner pr~cribed by the Ralph M. .. 

• • T ,.= ..... / 4c: Brown · Act (Chapter 9 · (commencing with ~ection 
·--. .. , : ·.s· 54950), Part 1, Divisi9n 2,. Title. 5 of the · Government 

• 1 · ·-~ :: 6 ' Code). · . · '- - · -. - · · : _· · - . - • . -. 
~ .. :. ·7 · ' ; 130105: The·comroission 'shall: . - . . -· · : ~-_·, - ·. _-.~ 
~Iv .. -~ ··.s :::., (a} . Adopt an annual budget anp fix the compensation . 
_ _. - .~ .. -·. 9, ': ·of Jts officers and _employees. · · _ · . · . . .. .,, ,. - _, 

l 
' . I 

C •J ~ ·~ .', . .. ·,.10 •.- . . (b) Adopt an administrative code,.· by ordinance, 
. •. _ · ·- 11'-- 'Yhich · shall prescribe ' · the powers and dutie~ of 

-. : .:·. 12 , co~sion officers·, . the . method ·. of appointmeµt of 
'• .· , -~•:1~-- commission employees; and methods, proce~ures,. and . · ~ 

,--::· _ 14 systems of operation and . management of the : 
· .... 15 comrnis.sion. · · · ' - -. · ·. , ·---: .. _ -· :1 

. .. 16 (c) Ca~e-a· p9staudit of the financial transactions and -~.t; 
. , ·_ 17. · records of the commission to be made at least annually by J :: 
· :,~~1s. _a certified pulJlic •accoun~t. . . . . · ·. _: ··i -. · .:_.., ~ ~'. ,, 

. · · · 19 ~- .... {d) _Appoint a ~echnical ad~ory ~ommittee of transit ~ l 
. r~ ·_· . 20_ . oper~_tors, -a cimen's adv45ery· eommittee en tram:t~\ · • ·1 

~

1 

-·.-. 2~-- 4ersciee, . and such other adyisory . co~ttees it deems 
1 

• 
·· · · , ·.: 22: necessary. · ·. _ . , . _ . < ":'. .. .;.,_. -.-. -::.r: ~,_ -·. ·-::'- ···-~ ·.-· ,_._ ·• -: = .. ' ~ · .- • 

• ·i·~· -· 23,: . . (e)~ Do any and all things necessary ·to carry out the . 
· : . ~J · · ~ 24 · .. purpos~s· of this division. . · • ._. -~-- · _ · : ., - •, _. ' ·-~ _·_ · ,. . · 

· _ _- 25 ;. 189:1.Qa 130106. _Notice o.(time and place of the public , 
-~ '. ~ - 25:· hearing for. the adoption r,F_'the annual budget shall. be 

~ - ·'ZT _ published pursuant ta Section 6061 of the Governme~.t 
. . -~ 28 Code, S!!d shall be,publish~d not later~ the.15th .day. . . · ,, . 
. :•'"·- 29 priqr to:the ·date,ofthe·hearing. . . , · -: · i;·. · . ·, ,;., ; ) ·;~ ·- · 

·· --, 39 ·= _. · Vie prop~sed "annual budget shall.'.be av~able - for . 
. ." · 31.:.: public iilspt,ction iltfe"ast·lq days prior-to the hearing. • . .. 

J , • • : 32 '· :.: ,13Q10J. ·A . comniissi~n -in . a coW1ty; . oi: . -a joint 
j . . ff<, _' · 33 commission in the two CO~ti~, with a . P,Opulati9n of . j 
. _ '<::J.-. : 34. · .l,OOOlOOO or more -= shall_ appoint a full-time_ ·e~ecutive . _. _ .-/1 
"· ·,. ·, 35 ,.director:_who shall act for the· cnrnrnission under its · ' i 

'. ~J~ ~~~~i 1317;M. . ~ch in~b~/ ~f.~ ;~~;.o~ ~ · .. i 
; , · . "38 :. be eom~eMateeI. -~ ~ -~.et ~ .. elellttts· ($eG~ > ·er ~~ 
. ·. ·· · 39 serreRty/fiir,e elellMs ($'fa) where a eoftHftissie_n er jeiM ;., 

{Q .. · ~ . ee~s~et1:~ _le~~te_el_ ~ e_~e~ty. ~ '-~otffle~s, es.~~:;~- . H 
• , 1 :i.,.,_ - • : ;,,,•• -• ~• _>,.,_ ;,.. ~~ -• .--~~ " ,; ,; , : r ■ ~- I• "; •• ~• - •-: • .. ' • "'• -' °:' • •'°:• • • .,. · ·• ~ . ~ ";.._ •• .! L• i, .. ■ -- l '•~ 

• - J- •• - ' ' •• ,, , -· '· , , - ' ~ ~ -· .: .,. ·" - . •. : • - · ' · -· ·- • ....; - --~1 

: :;' 1;;,.::~~x7f 1:;:.~~L:L~~i ;:~: L~::~,-'Lr;::t:\.:}:t" ~!-; ~~~ ~:::~ ~ .J ' 
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. . . . ··. \. · .::;.~~ ',_.- :·~. -: .:' ...... -:~·,Of) '.· ,. . . ·'.• ·-

(' : ~-.. ·· ·._,. . . · 'I'!\ . . . ,. ).. . . ; .. 
' {\?- \_..,'•'-;: · · ; ~·.- . - • • . - ' ' ·1 ) 
; . . - AB 1246 -' .-'~'.~ .-:· :->·:··.:- i2:~ · . __ , 
i · •. ··· 1 me,-"~~ ~ pe~~a~~ft .ef 1:000,0QQ at' mere, ~ ~ · 'f-Y 

-:: 2 compensated at the rate of seventy-five dollars ($75) for ,· . 
3 any day attending to the business of the commission~ and 

. 4-:. such necessary traveling and personal.expenses incurred 
]·· _: ·. ,'.., 5 in the performance of his duties as authorized by ·the 
_1 :_,: 6~ comtnission. . . -~----. -.- ,:: - , · _·:· · .. ·- ~~.- ·' · · . l :\ . •,:-7 · ~ .. ;; . (·::\~/ - .·-.. ~.', /_ :': , "" ... -: : ~. <. ;·_ . .' . ._· . ·. ·. ,. ~I> 
•1• I • -~ ~ • . ~ -•• ·:_.: • • \J~•~~~--\ ·_.l!~;~ ;~ •t:;~~~~'e~•t; ~<~ ••.~•,•,·\~, 

. ~· :· -· 10 ·.-~ · , ~ -- ~~ .. ~~:'Article 1. Corporate Powers --~ ·· ·.· ·' .··. ·. · · , 

t .. _· ··-= ; .-g \~--~;~2~: --~ii~~J~~-~~\i~-p~~!~~-~~d~;:~~~ ~~ ~ -_- -. · · 
l ·. . · · 13'_ may adopt a seal and alter it at its-pleasure. • ' -
l . · - J4 - ;: 1302Ql. "The commission may sue and be sued, except 

• I • ·:: -:-~ J.5 . as otherwise ·provided by ·law,. in all .actions and 
. : . ·· 16 proceedings,· in all co~ and -tribunals of competent 

: ·: 11: jurisdiction. -_.• . · . : ". · . ••··"'· · . 
· .. IB< - 130202. All claiins .. for money or damages against the . 
__ - ·. 19 ·.corµmission t!l'e ·governed by Division 3.6 ·(commencing 

·. :: . 20- With· Section ~no) of Title 1 of the Gov~_rnment Code · 1}f") 
.. _.:,,,-· -21 except· as · provided therein, or by .-· otl:ier ·statutes or· · ._.. . 

_._ '.- ~.:::: 22 ,· regul_~tio~ :~tjlre~sly ~pplicablE: thereto. . ~- . : :.- , .. :~\ ·.·. _: 
i,,. : ,- ~ :23: '', ~.- <:.·t :j·~\ ~~>:~f ,t :t :--:.· :::_:;; '·?::•· ~-~ : .... :. '. ;.-: _ :t··J.; __ ~\ ._";~_··~:: . ·_:i: .. , . ~~~-

.. 24 · · · • < · '· · -· · · · Article -~ · Contracts · · ... ,~, · • · · -· · : • ·< 25 • ·._· > .' ·/·\:::· .. :• :) •.;.':_,·~:'.::\\~~-\: :_~-, _a:•·~·.: r ~ :<t. ~ -•i-:·;~_ -_,y ; ·,:/\ •r~ ~-•-~.?~~• • ~~ : • 
: ' "'."" ;. -26 - . .130220. The · commission ·may make · ~on tracts · and· . ,... ,,.. - . ~ ' - . 

-.. ·. ..:. 27: . enter into stipulations of any nature whatsoever either in 
·:;t; --28; · connection . with .. e~ent . domain·:. proc_eedings or.~ 

_ . . ~ · otherwjse,. including, without limiting· the generality of 
· · ._ . · "· ·30~ the foregoingi contracts and stipulations· ·to indemnify 
· .. _ .::< 31 and save harmle_ss, to employ labor, and to do all acts -

: - · 32 rie_cessary and- convenien~ for the __ full exertj.se of_ the •~· · _ 
· :· · 33 · powers granted in this di~q:,;i~ .• . · ., ': ·. ,· ~ :'~;_·· _r , : ._· . "" ... ~" , :- -.~~ ­

: . ..• - ·• _34.,> _ 130221. The .. coroiD_is~oil 7 may . contract · ,with . any . ·1u _. 
,- .. ::.-· ._.,3:5 ·department or agency-Qf"the United States of Ame~ca;"' \ ,:• · 

. . : •;: 36_-- with any public agency, ·or with 'any person upon such . ' 1 

· '.. ' · 37 ·terms ·and · conditions as· the board finds is in its · best ·.----
.. : -;' . . as .·~, interest .. :· , .~ ,·~ .: ·:·· ~-, .. -::. -~"' ~ .... . -:/_ ·..::!:. _, ;"'-;- ~- - r :·) --~ ~.-~ .. r~·'. _>-:~· : '-.i . : / i~- · .. .. -:~ 

· .. :; ' .. -39 ... · · 130222;. _ . Cori:tr~'7ts . for · . 'fiie .. purcµias~ of supplies,< - ·. -, 
. · . :· ~-_ ~ - ·~q~pm.~mt, an~ :~ate~~ ~~~~c~ss of three tlt_~-t:t5~S ~- __ _ :)l) 

• . "' t:: . 4 · • ~ ... ·\ ,. -,.;; ; ..,, .. --~:-. • . .:,... , .. ';: - •:. r.. ., 

1 ~ 
~ .. ~ ... .,. . ' • . ·... .,. _i;, ... . : ~ ! ' - . - ... - .. ~ 

; · ·~:, :_~.: ~::'.~:~·'. ;:?.i:1 ;:;;~~~~ .;L:~;,_j, ;~:;: ;l:-i;i·L;::-~f :'.~, :,?.'.7. '.?~~.X. ,.;d; 
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_ • -~ ~ ~
0
- - ~! - ~~~~~~- cI~~ ',($8,e~)- -Ov;·di~~;;;~ -d~ll~s·. (~OtXJ):~j '~'.- :,~ -~; 

~ . . _ •·· . .- 2 ' ,shall Qe .a\Yarded to the lowest responsible bidder after ; -·- :- · 
· · ~; ·: / _3 -~omp~titiv~ pidding, except' in emergency declared by" -' · ·. " ... :,;: .'\ 4: the ··_vote . o{ ·-two-thirds of the -member~hiI? _ of fl.le , 

.-: ~ .. :·t./:-· . .-. 5:.:~conµnissi9n;- . ·· - :· r :--··· .. -.,:.-· (t .. ~ .: .. · J~":~/ ·/ ·_-!•· -~l,. _ · _. -;. - -_:' •· ·.J / i'- ·L •• , 
· ,/4' · .. -_i:§· · · • . 130223 .. . If, ~er .reJec~g bids_ received under Section. . 
-.l~)- / ,7~,· 1~-the ·comrrusS1<?n. detennmes and ~e~lares. by .a•.~._-~· . 

. • .. •· · !, 8. ·twe-thirds vote of all of its members that, m. its op1D1on, i ; • • • 

,: . > _,_:·--::; .. 9· ~ ~e supplies, 'equip~ent, or ~teri~ niay be purchas~ r ~ . .)' . 
• 

1 
~- . :.:~ ,_. ~O · at a lower price in the open market, the commission may ·.~ _, . 

.. .-.~ -~- . ll. -'proce7d ·~o , ·purchase these ~pplies, equipment, or . l : 
~ •· ·. -12 ,.materials m ~e open market. without fin1her observance · ~ . 

. · •----:~ -~, l3 ' of the provisions · regarding ·. con~acts, . bids, -or ~ : ✓ 
· . · 14 advertisements -~ · ' · ·. - · .· •·; ~-·r .. c", -· '.··-. · . ~ . ' .- '" , · -~--' .. • ur < ': :-. '• I Cs: ~ •. i •~•--', ~ _'. .. - ••, ~ : . '~;-•' , • • -~~:, t :..:• ,;. •:, ' : - , '• _..: ••. ' .• •- ~ _. ,' •• : 

· · 16 · i :_.,;: • •. -:~ ... :,-. ~~cle 3. Transit Systems_. , : 1 
,. 4 7 ... - ... . .. . -r-... ~ ... • .. ~l . . · .. . · .. ts _· ~ . ~-1~~~;· :ib~ - c~~sion shall-·. ·,coordin~te'. ,, the _; .. :--i 
~. ,- : . - 19 -. op~ratfon of-alt" public _transit services within the county·· i . I 

1-~ . {Q_· ._ 2C( so ~as to achieve . efficient operation· the~~f and ~ha.Ir:, ; .. r :." ·.- _ ·1 

1
,:: '"; .;/.·21 ,:.resolve_all j~dictional disputes between pub~c transit . : . _· 

· · ~- ''..:.~ · 22:. ,operators. Iii addition, the co~on _ shall encourage •.: . :. 
t : -- -_: ... 23. ·. transit operators _ and . communities. to . meet public. . . J 

· . _, 24 demands fo"r -local and regional_ public · transportation .1 · .1 
'.-:- . -':". '· 25 service .. . "~.--· ·I. .~;- -· . : '·: __ . p ~ -. · ·· - . • - ' .- - ·• • ,. ' · ; 

;:r.. \ • • - ~ - ·· .; .- "". • • ' • ~ - •• •.• ..- ... ~ • , -;· - • •• • ~ - . • • -· .. ~ • , 

' .: .. 26 ·:: -130251. The commission shall not reduce the size.of ~ ! 
::·. :27 : ·the semce· areas· -under. the_ jurisdiction _of presently -, • ~ ;· 

- · ·: _ 28 _ ~xistin~murp_'cipal tr~t OP_.erators, or the s9opf!_ oftheir f , ._ · 
. -~ :·· .29 .. opei:ati.on, without theupnor:consent_:_ . : ·. · · .. --. · :- · .. 1. ~-., · 

· .,. .:.. 3Cf ':,. 130252. A11 :,_. plans ·-·. proposed . for. : the '. design' t·~ ~ ,~ 
i- . . . - .. , • • . . . ' l .o- . 

. . ·- _:_ .. a1, ·. co:115~ction, .and implementation c;>f guideway transit •·· J, • _":. :/ . 
!_<- · ;.r -.32"~systems~ . rapid -tr~t syste~; or" .major-~s ~ transit....-- ·:1 

.' {j ~~:-·33 ·: sys~~I?:8--: shall:: pe· . ~bmitted ' to t;he · commission fqr , • .. ·. . ~ 
,: ~" -~ 34:~.~~provaL ·No .. su,ch, ~Ian stia!l be· approved unless it . :~-_ .. il 

•. :· · -j_. 35·.··-conforms . to ;:· the· ~ appropriate ~dopted regional _ · ·f 
-._ \~< 36 / transportatiori,plan. : . .- . ·_ ':_;_;;?·•---~·: ,.:~::-... ~~---· ; .c _ .·- ._ <-:··· :·,:· -' 1 

' :, · ·37-~ ·.-.1ag9ag 1,30253 M ~ Any plan for a transit system proposed . ~ · -. i 
• , 1 : • ~ 38_ .. "to .serve more thaii. one county shall also be submitted for · .. . . · i 

. _;:_ • .. 39 ! approval by the ·· -~outhem C~o~~ Associat;ion · 9f <·, _ . · ~ 
-~.: _40·. Gov~mments. . -.--: ~ ._ / · . ,.,- .· · ;_r "." ' ·.::_;, -- ·,: ~ ·. ~'- ·: -,:_' / , .! 

'.· _: .--~~':: .~Lf {t(/~: :f i-:;:}};\{\) tt':::-L { C( _:::~-~f ){'.':[ 
" - r •~ ~.:. .- •- ... ,; , ; .., ... ~ '..-- - ... ,,- ... '=' ~-,,,. . ...., •• - ~ : . - J _ 21248200 :51 · -• -) 
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· : .. AB 1246 . __:: 14- . ··. 

1 I I • • _ '" ~ • ' 11 .., "' . ~- : ·,.ri . '. l39Sea 130254. . The·. ~orirmission shall designate the . _: tl]Y 
. 
1 

<\6· LJ :~~:r .-.~~- an~. :~pp~~~~d . ~de~ay_ ~r-~apid ~ansit -.·.- ,.-
- 4 · : 1ag0e1 130255. The commission · shall require all .- ' 

I• 

1 1 
•' · • 5 •. planning for guideway arid rapid transit systems be . 

l I : ·_ . ,_ r · 6· .. _ coordinated with the. Department of Transportation and. · 
! j .• _ • • ·7 . the Southern California Association of Governments. · . ~)) 
p ~-□ _· 1:39t?J;e 130256·. · The Department of Transportati01~ · :-: 
ij o~ \4 . :g shall, and in. the case· of a chartered city may, design and , 
I -.! \.-• construct any approved g1.tideway or rapid trw;mt system. . ·. 
ii 1 

• • . 1 ~ . 130257. The commission shall require · local 
,j ~ ; 12~ transportation zones to- ineet the following operational 
') , 13 standards: :. · · . _ .,.· . · . ... · . , . ' ·-
:1 , . . 14 -.'.- (a) To operate not Jess than .. one vehicle per J~(}()(} 
1 , 15 population. . . , - .. - .. , . , . . : . - .-
1 , · -· -· 16 - (b) To operate not less than 10 hours per day and not 
1· t · 17 _ Jess than six days per week. · . · · ·· 
l· , 18- . .- · (c) . To operate not less than five vehicles in passenger 
i . 19 . · · · . service. _ . . .. _. . ... ·· ,.. __ : . ..-

-. ' 
- 20. _-,. (p) To·operate no vehicles or transit equipment over ,.)TI; 
,. 2l 30 Feet in -length, o:r wlth a seating capacity of over 37· . ·cc.­
·.22 passeng_ers. . < · .. ~ ·:·- ; -< · .· . .:', ,.- 1 .. _ ; -. ~ ••• --,:. -~ -·. ' ~ • 

·23 (e) · To operate under full~tinie superv#ion~,, :, . ·· ~ , ' ,. 
24 · · 130258. · The commission shallrequire Full cooperation 

-·~ and coordination • between the regional or ·-line-haul · 
• :

1
: • _.:,..,-: -26 · operator and the -Jocal -transportation zones in such 

matters as schedules, routes, and exchange of transfers. · 
' ·- · -· · -·. The: .. cominlssion. ·shall · ensure t/;iaf · regional and ·_ 

. ..29 .. line-haul oper:ators and local transportation zones do not . 
30 compete or ,iluplicate services~ but assist. each other to_ · . 
31 . pz:ovid~. the maximum level of transit service to the · , . 
32 gei:Jeral pubhc. · · .. · ·.. .. · _ • · ~ .. i. ~ .)-"~· .... , ..._ •• · .: >_.~ :;- : .~ _. . :·, .· •; -: .. , ~ :: 

. · - . . - t • - .. --· -·' ' 'J • · ~ . ,;}•~· · •. _-- · ~ . :- -~- •t "' · -- -.
1 

. , -r-·. ·_ ._· 
: = ·-. ··34_ ·:: · · ·.rArticI~ _4. ~; :.Los. An~el~/eri~ty-+r~ort~ti6ri:.· ·: _: · ~J) ~ 

· · as -~ .. ~ -· ~-·- .i.-· .,, .. . :,- ·· = eo· · · ·· ·. · . - ., ... · · ~. · -,. ·- · -·. • . • · •r •·•· · -. ., . - • _ - .- , IDIDJSSIOn . - · . . . ,,. . . . - - ., 
· , · :. · 36 "., · ~.: ::· ,-._.,.~· -<,[ · ~-_; .. :_· -~ ·. -::.'.· ·: ,: .... t·"° ·-·· ··. ~ -· .•~~r ·; _.-,..: ~,'';,_ :•:-- _·,~ -~;.--,. -·. · 

- . ' · _:J7_ .'_. 130290. -The· · LOS · Angeles ·. countjr ·-Transportatiori .. · ; ·. 
·· _; · .• -~ . · 38 Commission shall . review , the . present.' institutio~al - , · . • 

· .: ·: __ · ', · ~9 s1:ructure· of transit operations within ~e County. of Los ; 
1 

• ~- • -~ 40 . Angele~, the pre~entme~o~ of all?ca~g)o~~, state, and __ , ,)) 
;, , , . ,• . . . - - l •. -

• • , '• - .: \~ I ... ~ ! . . ! . ■ ' .. . .. - ~ ; - I. - ■ I • : .. ., • ... ' 
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I \ .: - ·'"' ;: ~· : ~ .;,. ; •i: .. ~,t-••.,• i - - , - I ~ - ~ ~; or, I . .- ■: ,· r •. ~' ,. : .,:..;- 211248-21~ -53 •._, -~ 
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·: ' . :~< '· - -, __ OD ··_ . . -·-~ .· ·, .. · L·--- . _:- ·:~·' ,' ('1) . . _. -·· .··. qJ i 

•• ~ -; · .'·. · , : : .-,:-,: '.. ·,-. ,, •L • .;._ ' ·- ...;,.. }5- . AB 'ltl..t~ . 
, • .. , ~ _., • ~ • "I J, I ~ _: ' 'I, • • • • ' - ~ 

~-: · . 9) . : ~:~ ·-t .. ·te.deral ~els for:\;ansi,t se~~~: -~d tne present le~els 
: · .. · ~-- · 2 --of transi~ service provided within the county. - •-· 

.· · ,-:~,~ 3 _; · -~~ commission sbaJI prep~e a report for submission 
· ·· -· _:_·. ,,/4 · to· the Legislatur~ containing such recommendations for · 

_, -.. : · . · .~ 5 .·changes and · --improvements · in institutional 
_ ~ -·-~ ~ -.:. ;7-6 ·· a:rrangemen~, methods of funding, !eve~ ofservice, and 

. ··: 15:y.:~-·•::_ 1~. -other matte~ as, in the opini~n. of_ th~ co~s~o~, may 
· '-i- -- 8 · be-necessary.: · · · · · - ' ~ · ·: t ·_' : __ -~/ :.9 : ~l3029l.. The. · r~port · shall consider and contain. 
I. _: - -·. 10 -recommendations on the feasibility of establishing · a 

. 1- . .. · ~ ., : 11 · number of local transportation zones within the County 
· i .. . • )2 of Los Angeles to provide an improved level of local- and 

: • ~-·- ·.·< : 13 community-based transit service. The consideration of 
I · . ·. ~:_. 14·- such zones shall include, but not be limited to, the · 

.. j · . . -.. :; -15 establishmel}t:. of ~ocal governing_ ~oards to direct service, 
l .. _ ~-· ... 16 . types -. of · eqwpment to be . utilized, an~· methods of_ 
·1 · · • ~ •· • _. i · 17, ~ allocati.Qg funds for this purpose. - . :- . .-; . -.. '.::.· •. · · -_ 

. . . 

. ~ ,. 
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-l -- :: --:·:: :-:IS.) · 100292. · The report shall address ~tself to, and contain 
, -; ;' ·: -,:. :J9 - recommendations for transit solutions-tot the following . . . 

J, ~ ~ ' "' ' ·~ l 

I ~ 'I: • • • • • . .... . .. .. I . .. 1 ...... ,.. .. ,: ,.•· -t.. , .. , "I :.. •· - - . . ... , . , .. .. •• ~ • 
I ·a-··~ . ··20 · goals• -~ ·•: · ;e ·•:._. •.,. , .• • , .. -.:-~· , -.:...~;- ,.,, , ..4.•r'"_• ·:.,..~, -- ., •. ~':' - . · ,-:: ·.· . , . • '.l 
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425 SOUTH MAIN 

JACK R. GILSTRAP 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

-' ) 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
RAPID TRANSIT DISTRICT 

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90,013 'T ELEPHONE (213) 972-6000 

March 3, 1976 

Board of Directors 

Jack R. Gilstrap 

AB 1246 (Ingalls) RTD Reorganization Bill 

In early 1975, when Assemblyman Ingalls introduced AB 1246, and 
several other reorga.ni.zation bills were tossed into the hopper, pri­
marily in response to our 68-day strike, your RTD Board instructed 
the stai£ to oppose any provision which would diminish the District's 
funding and the Board's range of legislative authority. However, the 
staff was also instructed specifically not to take. a position one way 
or other on legislative provisions dealing with ~he composition of the 
RTD Board on the theory that this was a matter that ought to be left 
to the Legislature. 

By the summer, most reorganization bills had died except AB 1246 
which, through a series 0£ amendinents, had taken form to create a 
new Los Angeles County Co.mmission which would essentially dupli• 
cate the RTD Boa.rd in composition and assume most of its authority1 

plus additional authority over fund allocation. We were able to kill 
AB 1246 on the Senate side, with the help of a number of other organi­
zattons which were in opposition at that time. A week or so later, 
however, the author was able to secure votes for committee .recon­
sider,ation- -the bill has been on the Senate Committee on Public 
Utilities, Transit and Energy agenda for such reconsideration since 
August of last year. 

Yesterday AB 1246 was heard in the Senate Committee on Public 
Utilities, Transit and Energy. In line with you.r Board's instruction, 
the staff requested of the committee that the bill be held in committee 
30-45 days to give the District additional time to study it and work 
with the author on possible amendments. We were successful in having 
the bill held in corr..rnittee; however, the co~T!littee adrn.onished. the 
District to sub.mit ou r requests to the author and the comm.ittee as 
soon as possible and be prepa.red .to have the bill heard in committee 
at its next meeting on March 16. 
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Board 0£ Directors -2- March 3, 1976 

Both the author and the committee made it clear in the hearing that 
they were not particularly pleas,ed with what they consider to be RTD' s 
procrastination in getting down to offering specific amendments to the 
author if we have things in mind. It is my Judgment and that of our 
legislative advocat,e that we must act now if we are to sustain whatever 
syn1pathy we may have with the author and this Senate com.rnittee re­
garding accepting changes in AB 1246 we feel are important. The issue 
is .now becoming one of legislative courtesy; in other words, there is 
little likelihood. that the bill will be held up again on the strength of 
RTD's feeling we need to study it more before we'll know what amend­
ments we want to offer: 

Given this situation; it seems to me that the District has two funda­
mental alternatives: 'simply oppose the bill.£! ,offer amendments to 
try to correct the provisions which can have the most adverse impact 
on public transportation in ou:r area. · 

In rega:rd to alternative one - - oppose the bill -- RTD is the only 
opponent to AB 1246 which now is flatly opposed (not trying for specific 
changes), and which is working against the bill. Most of the agencies 
which had problems before and which worked hard against the bill have 
been mollified by the author through amendments to the bill. The City 
of Los Angeles, SCAG, League of California Cities (Los Angeles Divi­
sion}, etc., are su.pposed to be in opposition, but their positions are 
lukewarm lip service opposition at best now. The County has no position 
at all on the bill, while the Los Angeles City Mayo.r's office is actively 
in support of it. The author has worked very effectively to satisfy one 
opponent a£t,er another, e.g., Los Angeles County now appoints 5 of 11 
members on the new comm.issi,on instead of the original 3; the municipal 
bus operators are guaranteed their systems cannot be .:reduced without 
their approval, while RTD'' s may be cut back with or without the RTD 
Board's okay; while SCAG loses some authority, they get in return the 
first ever State legislative recognition of their agency, J?lus permanent 
funding of 1% of the SB 32 5 sales tax money which is about $1. 2 S million 
per year {not a bad trade at all for SCAQ and the Legislature since this 
money comes primarily out of RTD' s operating funds); the City of Los 
.Angeles ge t s 3 votes on the new commissi on instead of its pre s ent 2 on 
the RTD Board;· the City of Long Beach is guaranteed l appointee to the 
new cozn.m.ission and, while the other cities in the County have only two 
appointnlents to the new com.mission (three if you count the one guaranteed 
to Long Beach), the cities 1 opposition is blunted rather effectively since 
the bill will divide up RTD's funds and service area among those cities 
which desire to g,o into and/or e.xpand. their bus systems in the county. 
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Board of Directors -3- March 3, l 976 

The upshot oi all of this is that AB 1246 is probably going to pass 
whether we like it or not and in spite of RTD 1 s opposition, so in flatly 
opposing the bill we forfeit whatever chance we may have to provide 
input to it. 

As to the possibility of a veto, we would be surprised to see the 
Governor exercise this option as the Ad.m.inistration has not opposed 
the bill to this point. Galtrans has reservations about the bill but 
considers the bill to be primarily a local issue which would have little 
state-wide impact. 

It is my reconunendation, therefore ., that we try to work with the 
author by offering him and the Legislature our best thought in the form 
of amendments to what we feel are the worst featur -es of the bill and 
those features the author might be willing to change. Along these 
lines, I feel we cannot dissuade the author from his insistence on estab­
lishing a new commission in Los Angeles County with authority to 
allocate the transit funding in our County. Neither can we cha·nge his 
mind about assigning to this new com.mission the authority to give the 
ra'picl transit construction job to some agency other than RTD ii it so 
chooses. As far as these basic features of the bill are concerned, I 
feel we should state our reservations, i.e. , another level of bureau­
cracy, duplication of the RTD Board, delay in rapid transit effort in 
shift of responsibility, etc., but we should not continue to directly 
oppose this feature of the legfslation because to do so is, in effect, 
to oppose the entire concept of the bill which would get us right back 
where we are now. Rather we ought to offer suggestions to make the 
new com:rnission -- i£ it :must be -- as effective as possible. 

Attached for your consideration are the specific provisions of the bill 
I feel we should try to have changed along with a statement 0£ why and 
suggestions as to how. · Al.so attached is the latest version of AB 1246 
and a copy of the Senate PUTE Conunittee 1 s analysis of the bill (although 
prior to its Latest amendments, many elements of this analysis a.re still 
pertinent). It is my recommendation that the Board adopt at ·its March 3 
meeting these proposed changes as RTD' s suggested amendments to 
AB 1246 and that the staff be authoriz•ed to present them to the author 
and the appropriate legi slati~,e committees and either key .egisiators and 
work to have as many as possible of them included in the bill. 
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Proposed Amendment Concepts to AB 1246 

Local Transportation Zones - The bill mandates the establishment of 
local transportation zones with independent governing boards. The 
d.efinition of a local transportation zone is cities or unincorporated 
areas which contain an economic center or major trip generator 
with a large percentage of short and medium. range transit trips 
(page 18, section l 30257). 

The concept of local transportation zones is untried and may upon 
closer study be viewed as destructive and contrary to sound trans­
portation planning. 

It is recommended that the Commission in its report 
to the Legislature in February, 1978, address the 
feasibility of establishing local transportation zones 
but that establishment of local transportation zones 
not be manda.~ed at thi .s time. 

Labor Protective Agreement 13 (c) - The bill is silent with respect 
to the responsibility for labor protective benefits under Section 13(c) 
o.f the UMTA Act. 

This creates a situation whereby the transit operators without absolute 
control of matters of policy relating to the operation of their systems 
would be fa.ced with the substantial financial burden of paying claims 
of its ernploye,es whose employnient situation is worsened. The poten­
tial in AB 1246 with its implied intent of creating new·operatio·ns gives 
rise to n'Wllerous opportunities for 13(c} claims against the transit 
operators-. 

It is recommended that the Com.mission assum.e financial 
responsibility for all l3(c) clauns of the District's employees 
arising from a worsened job situation. 

Bus System Planning and Operation - The bill provides that the commis ­
sion shall coordinate the operation oi all public transportation services 
.and .shall have a staff to analyze plans submitted by the regional and l ocal 
transportation operators being responsible for interpreting these plans 
into a short range transportation improvement program (page 12, 
section 130056, page 16, section 130250). 
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This provision permits the commission to assume the established pre-· 
rogatives and respons:ibilities of the District Board and the city councils 
of the various municipal operators, thus, further removing the decision 
making from the local level. 

It is recommended that legislative intent specify that the 
Commission shall limit its activities to the resolution of 
conflicts between operators and to the allocation of funds. 
In addition it is recomm.ended that the short range planning 
responsibility be retained by the District Boa.rd and the 
city councils -of the various rnun.icipal operators and that 
these short range plans be submitted to the comm.is sion 
for its review and incorporation into a countrywide 
transportation improvement plan. The commission in 
turn will submit the countywide plan for inclusion in the 
statewide transportation plan or, in the case of any routes 
crossing county boundaries, will be su1?mitted to the multi­
county planning agency for their review and inclusion in 
the regional plan:. 

- . . ' 
:federal Grant.a - The bill provides that any public entity under the 
jurisdiction of the co:m.missio.n may only apply for federal grants under 
condition prescribed by the commission {page 23, section 130304). 

It appears that this language would give the commission indirect control 
over the amount of service to be provided because it would give the 
commission a veto of any application which fails to meet whatever con­
ditions it chooses to im.pose. Requiring an operator to comply with 
whatever conditions the commission sees fit to levy would effectively 
remove .from the operator the ability to exercise its own good judgment 
on what capital and operating projects are needed in order to function 
efficiently. 

It is recommended that the District and municipal operators 
retain the authority to apply for federal grants with the 
co1.mty transportation commission having a review authority. 

Competing Servic~s - AB 1246 mandates th.at the commi ssion shall 
insure that operators do not compete or duplicate services. Fur ther, 
the bill provides that the commiss ion shall not reduce fund s r eceiv ed 
by municipal operators or their service areas without the expressed 
approval of the city concerned, (page 19, sections 130258, 130259). 
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The language in the b~ll in effect requires the -commission to always 
rule in favor of municipal operators regarding the question of com­
peting services. 

It is our recommendation that the conunission, upon 
petition of an affected carrier, be empowered to 
e~ine the .situation and make a finding. Upon 
finding that continued competition is detrimental to 
the public interest, the com.m.i.ssion may ord-e.r one 
or the other lines,. but not necessarily the regional 
ope·rator, to cease competitive operations. Failure 
to comply would give the comm.ission authority to 
disproportionately reduce the offending carrier's 
SB 325 revenues. 

Proliferation of Operators - The bill encourages the proliferation of 
small inefficient transit operations to provide local transit service 
(page 18, section 13_0257 (d)). 

The language in the bill is likely to induce the creation of more carriers, 
thus dim.inishing the quality of transit service provided by requiring more 
transfers and increasing fragmentation of the transportation system. 
In addition, such prdliferation would tend to diffuse responsibility. This 
is contrary to the previously expressed intention of the Legislature to 
create a single transit operator which could provide unified and coor­
dinated service to the area and be directly responsive to the needs of 
all comm.unities. . 

It is our :recommendation that the proliferation of purely 
local transit service is contrary to the efficient utilization 
of resources and the esta.blishm.ent of an effective public 
transportation system. 

'I'ranspor1:~tion Planning - The bill provides that up to 3% of the SB 325 
funds allocate·d to the region be set aside for transportation planning, 
(page 5, section 99233 (c) }. 

This amount when coupled with federal matching monies far exceeds the 
funds now being set aside for transportation plannjng and is beyond the 
amount £or which there is a demonstrated need. 

It is recommended ~at the bill be amended ·to_ provide that up 
to 1 % of the SB 325 funds be allocated for transportation 
planning under the control of the commission. The commis­
sion in turn would fund the multi-county designated transpo.r­
tation planning agency at the level the commission deems 
app.ropriate. 
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Mileage .Formula - The bill provides that the co rrunis sion may allo­
cate the SB 325 funds in accordance with the existing mileage formula 
established in the Mills-Alqu.ist-Deddeh Act, or by some new method 
to be devised or developed by ~e comm\ssion {page 7, section 99285. 2). 

The District Board has established many new services to .meet the 
transportation needs of the corrununity in anticipation 0£ the receipt 
of funds allocated on the existing mileage formula. 

It is recommended that the existing mileage formula. 
should be retained and that the comm.is sion should 
have complet,e authority to allocate any new funds to 
transit ope.raters in its discretion. 

RaRid Transit Guideway Operator - The bill provides that the commission 
shall designate the Rapid Transit District as operator of raii rapid 
transit in Los Angeles County unless a two-county guideway system 
is proposed in which case a new joint powers agency~uld be formed 
(page 17, section 1302545). 

Q . :The designation of the District as the operator of the rail transit 
system recognize.s the expertise and experience of the regional . 
operator and enhances the opportunity for success by reducing the 
coordinatio.n problems between the regional rail and bus operator. 

In our opinion the Rapid Transit District should be 
designated as the rapid rail transit operat,or in Los 
Angeles County. · 

RTD Representation - In Los .Angeles County the bill provides that 
the cornmi.s sion shall be composed of 11 membe.r s, 5 appointed by 
the Board of Supervisors, one by the Mayor of the City of Los 
Angeles, two additional ·appointees by the Mayor with the consent 
of the City Council, a.nd three members appointed by the City Selec­
tion Committee excluding the City of Los Angeles. One of the three 
appointed by the City Selection Committee shall be a representative 
from the city operating the largest municipal transit ,system, ( page 9, 
section 130051). 

The operator providing o ver 80% of the public transportation within 
the county is excluded from participation on the comm.is sion • 

. , 

It is recommended that the conunission be expanded to 
13 members, including two fro.m the Board of Directors 
0£ the regional transit operator to be appointed by the 
President .of the Board of Directors. 



Taxing Authority - The bill fails to provi de any new funding source for 
the comm.ission to adequately deal with the financial problems confront­
ing operators within the county. 

The omis sion of a new funding source ignores the most basic problem 
conf.ronting transit operators within the county. A new source of money 
to fund unmet transit needs and rapidly escalating operating costs is 
essential ii the conunission is to be effective. 

It is recommended that a new sou.r·ce of funds be id_entified. 
One of the most promising sources is the motor vehicle 
license fee (in lieu tax). It is :recommended that the in 
lieu tax rate currently set at Zo/o of the market value of 
each register•ed vehicle be increased to 3% with the 1% 
increase being earmarked for public transportation 
purposes. 

SCRTD Name Change - The bill provides that any reference in ~e law 
to the Southern California-Rapid Tran:sit District shall be deemed to 
refer to the Los Angeles Regional Transit Distrkt, (page 4, section 
30004). 

This would bring about a costly and unnecessary expenditure of public 
funds, particularly with respect to repainting 2500 buses plus some 
25, 000 bus stop sign.s and signings throughout the District. 

It would be our recommendation that the nar.ne of the 
Southern California Rapid Transit District be retained. 
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Report of the General Manager - Discussion of Assembly Bill 
· AB 1246 and Recission of Resolution No. R-75-301 Adopted 
July 16 197~ 

The General Manager's report of out-of-state travel 

by Directors and staff during the month of February, 1976 

was included in the Directors' Board books under Item No. 25. 
General Manager Gilstrap reviewed Assembly Bill 1246 

(Ingalls), including the merits of the bill and its objectionab: 

features, and recor.unended working with the author in proposing 

amendments. Si.nee commtttee action is scheduled for March 16 

~~. Gilstrap felt that action should be taken at today's meetin1 

Director Price agreed with Hr. Gilstrap's report and 

, felt that amendments should be worked out with the author and 

also felt the Board should rescind the previous resolution 

adopted by the Board opposing the bill and so moved, which 

motion was seconded. 

Director Holen requested a delay of a few days in order 

to study the bitl more fully and moved tabling of the matter 

until one of the special Board meetings scheduled in the next 

few days, which motion was seconded. For discussion purposes, 
I 

Mr. Holen then withdrew h1.s motion to table. 

Director Neusom felt the District should act more 

through its appointing authorities such as the Board of Super­

visors, together with others, that the bill's contents should 

be more fully reviewed and agreed with the motion to table. 

He also urged amendments to remove some of the authority 

from SCAG. 

Director Brewster inquired if a draft of a xEx substitute 

bill, or amendments, could be offered to the author, and 

-l'f--
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R-76-105 

Di.rector Schabarum stated he would be willing to meet with 

the author but that all of his ideas might not be in complete 

accord with the rest of the Board. 

Mr. G1.lstrap suggested that a member of the Board might 

talk to Assemblyman Ingalls and convince him to postpone the 

March 16 committee consideration date, and Mr. N'eusom stated 

he could call Ingalls about the possibility of the Board 

accepting the idea of the commission included in the bill but 

that the Board had reservations about other provisions and 

would like to meet with him in the next week or two. 

Mr. Schabarum stated that a partial position could be 

that the Board would support the thesis that the funding 

allocations on matters connected with transportation be a 

function of the proposed commission, and Hr. Holen felt the 

Board should take no position on the bill until after meeting 

with the author.· · }~. Neusom felt we could simply rescind the 

previous resolution opposing the bill at this time and then 

talk to the author. 

On substitute motion by Director Price, seconded and 

carried as noted below, the following resolution was adopted: 

Ayes: 

Noes: 
Absent: 

Brewster, Cook, Gregory, Holen, Neusom, 
1Tice, Richter, Schabarum, Takei 
None 
Gibbs, Ward 

RESOLVED, that Resolution No. R-75-301 adopted 
July 16, 1975, opposing Assembly Bill 1246, be and 
the same is rescinded in its entirety. 

-1.r: r 
cJ-· 
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It was agreed that Mr. N'eusom would call the author 

and attemnt to set up a meeting between the author and the 

Mr. Gilstrap inquired if the Board was interested7¥gt 

a strong commission to have the staff prepare for considera 

a report outlining the duties of the commission, including 

the screening body for capital gran~s, designated recipient 

cetera, and, if so, the staff could develop such a concept. 

· _ · : -;-,:!t:pcxkHXXnffxxxxxuxtx:mamx:tlDQlD!~ 
(Director Richter departed at 2:27 p.m.) 

President Cook felt t he Board should have such a model 

and, after discussion, the staff was instructed to · prepare 

a concept as described by Mr. Gilstrap. It was also suggestE 

that copies of Mr. Schabarum's previous legislation of severa 

years ago (AB- • , 1969) be furnished to tbe Board. 

Mr. N'eusom felt the author wanted to deal with the Boar, 

and not the staff, and that the proposals should therefore co1 
' ' 

from the Board. 

Discuss1.cn of Line Evaluations and Ridership Re;eorts 

Director Schabarum mentioned that line evaluations had 

not been submitted recently recommending discontinuance of 

· 1 ines, and Mr. McDonald reported that l i nes opera ting below 

the 20 riders per hour are mainly in the improvement service 

areas or lines funded by others. He further stated that new 

services would cont inue to be evaluated and results brought 

t o the Board for consideration . 

Mr. Schabaruni inquired if the staff was going to 

recommend discontinuance of lines either under 20 or over 

20 riders per hour, and Mr. McDonald stated t he staff would 
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TO: Board of Directol's 

FROM: Jack R. Gilstrap 

SUBJECT: Stat,e Legislative Program for 1975-76 Session 

Over the years the Southern California Rapid Transit District 
has actively worked for the pas sage of sound public transit legislation. 
The Dist.rict b.as been a leader in the sponsorship of legislation to 
provide public fund support for transit operators in this State. The 
six month h-alf-cent sales tax measure (AB 2136-Lanterman} passed 
by tb.e Legislature in 1969 and the one-quarter cent sales tax levy 
(S.B 325-Mills-Alquist-Deddeb.) which ·provided the first ongoi.;Jg transit 
:funding ~ this state were bills sponsored by the Rapid Transit District. 

_, . As we ~eporte_d to ~ou in Dec~mber, the. ~evel of activi~ ~ ~ 
Sacrame.cto this ses s1c.n will be hectic. Three b1lls have already been l 
introdu,c:ed to reconstitute the Boa.rd of Directors of the Southern Cali­
fornia, Rapid Transit District~ ln line with direction we have received. 
fr~ tb:e Board Executive Cc:;mimitt'ee, tb.e staff will take.no positio.c .op 
these bills to r •eorganize tlie District Board. President Neusom has ) 
publicly enunciated th.e Board's position by stating that the matter of 
the composition of th.e Board is a political is sue and. shoulcl properly / 

. . ..-
be resolvecl. through the legislative :_process. . . 

The Board has instructed the staff to encourage legi.slation to "' 
provide tb.e financing needed to carry forward our legislative mandate·s ) 
to build and operate a rapid transit system and to upgrade the existing 
bus system. Ideally, th.is funding source snould take the form of direct 
t~g au:th.o~i~ for f:h~ . Di~trict, but w_e :11ust be realisti~ in recogni- ; 
zmg that politically this will be very di££1cul.t to a.ccomphsb.. ..../ 

As_has been. reported in the pres.s, a measure (SB 101-Mills), 
ha.s bee.n int oduc.ed t o t ran sfer the R apid. T r ans it District' s authority 
to build a rapid transit system to a new agency and to leave the Rapid 
Transit District to operat,e by.ses only. This issue is certainly separate 
and. apart from the question of the Board structure and therefore i t, is 
our rec:·omm.enciation tb.at the Rapid Transit District oppose legislation . 
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to separate the rapid transit and bus system functions. One agency should 
be respo.nsible for the construction and operation of the rapid transit and· 
bus system: howP-ver, in the building of the rapid tra.csit system, other 
public agencies naturally must play a major role and the District's past 
record shows_ our recognition of this fact in the c,oopera.tive approach our 
agency has taken in the development of our plans and proposals. 

-Directly related to the matter of the Rapid Transit District financing is tb.e 
issue of diversion of SB 325 one.-quarter ce,t1t sales tax funds to other cities. 
It b.as been suggested that attempts '\vill be ma.de to divert a portion of S.B 325 
.funds •which the Rapid Transit District and the present seven municipal bus 
operators receive to cities which have inaugurated transit service since 1971. 
As you may recall, the provisions of SB 325 prohibited municipal transit 
operators formed after 1971 from participating in the distribution of the tran­
sit development funds. We understand that there is growing sentiment 
axno.ng these new operators and other cities interested in starting transit 
systems to am.end the law so that they m i ght share in tb.,e SB 325 fu..nds. , 

The Rapid Tra:isit District has not opposed, rather we have assisted, 
cities which wish to pr,ovide new transit servi~es with new sources of funds . 

__ Howeve-r, if the .quarter.-·cent .sales ·ea."" fu.nds .a.~.e opened up to the nf?W tran­
_sit operators, we can anticipate that many cities with. little or no transit 
experience will be'gin·to experiment with their own bus system. Since the 
effect of .su.ch legis latio.n would simply be to take money from the District 
and other present operators and give it to some one else, it is hard to see 
bow tbis will im.prove tral)sit. One thing is sure: it·will cause further 
f.raginentation of the transportation system i.n Los Angeles COW1ty • . Such a 
course of action could significantly lessen the quality 0£ public tr~sporta­
tion in this area. For tb.ese reasons the staff recommends tha~ the Dist·rict 
oppose these efforts because it would further erode· a11ailable £~d:lng to the 
District to operate the system and to qualify for matching funds at the feder al 
level. 

Along with the issue of funding we believe the District's legislative 
authority as the rE:"giooal transit op .erator should be strength.e.ned. In recent 
months the District has been thwarted in attempts to provide regional transit 
service in area.s where our service area overlaps with the municipal opera­
tor. ln this regard. we sb.ould seek the understanding and support of the 
League of Citi es, the City and County of Los Angele .s to grant the District 
the authority to serve the regional transit need:; of the a.r~as wit_b.i.n ou.r 
boundaries and to establish such s~.rvices within the service areas 0£ tne 
mWlicipa.l carriers if protection is provided th~ municipal carriers in the 
form of diversion paym.ent~ by th.e District in cases where some passengers 
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are diverted by the municipal carrier to tb.e Rapid Transit District. In 
spite of the justification and need for this change, we can expect· vigorous 
qpposition from the cities and perhaps others to any attempt to permit the 
District greater flexibility in providing needed regio.nal service .. 

Another difficult legislative problem area concerns charter rights 
for the Rapid Transit District: For the last four years, and on other pre­
vious occasions, the Dis.trict has unsuccessfully sought the right to charter 
its buses. Nearly every other majo.r bus operator in this state except the 
R.apid Transit District b.as the privilege o:Ct::harteri..rig their buses. The 
right of charter W0"4ld perm.it us to maximize the utilization of equipment 
and · operators during the base periods and would. generate badly needed 
revenues. · It is recommended that we agaio pursue charter rights even 
though, as in the past, we can expect vigorous opposition from. the private . . 
charter bus operators and the Teamsters union who represents the private 
carriers I operators. 

In the area. of bus system operational matters, we should seek to 
have legislation introduced to am.end the Vehicle Code to perm.it the opera­
tions of the District's two double deck buses ancl the fleet of articulated 
bus,es we anticipate purchasing later this yea:i:-. A temporary waiver has 
'been obta:µ:ied -from ·cALT~NS to permit the -operation of the double deck 
·bus W1tit such ti:me as legislation can. be adopted to change the Vehicle 
Code height- standard: The double deck btis exceeds the current height 
standard by app.roximately si.,:: inches. 

1n addition to the double deck bus bill, the District needs and should 
urge Legislation to· permit weights in excess of .20, 000 pounds on any a...'Xle · 
of the articulated bus: The existing ·1aw ,permits heavier weight only on the 
rear axle. One final operational issue concerns legislation regardiog the 
flasher lights installed on our· buses as part 0£ our· passenger and operator 
safety program. A special pe:rn;iit was issued by the California Highway 
Patrol to permit us to use the flasher lights and we believe the success of 
this program warrants a permanent change to the Vehicle Code. We have 
reason to believe that these three items wil.l be supported by tbe Depart­
ment of Motor Vehicles and CALTRANS. 

A change to the District l aw is nee.ded to improve our pur chasing 
procedures. The l aw now requi r e s tha.t for every purc hase 0£ $3 000 e r 
more, the District mus t: obtain formal bids. Thi s limit establis hed in 
1964 has been eroded by inflat~~n and makes the bidding process more 

Q costly and tune consuming. It should be noted that a management audit 
(_; conducted by Cresa.p, McCormick a.cd Paget fqr the Senate ~blic Utilities, 
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Transit and Energy CQIIUn.ittee re-commended that the bidding dollar limit 
for BART be raised from $3000 to $10,000. We believe that a change to 
$5000 is appropriate for th.e District and consistent with sound. purchasing 
practices. 

Perhaps one of the most hotly debated is sues in Sacramento this 
session Vv-ill be- the question of collective bargaining for public employees 
and the right to strike. ~tajor legislation has ali-eady been introduced 
which establishes a procedure which is in some ways similar fo the Dis­
trict's e:-.""isting fa.ct finding procedu.re. The measure {SB 275-Dills) is 
the product of the Joint Committee on Public Employer-Employee Rela­
tions a.nd is supported by the leadership of both houses. The bill creates 
a Public Employ,ee Relations Board to administer the employer-employee 
relations law. SB 275 provides an impasse resolution procedure and, 
withul the lim.itations ill the bill, permits public employees to strike. As 
the bill is ,aow written, all transit operators will be covered by the measure. 
The bill provides for what, in effect., is buiding arbitration i£ the courts 
judge a strike to im:mine.otiy imperil public health and safety. Whethe.r a 
public transportation strike would fall. uito this definition is a question. I£ 
it did, the Rapid Transit District would have binding arbitration in that 
the court could direct acceptance of the fact finders' report; if not, the 
Dis•trict wou~d be just ab~ut wher_e it is today if th.is prop~sed legislation 
passes. It is the ,staff' s recommendation that we carefully monitor this 
bill, but not take a p .rominent position on it. · 

' . 
In the area of transit labor relations, we can expect legislation 

sponsored ·by the labor unions which may be viewed as a reaction to the 
68-day strike. One bill has been introduced (AB 331-Lockyer) which pro­
hibits public agencies from purchasing acive rtisements stating a manage -
ment position regarding a labor dispute. It. is belie\~ed that the District 
should oppose AB 331 and any other l:;>ills which. restrict the District's 
rights to uiform the public.. · 

As we have previously reported to you, we will be working very 
closely \\-ith the various comnrittee s of the Legislature as we anticipate 
a substan~ial pum.ber of bills will be introduced regarding public transit. 
I£ there is no objection, the staff will pursue the general legislative pro­
gram. outline.d above .and will continue to keep tb.e Board informed th.rough ­
out the legislative session as developments occur. 

~pectfull.y, 

.' '. ;; 17 ~ {A/);f{J()(!di .. 
~k R. Gi lstrap '..!..f 



D 

I ; 

0 

REMARKS BY 
THOMAS G. · NEUSOM 

PRESIDENT, BOARD OF DIRECTORS -

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA RAPID TRANSIT-DISTRICT 

BEFORE THE · · 

CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE 

ASSEMBLY COMMITTEE 
OM 

TRANSPORTATION 
. . . . 

FRIDAY, DECEMBER 13, 1974 

***:(qi (FINAL FOUR PAGES OF TESTIMONY)***~ 



. . . 

-13-

0 ·- -- EQUITABLE DISTRIBUTION OF THE HlCIDENCE OF 

.• . i : • . • • 

-◄ 

Sl""!"I\/ T er: ~C' \l C'~ r .,..s A·~1D I j',,0 /\ rrs CK l :.., .:.,\..,IL..1.I, .. 1 1,1/"h, 

EQUAL. RECOG1HTION HAS BEEN GIVEN -TO NEEDS FOR BOTH LONG­

DISTANCE AND COMMUNITY-LEVEL TRAVEL AND IN BOTH THE IMMEDIATE 
~ .. . .. 

TIME DOES NOT PERMIT FURTHER AMPLIFICATION OF THE CARE ... 
I .. • I I ~ • - r - : • - - : - ~ • ~ •. ;-- ; : : ♦ 0 

~ ... 

. ~MD THOROUGHNESS WHICH ARE MAJOR FACTORS HI THE PLANNING PROCESS 
' - -. -. • I : 

-:.: ' ·. AT THE DISTRICT. THAT THE ELECTORATE HAS FAILED TWICE. WITHIN 
. - .. , 

. .. -) _·~~- . ' 

. .. ~ ,, . . 
' •- .- • •·~·:; , • I -

... ~ 4 7 • I ,"' • ' _.• • 

-.. ' _: .. 

SIX YEARS TO FURTHER TAX THEMSELVES IN ORDER TO MAKE A START ON -

RAPID TRA~ISIT IS MOT A TRUE REFLECTION OF PUBLIC SENTIMENT, HAD 

,C' THE REFERENDUM BEEN SfMPLY.• RAPID TRP.ilSIT, YES OR NO, I CAN ASSURE 
. ___ ) 

YOU THE RESULT WOULD ~AVE BEEM A LMIDSLIDE OF YES VOTES t ~-/HAT 
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HAPPENED ON NOVEMBER 5TH WAS NOT A REPUDIATION _OF THE SOUTHERN 

CALIFORNIA RAPID TRAN.SIT DISTRICT, IT WAS A REJECTiON OF YET 

ArlOTHER -LAYER OF TAXATION AT. .AN EXTREMELY. TROUBLED TIME(( i WHEN ,-: :~ :- . 

- ' - ~ , : ·, ' ' ,. : 

: YET WE -~ BEL! EVE THAT WE MUST MOVE AHEAD, . AND .\4E- . MEAN TO DO ._. _ -·_ 
• • • • . . • -· • • - ,~. • • . , .-•• • ·.-- .··•, ._.. . • :_: • . • J •• - . . 

• - • • - • • - • - 1' - . · '. : _. ~~'; : ; :, • . • .. , ... -.- ,_;:j _ .. __ _ 
. • : •1-f.. -. • • ; ; 

~~:.;·\:·\:•;·- SO~ ·. _;: THE PLAN .FOR -~RANSI.T:c.JMPROVEMENTS . ADOPTED. BY THE BOARD OF ~-. · ·. fi:::~~:r_~:- -:. .: ·. --·•;; -_- .-_- · <_:---~,.~ ~-~ -- . - . . -;-_ -. - ·:· -~- _~fr~- - . . ·_- -.:~ .. 
\'tz:•,_:.- ;DI RECTORS MUST BE- IMPLEMENTED. THE NEED FOR PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION ·: 

. - - . -
IN THE SOUTHLAND IS GREAT, AND NO ONE IN A POSITION OF -. . .. 

• I • .. • ~ • , 1 = ... ~ -- ~ • • 
. 

r -~ • .,. 

RESPOilSIBILITY IN OUR BUSINESS BELIEVES THAT THE r! EED WILL DIMI NISH. 
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Gi'·l THE COr.!TRARY, IN SPITE OF HlFLATIOi-1 ,L\MD THE SERIOUS ECONOMIC 

DOWNTURN, THERE rs MO QUESTION THE PUBLIC TR~MSPORTATION IS A 

GROWTH INDUSTRY. THE SOUTHERN C,~L!FORNIA RAPID TR.~NSIT DISTRICT .. 

. ' 
~- . .• • .. i- .;.• ... ;•,.. .,, r 

• I ■;-. 
! .·- ~ .-~" - • r IR ... ~ ~.., .. ,. _:; -. ... ;;._ :. ~. --; .. i_l;• 

: ,• . 
ORIENTED. r 'WOULD ASK THAT IN YOUR CONSIDERATimls FOR CHANGE, 

. '. 
, ,;!~ .;;• ~ f • 
, • ;~T~• - r 

-· - . . -
·. -~ :- -~ ---=- .=:- YOU INCLUDE THE TOOLS WHICH AMY BOARD, ELECTED OR APPOINTED-, MUST .. 

• ~ • I • ,. 

' .. -· ' . 
' ~, ' 

0 ·- .··· HAVE IN ORDER TO FUNCTION WITH ULTIMATE EFFECTIVENESS, 

WITHOUT ATTEMPTING TO OVERSIMPLIFY, · I WOULD SUBMIT THAT 
~ • I 

TAXING AUTHORITY' COMBINED WITH REASONABLE FREEDOM FROM UMNECESSARY .--o 
'-.. .. / 

. . , 

cmlSTRAHITS SHCULD TOP THE LIST OF MW LEGISLl\TIOi'I APPLIED TO Ti~E 

·::' :l! t-r•_Jr;:,~1 r•' f 1c1 0:'! I /\ R;'<DiD TD JJ J,...T..,.. DrC:TDi(T ' 
'..l - · \.I I n C, u v r','- I I_, ! \I , , "\ \ /"1 1 ! 1 ;i , : 0 _ I l ,J I I. ~ I , 
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LOS ANGELES HAS ~'1.~ITED 5 Q YEARS FOR ACTIOi'-1 m-l RAPID TR.~rlSIT. THAT 

'"'' 'OPLD -q, L~'IG r-' IOUr.'.J ~ •l 'u · J.JC '.Ji t :· -.J , ,, 

AT THIS TIME, THE DISTRICT IS MOVING FORWARD AGGRESSIVELY 
... -.:._ .. _ -

. . 
· . 
-· 

----: . TO IMPLEMENT THE BUS IMPROVEMENT ELEMENTS OF ITS .LONG RANGE PLAN; -- _._. 
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GENERAL MANAGER'S R.E;PORT TO THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
NOVEMBER 19 1974 

Mr. President and Members of the Board. My report today 'is 

quite extensive. It is an appropriate time to recap District activities 

leading up to the November 5 election on Proposition A and to report 

on some of the important things we must accomplish in the months 

ahead. 

This report covers three major areas: our aggressive bus 

improvement program; vital legislative activities in Sacramento and 

Washington, D. C.; and what lies ahead in rapid transit. 

District Accomplishments to Date 

To begin with, it may be well to take a moment and look at the 
I 

accomplishments of this agency and they are significant. Over the past 

few years the District has added Z2 new lines; 600 new one-way route miles_; 

increased its fleet by over 400 buses; and stepped in to fill the voids 

created by the failure of five private carriers, thus maintaining transit 

service in Watts, East Los Angeles, San Pedro, .Inglewood and Pasadena. 

We have initiated more innovative transit services than any bu~ system 

in the Country. including the Freeway Flyer, Downtown Minibus, Park 

and Ride Service, Subscription Bus Service and the highly successful 

El Monte Busway Program. T he Busway s tands as a model nationally 

RECEIVED 
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of the imaginative and highly effective utilization of buses in a rubber­

tire-oriented metropolitan area. 

The first contraflow lane in Los Angeles was established on 

Spring Street just a few months ago. Today it moves 112 buses during 

peak afterrtc;,on traffic to connecting freeway operation. 

The Street Fleet bus service to the beaches from inland com­

munities was . established just this last summer to the great joy of 

beach goers throughout the County. 

We all know of the multitude of new programs added with the 

help of Los Angeles County financing. Within the past few months we 

have increased our operating fleet by over 2.50 buses which are being 

used to handle th.e increased passenger loads resulting from the highly 

successful 10¢ Sunday and 25¢ Flat Fare programs. This · latter pro­

gram, of course, eliminated the 300+ zones which had complicated 

our operation for years. 

In addition to these service activities the District has continued 

an aggressive training program that is now producing trained middle­

management people who one day will be the backbone of this operation. 

Our Affirmative Action Program in the top three employment levels has . 

led to a 38. 8% increase in minorities. 

All of these programs have acted to increase our .overall pre­

strike ride r ship some 22% which stands as the greate s t increase in 

~ransit usage of any system i~ the United States according to Ameri can 

Transit Association reports. 



0 

0 

O · 

Improvement Programs Under Way 

A very important service _improvement program now under develop­

ment is the joint Los Angeles County-RTD effort to obtain the use of 

existing rail tracks for commuter service in Los Angeles County. Within 

the next few weeks we expect to file a petition with the Public Utilities 

Commission in regard to this matter. Further, we are working with 

the Cowity to seek railroad approval and Amtrak participation in the 

early implementation of a test commuter rail operation on the Santa Fe 

track between Orange County and_ Los Angeles County. This program 

would require significant bus system support and facilities in the sub­

urban areas and at the downtown terminal. Fast collection and distribution 

service as well as parking where possible near the suburban stations and 

proper handling of passengers at rail stations must be provided. This 

project, if successful, could well be the turning point in the use of exist­

ing rail facilities for improved public transportation. 

Turning to the bus system, within days the first of 300 new buses 

ordered last spring will be going into regular service. 

Our first double-deck bus has been off loaded in New York and 

is on its way to Los Angeles. The RTD is the initiator in the experimental 
✓ 

use of this type of bus of contemporary design which has the capability of 

increasing driver productivity by nearly 40%. 

-3-



An additional 40 minibuses are now on order for the expansion 

of the downtown minibus program and for special purpose use in pro­

viding transit service to the physically ~andicapped under a program 

already authorized by your Board of Directors. 

We believe we are close to finalizing plans for a new park and ride 

operation in the Santa .Monica area using exclusive bus and carpool lanes 

on the Santa Monica Freeway. A Hollywood Freeway exclusive lane 

operation is also under development with the help of the ,California Depart­

ment of Transportation (Caltrans). 

The ZS¢ Flat Fare funding by the County for this year provides for 

the experimental operation of grid bus systems in the San Fernando 

Valley and South Central Los Angeles, and the implementation of an ex-

Q perimental saturation bus service on Fairfax Avenue, doubling the service 

on the line by cutting headways from lZ to 6 minutes between Wilshire and 

Sunset Boulevards. Our current timetable calls for staged implementation 

from January 5 through March Z, so that the entire program will be in 

operation for at least four months of this fiscal year. These new services 

0 

will involve over ZOO additional buses. 

In mentioning these new services, it should be noted that a signifi-

cant effort i s involved in expanding the District's fleet by this number of 

buses. Such an expansion amounts to increasing our fleet by a bus system 

app roximately the size of the entire San Diego transit operation. It means 

-4-
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the recruiting, hiring and training of four to five hundred new employees; 

the acquisition through lease of two new facility sites along with the . 

investment of over $ZOO, 000 in facilities and equipment for maintenance 

and operation in the South Central area and San Fernando Valley; it means 

the planning- and laying out of numerous new lines, the cutting of schedules 

and runs; it means an extensive public information and marketing effort; 

and it means a substantial increase in the overall responsibility and work 

load of the agency throughout the organizational structure. 

All of this effort is required in order to operate these new ser ­

vices, although they are currently funded only through this fiscal year. 

While we are hopeful that the County will provide the funding necessary 

to continue these important services into next fiscal year, at this point 

there is no guarantee o.f such funding. Even with the passage of Federal 

operating assistance legislation this year, ·it is unlikely that there "WO uld 

be enough operating assistance made available to the District under that 

legislation to eliminate the need to call on County Federal Revenue Sharing 

. 
assistance if we are to maintain the current 25¢ Flat Fare and the ex-

panded system. 

In December we shall be presenting to you .for consideration a 

funding proposal for submission to the County for maintaining and augment-
• 

ing these programs in Fiscal Year 1976. If adopted by your Board, the 

-5-
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proposal should ·be presented to the County for their conside r ation in 

budgeting for next fiscal year. 

With continued Los Angeles County financial support, we are . 
hopeful that the transfer interchange between the RTD and municipal 

services can be further improved. 

Also in the area o.f new bus system programs, we are working 

closely with the Orange County Transit District in the -coordination of 

a new park and ride operation and other expanded bus services. 

Since the District first q~alified for capital assistance under the 

Urban Mass Transportation Act o.f 1969, we have embarked on improve­

ment programs totaling $140 million, of which nearly $43 million have 

come from highway funds for the Busway. Nearly $106 million have been 

expended or committed leaving a balance of $34 million yet to be committed. 

In addition to the Busway, these projects cover the purchase of 1,078 

buses; construction improvements to five operating divisions; and the 

purchase of trucks, autos, shop equipment, two-way radios; a computer 

system and many other items for the modernization of our total operation. 

Later this fiscal year, we will be filing an application to UMT A 

to fund further improvements and expansion, because as our fleet grows 

so do our needs for transportation and maintenance facilities. 

With the action of the Board of Directors last week, 100 new, 

full - size transit buses will be purchas ed for d elivery in m id-fis cal 1976. 

-6-
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In addition, the District anticipates completing specifications soon for 

the purchase of new buses which will provide for access by handicapped 

citizens. 

In evaluating the impact of the strike on ridership we cannot 

readily make the usual comparison o.f one period compared to another 

because of the effect of the flat fare. Our best estimates are that present 

passenger volume is approximately 8% below that of the period immediately 

preceeding the strike. li, however, we give weight to the normal seasonal 

trends in riding, we would estimate that we are 15% below anticipated levels 

had the strike not occurred. Because of the strike, it is now necessary for 

us to intensify our marketing and advertising effort. 

Augmenting these important service programs now under way, are 

a number of internal organizational activities. Bus system marketing is 

getting special emphasis, as will employee courtesy, employee rE:lations, 

-
governmental and community relations activities. Additionally, we will 

continue our vigorous efforts to provide safe, reliable transportation for 

our passengers. 

In the past months we have dealt forcefully with the problem of 

assaults on our operators. Today all RTD buses are equipped with large 

roof numbers and special flasher lights to assist the police in providing 

protection for our employees and patrons. The efforts of the local 
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enforcement agencies are commendable in helping to bring this community 

problem under control. During the next twelve months we anticipate that 

we 'Vill have installed on every R TD bus a two-way radio and silent alarm 

system. We will also be moving forward in cooperation with the school 

district to develop a public information, educational program to communicate 

to the young people in the schools the serious impact of violence and vanda­

lism on the total community. 

The need to intensify communications at the community level is 

twofold. We need more community input to our planning process and, of 

course, mor~ community support for Federal and State legislation to 

improve the quality and quantity of public transportation. Our community 

relations program is aimed at these objectives. We will soon be imple­

menting a decentralized surface planning pilot program which we think 

offers real advantages to the community and the District in meeting the 

needs of our transit users. 

Also in the planning area, and in response to the Board's request, 
I 

your staff will be preparing programs to provide more useful information 

regarding passenger statistics and line-by-line profiles showing rider ­

ship and community benefit. 

All in all, the bus system improvement program accomplishments 

to date, along with the activities under way, represent a _ bus service 

imp r ovement program unsurpassed in the United States in terms of both 

magnitude and innovation. The Los Angeles area can be proud of this 

program. 
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Sacramento and Washington, D. C. 

We can anticipate an active year in Sacramento and Washington. 

In 1951 the Legislature created the Metropolitan Transit Authority (MTA ), 

our public agency predecessor, as a planning agency for rapid transit. 

The MTA had a seven-man Board of Directors appointed by the Governor. 

This agency accomplished little because it had no public financing and its 

authority was limited to planning and development only of a monorail 

line from the San Fernando Valley to Long Beach. Such a service would 

have competed with the private transit systems in the County, and, 

therefore, was opposed by these organizations. 

The 1957 Legislature restructured the MTA to permit it to issue 

revenue bonds to purchase and. operate the private bus and rail systems 

in the metropolitan area and to use fare box revenue to develop a rapid 

transit system. The theory was that if the public agency had fare box 

revenues it could build the rapid transit system without tax money. No 

one in modern times has been able to do that, but this fact was ignored. 

When private financing and fare box revenues proved inadequate 

for the job, -the Legislature acted in 1964, again not to solve the financing 

problem, but rather to reorganize the MTA into the current R TD. The 

Governor-appointed MTA Board was restructured, this time into a 

locally appointed Board of Directors. 

Today, some ten years la~_er, the defeat of Proposition A has 

brought forward the same old frustration among elected officials. 
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And again, instead of c::entering on the agency's fundamental fiscal 

inadequacy, the attention is directed at the agency's policy structure, 

a much safer course politically. 

Suggestions for new legislation are already being made. One calls 

for a nine-member, elected Board. Another would have the County take 

over the agency. And still another would create a seven-member Board, 

' . 
five to be appointed by the County and two by the City of Los Angeles. 

As the new Legislature convenes in December and in January, we can 

expect to see many bills along the·se lines, most of which will avoid 

d ealing with the real issue, financing, and instead center on the low 

politica l risk approach of restructuring the agency • 

• ·unlike nearly every other major transit system, the R TD has 

never been provided its own taxing authority and, therefore, the ability 

to carry out its mandates. BART has had taxing authority, Alameda­

Contra Costa Transit District has had it, even Orange County has had 

it, but not the RTD. 

Also in Sacramento, legislators no doubt will turn their attention 

to formulating a statute which would help to avoid disastrous transit 

strikes, such as we have had in the last fifteen months at BART, AC in 

Oakland and at RTD. 

We can also expect legislativ e attention in Sacramento to exclus i v e 

bus use on freeway lanes, senior citizen fares, commuter rail exper iments 

Q and rapid transit construction. These matters and numerous bills 
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covering motor vehicle code, safety and insux:ance that are heard at 

every session of the Legislature will keep us extremely busy in 

Sacramento this coming year. 

The scene in Washington, D. C., is equally active. It is expected 

that S. 386, the compromise Senate-House legislation providing approxi­

mately $11. 8 billion in operating and capital assistance to transit over 

the next five years, will be considered in the lame duck session which 

reconvened November 18. It is expected that the Senate will vote on 

this issue this week with House consideration, at the earliest, just 

prior to Thanksgiving. The District is playing a prominent role in this 

legislative activity at the Washington level. Our agency is working 

Q directly with our L.A. County Delegation in support of these measures. 

0 

In addition, last week we participated in a Conference of Mayors meeting 

in The White House with Secretary Brinegar, who pledged the Adminis­

tration's full support of S. 386. Our District, through your General 

Manager who is a Vice President of the American Public Transit 

Association a nd Chairman of the industry's Governmental Affairs 

Committee, is directly responsible for coordinating the transit industry's 

overall legislative efforts in Washington. 



0 
Where We Go on Rapid Transit 

The defeat of Proposition A is not a rejection of the need for 

better public transportation. There·is no doubt that the worsening 

condition of the national economy was the overriding issue leading to 

the defeat of this transit funding measure. An additional tax simply 

was not acceptable to the voters at this time. 

Strong evidence of this fact is the election in June of this year 

when the voters in Los Angeles County did vote by a 61 % majority to 

use a portion of the gasoline tax for rapid transit construction. It is 

to this source of funds we must look to begin construction of the des­

perately needed transit system • 

. Acting on the Board's resolution passed at your last meeting, 

Q we have submitted a letter of intent to the State Department of Trans­

portation stating for the record on behalf of the District and other 

0 

jurisdictions concerned in our County our intent to file a formal 

application for the use of gasoline tax funds for the design and con­

struction of the initial components of a regional, fixed-guideway 

rapid transit system for Los Angeles County. I might add that prior 

to sending this letter, it was discussed with Caltrans here in Los 

Angeles including Haig Ayanian, the District Engineer. All agreed 

such a letter should be on record expressing our agency's definite 

· int ent to pursue this course. 
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In the general discussion of grade-separated, high-capacity 

transit, we must not forget the near-term project we are working on 

with the County, specifically the commuter rail experiment mentioned 

earlier. This program can be implemented near term, given appro­

priate approvals, and thereby we can begin to prove the feasibility of 

rail transit as a means of meeting today's public transportation needs. 

It ought also to be recognized that the election loss obviously 

affects the implementation schedule, but does not change the fact that 

we have an adopted transit development program that has been incor­

porated into SCAG' s regional transportation plan and ratified by the 

various technical groups in other agencies which have participated in 

the formation of the program. It is, in fact, a tribute to the technical 
• 

staffs of the agencies in this region that they have shown uncommon 

ability in this instance to get together while reserving options on mode 

and specific alignment. The plan has also received, with some exceptions, 

the broad support of the political leadership of the community. 
;I' 

Our best information on the amount of gasoline tax funds which 

might be ava~lable under Proposition 5 comes from Caltrans. They 

indicate that approximately $208 million could be available for rapid 

transit in Los Angeles County during the period 1975-1980. Approx­

imately half of this amount could be committed by the State of California, 

while the other half would require the approval of the cities and County 

of Los Angeles. Each of the 7.8 cities and County {for its unincorporated 

territory) receive an allotment under the Proposition 5 program, which 

in total equals approximately $100 million over the next five years. 
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Needless to say, attaining approval of all of these jurisdictions 

on a single program will be difficult. However, since approximately 

$100 million is under the control of the State of California, we can be 

encouraged by the strong indication of support from Caltrans and from 

_the new State Administration on the idea of moving ahead using gasoline 

tax funds for rapid transit improvements. 

As indicated, the approvals on the use of these funds rest in 

the State, the County and all of the cities in our County. The R TD 

cannot receive funds directly without the approval of these agencies. 

As to the possible projects such money might be adequate to 

fund, we are already at work with Caltrans and the other jurisdictions 

in the development of alternatives. Some that appear to have promise 

include: a full scale starter line selected out of the total 145-mile, 

initial - phase corridor plan; a starter line using light rail on the 

portions of the total program where existing rights-of-way exis t; 

busway construction (although there is real doubt as to whether 

Prop 5 money can be used for any bus-oriented project); and the 
I 

possi ble construction of a people-mover project in one ·or more of 

our area's major activity centers. Whatever project evolves, · it 

. should be c oordinated with our existing transit system, in particular 

the San Bernardino Busway. 

Lookin g to funding at the F ede r al lev e l , w e see how c ruc i a l 

it is that we obtain passage as soon as possible of major Federal a id 

legisl'ation. If we assume that S. 386 passes and that approximately 
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$1 to $1-¼ billion in capital assist~nce becomes available to the Los 

Angeles area over the next five to six years, we begin to see that on 

a 4 to 1 matching basis the potential $208 million of Prop 5 money 

could go a significant way toward providing the funding necessary to 

build a substantial backbone rapid transit line. 

It would be your staff's intent to pursue these alternatives, 

working in concert with Caltrans, the cities and other planning agencies 

which are directly involved, so that as soon as possible, and hopefully 

by the end of this calendar year, we can begin to zero in on a consensus 

program for active development early in calendar 1975. It is important 

that the responsible agencies in Los Angeles County get together on such 

a project so that we might obtain our· share of Federal matching funds 

early on. If we do not, those funds will go to other metropolitan areas 

which already have their projects qualified for such assistance. We 

simply cannot let the defeat of Proposition A be used as an excuse by 

the Federal Government to send those Federal dollars to other metro­

politan areas. They must understand immediately that we intend to 

proceed aggressively and that we do have adequate local matching funds 

in the form of gasoline tax funds to begin a modest but effective rapid 

transit program. 

Summary 

In summary, Mr. President and Members of the Board, t he 

loss of Proposition A is indeecl disappointing, but not discouraging. 
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The need for transit improvement is no less pressing after 

this unsuccessful election. Service to transit dependent groups, 

potentials for auto diversions as a means to help achieve clean air 

goals, to reduce congestion and, most importantly, to conserve 

our fuels are critical, immediate community objectives. 

We have an obligation to the Los Angeles metropolitan area. 

We have to face the stark reality that there is no major metropolitan 

area in the United States as vulnerable as Los Angeles to the devastating 

effects of gasolin'e shortages and major price increases and indications 

are that such are virtually inevitable. Those of us who understand 

this and are in a position to help do something about it must do so • 

Our work is cut out for us, and we're under way. • 
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BACKGROUND MATERIAL REGARDING 

AB 1246 (INGALLS) AND RELATED ISSUES 

PRESENTED TO THE SCRTD BOARD OF 

DIRECTORS OVER THE PERIOD FROM 

NOVEMBER, 1974 TO MARCH, 1976. 
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AB 1246 {Ingalls) 
As Amended 2-2-76 
Gov't. Code, Public 
Util. Code, streets & 
Highways Code 
Sen. P.U.T.& ED comm. 

Date of Hearing: 3-2-76 

BACKGROUND 

.The serious tr.ansportation problems which A 
exi.st in Southern California have been the subject B 
of mueh study and legislation .. There is some ques­
tion o.n whether the large population concentrated 1 
in this area, much of which is ''transit dependent, 11 2 
is being adequately and e .fficiently served by 4 
present policy and decision-making institutions. 6 

There have been many attempts at solving these 
transit problems. Some attempts have involved 
creating new agencies, while others have involved 
changing present agencies. 

DESCRIPTION 

AB 1246, as amended 2-2-76, provides: 
(1) That the southern California Rapid Transit 

District be renamed the Los Angeles Regional 
'!'ransit District. 

(2) That there are created county transporta­
tion commissions m the counties of Los Angeles, 
Orange, Riverside and San Bernardino. The purpose 

F 
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of these commissions is to coordinate transportation 
service, to approve transit system planning, and 
approve all public mass transit projects. 

These commissions would develop and approve a 
short-range transpo:r:tat.ion program for all capital 
and service planning. This would include develop­
ment of a transportation improvement program, unified 
work progr.am, selection of hardware; and the approval 
of all mass transit services., The commissions would 
also coordinate transit service and federal aid and 
state highway planning. 

The commission may enter into agreements with 
Caltrans for the Dept. to provide services for the 
development and construction of any approved mass 
tran.sit guideway system or rapid transit system. 
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AB 1246 (Ingalls) -2- 3-2-76 

Composition of Commissions: 

I. L.A. County - ll members. 

A. Each member of the Board of Superv i sors or 
appointed alternates. 

B. Mayor of Los A.ngeles or appointed alternate. 
c. 2 .rnembers appointed by the Mayor of Los 

Angeles , with the consent of the City Council. 
No oonsent is necessary for an appointee who 
is a member of the City Council . 

P. 3 members appointed by the L.A. County City 
Selection Committee; ,excluding the member 
representi.ng L. A. one of the appointees is 
to represent a ,city operating the largest 
municipal transit system. 

II. Orange County - 5 members. 
A. 2 members ·Of the Board of Supervisors, one 

of whom shall serve on the Board of Directors 
of the Orange County Transit District. 

B. 2 members appointed by the Orange County City 
Selection Committe•e. one of whom shall serve 
on the Board of Directors of the Orange County 
Transit Dis~rict. 

c. 1 member appointed by the other 4 commission­
ers. This appointee is to be a county resi­
dent and cannot be serving, or have served, 
as an elected official of a ,city within the 
county or as an elected official of the 
county within the last 10 years. 

III. Riverside County - 5 members. 
A. 2 members of the Board of Supervisors, one 

of whom is to represent a supervisorial 
district in the Coachella Valley area in 
the county. 

B. 2 members appointed by the Riverside County 
Cit y Selection Committee. 

c. 1 member appointed by the other 4 members. 
This member is to be a county resident and 
cannot be an elected offi cial of a city 
within the county or an elect ed official of 
t he county. 
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IV. San Bernardino County - 9 members • 
.A. 1 member of the Board of Supervisors who 

represents a supervisorial district in the 
Los .Angeles-Long Beach urbanized area. 

B. 1 member of the Board of Supervisors who rep­
resents a supervisorial district in the San 
Bernardino-Riverside urbanized area. 

c. l member of the Board of Supervisors who 
represents a district in the desert area of 
San Bernardino Countyo 

D. 2 members appointed by the City Selection 
Committee who are from cities of the Los 
Angeles-Long Beach urbanized area in San 
Bernardino · Cou·nty. 

E. l member appointed by the County City 
Selection Committee who i~ from a city in 
the San Bernardino-Riverside urbanized area 
of the county. 

F. 1 member appointed by the.Mayor of the City 
of San Bernardino with the consent of the 
San Bernardino City Council. 

G. 2 members appointed by the other seven mem­
bers who have a continuing and public 
interest-oriented concern for transportation 
in the county. 

(3) AB 1246 8l~o provide~ th8t the southern 
California Association of Governments be the "multi­
county designated transportation agency" responsible 
for long-range transportation system planning. The 
multi-county agency would, among other things, (a) 
identify travel corridors: (b) define land use goals: 
(c) recommend priority corridors for funding: (d) 
recommend environmental and socio-economic policies 
that should guide transportation in the corridor. 

SCAG would coordinate the short-range plans and 
transportation improvement programs developed by 
commissions. 

Other functions of the multi-county agency would 
be to administer local SB 325 funds for projects 
approved by the commission and to review in a timely 
man~er all transportation improvement programs 
prior to their adoption by commissions. Up 
to 3% of available SB 325 funds are 



0 

AB 1246 -4- 3-2-76 

made available for transportation planning and pro­
gramming processo After deductions for administra­
tive costs, up to 1% would be allocated to SCAG and 
the remaining 2% would be allocated to the commis­
sions. 

The bill permits the Los Angeles County Trans­
portation Commission, at its discretion, to allocate 
SB 325 funds on a basis other than the-current 
mileage formula. 

COMMENTS 

(l) This measure would change substantially the 
institutional and financial structure of transporta­
tion in Southern California., Proponents of this 
measure argue that there is, at present, a lack of 
coordination in Southern California of existing 
information related to mass transit which has 
resulted in the absence of firm transit policy 
decision-making on a regional basiso They argue 
that SCAG, because it is a voluntary organization, 
lacks the statutory authority to implement transit 
policy decisionso Proponents state that the creation 
of the commissions under the coordination of SCAG 
would create the kind of policy-making mechanism 
necessary to alleviate some of the present confusion 
in transit policy development • . 

(2) There is a concern that this bill would 
further fragment -the administrative and plannTng- ­
responsibilities in the regions affected. The 
"transportation commission" concept is felt to add 
a new layer of government to the local transporta­
tion planning process without a corresponding 
assurance of an increase in efficiency. It is also 
felt that the money needed to support the adminis­
tration of such commissions would be better spent on 
transit services. 
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(3) Section 13030(h) of the bill provides that 
conflicts regarding the coordination of plans and 
short-range transportation improvement programs 
shall be resolved in conformance with federal regula­
tions. This appears to be inviting federal interven­
tion which may not be desirable, as decisions might 
then be reached which are contrary to the intent of 
this measure (i.e., lodging near-term planning with 
SCAG rather than with the newly created commissions). 

(4) The bill permits the Los Angeles Transit 
Commission to deviate, at its discretion, from allo­
cating funds according to the presently used "mileage 
ratio formula" without providing guidelines for 
alternatives. This might open the door for a series 
of allocation regulations that would further compli­
cate and confuse the funding process under SB 325. 

(5) It is unclear in the bill why the Los Angeles 
Transit Commission is permitted to allocate 325 
funds, yet SCAG is . to administer the 325 funds for 
the other commission'"~. 

(6) Another criticism of AB 1246 is that a separa­
tion based on geographic boundaries is artificial and 
decentralizing. Further, the role the multi-county 
agency (SCAG) is to play in the regional planning · 
process is not well-defined. Although SCAG will be 
assigned the long-range planning functions, these 
appear limit ed to reviewing, recommending, and com­
menting. 

(7) The main question here is will the commissions 
created by this legislation serve ~o consolidate and 
improve transit development or will they merely add 
to the present confusion? 

(8) The author has indicated that substantial 
amendments to this bill are forthcoming. These 
changes will address the areas of the distribution 
of SB 325 funds in Los Angeles County, establishment 
of local transportation zones, and providing for 
regular meetings between SCAG, Caltrans and the 
local commission~ to review transit policies. 
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POSITIONS 

Opoose: 

Southern California Association of Governments. 
SCRTD. 
L.A. Division of League of California Cities. 



Minutes of Executive Session of the Boa.rd 
of Directors - February 26, 1976 

The Board of Directors adjourned into Executive 
Sessi.on at 4:15 p.m .. 

Directors Cook., Neusom, Price, Ta.kei, Gibbs., Richter, 
Gregory, Holen and Brewster were present along with · staff 
members Gilstrap, Powers, Wilkens., Foster and McDonald. 

Mr. Gilstrap gave · a report on status of AB 1246 .• 
Director Holen explained,the content of AB 1246, and 
sugg,ested the District try to delay the bill so that it 
can be stud.1ed with a view toward offering amendatory 
language. Mr. Gilstrap explained tha. t the bill has b•een 
outstanding since last August and it may not be possible 
to delay it; also said if we int,end to work with the 
author, we should let him know. It should be conveyed 
to the Legislature that we need 30-45 days to review this 
and work with the author for a change in language. 

Mr. Neusom reported that a meet.ing was scheduled for 
9:30 a..m., Tuesday., March 2, 1976 in Chicago with Mr. Fasser 
and the Union attorneys'. 

Adjournment: 5:00.:p.m • 

. . 
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Southem California Rapid Transit District 
425 South Main St., Los Angeles, California 90013 
Telephone: (213) 972-6000 

JACK A. GILSTRAP 
General Manager 

To: 

From: 

Subject: 

All SCRTD Board of Directors 

Jack R. Gilstrap 

Assembly Bill 1246 

i ,, 

February 10, 1976 

As we enter the second half of the 19.75-1976 legislative session, there 
are many i.Inportant pieces of legislation that deal directly wi.th transit 
in Los Angeles County, but none with more far reaching ramifications 
to the District than AB 1246 (Ingalls/Vicencia). The bill was passed 
by the Assembly last year, beard by the Senate Com:mittee of Public 
Utilities, Transit and Energy, and killed in that comm.ittee. However, 
it has been granted reconsideration and amended twice more. 

Basically, the bill could open the District's sales tax base under the 
Mills-Alquist-Deddeh Act (SB 325) to other transit operators in the 
area. SB 325 provides operating and capital funds on a percentage-of­
miles-operated basis only to the District and to seven municipal operators , , 
who were serving the public on March 1, 1971. It is the largest single 
source of funds for District operations • 

• 
AB 1246 establishes a Los Angeles County Transportation com.mission 
which is given much of the authority now vested by statute with the Board 
of Directors. The conunission would have the authority to perform short­
range service and capital planning, coordinate all service within its 
jurisdiction, determine or approve the location of all capital development 
projects, select appropriate hardware {presumably even bus specifications) 
and t echnol ogy and stage all transportation improvement project s • 

• • • I • •• 
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All SCRTD Board of Directors - 2 - February 6, 1976 

Assembly Bill 1246 also ex.plidty encourages municipalities to either 
separately, or by intercity agreern.ent, operate their O'l.vn systems 
within the District. 

The commission would consist of 11 members - 5 county supervisors 
o·r appointees; Mayor of Los Angeles or alternate and two appointees 
0£ the mayor w:ith council confirmation; three members chosen by the 
city selection committee, one of whom must be from Long Beach. 

Your board by resolution No. 75-301, dated July 17, 1975, was ih 
opposition to AB 1246. 
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MR I CHA I RMAN ,· MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE I LAD I ES 
AND GENTLEMEN:· 

MY NAME IS JACK GILSTRAP AND I AM GENERAL MANAGER 
OF THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA RAPID TRANSIT DISTRICT. 

I APPRECIATE THE OPPORTUNITY TO PROVIDE TESTIMONY 
CONCERNING THE FUTURE" OF STATE TRANSPORTATION FIN.~NCING, 
WITH EMPHASIS ON THE RTD PROGRAM AND THE DISTRICT'S .. 
FINANCIAL NEEDS I .;: 

AS YOU KNOW, THE RTD IS THE LARGEST TRANSIT 
OPERATOR Ii1 CALIFORNIA.· MORE THAN ONE-THIRD OF THE 
STP.TE'S POPULATION IS SITUATED IN OUR SERVICE AREA .. 
THE DISTRICT, THEREFORE, RECOGNIZES AND ACCEPTS ITS 
RESPONSIBILITY TO 'CARRY THE MAIN THRUST PRESENTING 
AN OVERVIEW OF THE FINANCIAL OUTLOOK FOR PUBLIC TRANS­
PORTATION. 

WITHIN THE PAST DECADE, SOCIAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL 
CONCERNS HAVE CAUSED COMMUNITIES THROUGHOUT THE NATION 
TO EVALUATE THEIR SITUATIONS AND FORMULATE GOALS FOR 

-1-



Q THE FUTURE, IN THE MATTER OF MOBILITY FOR THE 

GENERAL PUBLIC, THIS QUESTIONING AND CHALLENGING 

OF. THE STATUS QUO DI SC LOS ED ON THE or~E HAND AN 

EXTREME CONCENTRATION ON PROMOTING THE USE OF THE 

PRIVATE AUTOMOBILE; AND ON THE OTHER A PUBLIC 
TRANSPORTATION SERVICE WEAKENED THROUGH YEARS OF 

NEGLECT, 

THO SIGNIFICANT DEFECTS OF SOLE _RELIANCE ON 
THE AUTOMOBILE BECAME APPARENT·,· FIRST, A SUBSTANTIAL 

SEGMENT OF THE POPULATION COULD NOT SATISFY THEIR 
BASIC MOBILITY NEEDS BY USE OF THE AUTOMOBILE BECAJSE 

o· OF AGE, INFIRMITY OR FINANCIAL HARDSHIP. 

0 

IN THE LOS ANGELES AREA·,· SOME 15% OF OUR CITIZENS 

ARE EITHER TOO YOUNG,· TOO OLD-, OR TOO 'pooR TO DRIVE 
. . 

AN AUTOMOBILE. THAT IS MORE THAN ONE MILLION PEOPLE, 
. FOR THIS SEGMENT OF OUR POPULACE, NO PROGHAM OF STREET 

AND HIGHWAY CONSTRUCTION HAS ANY MEANING UNLESS THERE 

IS AN ACCEPTABLE LEVEL OF PUBLIC TRANSIT TO PROVIDE WHAT 

FOR OTHERS MAY BE AN ALTERNATIVE, BUT FOR THE TRANSIT 
DEPENDENT IS A NECESSITY, SECOND·, AVOIDABLE USE OF THE 

AUTOMOBILE, PARTICULARLY IN METROPOLITAN AREAS, WAS 

WASTEFUL OF LIM ITED RESOURC ES OF LAND, AIR AND ENERGY . 

THESE INSIGHTS HAVE -LED TO PUBLIC POLICY TO SUPPORT PUBLIC 

TRANSIT AS AN ESSENTIAL ALTERNATIVE, 

_,,_ 
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WE REGRET THAT THE STATE HIGHHAY COMMISSION, IN 
~ 

A STATEMENT TO THIS COMMITTEE, STIPULATES THAT "PUBLIC 
TRANSPORTATION HAS BEEN PROJECTED AS THE SOLUTION TO 
ALL JRANSPORTATION PROBLEMS / 1 THIS IS NOT OUR PHI LOSO PHY 
AT THE RTD, AND IT NEVER HAS BEEN. WE ACCEPT THE FACT 
THAT PUBLIC TRANSIT WILL CARRY ONLY A MODEST PORTION OF 

. ' 

THE TOTAL TRIPS MADE DAILY IN OUR COMMUNITY, BARRING 
A CATASTROPHIC DISRUPTiON OF THE NATIOf-JIS LIFESTYLE. 

BUT WE SUBMIT THAT THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF PUBLIC TRANSIT 
.ARE VITAL TO THE ECONOMY ,, WE MOST ASSUREDLY AGREE WITH 
THE OBSERVATION EARLIER THIS WEEK BY LOS ANGELES COUNTY 

. • ' 

SUPERVISOR JAMES HAYES·,· THAT TRANSPORTATION IS NOT A 
SPECIAL INTEREST ANY l10RE THAN IS THE AIR WE BREATHE. 

DURING THE PAST SEVERAL YEARS~· MAJOR PROGRESS HAS 

BEEN MADE BY THE DISTRICT TOWARD ACHIEVEMENT OF ITS 
GOAL TO IMPROVE PUBlJC TRANSIT, THE REASON CAN BE 
EXPLAINED IN A NUMBER OF WAYS-, BUT MOST EASILY IN ONE 

WORD: MONEY, THE CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE CAN TAKE 

PRIDE IN BEING THE PRIME MOVER IN THIS AREA. ·SENATE 
BILL 325 WAS THE BREAKTHROUGH WHICH ENABLED THE DISTRICT, 
AS WELL AS TRANSIT PROP.ERTIES THROUGHOUT THE STATE, TO 
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BEGIN THE LONG-AWAITED TURNAROUND WHICH HAS LED TO 
A RE-BIRTH OF PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION. HERE IT NOT 
FOR SB 325, THE SCRTD MIGHT HAVE BECOME A THING OF 

THE ·PAST, ALONG WITH THE MTA AND COUNTLESS OTHER 
TRANSIT ORGANIZATIONS WHICH COULD NOT SURVIVE ALONE 
IN AN UNEVEN COMPETITION WITH THE PRIVATE AUTOMOBILE, 

ADDITIONALLY, IN THE LAST THO YEARS THE DISTRICT 
HAS RECEIVED FINANCIAL SUPPORT F-ROM THE COUNTY OF LOS 
ANGELES, DURING A 30-MONTH PERIOD,· THE COUNTY HAS 

BUDGETED SOME $56 MILLION TO IMPROVE SERVICE, MOST 
NOTICEABLY WITH BUS GRIDS IN THE SAN FERNANDO VALLEY AND 
SOUTH CENTRAL LOS ANGELES . DURING FISCAL YEAR 1975, 
AND MAJOR SERVICE IMPRO'l8·1ENTS IN EAST LOS ANGELES',· 

THE MID-CITIES REGION,· AND THE SAN GABRIEL VALLEY DURING 
THE PRESENT FISCAL YEAR.· THE COUNTY SUBSIDY ALSO 

ENABLED THE DISTRICT TO REDUCE ITS BASE FARE TO 25 CENTS, 
AND TO REPLACE AN ARCHAIC SYSTEM OF 206 ZONES WITH A 
SIMPLIFIED SYSTEM OF BUT THREE.. BEC.~USE OF A PROLONGED 

WORK STOPPAGE IN 1974, THE DISTRICT LOST FOREVER SOME 
$5 MILLION OF THIS SUBSIDY. 
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THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT H,~S LI KEHI SE RECOGNIZED 
THE IMPORTANCE OF PUBLIC TRANSIT AND HAS PROVIDED 

THE MAJOR PORTION OF CAPITAL IrlPROVEMENTS, LARGELY 

IN THE ACQUISITION OF ROLLING STOCK, AS WELL AS FUNDIN~ 

IN 1.1\RGE PP.RT THE HIGHLY SUCCESSFUL EL MONTE-LOS ANGELES 
EXCLUSIVE BUSWAY, 

THIS FINANCIAL SUPPORT HAS GIVEN US THE \'-/HEREHITHAL 
TO PROVIDE A 40% GROWTH IN SERVICES. IN ORDER TO ACHIEVE 

THIS GROWTH RATE, HE HAVE INCREASED OUR BUS FLEET BY 
25% AND OUR WORK FORCE BY A COMPARABLE NUMBER. OU~ 
PATRONAGE HAS 6ROHN TO A POINT WHERE WE CARRY NEARLY A 

MILLION RIDERS IN AN AVERAGE \1!EEK DAY', THERE ARE MORE 

THAN 25,000 BLIS STOPS ON SOME 3800 MILES OF STREETS Af!D 
FREEWAYS IN THE SERVI CE AREA.. THE EL MONTE BUSHAY ALONE 

CARRIES SOME l~,000 RIDERS DAILY, AND OUR COJJNTY-HIDE 
PARK AND RIDE PROGRAM HAS REMOVED MORE THAN 2000 VEHICLES 
DAILY FROM OUR OVERCROWDED FREEWAYS, 

WHILE THIS GROWTH HAS GIVEN US GREAT SATISFACTION, 
IT HAS ALSO GIVEN US CAUSE FOR CONCERN WITH RESPECT TO 
THE FUTURE, 

WHERE WILL WE _,BE TWO YEARS FROM NOW, FINANCIALLY? 
WHERE WILL WE BE THREE, FOUR AND FIVE YEARS FROM NOW? 
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RECOGNIZING THAT AN ADVANCE INSIGHT INTO OUR 

FINANCIAL REQUIR81ENTS WAS NEEDED FOR AT LEAST A FIVE-YEAR 

PERIOD, DISTRICT STAFF PROJECTED OUR OPERATING, 
FINANCIAL·; AND CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT NEEDS THROUGH FISCAL 

· YEAR 1981, THESE PROJECTIONS HAVE BEEN PRESENTED TO 
OUR BOARD OF DIRECTORS, WHICH HAS TH8'1 UNDER CONSIDERATION, 

ALTHOUGH NONE HAS BEEN FORMALLY ADOPTED', THE NUMBERS, 

AS YOU MAY WELL IMAGINE, GIVE PAUSE FOR THOUGHT, WE HAVE 
BEEN ABLE TO IDENTIFY SEVERAL REASONS WHY THIS IS SO. 

1, A DETERIORATING FLEET°,· RAPID EXPANSION OF 

SERVICE, COUPLED WITH A THOUGHTFUL, IF DIFFICULT, 
'· 

DECISION TO PURCHASE MO NEW BUSES NOT FUL~Y 
ACCESSIBLE TO THE ELDERLY AND HANDICAPPED, 

. ' 

HAS PRODUCED .A FLEET MUCH OLDER THAN IS PRACTICAL 
TO MAINTAIN, THE DISTRICT IS PRESENTLY TAKING 

DELIVERY ON THE LAST 100 NEW BUSES ORDERED BEFORE 
THE ADOPTION OF THE ACCESSIBLE BUS RESOLUTION, 
WHILE 400 NEW FULL-SIZE BUSES HAVE BEEN ACQUIRED 
IN THE PAST YEAR, MORE THAN 130 PIECES OF USED 
EQUIPMENT FROM OPERATORS IN OTHER CITIES HAD TO 
BE PURCHASED TO IMPLH1ENT SCHEDULED SERVI CE 
IMPROVEMENTS, 
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DURING THE PAST THO YEARS, NOT A SINGLE BUS, 
INCLUDING MORE THAN 200 WITH A MILLION MILES 
OR MORE OF WEAR,- · HAS BEEN RETIRED FROM 
SERVICE BECAUSE OF AGE, 

WHILE THE PRESENT AVERAGE AGE OF THE FLEET 
OF ROUGHLY NINE YEARS IS COMPARABLE TO THAT 
OF OTHER MAJOR PROPERTIES IN THE N.~TION, 

THE ADVERSE IMPACT OF THE DISTRICT'S SELF­
IMPOSED INABILITY TO BUY ANY NEH BUSES FOR 
THE NEXT 24 TO .36 MONTHS WI LL SHARPLY 
REDUCE THE OVER-ALL FLEET EFFICIENCY, 

WITH RESPECT TO THE PRESENT STATUS OF OTHER 
TRANSIT OPERATORS, IT IS OF INTEREST TO NOTE 
THAT PHILADELPHIA PRESENTLY HAS 350 BUSES 
ON ORDER, THAT CHICAGO HAD ORDERED MORE THAN 
1000 BUSES TO BE DELIVERED OVER A THO-YEAR 
PERIOD, THAT HOUSTON WILL TAKE DELIVERY OF 351 
NEW BUSES DURING THE SAME TIME, AND THAT ST ,, 

LOUIS HAS PLACED ORDERS FOR 640 BUSES TO BE 
DELIVERED BETWEEN NOW AND 1979, 
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2, OBSOLETE FACILITIES, ONLY THE MOST AGGRESSIVE 

- -

PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE PROGRM·1 CAN KEEP THIS 

PETER I OR.AT I NG FLEET IN S.ERV I CE. YET OUR 
FACILITIES DATE BACK TO THE TURN OF THE CENTURY, 
AND MOST ARE TOTALLY INADEQUATE TO SUSTAIN 
SUCH A PROGRAM FOR A PROTR~.CTED PERIOD, THE 

RIDING PUBLIC IS LARGELY UNAHARE OF THE COMPLEX 

OPERATION WHICH KEEPS THE FLEET ROLLING, THIS 
SAME PUBLIC HILL SURELY SUFFER, IF, FOR LACK OF THE 
PROPER TOOLS, THE FLEET. CHALKS UP TOO MA.NY 

MISSOUTS, '• 

. ' 
3, DECREASING FINP,NCIAL SUPPORT FROf;1_ THE RIDER, 

RELATIVE TO OTHER COSTS OF LIVING, THE PRICE 
OF PUBLIC TRANSIT HAS DECLINED SHARPLY. SINCE 
1968, THE LAST YEAR IN WHICH. THE DISTRICT 
OPERATED SOLELY FROM FAREBOX REVENUES, THE COST . 
OF LIVING HAS INCREASED MORE THAN 60%1 YET OUR 
BASE FARE.HAS ACTUALLY DECLINED 20%, 

THIS RAISES A COMPLEX ISSUE .. 1THAT OF ESTABLISHING 
AN EQUITABLE FARE STRUCTURE. THE CONCLUSION 
SEEMS INESCAPABLE THAT THE TAXPAYING PUBLIC WILL 
LOOK TO THE RIDER TO PAY A GREATER SHARE OF THE 
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COST OF SERVICE, THIS ISSUE IS FURTHER 
COMPLICATED BY THE FACT THAT BOTH TRADITION 
AND GOVERNMENTAL STATUTES OBLIGE THE 
DISTRICT TO PROVIDE REDUCED FP,RES FOR THE 

. . . 
ELDERLY, THE HMWICAPPED, AND STUDENTS. 
THESE FARE CONCESSIONS ARE APPLIED TO AN 
EVER INCREASING PORTION OF OUR PATRONAGE 
AS MORE AND MORE OF THESE INDIVIDUALS 
RESPOND TO THE REDUCED FARES BY RIDING THE 
SYSTEM, CREATING AN ADDITIONA.L COST BURDEN 
ON BOTH THE REGULAR RIDER AND THE TAXPAYER 
WHO SUPPORTS THE SERVICE WITH SUBSIDIES. 
HAVING CONSIDERED THESE FACTORS, STAFF IS 

I . 

PROPOSING TO OUR BOARD THAT A TEN-CENT 
INCREASE IN THE B14SE FARE IS APPROPRIATE IN 
THE COMING FISCAL YEAR. 

IN STUDYING THESE CONSIDERATIONS, THE DISTRICT 
FINDS "ITSELF IN AGREEMENT WITH THE BASIC PRHHSE OF 

YOUR COMMITTEE A'S STATED IN THE PROSPECTUS DISTRIBUTED 
TO THOSE OF US WHO WERE INVITED TO SPEAK BEFORE YOU: 

l, JUST TO MAINTAIN THE EXISTING LEVEL OF TRANSIT 

SERVICE WILL REQUIRE ADDITIONAL FUNDING IN THE NEXT 
TWO YEARS, 
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~. IF TRANSIT SERVICE IS TO BE IMPROVED; AS .. -

PLANNED BY MANY COMMUNITIES, INCLUDING, HOPEFULLY, 

LOS ANGELES, EVEN LARGER AMOUNTS OF STATE AND LOCAL 
FUNffING WILL BE REQUIRED. 

A PERFECTLY LOGICAL QUESTION AT THIS POINT IS, HO\L 
IN JUST FIVE YEARS, HAS THE RTD GONE FROM A SELF­
SUPPORTING AGENCY TO ONE WHICH REQUIRES TWO-THIRDS OF 
ITS SUPPORT FROM THE TAXPAYER? 

•. 
THERE ARE FOUR ANSWERS: 

. . 

l. .RAMPANT, RUNAWAY INFLATION \•IHICH -HAS SEEN THE 

COST OF LIVING RISE 50% IN FIVE YEARS. 

2. AS A LABOR INTENSIVE INDUSTRY, WITH SOME 85% 
OF ITS BUDGET ALLOCATED TO THE COST OF ·SUSTA1NING ITS 

· WORKFORCE, THE DISTRICT HAS FELT AN ABNORMALLY HEAVY 
·rMPATT FROM LABOR CONTffACTS WHICH 1-fAVE BEEN NEGOTIATED 
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UNDER, AND SOMETIMES DURING, THE DURESS OF A HORK · 

ST.OPPAGE. 

3, REDUCED FARES TO HALT THE DOWNWARD TREND 
IN RIDERSHIP AND MAKE THE SERVICE MORE ATTRACTIVE TO 
THE OPTIONAL RIDER. 

'~. V l\STLY IMPROVED SERVICES IN BOTH LOCAL AND 
COMMUTER AREAS. 

NOW TO Tl-IE NUMBERS; KEYING ON THE TWO APPROACHES 
JUST STATED, THE DISTRICT H~.S PROJECTED TWO CASES 
ASSOCIATED HITH ITS FIVE-YEAR FINANCIAL PLAN. 

IN ONE OF THESE, A MINIMUM EXPANSION PLAN, A 
SHORTFALL OF $29 MILLION IS FORE.SEEN BY FISCAL YEAR 
1978, BY FISCAL YEAR 1981·, THE DEFICIT HAS INCREASED 

TO $90 MILLION. NOT COUNTING A PROJECTED ALLOCATION 
- OF $17,8 MILLION IN FEDERAL REVENUE SHARING FUNDS FROM 

LOS ANGELES COUNTY IN FISCAL YEAR 1977, "THE AGGREGATE 
DEFICIT FOR THE .. FIVE-YEAR PERIOD 'IS $240 MILLION. AND 
I POINT OUT AGAIN THAT THIS rs ~. PROJECTION HHICH ALLOWS 

FOR ONLY A MINIMUM OF GROWTH WITH NO NEW SERVICES. 
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0 A PROGRAM WHICH IS ORIENTED TO DESIRABLE SERVICE 
. 

PRODUCES A DEFICIT WHICH RISES FROM $39 MILLION IN 
FISCAL YEAR 1978 TO $133 MILLION IN FISCAL YEAR 1981. 
IN THIS CASE, SETTING ASIDE THE COUNTY'S ANTICIPATED 
SUBSIDY OF $21.4 MILLION IN FISCAL YEAR 1977, THt 
FIVE-YEAR ACCUMULATED REQUIREMENT FOR ADDITIONAL FUNDHlG 
COMES TO' $349 MILLION, 

YOU MAY RIGHTFULLY ASK WHAT THIS MONEY WILL BUY. 
I WOULD LIKE TO TELL YOU THAT $349 MILLION WOULD MAKE 
POSSIBLE A QUANTUM JUMP IN PUBLIC TRANSIT FOR LO~ 
ANGELES. THIS IS NOT THE CASE. THIS MONEY WILL E~ABLE 

0 · THREE ·THINGS TO HAPPEN • 

0 

. 1. WE HILL BE ABLE 10-r~i\filT~ttt~[;! -pAKTIALLY 
MODERNIZE THE THIRD LARGEST BUS FLEET IN THE UNITED 
STATES. I SAY PARTIALLY MODERNIZE BECAUSE EVEN THIS 

· PROGRAM WI LL ONLY ENSURE THAT NO BUS IN THE RTD FLEET 
WILL BE OLDER THAN FIFTEEN YEARS, 

2. WE WILL BE ABLE TO UPGRADE THE PHYSICAL PLANT 
WH1"CH SUPP.ORTS THE FLEET. 

3. WE WILL BE ABLE TO COMPLETE A MASSIVE EXPANSION 
OF LOCAL SERVICE THROUGHOUT THE 2280 SQUARE MILES SERVED 
BY THE RTD. WITH THE EXPERIENCE OF THE EXCLUSIVE LANE 
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EL MONTE BUSWAY AND PREFERENTIAL LANES ON THE SANT!, 
MONICA FREEWAY., A REGION-WIDE PROGRAM OF EXPEDITED 
COMMUTER SERVICE WILL BE IMPLEMENTED IN COOPERATION 
WITH .THE CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, 
CERTAINLY NO PROGRAM HOLDS GREATER PROMISE FOR MORE 
EFFECTIVE UTILIZATION OF OUR PRESENT FREEWAY SYSTEM 
THAN THE NEAR-TERM PLAN FOR PREFERENTIAL TREATMENT 
OF HIGH-OCCUPANCY VEHICLES IN SPECIAL LANES, 

THIS MONEY WILL ALSO SUPPORT THE VITAL DOWNTOWN 
COLLECTOR AND DISTRIBUTION SYST8·1 FOR THE UPCOMING 

COMMUTER RJ~IL PROGRAM IN LOS ANGELES, ORANGE, AND 
SAN DIEGO COUNTIES, THE DISTRICT IS smING ASIDE A 

. NUMBER OF BUSES FOR THIS PROGRAM. 

AS A CONCENSUS DRAHS NEAR ON A RAPID TRANSIT STARTER 
LINE IN THE COMMUNITY, IT rs BECOMING APPARENT THAT 
WITHIN FIVE YEARS, FIXED GUIDEWAY RAPID TRANSIT MAY 
BECOME A REALITY, OUR BUS PLANS HAVE TAKEN THIS FACTOR 
INTO CONSIDERATION, IN THOSE AREAS INITIALLY SERVED BY 
RAPID TRANSIT, LOCAL BUS SERVICE HILL CONVERT READILY 
TO CIRCULATION LINES, MULTIPLYING THE VALUE AND IMPACT 
OF THE RAPID TRANSIT SERVICE ITSELF. 
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WHAT WE SEE AS THE MAJOR BENEFIT OF THIS EX­
PENDITURE IS FINAL EMERGENCE OF A TRUE MULTI-MODAL 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM FOR LOS ANGELES, ONE WHICH 
COMPARES WELL WITH THOSE NOW IN EXISTENCE IN THE 
MAJORITY OF THE WORLD'S OTHER GREAT CITIES, 

IN THIS AGE, NO MODERH CITY IS .BUILT CHEAPLY, 
WE ARE DEALING HITH URBAN SPRAWL, AND THERE IS NO 
WAY TO DEAL WITH IT EXCEPT ON ITS OWN TERMS, 

WE HAVE DEALT WITH SOME OF THE NUMBERS, NOH 
LET US EXPLORE SOME OF THE SOLUTIONS TO THE REQUIRE-

0 MENT FOR NEW FUNDING WHICH SEEM APPROPRI/\TE AT THE STATE 
LEVEL, 

0 

LET ME INTERJECT AT THIS POINT THAT I FEEL SOMEWHAT 
LIKE THE YOUNG MAN WHO WAS CALLED IN BY HIS FATHER, TOLD 

· OF HIS NEW RESPONSIBILITIES, AND THEN DISPATCHED INTO 
THE vlORl] TO DO Goon· THINGS I THE PROBLEM ARISES, OF 
COURSE, WHEN THESE GOOD THINGS MUST BE PAID FOR AND THE 
REALIZATION COMES THAT OW DAD DIDN'T COUGH UP A CREDIT 
CARD WITH WHICH TO BUY THEM. 
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0 
THE SCRTD, IF ITS ORIGINAL CHARTER Hfi,D INCLUDED 

DIRECT TAXING AUTHORITY, \'!OULD NOT BE IN THE POSITION 
IT IS TODAY. SINCE THE STATE HAS WITHHELD THIS AUTHORITY, 

-
IT MUST FACE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF LEGISLATING THE 
NEW FUNDING OF SOURCES REQUIRED TO SUPPORT ITS OrFSPRING. 

HERE ARE A FEW RATIONAL APPROACHES TO THIS DILEMMA. 

A CERTPJN PORTION MUST FALL TO THE DISTRICT AS ITS 

RESPOl1lSIBILITY. WHILE WE HAVE ALWAYS WORKED TO~!.~RD 
OPERATING EFFICIENCY, OUR EFFORTS IN THIS CRITICAL AREA 

0 f\RE DEING INTENSIFIED. A RECENTLY IMPL8'1ENTED SERVICE 
ANALYSIS PROGRAM PROVIDES CONSTANT VISIBILITY TO STAFF 
MA NAG EM ENT AND OUR BOARD HH I CH ALLOWS FOR TIMELY SERVI CE 
ADJUSTMENTS TO AFFECT ECONOMIES IN OPERATIONS, 

0 

A SECOND ASPECT DEALS WITH OUR INABILITY TO CONDUCT 
OUR LABOR NEGOTIATIONS IN PUBLIC AND UNDER THE SCRUTINY 
OF THE TAXPAYERS WHO MUST PAY FOR SUBSTANTIAL PORTIONS OF 
THE COST OF THESE CONTRACTS. THE DISTRICT THEREFORE 
SUPPORTS SUCH LEGISLATION AS ASSEMBLY BILL 1723, WHICH 
WOULD PROVIDE FOR OPEN NEGOTIATION OF LABOR RELATED 
ISSUES, IT IS OBVIOUS THAT THE CURRENT SYSTEf:1 IS LESS 
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THAN SUCCESSFUL WHEN WE REALIZE THAT DURING A 15-rONTH 
PERIOD OF THE CURRENT DECADE MAJOR TRANSIT PROPERTIES 

, . 

IN TWO MAJOR METROPOLITAN AREAS IN THIS STATE HERE 
FACED WITH 159 DP.YS OF TRANSIT WORK STOPPAGES, 

THIRD, WE MUST PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF PRESENT 
FUNDING SOURCES, MOST PARTICULARLY THAT WHICH FLOWS 
TO EXISTING -PROPERTIES THROUGH SB 325, LEGISLATION 
IS NOW PENDING BEFORE YOUR BODY WHICH WOULD OPEN THIS 
LIMITED SOURCE OF FUNDS TO NEW TRANSIT OPERATORS. 
THIS DIFFUSION OF FUNDS WOULD BE MOST HARMFUL TO 
REGIOi-Jftt OPERATORS SUCH ·AS THE RTD, 

ALTHOUGH SOME STATES ARE REPORTEDLY ALLOCATING 
GENERAL FUND REVENUES FOR. TRANSIT, IT IS SUGGESTED THAT 
CONSIDERATION BE GIVEN BY THE LEGISLATURE TO A PROGRAM 
WHICH WILL IDENTIFY AND UTILIZE APPROPRIATE SOURCES OF 
NEW REVENUE FOR SPECIFIC ALLOCATION TO TR~NSIT SUP.PORT 

-AND DEVELOPMENT, THERE /\RE SEVERAL SOURCES HHICH I 
SUGGEST FOR CONSIDERATION, 

.,.16-



0 

0 

THE MOTOR VEHICLE LICENSE FEE OR IN LIEU TAX IS 

LEVIED ON MOTOR VEHICLES AT A RATE OF 2% OF MARKET 
VALUE. THE RATE HAS LAST ADJUSTED IN 1948, WHEN IT WAS 
RAISED FROM 1-3/4% TO 2%, THE TAX RATE LEVIED ON OTHER 
PROPERTY SUBJECT TO /\DVALOREM T.~X H.~S RISEM TO APPROXi­

MP\TELY 3% OF Mft.R!<ET VALUE (THE EQUIVALENT OF A "TAX 

RATE 11 OF $12 PER $100 OF ASSESSED VALUE), AN INCREASE 
IN THE LICENSE FEE TO 3% \10ULD APPEAR TO BE EQUITABLE, 
WITH THE PROCEEDS OF 1% OR SOME $50 MILLION IN LOS 
ANGELES COUNTY ALLOCATED TO SUPPORT OF TRANSIT OPERATIONS. 

AN INCRE.I\SE IN THE TAX ON GASOLINE TO PROVIDE TR.~NSIT 
OPERATING FUNDS WOULD BE CONSISTENT WITH PUBLIC POLICY 
WITH RESPECT TO THE CONSERVATION OF LIMITED SUPPLIES OF 
FUEL, A RECENT REPORT BY THE FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
INDICATES THAT NATIONAL CONSUMPTION OF GASOLINE IS STILL 
TENDING UPWARD, REGARDLESS OF EFFORTS TO ENCOURAGE REDUCED 
USE, THE INCREMENT IN COST PER GALLON REQUIRED TO FUND 
A TRANSIT SUPPORT PROGRAM WOULD BE A MINOR FRACTION OF THE 
INCREASE EXPERIEi~CED RECENTLY WITHOUT RETURNING A BENEFIT 
TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC. A ONE:..CENT INCREASE WOULD YIELD 
SOME $30 MILLION ANNUALLY IN LOS ANGELES COUNTY. 
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A ONE-CENT INCREASE IN THE GENERAL SALES TAX 
RATE IS HORTHY OF CONSIDERATION AS IT WOULD PRODUCE 
MORE THAN $225 MILLION ANNUALLY AT THE PRESENT TIME. 

WHILE THE SUGGESTIONS DISCUSSED HAVE MERITS OF 
SiMPLICITY OF ADMINISTRATIOt'L EQUITY OR SIDE EFFECTS 
NOT INCONSISTENT WITH GENERAL PUBLIC POLICY, OR COM­
BINATIONS OF THESE MERITS, THEY /\RE NOT NECESSARILY 
EXHAUSTIVE, THEY ARE OFFERED TO INDICATE THAT THE 
PROBLEM OF f1AINTAINING A MULTI-MODAL SYSTEM OF TRANS­

PORTATION CAN BE SOLVED. 

IN SUMMARY, THESE POINTS ARE ABOVE DISPUTE: 
0 A SUBSTANTIAL, CONTINUING SOURCE OF ADDITIONAL 

FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE FOR TRANSIT OPERATING 
SUPPORT MUST BE CREATED. 

0 THE PROBLEM IS STATEWIDE 
0 IT IS PROBABLE THAT A LOMG-TERM PROGRAM WILL 

REQUIRE A YEAR OR MORE TO IMPLEMENT THROUGH 
LEGISLATION. 
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0 A PROGRAM, EITHER DISTRICT OR STATEWIDE, MUST 
BE ADOPTED BY THE 1976 SESSION OF THE STATE 
LEGISLATURE WHICH CAN MEET NEEDS IN FY 1978 
AND SUCCEEDING YEARS. WHILE A NUMBER OF STATES 
PROVIDE SUPPORT FROf-1 GENERAL FUND REVENUES, THE 
PROGRAM SHOULD IDENTIFY APPROPRIATE SOURCES OF 
NEW REVENUE, PHONG THE MOST PROMISING SOURCES 
APPEAR TO BE: 
- AN INCREASE IN '1 IN LIEU" LICENSE FEE 

CotJSISTENT WITH RATES ON OTHER PROPERTY 
- AN INCREASE IN GENERAL SALES TAX 
- AN INCREASE IN TAX ON GASOLINE BY SEPARATE 

SALES TAX OR OTHER MEA!'!S WHICH WOULD PERMIT 
ALLOCATIONS TO TRANSIT OPERATIONS 

IN CLOSING, LET ME URGE THAT THE NEED FOR LEGISLATIVE 
ACTION DURING THE 1976 SESSION IS VITAL IF TRANSIT PROGRESS 
IS NOT TO BE REVERSED BY PRICE INFLATiON AND DETERIORATION 
OF THE EQUIPViENT ,AND FACILITIES WHICH ARE ESSENTIAL FOR 
'SERVICE TO THE PUBLIC. 
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA RAPID TRANSIT DISTRICT 
Minutes of Personnel Committee Meeting 

September 17, 1975 - Room 1002 

Directors present: 

Directors absent: 

Staff present: 

Others present: 

George Takei, Vice-Chairman 
Donald H. Gibbs 

.Thomas G. Neusom 
Jay B. Price (replacement) 

Adelina Gregory, Chairman 
Pete Schabarum 

Jack R. Gilstrap 
George McDonald 
Richard T. Powers 
Johns. Wilkens 
Jack Stubbs 
George Heinle 
Richard K. Kissick 
Joe B. Scatchard 
Jack Walsh 
Byron Lewis 
Bob Willia.ms 
Ray Harris 
Betty Miley 
Pat Bluemke 

Charles Olson, Legislative 
~lyst 

The meeting was called to order at 9 -:00 a..m. by Vice­
·chairman Takei. 

Upon motion of Director Price, seconded and unanimously 
carried, the Committee recommended the second Board Meeting in 
October remain the normal meeting date, October 15, 1975. 

The General Manager presented his report dated September 17, 
1975 relative to l egislation affecting the District during the 
session ending September 12, 1975. 



·o 
Personnel Committee Meeting 
September 17, 1975 

Page Two 

Mr. · Charles Olson, th.e Districtrs Legislative Analyst, 
was present and reported tot.he District the level of activity 
during the last session. A copy of the report is attached as 
Exhibit I. 

Committee members briefly discussed the Section 13(c) of' 
the UMTA labor protective agreements., but felt that further 
discussion should be held in Executive Session during the 
Regular Board Meeting later in the day. 

The meeting adjourned at 9:45 a.m. 

Committee Secre-ca.ry 
le -
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R£V. 3/eS 

D.EPAR'rMEN"rAL 

,0 ) SOUTNERN CALIFORNIA RAPID TRANSIT DISTRICT -
1080 SOUTH D ltOAOW,U' 

LOS ANCEL.ES 

TO: 

F,ROU: 

Mr • .Tack R. Gilstrap 

Ray D. Harris 

CO NOT lNC:1.UCC MOR.( TMA'N ON·I: 

IU·9JICT IN T NIS CO,.MUNtC:AT<ON 

. 01.TE: September 17, · 1975 

SUBJECT: State Legislative Progress Report-. - 1975-76 Session 

0 ) 
(_ / 

0 
I I 

On Friday, September 12, 1975, the California State Legislature recessed, 
concluding the first year of th~ two-year session. The session has been 
extremely important. for the SCRTD." · The level 0£ activity in Sacramento 
has maintained a hectic pace throughout the session. To this point, staff 
has m ,onitor,ed nearly 100 bills as they proceed through the legislative process 

District Sponsored Bills _ 

As reported to the Board earlier this year concerning District legislative 
plans, there was a .need to change the District law to ~prove our purchasing 
procedures. The law set forth in 1964 required that for every purchase· of 
$3; 000 or more, the District must obta.i.n for:nal bids. ~his limit ($3,000) 

· has been eroded by inflation and makes the process more costly and ti.me 
constnning. 

District sta!f worked with Assemblyman Fra.nk Vi.cencia on AB 107 5 to change 
. the Di.strict Law to raise our bid limit from $3,000 to $5, 000. The bill was 

.signed by the Governor on July 7, 1975. 

In the area of bus system operational matters, our legislative plan was to 
amend the Vehicle Cod,e to permit the opera ti.on of the District's two double 
deck buses (he1.ght) and the fleet of articulated buses (weight) which we 
anticipate purchasing. AB1076 (Vic~nda) was signed by the Governor on 
July 8, 1975. This bill wiil exempt double deck buses from the present' 13. 5 
foo t height lin1itation and would prohibit such a bus from exceeding a height. 
of 14 feet, 3 i-nches. 

AB1077 (Vicencia) permits·the operatio.n of an ari.ieulated bus by amending 
the Vehicle Code to pr,ovide a gross weight of 20, 500 pounds on any one axle 
of a bus · instead of the rear axle only, as under present law. The above 
bill was signed by the Governor on June 21, l 9i 5. 
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AB 1078 (Yicencia) authorizes the equipping of buses operated by a public 
agency with a system oI warning lights. The special c:rime warning 
lights are located on the exterior upper four corners of a ·bus and shall be 

· activated only when a crime is in progress on boa.rd the bus or has recently 
been committed on board the bus. The crime warning lights have been 
installed by the District under a $65,000 grant fro.m the Office of Criminal 
Justice Planning. The above bill was signed by the Governor on 
Septembel" 16, 197_5 .• 

AB 1723 {Sieroty) v:ill a.mend the lahor provisions 6£ the SCRTD Act by 
requiring thc!.t all bargaining and fact-finding sessions between the parties 
be open to the public. · The measure :requires the District to submit a 
written offer for a ne,v contract to the employees not later than five days 
prior to the expiration of the contract or the fact-finding periocl. A supervised 
secret ballot on the District's latest offer must be made within 72 hours of the 
time service to the public may he terminated~ The bill was held in conunittee 
for interim study. It is hoped that during the legislative recess additional 
hearings -will be held. 

AB-1806 (Lanterman) will assist in providing the Dh:itrict the ability to recoup 
appro:tima:tely $1. 3' million tha.t would ot.'i.er,.vise be lost under the formula. 
set forth- in SB32.5 {Mills-Alquist-Deddeh) by which monies are allocated to 
transit properties annually, predicated on the prior year1 s total mileage. 
The loss i.s l:"el~ti.ve to tb.e 68-day strike period of last year, v:hen no mileage 
was rec:orded.. The bill has been signed by the Governor and chaptered on 
September 12, 1975. 

AB236J (Vicencia) would adjust the vehic:lf: code to perm.it the lengthening of 
future buses by 18 inches {in front of the front axle) to allow for the \videning, 
and ~qt~ipping the front door with a lift mechanism, assisting handicapped 
and elderly persons to hoard. AB2361 _has passed from. the' A~,sembly 
(72-0) ·to the Senate and will now go to the Senate Publi~ Utilities, Transit 
and Energy Cormnittee. 

. 
Additional Legislation of Int,erest 

AB 1246 (Ingalls) is probably .the most c:ontroversial piece of transit legislation 
of this ses .sion.. It would dilute and reduce the legislative mandate of t..."½.e RTD 
in that the planning. and building of a rapid transit system would be taken away 
irom the SCRTD. This bill would create a n in e-merpber, appointed 
commission that would. have a broad authority concerning all .facets of transit 

... . / ... 
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in the southlartd. This commission would have authority tQ perform 2.11 
short-range transportation planning, select FAU pr.ejects to be fund.ed 
and approve all capital development projects - .. inc:luding mass transit 
guideway systems, state and interstate highway projects . . The only areas 

· of responsibility not specifically .given to the commission involve autho·rity 
over county and local streets, roads and -airports. However, because o! 
the broad intention and language of the bill, it may also include these as well 

Staff, after recei.ytng authority through RTD Boa.rd resolution R-7S-301, 
July 17, 1975, actively campaigned against AB 1246. .A.fter pas.sing out of 
the Assembly by a slight 43 - ts vote, the bill's next: hurdle was the Senate 
Public Utilities, Transit and Energy Con::uni:ttee, chaired by Senator Alquist. 
The bill was held in committee, 3 - S. Mr. Ingalls has aeked and received 
reconsideration, making 1246 a two-year bill ·to be heard in Janua.ry> 1976. 
We should look to Mr. Ingalls to hold in.formal meetings through~ut the 
recess period to gain a foundation for amending 12.46 so that it will be 
acceptable to the delegation from the Southern California Area. 

SBlOO {Mills) would boost the state gasoline tax by 2f per gallon, to be 
expended for state highways and grade separations. The measure passed 
the Senate, 23-7: passed the Assembly Transportation Committee, 8 - S: 
but held in the Assembly Ways & Means Committee, 7 - 8. Senator Mills 
has asked and received reconsi.deration. · 

-
SBlOl's (Mills} original language would have a transit development board 
in Los Angeles, taking the building · of a rapid .transit .system away from the 
SCRTD and leaving the District to operate bus•es only. The bill has been 
amended to pertain only t ,o Sa.n Diego County - - no funds have been allocated 
this will be depend,ent upon the outcome of SBl00. 

. . 
ABI 998 (Campbell) which. was strongly support,ed by the California. Contract 
Cities, bears mentioning. The measure would have authorized any transit 
operator in operation for over 365 days ·to be eligible !or SB 325 funds; 
however, the bill was held in Assembly Transportation Committee for 
in·te ::::.-iin study. - . 

Three .Bills Aimed at Reorganizine: the SCRTD Board oi Directors 

In line with direction received from the Board Executive Committee, the 
.staff h2.s taken no .position on three bills introduced to reconstitute the 
Board of Directors. An update of the bills follows: · 

. . 
SB8 (Robbins) would replace our cu.rrent Board with a nine-member 
elected board. 

I 
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The bill provides that the question of an elected Board ·would be placed before 
the voters on the June 8 pi·imary ballot. If the proposition is approved, the 
bill would delete, as of November 26, 1976, provisions relating to the appoin­
tive board and provide for the election of a nin,e-member board from the elec­
tion to be est_ablished by the legislature at the June 8, 1976 Primary Election 
ai:lcl at the November 2, 1976 Qeneral Election. 

The bill also sets forth criteria for campaign contributions and e.."'q)enditures. 
SBS passed out o.f the Senate by a 23-11 vote, but was held i.n the Assembly_ 
Transportation Committee by a vote of_6 - 9. 

Sena.tor Robbins requested recon.siderati.on, which wa.s granted. This makes 
SB8 a two-year bi~l which could b_e heard in January. 1976. 

SB 47 (Roberti) is silnilar to SB8. Its major action would establish an 
eleven-man elected board from dist.ricts established by the Departrr..e nt of 
Transportation. The bill sets forth criteria for campaign contributions 
and establishes a Southern California Rapid Transi.t Advisory Committee; 
in addition to the new board of directors. There .has been no legislative 
action on this bill since February. 1975. 

AB 10 {Green) would have dissolved the current RTD Board of Di.rectors 
and repla,ced them. with the existing Los Angeles County Board of 
Supervisors. The bill fai.led passage i.n its i.niti.al policy c::om.mittee 
Assembly Transportation. · 

District staff will continue to monitor these "three bills very closely during 
the 1976 session. 

As we have reported to you in the past, we will continue to work closely 
with the va.rious co:rmnittees of the legislature as we continue to anticipate 
a substantial increase in the number of bills that will be introduced 

. concerning public transportation. 

R4+~~~ 
Ray ~arris 
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA RAPID TRANSIT DISTRICT 

Minutes of Special Meeting of 
the Board of Directors of the District 

July 24, 1975 

Upon notice duly given, the Board of Directors of the 

Southern California Rapid Transit District met at a Special 

Meeting with the Board of Directors of the Orange County 

Transit District at the Saddleback Inn, 12500 East Firestone 

Boulevard, Norwalk, California, at 6:30 pm. on Thursday, 

July 24, 1975. 

Directors George W. Brewster, Byron E. Cook, Donald H. 

Gibbs, Thomas G. Neusom, Jay B. Price, George Takei and 

Baxter Ward were present. Directors Victor M. Carter, A. J. 

Eyraud, Jr., Adelina Gregory and Pete Schabarum were absent. 

RTD staff members present included General Manager Jack 

R. Gilstrap; Assistant General Manager for Administration 

Jack Stubbs; Manager of Operations George W. Heinle; Manager 

of Planning & Marketing George L. McDonald, Manager of Rapid 

Transit Richard· Gallagher, Assistant General Counsel Suzanne 

Gifford, Principle Analyst Ralph de la Cruz and Assistant 

Secretary Helen M. Bolen. 

Orange County Transit District Directors Robert W. 

Battin, Ralph B. Clark, Al Holliden, John Kanel and Richard 

B. Lynn were present. Also present were OCTD staff members 

including General Manager Edward F. Loritz, Assistant 

General Manager James P~ Reichert, Deputy County Counsel 

K. R. Smart; Manager of Planning and Development Tom Jenkins, 



<f:;J Manager of Marketing Art Golland, Assistant for Inter Govern­

mental Relations Mary-Evelyn Bryden, Controller Jeanette Hyatt, 

and Clerk of the Board Jacque Mog. 

,0 
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Also present were representatives from Supervisor 

Schabaru.I11 and Supervisor Ward's offices, Bill Ackerman of 

SCAG, D.R. Roper of CalTrans, representatives from the League 

of Women Voters, the Mayor's Advisory Committee, guests, and 

the public. 

RTD President Byron E. Cook and OCTD Chairman Ralph B. 

Clark called the meeting to order at 8:25 p.m., followed by 

introduction of all Directors present, and introduction of 
I 

the two staffs by RTD General Manager Jack R. Gilstrap and 

OCTD General Manager Edward F. Loritz. 

OCTD Chairman Clark Spoke briefly concerning the need 

for OCTD and RTD to keep open the lines of communication 

and the problems both Districts have encountered in trying 

to buila a rapid transit system for Southern California. 

Chainnan Clark also commented that the sole reason for SCAG's 

existence is regional planning and assistance. The first 

rapid transit line in this area must be a regional system 

line. OCTD is concerned with how regional are the proposals 

that RTD is considering and will the final route chosen 

serve the majority of the p~ople of the urban area of Los 

Angeles which by defini t ion must include Orange County. 

RTD President Cook responded that the RTD Board •Of 

Q Directors recognizes thelr duty to give the people the best 
\ 

_) 



region in a better position to receive funding 
assistance from the Urban Mass Transportation 
Administration; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that this 
Board of Directors does hereby adopt as Phase II 
of the Los Angeles County rapid transit system a 
line that will include a connection or junction 
with the Orange County-Pacific Electric-Santa 
Ana-Garden Grove alignment; 

RESOLVED FURTHER, that the General Manager 
be and he hereby is instructed to convey this 
action to the State of California and to the 
U. S. Department of Transportation. 

OCTD Chairman Clark connnented on behalf of the OCTD Board 

of Directors that this action is yet another gesture of good 

will that exists between the two agencies. 

On the recormnendation of Mr. Reichert, the OCTD Board of 

Directors unanimously took action reaffirming the designation 

of the Orange County-Pacific Electric-Santa Ana-Garden Grove 

alignment as the top priority rapid transit line for OCTD. 

Vice-President Neusom cormnented for the benefit of OCTD 

that Secretary of Transportation Coleman had made it clear that 

only so many dollars were available for rapid transit construc­

tion, and it would behoove the OCTD to act with dispatch. 

President Cook commented that RTD and OCTD had made a 

milestone decision this evening. 

Discussion of AB 1246 

OCTD President Clark called on Mr. William Ackerman of 

SCAG to report on the latest developments concerning AB 1246. 

Mr. Ackerman reported that the Executive Board of SCAG has 

0 taken a stand in opposition to AB 1246. 
( ; 

. ._/ 
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Mr. Gilstrap commented that RTD feels quite strongly 

that AB 1246 is not good legislation, that it adds another 

layer of bureaucracy. The bill is going to be heard on August 

5, it has already been passed by the Assembly. We at RTD 

would like to see OCTD and RTD stand together on this matter. 

We understand that OCTD has .not taken a stand on this, but it 

is under consideration. This bill affects all counties and 

SCAG, and I think that we would have much better success if 

we were to work in unison. If the bill cannot be corrected, 

oppose it! Time is very short. What we see is a major piece 

of legislation that has been amended in some mysterious way 

that we won't know about until the day of the hearing, when 

it is too late. 

Director Price commented that the Transportation Task 

Force of the League of California Cities approved a draft 

that would make SCAG the regional transportation planning 

agency for all planning. This would inhibit even the changing, 

adding or deleting of lines. 

OCTD General Manager Loritz addressed the Boards stating 

that AB 1246 does not offer much to the citizens of Orange 

County. OCTD staff has deferred bringing this matter to the 

Board in anticipation of Assemblyman Ingalls' visit, however 

it will be on the August 4 agenda. 

Mrs. June Gilmore addressed the Board as a private citizen. 

She conunented that the League of Women Voters, as well as 

other groups have made ·'definite statements against the 

_Q_ 



Ingalls bill. A great number of people in Southern California 

do not want this bill passed. 

OCTD Director Kanel called upon former General Manager 

Dr. Fielding to comment on this issue. Dr. Fielding stated 

that AB L246 is one of two bills of a similar nature. OCTD 

supported SB 101, which was a cleaner document. AB 1246 would 

disrupt bus service, it would treble the amount of difficulty 

in providing even the most commonplace service, and it is a 

waste of taxpayers money in setting up another bureaucracy. 

General Manager Gilstrap reported that as a result of 

actions taken by various bodies in the County, Secretary 
I 

Coleman will be· notified that we have met the August 1st 

deadline. RTD will be transmitting a letter as early as 

tomorrow. Director Price suggested that a paragraph be in­

cluded in the letter encompassing action taken this evening. 

On motion of Director Price, seconded and unanimously 

carried, the General Manager was instructed to include in 

the letter to Secretary Coleman a paragraph setting forth 

the actions taken at the Joint Meeting of the RTD and OCTD 

on July 24th. 

Director Ward expressed concern about tonight's decision 

and the hope that a decision on the Central Business •District 

routing could be made by August 15, 1975 as we have developed 

momentum. I f act i on could be taken by that date , it would be 

impressive. Director Ward also asked that Lhe two Districts 

Q organize a study unit to study the cost and development of a 

_) 
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rapid transit leg to connect the two transi~ districts to­

gether. This would give tonight's action some added lustre. 

Mr. Gilstrap and Mr. Gallagher responded that the two District's 

are working together in the Rapid Transit Advisory Committee 

and suggested that a sub-committee be formed to make the study 

suggested. 

On motion of Director Ward, seconded and unanimously 

carried, the following resolution was adopted: 

RESOLUTION NO. R-75-303 

RESOLVED, that a .sub-committee of the Rapid 
Transit Advisory Committee be formed, representing 
the Orange County Transit District and the Southern 
California Rapid Transit District, to develop 
cost and other considerations in a Los Angeles­
Santa Ana routing. 

Orange County Board of Directors unanimously adopted a 

counterpart motion. 

Mr. Josh White of Mayor's Advisory Committee spoke briefly 

and asked Orange County Transit District to take action at this 

time against AB 1246. OCTD Director Kane! responded that it 

will be on the agenda on August 4th. Chairman Clark stated 

that he was prepared to oppose the bill this evening and he 

will feel that way on August 4th. 

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned 

at 10:25 p.m. 

4;._/<m ili.J 
ssistant Secretary 

.. '" 
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Attached letter sent to: 

Ma.yor Tom Bradley 
John-Gibson, President. LA City Council 
Pat Russell, President, League of Calif. Cities 
Jam-es Hayes, President, SCAG 
Jam.es Hayes, Chairman, LA Board of Supervisors 

Walter Ingalls, Chairman Assembly · Transportation Committee 
Frank Vicencia, Chairman Assembly Subconunittee on. Southern 

California Regional Transportati•on 
Senator Alquist, Chairm~, PUT &E 
James Mills, President Pro Tempore, State Senate 

' .. .. - --· - - ... 
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RAPID TRANSiT CHSTRICT 

iC60 SOU,H BROADWAY • LOS ANGELES , CAL I FORN I A (30015 • T~LEPHON,E (2i3) 749 - 6977 

GEORGE W . SRl!WSTER, OIR'!!CTOR 

Ho:iorable 1-fayor and City Council 
City of Lomita 
C ity Hall Offices 
L omita , California 90717 

July 24, 197 5 

Dear Mayor Cole and City Council Members: 

Than..1< you for your recent letter concerning Assembly Bill 1246. As you 
k now, the four City Selection Committee members of the ·sout.1-iern California 
R a ? i d T r ans it District Board of Directors were unanimous in their opposition 
to the bill as noted in our letter to your City Council on };fay 3. B y res olution 
ad.opted at the regular meeting on July 17, 1975, the full Board of Directors of 
the SCRTD went on record opposing AB 1246 . 

Should AB 124 6 become law, it would bring about a major revision in the 
dele gation of responsi.b~lities for rapid transit i n Los Angeles County. It w ould 
!"esu lt in a fra gmentation and unnecessary d uplication of transit service in the 
C o ,..:...."lty and would subvert the purposes for which the Southern Califor=.ia Rapi.d 
T r ans i t District '\Vas created; namely, 11 to provide the needed comprehe!'lsiv e 
n:as s rap id transit system" in the Southern California area. 

T h e establishment of a com.mission in Los Angeles County ,;vi.11 se :?:"ve only 
to dil ute the p't"esent transportation process by adding yet a nother un::ieeded l aye r 
o f governrn ent; one that less ens local government ' s control of the t r a:1sportation 
s ~rs t em. 

:'::-e esta o li.::i 'h.r:1ent of a.:1 a9p o int e d. co".nmission ·.v i.il :rri.e:ely ➔:> . .!.?:;_:_.: a te ·,v}:at 
.-;e :i o-..--:-.• have in the SCRTD Board of Directors. Do we really neec. anct=:er ap­
?~bt e d B oard; one that would hav e the complete responsibility of allocating 
tra :1.sit i•.inds to not only the SCRTD b ut to the other seven municipal opera-:ors 
i.r: our Co:1nty ? I think a point that cannot be overlooked is that at the ?resent 
tfr:1e loca l enti ties have the final veto on highway and road locations, o ot:.1 st a t e 
a ::d f e de ral. Should A B 1246 become la\'\· , the c ornrni.ss ion w ould h ave t:-:. e right 
t o -::ccide ,vhe re s tate and federal highv:ays a re placed. A ga in, t:: ia :e . •.·e.:; t o 
lessen l ocal cont rol. I believ e that our constituents in t.'rte Sm..:. thern Californi a 
area hav e the most responsh·e Boa.rd of Directors under the ;::>resent arrange­
I"!'"~en t t o o·.·ers ee the development of transportation in the Southern Califo!"nia 
:::: -(" ... ~ ---- -· 
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Honorable Mayor and City Council 
City of Lomita 
J uly 24, 1975 
Page 2 

I believe \Ve have to look at the proposed composition of the commission 
and what representation the small cities will have. At the present ti.me, L',,e 

78 cities of Los Angeles County area have four representatives on the eleve:i­
member RTD policy board. On the ne"\7 commission, for example, t..",,e ).Iayo r 
of Los Angeles will have three appointees while all other cities comoined ~...-ill 
have only hvo. This, I think you wi.11 agree, is a lack of adequate represe:i­
tation. 

As semblyrnan Ingalls speaks of a need for one governmental entity with 
the responsibility over 11 these fragmented transit operators. 11 The Souther::t 
California Rapid Transit District and the other seven municipal operators at 
times have had differences, but not to the extent that would necessitate an out­
side e ntity to settle any professional differences between our agencies. Quite 
t o the contrary. The working relationship behveen the RTD and other munici ­
p a l operators has in most cases been amicable .. 

Enclosed for your infonr..a.ti.on is a copy of District Resolution No. R-7 5-
3 01, w h ich voices the District's position on AB 1246 and the principal reasons 
for oppos ing this legislation. 

Your interest in writing is appreciated, and please do not hesitate to let 
me k now if I can provide any additional information. 

~::clo 3~re 
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0 RESOLUTION NO. R-75-301 

Assembly Bill 1246, which is presently be!ore the Legislature 
in Sacramento, would bring about a drastic revision in the delegation 
of responsibilities for rapid transit in Los Angeles County. If AB 1246 
should become law, it would result in a fragm·entation and unnecessary 
duplication of tran.sit services in the county and would subvert the pur­
poses for which the Southern California Rapid Transit District was 
created, namely, " To provide the needed ,comprehensive mass rapid 
transit system11 in the Southern California a.rea. 

Further, it is evident that the approach proposed by AB 1246 
would precipitate an unreasonable delay in the implementation of an 
effective rapid transit system in Los Angeles County at the precise 
time when prompt, decisive action is imperative. In addition,. AB 
1246 creates yet another level of bureaucracy and !es.sens local 

· go...-ernm.ent' s control o.£ the transportation system. 

' Further, AB 1246 provides no new funding sources to solve the Q financing problems confronting public transit ope~~tors. 

··--- BE IT, THEREFORE, RESOLVED., tha.t the Board of Directors 
of the Southern• California Rapid Transit District hereby exp.resses its 
opposition to .Assembly Bill 1246 as being det.rimental to the District 
and obstructive to the purposes for which it was created. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Staff of the RTD dissemi­
nate this resolution to approp.riate levels o! governm.ent and furnish 
all necessary information to interested o££icials, persons and groups. 

CERTIFICATION 

The undersigned duly qu.alified and. acting as Secretary of the 
Southern California Rapid Transit District certifies that the foregoing 
is a true and correct c:•opy of Resolution No. R-75-301, adopted at a 
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Page 2 of Certificate 

legally convened meeting of the Board of Directors of the Southern 
California Rapid Transit District held on July 16, 1975. 

The undersigned further certifies that this resolution is in 
full force and effect and has not been rescinded or modified in any 
respect. 

Secretary 

Dated: July 1 7. 1975 

(SEAL) 
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Report of the General Manager - Discussion of Asser.ibly Bill 
AB 1246 and Recission of Resolution No. R-75 .... 301 Adopted 
July 16, 1975 

The General Manager's report of out-of-state travel 

by Directors and staff during the month of February, 1976 

was :J.ncluded in the Directors r Board books under Item rro. 25. 

General Manager Gilstrap reviewed Assembly Bill 1246 

(Ingalls), including the merits of the bill and its objectionab: 

features, and recommended working with the author in proposing 

amendments, S1.nce com.mi ttee action is scheduled for March 16 

Hr. Gilstrap felt that action should be taken at today's meetin1 

Direct,or Price agreed with Hr. Gilstrap' s report and 

, felt that amendments should be worked out with the author and 

also felt the Board should rescind the previous resolution 

adopted by the Board opposing the bill and so moved, which 

motion was seconded. 

Director Holen requested a delay of a few days 1n order 

to study the bi:tl more fully and moved tabling of the matter 

until one of the special Board meetings scheduled in the next 

few days, which motion was seconded. For discussion purposes, 
. , 

Mr. Holen then withdrew h1.s motion to table. 

Director N'eusom felt the District should act more 

through 1 ts .appointing authorities such as the Board of Super­

visors, together with others, that the bill's contents should 

b,e more fully r ·eviewed and agreed with the motion t ,o table. 

He also urged amendments to remove some of the authority 

fr.om SCAG. 

Director Brewster inquired if a draft of a xilx substitute 

bill, or amendments, coµld be offered to the author, and 

- I y- -
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Dtrector Schabarum stated he would be willing to meet with 

the author but that all of his ideas might not be in complete 

accord with the rest of the Board. 

Mr. G1-lstrap suggested that a member of the Board might 

talk to Assemblyman Ingalls and convince him to postpone the 

March 16 committee consideration date, ~nd Mr. Neusom stated 

he could call Ingalls about the possibility of the Board 

·accepting the idea of the commission included in the bill but 

that the Board had reservations about other provisions and 

would like to meet with him in the next week or two. 

Mr. Schabarum stated that a partial position could be 

that the Board would support the thesis that the funding 

allocations on matters connected with transportation be a 

function of the proposed commission, and Mr. Holen felt the 

Board should take no position on the bill until after meeting 

with the author.··~~. Neusom felt we could simply rescind the 

previous resolution opposing the bill at this time and then 

talk to the author. 

On substitute motion by Director Price, seconded and 

carried as noted below, the following resolution was adopted: 

Ayes: 

Nees: 
Absent: 

Brewster, Cook, Gregory, Helen, Neusom, 
l"lrice, Richter, Schabarum, Takei 
None 
Gibbs, Ward 

RESOLVED, that Resolution No. R-75-3O1 adopted 
July 16, 19?5, opposing Assembly Bill 1246, be and 
the same is resci nded in its entirety. 

-;.f-



~--
-~ -

• 

' 

0 

0 

' . 
' 

It was agreed that Mr. Neusom would call the author 

and attemnt to set up a meeting between the author and the 

Mr. Gilstrap inquired if the Board was interested~gu 

a strong commission to have the staff prepare for considera 

a report outlining the duties of the commission, including 

the screening body for capital gran~s, designated recipient: 

cetera, and, if so, the staff could develop such a concept. 

· . • : 1-t.:-! t:pcxkHXX'k:a:f:fnmxx:tn±xmamix::tacqm111uaJ1 
(Director Richter departed at 2:27 p.m.) 

President Cook felt the Board should have such a model 

and, after discussion, the staff was instructed to · prepare 

a concept _as descr.ibed by Mr. Gilstrap. It was also suggeste 

that copies of Mr, Schabarum's previous legislation of severa 

years ago (AB- , 1969) be furnished to the Board. 

Mr. Neusom felt the author wanted to deal with the Boar< 

and not the staff, and that the proposals shoul d therefore cor . ' 
from the Boa rd • 

Discuss i.cn_ of Line Evaluat.ions and Ridership Repo:rts 

Director Schabarum mentioned that line evaluations had 

not been submitted recently recommending di scontinuance of 

· 1 ines, and Mr, McDonald reported that lines opera ting below 

the 20 riders per hour ar,e mainly in the improvement service 

areas or lines funded by others. He further stated that new 

services wo uld continue to be evalua t ed and r esul t s brought 

t o the Boar d f or considera t ion. 

Mr. Schabarum inquired if the staff was going to 

:recommend di scontinuance of lines either under 20 or over 

20 riders per hour, and :Hr. McDonald stated the staff would 



0 

0 

0 

GENERAL MANAGER'S REPORT TO THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
NOVEMBER 19 1974 

Mr. President and Members of the Board. My report today 0 is 

quite extensive. It is an appropriate time to recap District activities 

leading up t~ the November 5 election on Proposition A and to report 

on some of the important things we must accomplish in the months 

ahead. 

This report covers three major areas: our aggressive bus 

improvement program; vital legislative activities in Sacramento and 

Washington, D. C.; and what lies ahead in rapid transit. 

District Accomplishments to Date 

To begin with, it may be well to take a moment and look at the 
I 

accomplishments o.f this agency and they are significant. Over the past 

few years the District has added Z2 new lines; 600 new one-way route miles; 

increased its fleet by over 400 buses; and stepped in to fill the voids 

created by the failure of five private c·arriers, thus maintaining transit 

service in Watts, East Los Angeles, San Pedro, Inglewood and Pasadena. 

We have initiated more innovative transit services . than any bu~ system 

in the Country, including the Freeway Flyer. Downtown Minibus, Park 

and Ride Service, Subscription Bus Service and the highly successful 

El Monte Busway Program. The Busway stands as a model nationally 

RECEIVED 
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of the imaginative and highly effective utilization of buses in a rubber­

tire -oriented metropolitan area. 

The first contraflow lane in Los Angeles was established on 

Spring Street just a few months ago. Today it moves 112 buses during 

peak aftern9on traffic to connecting freeway operation. 

The Street Fleet bus service to the beaches from inland com­

munities was established just this last summer to the great joy of 

beach goers throughout the County. 

We all know of the multitude of new programs added with the 

help of Los Angeles County financing. Within the past few months we 

have increased our operating fleet by over 250 buses which are being 

used to handle the increased passenger load_s resulting from the highly 

successful 10¢ Sunday and 25¢ Flat Fare programs. This · latter pro­

gram, of course, eliminated the 300+ zones which had complicated 

our operation for years. 

In addition to these service activities the District has continued 

an aggressive training program that is now producing trained middle­

management people who one day will be the backbone of this operation. 

Our Affirmative Action Program in the top three employment levels has 

led to a 38. 8% increase in minorities. 

All of these programs have acted to increase our .overall pre­

str ike ridership some 22 % which stands as the greatest increase in 

~ransit usage of any system ii:i the United States according to American 

Transit Association reports. 
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Ilnprovement Programs Under Way 

A very important service improvement program now under develop­

ment is the joint Los Angele's County-RTD effort to obtain the use of 

existing rail tracks for commuter service in ~os Angeles County.. Within 

the next few-weeks we expect to file a petition with the Public Utilities 

Commission in regard to this matter. Further. we are working with 

the· County to seek railroad approval and Amtrak .participation in the 

early implementation of a t•est commuter rail operation on the Santa Fe 

track between Orang.e County and_ Los Angeles County. This program 

would require significant bus system support and facilities in the sub­

urban areas and at the downtown terminal. Fast collection and distribution 

service as well as parking where possible near the suburban stations and 

proper handling of passengers at rail stations must be provided. This 

project, if successful, could well be the turning point in the use of exist-. 
ing rail .facilities for improved public transportation. 

Turning to the bus system, within days the first of 300 new buses 

ordered last spring will be going into regular service. 

Our first double - deck bus has been off loaded in New York and 

is on i ts way to Los Angel,es. The RTD., is the initiator in -the experimental 

use of this type of bus of contemporary design which has the capability of 

increasing driver productivity by nearly 40%. 
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An additional 40 minibuses are now on order for the expansion 

of the downtown minibus program and for special purpose use in pro­

viding transit service to the physically handicapped under a program 
' 

already authorized by your Board of Directors. 

We believe we are close to finalizing plans for a new park and ride 

operation in the Santa Monica area using exclusive bus and carpool lanes 

on the Santa Monica Freeway. A Hollywood Freeway exclusive lane 

operation is also under development with the help of the ,California Depart­

ment of Transportation ( Caltrans). 

The 25f Flat Fare funding by the County for this year provides for 

the experimental operation of grid bus systems in the San Fernando 

Valley and South Central Los Angeles, and the implementation of an ex-

Q perimental saturation bus service on Fairfax Avenue, doubling the service 

on the line by cutting headways from 12 to 6 minutes between Wilshire and 

Sunset Boulevards. Our current timetable calls for staged implementation 

from January 5 through March 2, so that the entil-e program will be in 

0 

operation for at least four months of this fiscal year. These new services 

will involve over 200 additional buses. 

In mentioning these new services, it should be noted that a signifi­

cant effort is involved in expanding the District's fleet by this number of 

buses. Such an expansion amounts to increasing our fleet by a bus system 

approximately the size of the entire San Diego transit operation. It mean s 
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the recruiting, hiring and training of four to five ·hundred new employees; 

the acquisition through lease of two new facility sites along with the . 

investment of over $200,000 in facilities and equipment for maintenance 

and operation in the South Central area and San Fernando Valley; it means 

the planning· and laying out of numerous new lines, the cutting of schedules 

and runs; it means an extensive public information and marketing effort; 

and it means a substantial increase in the overall responsibility and work 

load of the agency throughout the organizational structure. 

All of this effort is required in order to operate these new ser­

vices, although they are currently funded only through this fiscal year. 

While we are hopeful that the County will provide the funding necessary 

to continue these important services into next fiscal year, at this point 

there is no guarantee of such funding. Even with the passage of Federal 

operating assistance legislation this year, •it is unlikely that there "'M'luld 

be enough operating assistance made available to the District under that 

legislation to eliminate the need to call on County Federal Revenue Sharing 

. 
assistance ii we are to maintain the current ZS¢ Flat Fare and the ex-

panded sys tern. 

In December we shall be presenting to you for consideration a 

funding proposal for submission to the CoWl.ty for maintaining and augment­

ing these programs in Fiscal Year 1976. If adopted by your Board, the 
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proposal should be presented to the County for their consideration in 

budgeting for next fiscal year. 

With continued Los Angeles County financial support, we are 

hopeful that the transfer interchange between the R TD and municipal 

services can be further improved. 

Also in the area of new bus system programs, we are working 

closely with the Orange County Transit District in the -coordination of 

a new park and ride operation and other expanded bus services. 

Since the District .first q~alified for capital assistance under the 

Urban Mass Transportation Act of 1969, we have embarked on improve­

ment programs totaling $140 million, of which nearly $43 million have 

come from highway funds for the Busway. Nearly $106 million have been 

expended or committed leaving a balance of $34 million yet to be committed. 

In addition to the Busway, these projects cover the purchase of 1, 078 

buses; construction improvements to five operating divisions; and the 

purchase of trucks, autos, shop equipment, two-way radios; a computer 

system and many other items for the modernization o.f our total operation. 

Later this .fiscal year, we will be filing an application to UMTA 

to fund further improvements and expansion, because as our fleet grows 

so do our needs for transportation and maintenance facilities. 

With the action of the Board of Directors last week, 100 new, 

full -s iz e tr an sit buses will b e purchased for delivery in mid - fisc a l 1976. 
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In addition, the District anticipates completing specifications soon for 

the purchase of new buses which will provide for access by handicapped 

citizens. 

In evaluating the impa·ct of the strike on ridership we cannot 

readily make the usual compariso.n of one period compared to another 

because o.f the effect o.f the flat far ,e. Our be.st estimates are that present 

passenger volume is approximately 8% below that of the period immediately 

preceeding the strike. .If, however, we give weight to the normal seasonal 

trends in riding; we would estimate that we are 15% below anticipated levels 

had the strike not occurred. Because of the strike, it is now .necessary for 

us to intensify our marketing and advertising effort. 

Augmenting the.Se important service programs now under way, are 

a number of internal organizational activities. Bus system marketing is 

getting special emphasis, as will employee court,esy, employee relations, 

governmental and community relation•s activities. Additionally, we will 

continue our vigorous efforts to provide safe, reliable transportation for 

our passengers. 

In the past months we have dealt forcefully with the problem of 

assaults on our operators. Today all R TD buses are equipped with large 

roof numbers and special flasher lights to assist the police in providing 

protection for our employees and patrons. The efforts of the local 

.., 
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enforcement agencies a .re commendable in helping to bring this community 

problem under control. During the next twelve months we anticipate that 

we will have installed on every RTD bus a two - way radio and silent alarrn 

system. We will also be moving forward in cooperation with the school 

district to develop a public information, educational program to communicate 

to the young people in the schools the serious impact of violence and vanda­

lism on the total community. 

The need to intensify communications at the community level is 

twofold. We need more community input to our planning process and, of 

course, more community support for Federal and State legislation to 

improve the quality and quantity of public transportation. Our community 

relatiohs program is aimed at these objectives. We will soon be imple­

menting a decentralized su,rface planning pilot program which we think 

offers real advantages to the community and the District in meeting the 

needs of our transit users. 

Also in the planning area, and in response to the Board's request, 
I 

your staff will be preparing programs to provide more useful information 

regarding passenger statistics and line-by-line pr,of~les showing rider­

ship and community benefit. 

All in all, the bus system improvement program accomplishments 

to date, along with the actit.rities under way, represent a . bus service 

improvement program unsurpassed in the United States in terms of both 

magnitude and innovation. The- Los Angeles area can be proud of this 

program. 
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Sacramento and Washington, D. C. 

We can anticipate ar;i active year in Sacramento and Washington. 

In 1951 the Legislature created the Metropolita_n Transit Authority (MTA ), 

our public agency predecessor, as a planning agency for rapid transit. 

The MTA had a seven-man Board of Directors appointed by the Governor. 

This agency accomplished little because it had no public financing and its 

authority was limited to planning and development only of a monorail 

line from the San Fernando Valley to Long Beach. Such a service would 

have competed with the private transit systems in the County, and, 

therefore, was opposed by these organizations. 

The 1957 Legislature restructured the MTA to permit it to issue 

re~enue bonds to purchase and_ operate the private bus and rail systems 

in the metropolitan area and to use fare box revenue to develop a rapid 

transit system. The theory was that if the public agency had fare box 

revenues it could build the rapid transit system without tax money. No 

one in modern times has been able to do that, but this fact was ignored. 

When private financing and fare box revenues proved inadequate 

for the job, -the Legislature acted in 1964, again not to solve the financing 

problem, but rather to reorganize the MTA into the current RTD. The 

Governor-appointed MTA Board was restructured, this time into a 

loc ally appointed Board of Directors. 

Today, some ten years lat.er, the defeat of Proposition A has 

brought forward the same old frustration among elected officials. 



Q And again, instead of centering on the agency• s fundamental fiscal 

inadequacy, the attention is directed at the agency's policy structure, 

a much safer course politically. 

0 

Suggestions for new legislation are already being made. One calls 

for a nine-member, elected Board. Another would have the County take 

over the agency. And still another would create a seven-member Board, 

five to be appointed by the C~unty and two by the City of Los .Angeles. 

As the new Legislature convenes in December and in January, we can 

expect to see many bills along the'se lines, most of which will avoid 

dealing with the real issue, financing, and instead center on the low 

political risk approach of restructuring the agency. 

Unlike nearly every other major transit system, the R TD has 

never been provided its own taxing authority and, therefore, the ability 

to carry out its mandates. BART has had taxing authority, Alameda­

Contra Costa Transit District has had it, even Orange County has had 

it, but not the R TD. 

Also in Sacramento, legislators no doubt will turn their attention 

to formulating a statute which would help to avoid disastrous transit 

strikes, such as we have had in the last fifteen months at BART, AC in 

Oakland and at RTD. 

We can also expect legis l a tive attention in Sac ramento to exclusive 

b us use on f reeway lanes, senior citizen fares, commuter r a il experiments 

and rapid transit construction. These matters and numerous bills 
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Q covering motor vehicle code, safety and insui:ance that are heard at 

every session of the Legislature will keep us extremely busy in 

Sacramento this corning year. 

The scene in Washington, D. C., is equally active. It is expected 

that S. 386, the compromise Senate-House legislation providing approxi­

mately $11. 8 billion in operating and capital assistance to transit over 

the next five years. will be considered in the lame duck session which 

reconvened November 18. It is expected that the Senate will vote on 

this issue this week with House consideration, at ·the earliest, just 

prior to Thanksgiving. The District is playing a prominent role in this 

legislative activity at the Washington level. Our agency is working 

o· directly with our L.~. County Delegation in support of these measures. 

0 

In addition, last week we participated in a Conference of Mayors meeting 

in The White House with Secretary Brinegar, who pledged the Adminis­

tration's full support of S. 386. Our District, through your General 

Manager who is a Vice President of the American Public Transit 

Association and Chairman of the industry's Governmental Affairs 

Committee, is directly responsible for coordinating the transit industry's 

overall legislative efforts in Washington. 
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Where We Go on Rapid Trans it 

The defeat of Proposition A is not a rejection of the need for 

better public transportation. There· is no doubt that the worsening 

condition of the national economy was the overriding issue leading to 

the defeat of this transit funding measure. An additional tax simply 

was not acceptable to the voters at this time. 

Strong evidence of this fact is the election in June of this year 

when the voters in Los Angeles County did vote by a 61 % majority to 

use a portion of the gasoline tax for rapid transit construction. It is 

to this source of funds we must look to begin construction of the des­

perately needed transit system. 

Acting on the Board's resolution passed at your last meeting, 

we have submitted a letter of intent to the State Department of Trans­

portation stating for the record on behalf of the District and other 

jurisdictions concerned in our County our intent to file a formal 

application for the use of gasoline tax funds for the design and con­

struction of the initial components of a regional, fixed- guideway 

rapid transit system for Los Angeles County. I might add that prior 

to sending this letter, it was discussed with Caltrans here in Los 

Angeles including Haig Ayanian, the District Engineer. All agreed 

such a letter should be on record expressing our agency's definite 

· intent to pursue this course. 
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In the general discussion of grade-separated, high-capacity 

transit, we must not forget the near-term project we are working on 

with the County, specifically the commuter rail experiment mentioned 

earlier. This program can be implemented near term, given appro­

priate approvals, and thereby we can begin to prove the feasibility of 

rail transit as a means of meeting today• s public transportation needs. 

It ought also to be recognized that the election loss obviously 

affects the implementation schedule, but does not change the fact that 

we have an adopted transit development program that has been incor­

porated into SCAG1 s regional transportation plan and ratified by the 

various technical groups in other agencies which have participated in 

the formation of the program. It is, in fact, a tribute to the technical 

staffs of the agencies in this region that they have shown uncommon 

ability in this instance to get together while· reserving options on mode 

and specific alignment. The plan has also received, with some exceptions, 

the broad support of the political leadership of the community • 
., 

Our best information on the amount of gasoline tax funds which 

might be available under Proposition 5 comes from Caltrans. They 

indicate that approximately $208 million could be available for rapid 

transit in Los Angeles County during the period 1975-1980. Approx­

imately half of this amount could be committed by the State of California, 

while the other half would require the approval of the cities and County 

of Los Angeles. Each of the 7.8 cities and County (for its unincorporated 

territory) receive an allotment under the Proposition 5 program, which 

in total equals approximately $100 million over the next five years. 
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Needless to say, attaining approval of all of these jurisdictions 

on a single program will be difficult. However, since approximately 

$100 million is under the control of the State of California, we can be 

encouraged by the strong indication of support from Caltrans and from 

_the new State Administration on the idea of moving ahead using gasoline 

tax funds for rapid transit im.provements. 

As indicated, the approvals on the use of these funds rest in 

the State, the County and all of the cities in our County. The RTD 

cannot receive funds directly without the approval of these agencies. 

As to the possible projects such money might be adequate to 

fund, we are already at work with Caltrans and the other jurisdictions 

in the development of alternatives. Some that appear to have promise 
• 

include: a full scale starter line selected out of the total 145-mile, 

initial-phase corridor plan; a starter line using light rail on the 

portions of the total program where existing rights-of-way exist; 

busway construction (although there is real doubt as to whether 

Prop 5 money can be used for any bus-oriented project); and the 
I 

possible construction of a people-mover project in one or more of 

our area's major activity centers. Whatever project evolves,·it 

should be coordinated with our existing transit system, in particular 

the San Bernardino Busway. 

L ooking to funding at the Federal level, we se e how crucial 

it is that we obtain passage as soon as possible of major Federal aid 

legisl·ation. If we assume that S. 386 passes and that approximately 
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$1 to $1-¼ billion in capital assist~nce becomes available to the Los 

Angeles area over the next five to six years, we begin to ·see that on 

a 4 to l matching basis the potential $208 million of Prop 5 money 

could go a significant way toward providing the funding necessary to 

build a substantial backbone rapid transit line. 

It would be your staff's intent to pursue these alternatives, 

working in concert with Caltrans, the cities and other planning agencies 

which are directly involved, so that as soon as possible, and hopefully 

by the end of this calendar year, we can begin to zero in on a consensus 

program for active development early in calendar 1975. It is important 

that the responsible agencies in Los Angeles County get together on such 

a project so that we might obtain our share of Federal matching funds 

early on. If we do not, those funds will go to other metropolitan areas 

which already have their projects qualified for such assistance. We 

simply cannot let the defeat of Proposition A be used as an excuse by 

the Federal Government to send those Federal dollars to other metro­

politan areas. They must understand immediately that we intend to 

proceed aggressively and that we do have adequate local matching funds 

in the form of gasoline tax funds to begin a modest but effective rapid 

transit program. 

Summary 

In summary, Mr. President and Members of the Board, the 

loss of Proposition A is indeeq disappointing, but not discouraging. 
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0 The need for transit improvement is no less pressing afte·r 

this unsuccessful election. Service to transit dependent groups, 

potentials for auto diversions as a means to help achieve clean air 

goals, to reduce congestion and, most importantly, to conserve 

our fuels are critical, imm.ediate community objectives. 

We have an obligation to the Lo.s Ang-eles metropolitan area. 

We have to face the stark reality that there is no major metropolitan 

area in the United States as vulnerable as Los Angeles to the devastating 

effects o.£ gasolin'e shortages and major price increases and indications 

are that such are virtually inevitable. Those of us who understand 

this and are in a position to help do something about it must do so. 

Q Our work is cut out for us, and we're under way. 

0 
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CALIFORNIA SOUTHERN 
RAP ,10 TRANSIT DISTRICT 

1060 SOUTH BROADWAY • 1..05 AN ·GEL£S, CAl.lFORNIA 90015 • TELEPHONE (2~:3) 749 697 7 

JACK R. G iLSTRAP 
GDIIIUiAl,,.MANAGQ 

• February lZ, l 975 

TO: Board of Directors 

FROM: Ja.ck R.. Gilstrap 

SUBJECT: State Legislative Program for 1975-76 Ses~ion 

Over th,e years the Southern California Rapid Transit District 
has actively worked for the passage of .sound public transit legislation. 
The District has been a leader ~ the spon s orship of legislation to 
provide public fund support for transit operators in this State. The 
six month. half-cent sales tax m .easure (AB 2136-Lanterma.n) passed 
by the Legislature in 1969 and the one-quarter cent sales tax levy 
{SB 325-Mills-Alquist-Dedci.eh) which _provided the first ongoing transit 
fundiag in this .state were bills sponsored by the Rapid Transit District. 

As we .reported to you in December., the level of activity- in "'­
Sa-cram.e.oto -this s -essioD will be hectic. T hree bills have already been \ 
introduced to reconstitute the Board of Directors of the Southern Cali- / 
for.nia. Rapid Transit District~ I.n line with direction we have received ~ 
fr_om the Board Executive Committ'ee, the staf! will take.no position .op , 

\ these bills to reorganize tne District Boarci. P~eside.nt Neusom has ) 
publicly enunciat,ed the Board's position by stating that tb.e matter of 
t he composition of the Boarci is a political is sue and should properly / 
be resolved thr-ou gh the legislative J>rOces s. ..-

The Boa.rd has instructed the staff .to en-courage legislation to "' 
pro~de the financing_ nee~ed to ca_rry forward our legislative m~da.· te-s ) . 

' , _to build and operate a rapid transit system and to upgrade the eXI.sting \ 
bus system. Ideally, this funding source should take the form. of dirJet · 
t~ing autho:i~ fo r th~ Di~trict, but w_e :11ust be realisti~ in recogni­
zing that pobtically this will be very difficult t -o accomplish. · 

As . b.as been_ reported in the press, a measure -(SB 101- Mills) 
has been introduced to transfer the Rapid 'Transit Di strict's authority 
to build a rapid transit syst-em to a new agency and to leave the Rapid 
Transit District to operate bp,ses only. This issue is certainly separate 

Q and apart from the question of the Board structure and therefore it. is 
_.::J our r ,ecommendation that the Rapid Transit District oppose legislation 
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to separate the rapid transit and bus system functions. Ont! agency should 
be responsible for the construction and operation of the rapid transit and· 
bus system; howP.ver, in the building of the rapid transit system, other · 
public agencies naturally must play a major role ar:id the District's past 
record shows_ our recognition of this fact in the cooperative approach our 
agency has taken in the development of our plans and proposals. 

Directly related to the matter of the Rapid Transit District financillg is t~e 
issue of diversion of SB 325 onet-quarter ce~t sales ta.~ funds to other cities. 
It has been suggested that attempts will be made to divert a portion of SB 325 
funds-which the Rapid Transit District and the present seven municipal 'bus 
operators receive to cities which have inaugurated transit service since 1971. 
As you may recall, the provisions .of SB 325 prohibited municipal transit 
opera.tors formed after 1971 ft-om participating in the distribution of the tran­
sit development funds. We understand that there is growing sentiment 
a.m.ong these .cew opera.to.rs and 0th.er cities interested in. starting transit 
systems to amend the law so that they might share in the SB 325 funds., 

The Rapid Tra!lsit District has not opposed, rather we ha.ve assisted, 
cities which wish to provide new transit servic;:es witb. new sources of funds • 

. _Hpweve-r, if the .quarle.r.-c.ent .sales :tax funds· .a~.e opened up to the n~w tran­
_sit operators, we can anticipate that many cities with little or no transit · 
experience will be'gin·to expe.rime.nt with tneir own bus sy.stem. Since the 
effect of such legislation would simply be to take money from the District 
and other present operators and give it to s ,ome one els-e. it is hard to see 
how thls will impro"·e transit. One th.ing is sure: it·will cause furth.er . 
f-ragm.eJ1tation of the transportation system in Lps Angeles County .. · Such a 
course of action could significantly lessen the quality of public tr~sporta­
tion i.n this area. For tb.ese reasons tne staff recommends tha; the District 
oppose these efforts because it would further erode· available flincllng to the 
District to operate the system and to qualify for matching funds at the fed•eral 
level. 

Along with the issue of funding we believe t.b.e District's legislative 
authority as the regional transit ope.ra.tor should be strengthened. In recent 
months the District has been thwarted in attempts -to p .roV'ide regional transit 
service in area.s whe·re our service area overlaps with tb.e municipal opera­
tor. In this regard, we should se e k the. understanding and suppor t of the 
League of CitiP. s, th.e City an'1 Co~ty of Los Angeles to grant the District 
the authority to serve th.e regional transit .need,s of the areas within our 
boundaries and to establish suc·t; se_rvices within the service areas of the 
municipal carriers ii prot,ectio.n is pr,ovided th~ municipal carriers in the 
form of diversion payment~ by the District in cases where some passengers 
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are diverted by the municipal car'rier to the Rapid Transit District._ In 
spite of the justification and need for this change, we can expect vigorous 
qpposition from the cities and perhaps others to any attempt to permit the 
District greater flexibility in providing needed regional service. 

Another difficult legislative problem area concerns charter righ.ts 
for the Rapid Tran .sit District: For tb.e last four years; and on other pre­
vious occasions, the Dis.trict has unsuccessfully sought the right to charter 
its buses. Nearly every other major bus operator in this state except the 
Rapid Transit District has the privilege o.f.~hartering their buses. The 

-right of charter wo1tld permit us to ma.~iz,e ·the utilization of equipm,e.nt 
and ' operators during the base periods and would generate badly needed 
revenues.· It is r·ecommended tb.at we again pursue ch.art,er rights even 
though, as in the past, we can expect vigorou.s opposition from the private 
charter bus operators and the Teamsters union who represents the private 
car.riers' operator.a. 

In the area of bus system operational matters, we should seek to 
have legislation introduced to amend the Vehicle Code to permit the opera-

. tions of the District's two double deck buses and the fleet .oJ articulated 
buses we anticipate purchasing later thls year. A temp,orary waiver has 
been o-b_taj:.ned from CALTMNS to permit the operation of the double deck 
bus until such time as legislation can be adopted to change the Vehicle 
Code b.eight· standard: The double deck bus exceeds the current height 
standard by approximately si.--t inches. · · 

In addition .to the double deck bus bill, the District needs and should 
urge legislation to permit weights ui excess of 20, 000 pounds on acy axle 
of the articulated bus: The existing law permits heavier weight only on the 
rear axle. One final operational is sue conc,erns legislation regarding the 
flasher lights installed on our buses as part of our· passenger .and operator 
safety program. A special permit was issued by the California Highway 
Patrol to permit us to use the flasher lights and we believe the success of 
tb.is program. warrants a. permanent change to the Vehicle Code. We have 
reason to believe that these three items will be supported by the Depart­
ment of Motor Vehicles aod CAl..TR.Ai'l'S. 

A chaoge to the District law is needed to improve our purchasing 
procedures. The law now requires that for every purchase of $3000 or 
more, the District must obtain formal. bids. This limit established in 
1964 has been eroded by inflation and makes th.e bidding process more 
costly and time consuming. It should be noted thf1,t a management audit 
conducted by Cre.sap, McCormick and Paget fqr the Senate ~blic Utilities, 
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Transit and Energy Committee recommended that the bidding dollar limit 
for BART be raised from $3000 to $10,000. We believe that a change to 
$5000 is approp.riate for the District and consistent ~th. sound. purchasing 
practices. 

Perha_ps one of the most hotlY. debated issues in Sacramento this 
~ession ~-ill be- the question of collective bargaining for public employees 
and the right to strike. !\--lajor legislation has already bee.n introduced 
which establishes a procedure which is in some ways similar fo the Dis­
trict's e:..~sting £a.ct finding proc:edure. The measure (SB 275-Dills) is 
the product 0£ the Joint Go:t:nn1ittee on Public Employer-Employee Rela­
tions aDd is supported by the leadership of both houses. 'The bill creates 
a Public Employee Relations Board to adm.inister the employer - employee 
relations law. SB 275 provides an impasse resolution procedure .and. 
with.in the limitations in the bill, perm.its public employees to strike. As 
the bill is now written, all transit operators will be cove.red by the measure. 
The bill provides for what, in effect, is binding arbitration if the courts 
judge a strike to imminently imperil public health and safety. Whether a 
public transportatfon strike would fall into this ciefi.oition is a question. I£ 
it did, the Ra.pid Transit District would have binding arbitration in that 
the court could dire·c:t acceptance of tb.e fact find,ers' report; if not, the 
Dis-trict would be just ab~ut :11her_e it is today if this proposed legislation 
pas.ses . It is the staff's recommendation that we carefully monitor this 
bill, but not take a prominent position on it. 

. -
In the area of tr.an sit labor relations, we can expect legislation 

sponsored by the labor unions whi,ch may be viewed as a reaction to the 
68 - day strike. One bill has been introduced· (AB 331-Lockyer) which pro ­
hibits public agencies from purchasing advertisements stating a manage -
ment positio.n regarding a la.bar dispute. It. is believed that the District 
should oppose AB 331 and any other 9ills which restrict the District's 
rights to inform the public. · 

As Wf!. have previously reported to you, we \-Vil! be working very 
closely with the various committees of the Legidatur,e as we anticipate 
a substantial pumber of bills will be introduced regarding public transit. 
If the.re is .no objection, the staff will pursue the general legislative pro­
gram outlined above _and will continue to keep tb.e Board informed through­
out the legislative session as dev.elopments occur. 

~pectfully, 
: 1 · 1Jtt;J . ~ ,,.. 

tAtt/Jriur &k R. Gilstrap-1.f 
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GENERAL MANAGER'S REPORT TO THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
NOVEMBER 19 1974 

Mr. President and Members of the Board. My report today is 

quite extensive. It is an appropriate time to recap District activities 

leading up t? the November 5 election on Proposition A and to report 

on some of the important things we must accomplish in the months 

ahead. 

This report covers three major areas: our aggressive bus 

improvement program; vital legislative activities in Sacramento and 

Washington, D. C.; and what lies ahead in rapid transit. 

District Accomplishments to Date 

To begin with, it fnay be well to take a moment and look at the 
I 

accomplishments of this agency and they are significant. Over the past 

few years the District has added Z2 new lines; 600 new one-way route miles; 

increased its fleet by over 400 buses; and stepped in to fill the voids 

created by the failure of five private c·arriers, thus maintaining transit 

service in Watts, East Los Angeles, San Pedro, Inglewood and Pasadena. 

We have initiated more innovative transit services . than any bq~ system 

in the Country, including the Freeway Flyer, Downtown Minibus, Park 

and Ride Service, Subscription Bus Service and the highly successful 

El Monte Busway Program. The Busway stands as a model nationally 

RECEIVED 
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of the imaginative and highly effectiv•e utilization of buses in a rubber­

tire-oriented metropolitan area. 

The first co.ntraflow lane in Los Angeles was established on 

Spring Street just a few mo.nths ago. Today it moves 112 buses during 

pe~ a£tern9on traffic to connecting freeway operation. 

The Street Fleet bus se.rvice to the beaches from inland com­

munities was established just this last summer to the great joy of 

beach goers throughout the County. 

We all know of the multitude of new programs added with the 

help .of Los Angeles County financing. Within the past few months we 

have increased our operating fleet by over 250 buses which are being 

used to handle the increased passenger loads resulting from the highly 

successful 10¢ Sunday and 25¢ Flat Fare programs. This · latter· pro­

gram, of course, eliminated the 300+ zones which had complicated 

our operation for years. 

In addition to these service activities the District has continued 

an aggressive training program that is now producing trained middle­

management people who one day will be the backbone of this operation. 

Our Affirmative Action Program in the top three employment levels has 

led to a 38. 8% increase in minorities. 

All .of these programs have acted to incr,ease our ,overall pre­

strike ridership some 22 '% which stands as the greatest ir1c.rease in 

~ransit usage of any system in. the United States according to American 

Transit Association r •eports. 
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Improvement Programs Under Way 

A very important service improvement program now under develop­

ment is the joint Los Angele's County-RTD effort to obtain the use of 

existing rail tracks for commuter service in Los Angeles County. Within 

the next few-weeks we expect to file a petition with the Public Utilities 

Commission in regard to this matter. Further. we are working with 

the County to seek railroad approval and Amtrak participation in the 

early implementation of a test commuter rail operation on the Santa Fe 

track between Orange County and_ Los Angeles County. This program 

would require significant bus system support and facilities in the sub­

urban areas and at the downtown terminal. Fast collection and distribution 

service as well as parking where possible near the suburban stations and 

proper handling of passengers at rail stations must be provided. This 

project, if successful, could well be the turning point in the use of exist­

ing rail facilities for improved public transportation. 

Turning to the bus system, within days the .first of 300 new buses 

ordered last spring will be going into regular service. 

Our .first double-deck bus has been off loaded in New York and 

is on its way to Los Angeles. The RTD is the initiator in the experimental 
✓ 

use of this type of bus of contemporary design which has the capability of 

increasing driver productivity by nearly 40%. 



An additional 40 minibuses are now on order for the expansion 

of the downtown minibus program and for special purpose use in pro­

viding transit service to the physically handicapped under a program 
. ' 

already authorized by your Board 0£ Directors. 

We believe we are close to finalizing plans for a new park and r ide 

operation in the Santa Monica area using exclusive bus and carpool lanes 

on the Santa Monica Freeway. A Hollywood Freeway exclusive lane 

operation is also under development with the help of the ,California Depart­

ment of Transportation (Caltrans). 

The 25f Flat Fare funding by the County for this year provides for 

the experimental operation of grid bus systems in the San Fernando 

Valley and South Central Los Angeles, and the implementation of an ex-

• . 
perimental saturation bus service on Fairfax Avenue, doubling the service 

on the line by cutting headways from 12 to 6 minutes between Wilshire and 

Sunset Boulevards. Our current timetable calls £or staged implementation 

from January 5 through March 2, so that the entire program will be in 

operation for at least four months of this .fiscal year. These new services 

will involve over 200 additional buses. 

In mentioning these new services, it should be noted that a signifi­

cant effort is involved in expanding the District's fleet by this number of 

buses. Such an expansion amounts to increasing our fleet by a bus system 

approximately the size of the entire San Diego transi t ope ration. It me an s 

.. 
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the recruiting, hiring and training of four to five hundred new employees; 

the acquisition through lease of two new facility sites along with the . 

investment of over $200, 000 in facilities and equipment for maintenance 

and operation in the South Central area and San Fernando Valley; it means 

the planning· and laying out of numerous new lines, the cutting of schedules 

and runs; it means an extensive public information and marketing effort; 

and it means a substantial increase in the overall responsibility and work 

load of the agency throughout the organizational structure. 

All of this effort is required in order to operate these new ser­

vices, although they are currently funded only through this fiscal year. 

While we are hopeful that the County will provide the funding necessary 

to continue these important services into next fiscal year, at this point 

there is no guarantee· of such funding _. Even with the passage of Federal 

operating assistance legislation this year, ·it is unlikely that there would 

be enough operating assistance made available to the District wider that 

legislation to eliminate the need to call on County Federal Revenue Sharing 

assistance if we are to maintain the current 25f Flat Fare and the ex­

panded system. 

In December we shall be presenting to you for consideration a 

funding proposal for submission to the County for maintaining and augment­

ing these programs in Fiscal Year 1976. If adopted by your Board, the 

-5 -
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proposal should be presented to the County for their consideration in 

budgeting for next fiscal year. 

With continued Los Angeles County financial support, we are 

hopeful that the transfer interchange between the RTD and municipal 

services can be further improved. 

Also in the area of new bus system programs, we are working 

closely with the Orange County Transit District in the -coordination of 

a new park and ride operation and other expanded bus services. 

Since the District first qualified for capital assistance under the 

Urban Mass Transportation Act of 1969, we have embarked on improve­

ment programs totaling $140 million, of which nearly $43 million have 

come from highway funds for the Busway. Nearly $106 million have been 

expended or committed leaving a balance of $34 million yet to be committed. 

In addition to the Busway, these projects cover the purchase of 1,078 

buses; construction improvements to five operating divisions; and the 

purchase of trucks, autos, shop equipment, two-way radios; a computer 

system and many other items for the modernization of our total operation. 

Later this fiscal year, we will be filing an application to UMT A 

to fund further improvements and expansion, because as our fleet grows 

so do our needs for transportation and maintenance facilities. 

With the action of the Board of Directors last week, 100 new, 

full-size transit buses will be purchased for delivery in mid-fiscal 197~. 

-6-
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In addition, the District anticipates completing specifications soon for 

the purchase of new buses which will provide for access by handicapped 

citizens. 

In evaluating the impact of the strike on ridership we cannot 

readily make the usual comparison of one period compared to another 

because of the effect of the flat fare. Our best estimates are that present 

passenger volume is approximately 8% below that of the period immediately 

preceeding the strike. If, however, we give weight to the· normal seasonal 

trends in riding, we would estimate that we are 15% below anticipated levels 

had the strike not occurred. Because of the strike, it is now necessary for 

us to intensify our marketing and advertising effort. 

Augmenting these important service programs now under way, are 

a number of internal organizational activities. Bus system marketing is 

getting special emphasis, as will employee courtesy, employee rE:lations, 

governmental and community relations activities. Additionally, we will 

continue our vigorous efforts. to provide safe, reliable transportation for 

our passengers. 

In the past months we have dealt forcefully with the problem of 

assaults on our operators. Today all RTD buses are equipped with large 

roof numbers and special flasher lights to assist the police in providing 

protection for our employees and patrons. The efforts of the local 
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enforcement agencies are commendable in helping to bring this community 

problem under control. During the next twelve months we anticipate that 

we will have installed on every R TD bus a two-way radio and silent alarm 

system. We will also be moving forward in cooperation with the school 

district to develop a public information, educational program to communicate 

to the young people in the schools the serious impact of violence and vanda­

lism on the total community. 

The need to intensify communications at the community level is 

twofold. We need more commun~fy input to our planning process and, of 

course, more community support for Federal and State legislation to 

improve the quality and quantity of public transportation. Our community 

relations program is aimed at these objectives. We will soon be imple­

menting a decentralized surface planning pilot program which we think 

offers real advantages to the community and the District in meeting the 

needs of our transit users. 

Also in the planning area, and in response to the Board's request, 
' 

your staff will be preparing programs to provide more useful information 

regarding passenger statistics and line-by-line profiles showing rider­

ship and community benefit. 

All in all, the bus system improvement program accomplishments 

to date, along with the activities under way, represent a bus service 

improvement prog ram unsurpassed in the Uni ted States in te r ms of both 

magnitude and innovation. The Los Angeles area can be proud of this 

program. 
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Sacramento and Washington, D. C. 

We can anticipate an active year in Sacramento and Washington. 

In 1951 the Legislature created the Metropolitan Transit Authority (MTA ), 

our public agency predecessor, as a planning agency for rapid transit. 

The MTA had a seven-man Board of Directors appointed by the Governor. 

This agency accomplished little because it had no public financing and its 

authority was limited to planning and development only of a monorail 

line from the San Fernando Valley to Long Beach. Such a service would 

have competed with the private transit systems in the County, and, 

therefore, was opposed by these organizations. 

The 1957 Legislature restructured the MTA to permit it to issue 

revenue bonds to purchase and_ operate the private bus and rail systems 

in the metropolitan area and to use fare bo-x revenue to develop a rapid 

transit system. The theory was that if the public agency had fare box 

revenues it could build the rapid transit system without tax money. No 

one in modern times has been able to do that, but this fact was ignored. 

When private financing and fare box revenues proved inadequate 

for the job, -the Legislature acted in 1964, again not to solve the financing 

problem, but rather to reorganize the MTA into the current RTD. The 

Governor-appointed MTA Board was restructured, this time into a 

locally appointed Board of Directors. 

Today, some ten years lat.er, the defeat of Proposition A has 

brought forward the same old frustration among elected officials. 

- 9-



Q And again, instead of centering on the agency's fundame·ntal fiscal 

inadequacy, the attention is directed at the agency's policy structure, 

a much safer course politically. 

0 

Suggestions for new legislation are already being made. One calls 

for a nine-member, elected Board. Another would have the County take 

over the agency. And still another would create a seven-member Board, 

five to be appointed by the County and two by the City of Los Angeles, 

As the new Legislature convenes in December and in January, we can 

expect to see many bills along the·se lines, most of which will avoid 

dealing with the real issue, financing, and instead center on the low 

political risk approach of restructuring the agency, 

Unlike nearly every other major transit system, the RTD has 

never been provided its own taxing authority and, therefore, the ability 

to carry out its mandates. BART has had taxing authority, Alameda­

Contra Costa Transit District has had it, even Orange County has had 

it, but not the R TD. 

Also in Sacramento, legislators no doubt will turn their attention 

to formulating a statute which would help to avoid disastrous transit 

strikes, such as we have had in the last fifteen months at BART, AC in 

Oakland and at R TD. 

We can also expect legislative attention in Sacramento to exclusive 

bus use on freeway lanes, senior citizen fares, commuter rail experiments 

Q and rapid transit construction. These matters and numerous bills 
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Q covering motor vehicle code, safety and insui::ance that are heard at 

every session of the Legislature will keep us extremely busy in 

Sacramento this coming year. 

The scene in Washington, D. C., is equally active. It is expected 

that S. 386, the compromise Senate-House legislation providing approxi­

mately $11. 8 billion in operating and capital assistance to transit over 

the next five years, will be considered in the lame duck session which 

reconvened November 18. It is expected that the Senate will vote on 

this issue this week with House consideration, at the earliest, just 

prior to Thanksgiving. The District is playing a prominent role in this 

legislative activity at the Washington level. Our agency is working 

Q directly with our L.A. County Delegation in support of these measures. 

0 

In addition, last week we participated in a Conference of Mayors meeting 

in The White House with Secretary Brinegar, who pledged the Adminis­

tration I s full support of S. 386. Our District, through your General 

Manager who is a Vice President of the American Public Transit 

Association and Chairman of the industry's Governmental Affairs 

Committee, is directly responsible for coordinating the transit industry1 s 

overall legislative efforts in Washington. 
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Whc~e We Go on Rapid Transit 

The defeat of Proposition A is not a rejection of the need for 

better public transportation. There· is no doubt that the worsening 

condition of the national economy was the overriding is sue leading to 

the def eat of this transit funding measure. An additional tax simply 

was not acceptable to the voters at this time. 

Strong evidence of this fact is the election in June o.f this year 

when the voters in Los Angeles County did vote by a 61 % majority to 

use a portion of the gasoline tax for rapid transit construction. It is 

to this source of funds we must look to begin construction of the des­

perately needed transit system. 

Acting on the Board's resolution passed at your last meeting, 

we have submitted a letter o.f intent to the State Department of Trans­

portation stating for the record on behalf of the District and other 

jurisdictions concerned in our County our intent to file a formal 

application for the use of gasoline tax funds for the design and con­

struction of the initial components of a regional, fixed-guideway 

rapid transit system for Los Angeles County. I might add that prior 

to sending this letter, it was discussed with Caltrans here in Los 

Angeles including Haig Ayanian, the District Engineer. All agreed 

such a letter should be on record expressing our agency's definite 

· intent t o p ursue this course. 

-12-



In the general discussion of grade- separated, high-capacity 

transit, we must not forget the near-term project we are working on 

with the County, specifically the commuter rail experiment mentioned 

earlier. This program can be implemented near term, given appro­

priate approvals, and thereby we can begin to prove the feasibility of 

rail transit as a means of meeting today's public transportation needs. 

It ought also to be recognized that the election loss obviously 

affects the implementation schedule, but does not change the fact that 

we have an adopted transit development program that has been incor­

porated into SCAG' s regional transportation plan and ratified by the 

various technical groups in other agencies which have participated in 

the formation of the program. It is, in fact, a tribute to the technical 

staffs of the agencies in this region that they have shown uncommon 

ability in this instance to get together while· reserving options on mode 

and specific alignment. The plan has also received, with some exceptions, 

t h e broad support of the political leadership of the community. 

Our best information on the amount of gasoline tax funds which 

m i ght be ava;ilable under Proposition 5 comes from Caltrans. They 

indicate that approximately $208 million could be available for rapid 

transit in Los Angeles County during the period 1975-1980. Approx­

imately half of this amount could be committed by the State of California, 

while the other half would r equire the approval of the cities a nd C ounty 

of Los Angeles. Each of the 7.8 cities and County (£or its unincorporated 

territory) receive an allotment under the Proposition 5 program, which 

in total equals approximately $100 million over the next five years. 



0 

0 

• 

Needless to say, attaining approval of all of these jurisdictions 

on a single program will be difficult. However, since approximately 

$100 million is under the control of the State of California, we can be 

encouraged by the strong indication of support from Caltrans and from 

_the new State Administration on the idea of moving ahead using gasoline 

tax funds for rapid transit improvements. 

As indicated, the approvals on the use of these funds rest in 

the State, the County and all of the cities in our County. The R TD 

cannot receive funds directly without the approval of these agencies. 

As to the possible projects such money might be adequate to 

fund, we are already at work with Caltrans and the other jurisdictions 

in the development of alternatives. Some that appear to have promise 

include: a full scale starter line selected out of the total 145-mile, 

initial-phase corridor plan; a starter line using light rail on the 

portions of the total program where existing rights-of-way exist; 

busway construction (although there is real doubt as to whether 

Prop 5 money can be used for any bus-oriented project); and the 
' 

possible construction of a people-mover project in one or more of 

our area's major activity centers. Whatever project evolves,· it 

should be coordinated with our existing transit system, in particular 

the San Bernardino Busway. 

Looking to funding at the Federal level, we see how crucial 

it is that we obtain pas sage as soon as possible of major Federal aid 

legisl'ation. If we assum.e that S. 386 passes and that approximately 
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$1 to $1-¼ billion in capital assistance becomes available to the Los 

Angeles area over the next five to six years, we begin to see that on 

a 4 to 1 matching basis the potential $208 million of Prop 5 money 

could go a significant way toward providing the funding necessary to 

build a substantial backbone rapid transit line. 

It would be your staff's intent to pursue these alternatives, 

working in concert with Caltrans, the cities and other planning agencies 

which are directly involved, so that as soon as possible, and hopefully 

by the end of this calendar year, we can begin to zero in on a consensus 

program for active development early in calendar 1975. It is important 

that the responsible agencies in Los Angeles County get together on such 

a project so that we might obtain our share of Federal matching funds 

early on. I£ we do not, those funds will go to other metropolitan areas 

which already have their projects qualified £or such assistance. We 

simply cannot let the defeat of Proposition A be used as an excuse by 

the Federal Government to send those Federal dollars to other metro­

politan areas. They must understand immediately that we intend to 

proceed aggressively and that we do have adequate local matching funds 

in the form of gasoline tax funds to begin a modest but effective rapid 

transit program. 

Summary 

In summary, Mr. P resident and Members of the Board, the 

loss of Proposition A is indeed. disappointing, but not discouraging. 

-15-



0 The need for transit impr·ovement is no less pressing after 

this unsuccessful election. Service to transit dependent groups, 

potentials for auto diversions as a means to help achieve clean air 

goals, to reduce congestion and, most importantly, to conserve 

our fuels are critical, immediate comm.unity objectives. 

We have an obligation to the Los Angeles metropolitan area. 

We have to face the stark reality that there is no major metropolitan 

area in the United States as vulnerable as Los Angeles to the devastating 

effects of gasolin·e shortages and major price increases and indications 

are that such are virtually inevitable. Those of u .s who understand 

this and are in a position to help do something about it must do so. 

Q Our work is cut out £or us, and we're under way. 

0 
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ASSSEMBLY BILL 1246 

A_mended as of April 29th - 1975 

TRANSMITTED AT THE REGULAR BOARD 
MEETING ON WEDNESDAY, N1A Y 1st - 1975 
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9 · :-~ ·: .~.-· -· .shorf-#lpge_ Cl!J'ital .. _imd ~em. _·ce p.1lannmg,. ~ f!ie -are~ under ·•. 
· , · · . . ·:· .. --f:he.jurisdictirm ofth~ commissions~ .. : . .'.. --'.,· . , · ·· .: .... . _ L _ ~- ; 

: ." .-','~ \ ~,;l~J ;• lfnder;the Urbai:i .Mass_ r~ortation tf:ft 'of 1964, ~ -~ _ 
· · 1 · -, .:· · ·amended by the National Mass. Transportation Assistance Act , · .· · . . r:· ·/-=-- ofi974; (of iui-uriian_ 11:~a "!thapoplilatfo~ o/200,~or more, .. -~ 

•. _ 1 • , •• the cJeszgnated ~ecip1ent JS the statewide or regional agency ~-
• t . -- ·. j·. ·, ,;- \'• ;·tb~t_ isi;~ble_ 1J!1dt¥: state Jaw, For the .iij.anqiiig,. co~c~. ,-, 

I 't' . · - j • - - ,-- ... : _ tioil,; and operat/Q.Ii. of pUQh"c transp()rtati.pn services in .that - .. ~-

. . ~. T:,)-~~ ~ -"·_~:/!!.~~~io~~:;;J:;/!Ji/;i;t~?iiii:~~!f j;tijj~:fil~~iii/ ;~iipi~~ ~' ': ~ 
I - ' • I • • ' • : ~•. • •-~~-. / :~ ~· ,. -~.~-~,~; ·'· •:·-,:-~-J~, ~~ .. •.:_·i \ ~ .. ~~l t;:~;'f·7 

r-~~. :;~ ~-;~•v~t~t~~L.\.•~:. ,._~,•; ~ ~.: ~··t . ~.}/ ,.~~ ~ -.. ~--;: •/ ;~:. ~ .. l • .· ·• ,; ·:::~ 

· . i ·- -· .. ' . :.:m· ·. Under ihe same tederiJ 'act 'speciiied w."{6)~.the Secre- . · - .! 

_ 
3 

·· ! ·:·~ -/ :·-~'!f ~prta/jon m_ay m~_gran_tf_to stat~· llr!d Joc'!1 ·. ·l • 

. l . ,. 14 '! · · -~. ~. _ Pll.f?!if 1?¥!f!f-.fr;r. 1:1f :_~orfa_tion-capital '71'e~di:tur"_f m· ~ 
o - • --y,_ I - • ( ·•:. ~ -.•:" • .. . ) •:•>,. '•l' '_-• • -~• , I , • · . • • • • I!>' . • • j 

~ •. L •• •,·w • • , • , • •• · ~ •· , .• .' ·, ..:.~ • ,. : ~• ••· • -~ • • _' , r • •.• • 

c9.-. __ ·_ .::·:iL:~2.~li-,:~:Z:~~~;@=~91£ X:~:-::;3lzfEt-::ZL~-. ~.~ 
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r .·. . . .. ➔ 
L. •• urban areas. .-. ,_,}I < _···: ;~. : .. -· c• ·c· ' ' • : • 

. 
1 

_ · , • : The biD i:vo.uld prohibjt ~y public ·entity 1n · an area unde;. . 1. 

. the jurisdiction of a c('mmission, except the commission, from ! 

, -. ~P%ftt;;~ =~'!;; ii.e Oe~~tor{~~~tiori · : <' •1 
~ _ · · .. has no authority to design or construct ~ansit systems. . . · i 

. r,r ·. ~The bill would .require the department, and would author- {: 
'-....__. .. ·. · 'ize the department in the case of a chartered- city, to design .t 

' ,, _ .. and ~onstruct approved gtlideway and rapid transit system in ·-t 
' =.- counti~s with commissions. . ': . :.. :· .: '.•., ; : r: I,,.,.. ' -.~ .. l 
~),hfk/.;1 The bill.wo~~-~~e ~~er~"1,'.1t~;~ ~~ ~~Q•?'~g < _ ._ ·I 

. ~:. ,.-:- -~ (10) The bill · ~ould provide that no appropnation ·• I 
:· woll;ld be made ep nor any obligation created_ for the re~- - . f 

: _bursement of any· local agency for. any c;:osts._mcurred .l?Y 1t , 1 pursuant to this bill.- . · · · ·, ·· .. __ · · · · : · -· ~- ' . ... · · · .. ·. -. .: 
· ~ · ·: Vote:: ~jority. ·Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: yes. ! 

• State-!llandated ~oc~_pr~gr~: ~o-~tate funding~ _ . . ·· . . :. -:j 
• · • • • ~-I : • • • I • , •: )'. - ./ • • .•1 I • • 1 

:';,- · The people of the Stat; of California. ·do enact as follows: 1 

.......... • .. ~•, , ___ _. .. _ .• ·• • 1• • ~ ; - .:- • ••,~ :,"""1.•-= .. ~ J ::" •• , \ • , ~ ••- r- • • • ~ • ,, . • • .: \ I 

-- ·~- _ l . :.:i .SEGI1QN ¼: . Seeaea S9eaS sf~. Ge•,e~ent Geee 
-. '. 2 , SECTION L · -Section 29532.4 is added -to the· : 
· : :3. Go.vernment Code, to read: . : . - · .. ·, ·:: . -~.:- : -- c:·· · . ·- • r 
:· . -· 4· '..· ._._., 29532.4 • .. . Notwithstanding Section-·29532, my county 
· . ·. 5 · traj.lspoitation . comroirooil . created-_ by. Division 12 

, · · 6- - (comm~g with. Secb"on 130000) of the-Public Utilities 
7 . . ' Code shall be de_~ated·by ~eSecretaryoEtbe B~ess- , 

. 8 . and Transportation ··Agency · €IS the · 'trililiporta.tion . . : 
. . .-:. ·9 planning.·agency for the area under its junsdic,tion. for . 

. 10 purposes of Section 29532. . ..-: , · -~ • •· .. · · ·- :: ·: · -· _ ·. - · 
11 :_ ts amendea ~ ~ . -. .. .. _ _. -:~•-·.~ ·•:· ---~, .;·-.-,: ;. ·; · ~--. ".·J •· 

-;,- .- - 12 -· · ·seeas. · Gttl! ef the funds afjprep~atea l'Mstt&Bt at. . 
~ .. _ 13-: Seeaeft 9963:1., $e eet:lftty . etiaiteP eW l'ftr· M puslie - ' 
, · ;_~ 14. l?~ertetie~ CftBBe9 atteft --~HBts ftftftlle alleeetea e,i · . ... 

-- ··-.: ·· 1s :~- the B'EtBOp8ft8:BOB 13Jenft'ing agencies ElesigB&tea ~ tfte 
. · ." ~ 16 · · Seeretil:ry e{ ~ Basiftess 8:ftE1• Traq_eneaea l...geaey es• 

· . ·.• · >. · ~,:~· 17 felle1+T+•s: · · __ · .. , ~ ·· · · :~;; . .-: -~l ·~· ·· .. .: ~ ~ -· ·I~ ~ • •• · -:~~ .. ~· J,.~_·, ~ .. , 5\-=·~· '." ·• ... ~·· ... ·.,~\ ,. .. .. ~. · ;- ~ . "' .. 
· , .. - 18'.~·. · ( ~ ~ a eeHBty ifteledea ·Nithm· ~ jtft'isaietieft ei a . 

( . · · 1~ -~~ltit.e.:n:Ir __ ere~~~ · r7~oa~ .~~eri~tien_· z,_J~.,;~~ .~.: . ~ 
' . . . -· ··.' :··~.( : ;, .t·?:. -. /.: ~ ;,~ ~:~>-• .; . ~ : .'.~----~<>/ -~~ ~; ..... :.~. . . . : -~~:·. ~:··.- :. ·. . . .-: ~ ~ .. ; 

. . . 
• ,, : ' • • • • 6 :. ' \ I t" 

- " :. :~:~ ~-,:;.:(~:i :.17.. ~:k;::.:;~:~ :;:.~:. ~;~£~.,"-"~ ;·. __ ·~,; Y: :, ~. _s_· 
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• • ,c • . • ,. • '· • • ,_ •. ,-,. ' 0 .- ' . I ' • • • l 
.. . _:. ~._/.:} __ /.:_ ,,._·(:_~ ~· :?~---~ _ _.._ --~ :~-·~t-1 ~ , :·:: . . . _· . ->o;·. . . ~· .. .- ~.. . -__ ,j ! 

. . . · ... . ·. · ~ 0 .... · ~. •·• -,: <' · s· · .' - . l ·- . ·-AB 1246 -~ : i 
·_- . ·•· ·. · ->·:: · · .</:~· · · -:_. :~ - ·:· '..~ •:7~ --~ ~r , ~ ~--· •. ·, · .·> ·- · •, j 
0 . .~ ;:_ -i -- -·Traruit D~tri~t,· ··c~mp~g- that territory ··hereinafter · · :l 
_ .· ._ ~-.:·.2 describe~-in this·,section lying within the b~un~es of -.·~-._. -

1
~ 

.' _ · .. \ :' 3 ·. the County <?£ Los . Angeles and ·such · temtory.- m the . 
· ._ ; :--,:: 4: County of Los Angeles ~din other counties as may be -:J 

. · :; .· .:_-__ ._5 hereafter annexed to·thedistrict as provided in this part. : : 
· ·• ·:. ~:~:;• · 6 .- .. The territory wilhin the· Gounty of Los Angeles which is j ·o·· ~· ·.-- 7 .- hereby creQted_irito ·such district is described as follows: " 
.. . _·-1-,~·~V > All that ·porti~n of th:e _County of Los Angel~s, State of f; 

; . · · ._· .. .. · .. _:1·9 . • califorrlia;Jying southerly ofthe line forn;ied by the south J 
. •- · -~~-:--klO . lines· of Sections 13, 14; 15, 16, 17, .and 18 of Township 3 l 

·'· ·• 
1

: ;~ll',· North, Range ·15 West S.B.B: ·& M., the south lines of :j 
. _ ~ ~ · i ,. 12 -Sections .13,.14, 15; 16, 17, and lS of Township ~ North, .l 

.. Y .: ·13 .. Range-16 :West S.B~B. & M., .the west line of Range 16 ·.1 
. · ,\.: 14 · West S.B.B~ & M~:. and the south lines of Sections 13 and ! 

- ,· ; , 15 14 of Township 3 North, Range 17 West-S.B.B. & M., anci 1 
-:, . ~:-\ }6 :_ the westedyexterision 0£ such lines in the Rancho Simi to l 

. · -· ·:f 17 1·the westerly boundary of the County of Los Angeles, and :j 
_ ,'_ -:: -~.:-::'.1 15' · -westerly of the.east line of Range 15 West S.B".B~ & M., and · 
·:· ': ... .... '19- all that portion ,of ·the remainder "of said county lying ·,:_· · _J

1 

_ 6 .. ~~" 20. ···-southerly of the north line of Township 2 North S.B.B. & 

'. ... ;k: ;rr~a!!:fe~~~.~~~.~t~~sr~J~~~a,~d . ·.; l 
. · . ~": \ , :23 r:.· SEC~ g. - Section 302~.is.added to ~e Public Utilities· 

:-. · -. , 24 -Code~ to read: J, · ·; ·. _-:· _'·~ .:::-· / ~- · · : ~. ~··:: : -., ,_ . .- :·' : ,,,~: · ~ · -.J 
.: _. - · = ·. 25 : ~ ·.- ~0265. _ Tp.e. boards~~ appoint an ~dvisory committee .•· · .

1
1 

·_:. _,"··> ·25 ·to ~ review · levels : of ,. transit service ·· and. ·submit .. 
1 ., ~-; ./._f 21--recommendations to_ the board o~ trarisifiinprovements. , 

: ,r. ·.~;~ 28' . The '.. members of' the ·advisory committee.·. shall serve 
: _· i : .. : >· 29_ wi~out_ ._. compensation, and the composition - of.: ,the·~ 
. ,. '-.'.,:_-:..:-:·30; ·committee. shall include representation-from all areas ~ 

. - -~-·-:-: ·. ·._. 31 ·" within the·.service area of the' district. - · .. . · . · · -'. · . 
;'.'-· · r(::·i\32·_ :-:,- SEC~-, 7.~--&iction·-99233 al the~Public Utilities Code ii ~ .. . 
_· ·-J;/~'.:~·~· .. ~ -"-lfmeridetl_" to .read:·.' .. ·-~ ~ ~.-/ r , .. . :.,.~·.-.>~ :r-: _; ~-·::f · -=-;;· ::,.:"':,_ ~-} ,_·:.-~?] 
Q :. ·--.34:··: -~9_9233. 1:'he-fwid s!,'iall l?e allo~ated by the ~eSJ~~~e~ ~-. .) 

. ___ .- ::-; '.:~ " fnm:SP~rtati~n p~anmng agency m ~~~r<!an~e w,i~ the -'. (: .J 
- •• • •• - • 0 36 · fbllo:w1,Dg pnonties· -1•: · :·., ~ • . ,:.. . • . • ,- • - • ; ;... - - =I .- . i 
,J';·!· -~1/\ -37: -:· ·(a)~·-First,:,there: ~ be alloc'ate~ ·io -th~ -~~~ty ·siich·::· I 
: :·. ""' • ·~\ -. 38 sums as are necessary for the county to administer this · 
' ~:.;-=:•,.:39 . ·chapter. ~: .. · · : ·. :. , · : ···.' :--~- , _ · · · -_ ~ ·.. -~ , . . '._ · _ . _ 

. c ·~/;t lO\>· ~b~:.;~~r~~t~~~ -: .. t11~rf~ }~~-~-,t-~.i _a?_~-~a,~e~ t~ -~~: -~· _j 

·_= ··t~r··}i:·>•:?2-:l1t{:·~;_i:\~t~1\~\:,::·;~\~2,:~·-:2~:-;{::t~ ~/~:7~~~7\~~~~-< ~~-- _· -_ ,· 
. . • ~ • = •• ... -,.., ' •. " ' • • • - ~-· '• '- •.. ' . · .. ~ ; • ·:.. . • - 2 1.246 ff 26 · 

: ,_·.•.). );.~·~-<--~--~:/t</:~~~~.t~ rt(~{t \:_~:. __ \ f~·:.?~~·:.~.·, <t~:-J ;- _\:~~: ::~ _ _..::i- .. -~-···= ·;" -:. : ~--.-... 
----:\ ·- ... .. ► •{ s•·w,, ... -'c;,.;s~ ·.;=.i.:.ir'...';G~ .. ~ ........ ~~'""-... c .. , ' ---~~--~ -~;~~~,..-::.~.,. ,. ... , -
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0
. · ... -- .... -._.-. . -_. •-·,.·- ~ . -.. -·(J .--_ .-

. ' ,,, @j · . , , .. ' [ )• , . • . 
~ 1 • - ..J' •r - , \' ., ,,_/ { ' l " 

:-1 li '., .•. : •. , :AB~ . .::;-; . . . :-6-
::· l _il' .· . ··: _-,_ .. ·._; 1-.-'tr~ortatio~ p~a~n-ing ··_agency · such sums as are ( 
:~ 1 - / . _ · .- : ... : . 2· .· nec~sary, to 9-dm1!11ster ~ chapter. _ _ 
: l it. -, .· 1 

··: .-- ~ -·-.~.'--{o) · Thereafter there shall be .allocated- to· the 
:: 1 j f · ·:·.- _ ·· ·,., ~: ·- 4·· transpo~on planning agency, ifitis statµto~y-created, 
·• : 1 !·- .... i·· . ., : :1 · · ~- ·or•is ~erving as the California representation to~ agency 
- ~:. , • · , -~_,/ i. "6~ created by·_ ~terstate .~mpac4 such .sqms as it may 

·- , ~: "(_L_ ( i __ : 't·>approve ·up ~o 3 percent. of ann~ revenues fQr the ( 
1 : ••• . ; ' .... - l: '.. ~ ~onduct '?.f the ·transportation plannmg process, unless a 

. J ! \ · ~-:L~~ -:.-.-:. ~ -· greater amount is approv~d by. the secretary. - ,, .: .- . . 
: : , ,:- ~ : :. .- .10 . · . (d)_ Th~eafier allocations _may be mac!e · to · ·the 

... ~ ! •!\. r · -- .. _ '. •.11 · m _ulticoimt:y designated transportation planning agency 
t 1 

- -~ . '. , ·.. 12· pursuant to Section 99233. 7. . .. ·.· ,_ · 
' l • · f ; · ., • 13 ··· .· (e). Thereafter. there shall be allo~ated to cities and 
: .. ; ~- ~- ~ _·: -- ; · .- 14• counties·. such · ·moneys ·as . are · approved by the 

' f : · •,. ; .- • - 15·._.µ-ansportation plan¢rig ·agency for ~113ims presented . 
t 

I 
i 16' pursuant to Section 99234. . · · . .. · -·: . 

. ' . . · . . · .. 17 -fer . (fl Th~r~after . there shall be allocated . to 
i :. . · · 1 .-is.· OQerators ,such moneys as · are. approved by the 
~ ! ; . f ·: '.-' :·. . 19 ~ transportation planning agency· for · claims presented 

:\ / '." . -~ !~ :\._:-··. _.20·! p~~t to Article 4 (c?~~n~~--~~_Se~tion;~26<?) =· i 
::- 1 " ": ·. 1 • L:, .. -21 of this chapter. . . _ · . .. . . , ,.. , . • x • _ .. 

l l '. ··: ·
1
i. :::i- ,. · .22~ :_ ·; ~ . (g) piereafter 'there shall be allocated to cities . · 

f
' j I · ,-. · _r_•- .. : - 23_; and counti_es such ·moneys as are approved by the . 
. i 1 • • ! ··;::. • ,: . . 24:- transportation planning agency for .. claims presented 
l I i · ': --~i , .. --:~ · : 25 · pursuant . to Article 8 · ( commenping ~th Section 99400) . 
'·· · f · 1 • • 26 of· a.i..:_ chapt · - · · · -· ·' -· ·i • · • · · • • • • • • • : · - • :, ; 1· ~· . , • - .. __ LUJ.:j . er_;. .·. .. _: .. . .. ·. •,• ... -·,.· .- . . ·· ·.. · 
( i ·; ··t · --~-:- _·~-;. SEC 8.. _Sectiori.~233.7~s_a~dedtotftel':rbli~Utilib'~ . ; 
!. i __ :.! - , : Cocfe, to read: •, . · .:, L.·· : . : ·· . ·· -• . ~..... , . ·--.· .. . . .-.· i - •. _; 

r· / : · -.-1! : -. . :, · 29 . .,' 99233. 7. After allqc~tions for thepurj:,oses specified iri !•·~I -- · 1 _ -~!: 30 suhdlvisfons (a), . (b}, and (c} of Section 9!!233, up. to 2 
l_. · 1 .. ..J. ··\. . , ' .-31 -. percent of.the_ r_e:ii~g moneyin.thf!_Eund.for tl}e ar;.ea :. 
f . r . · •J · 32. · under the 1unsdiction of a county · transportation 
11· . .;_: .. :· 1·. 33 .. tc~rpimssion. r:pay . b~ izl!o_c'!ted ~o .f!ie muJ.ticounty · 1 
! y , · , ~ i ! ,- , -~ 34. transportation planmng agency whi~ mcludes that area . ..'it 
! ; · ! . ~ +- '.- .-:<;- <35 . ,for l~ng-t~rm transportab'on ~st~.P~ pursyant"_tt? ·. -
i : , • , •· ' ·. . -Section 130301 . . · · . . ·•· · ·, --;·. '.·· ,, :., · · · ·· · · ! · . ;, . '. : : -r : . -. : -,_ 37 . ·. . SEC. 9. .. Section 99234 of the Public Utilities ' Code k ~ . ' 1· ··: :< 38 ·amended toread: ,.: . · -. . · ~ :. i.: ':. :. ::; . . · - · .'. -. • •. -·1:". --.: :t r. 

L -. . /-: ~- . '.: 39 . 99234~ · (a) After allocations f~r the p~oses specifi~d 
·, -1 1 • • ·40 in subdivisions (a), . (b), and ·(c) ··of S,ection. 99233 and 

:·.: . ... ! ' ' . - -,.~- • · ·:-~ : :~: ·.- · .:·-· ... . : • .-, • • _ • · · _- : .' . .. . _..: . · · .. : :.·.: '_.~ ' •. : •:: . , ' 

l,- • - &. I , • • .. .,,,I • • • •~~ •• •• ~ ,j ._ • ~ • a t .. • I .. ~ ;..• • 

kj:'}i.~·:.i~\/</!(I//:·?( />>'-' :;"~/:\ ·: ;;:;;;~/-. _·,; 
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•O · -: '. (i} / il, :~i199~) 2 ~int :f ~~ ;e~g mcine~ shall : · ' 1 
, ., -.-· ~-~2 _be made available: to_ cities· and counties ._ for _facilities ~ 

• -- . i£'. .-:a ~ provided for- . the ~elusive use • by pedestrians and · · J 
· "' · ~--~ -~ · ·-:, ",4-;, J:>icycles, unless the-transportation planning agency finds :I 

. · .: ..... .:.: . .- r"_-·5 :-;,tb~t-such mo~~ys-could be used to better advantage for • 
'. , , · -~.i .. _•:~:: ,. 6.-. .-·.the .. purposes stated in ·Article· 4 (commencing -with J 
~ .. · : · £!\ · ~ · .7·. Section 99260) of this chapter, or for local street and road 
-' ~ . •. ~ ;_LS -~ purposes in those areas where.· such moneys ~ may be 

· ·-. -: ·.,' .. :, __ _.:_~_9 expe_nded~f~r such purposes, .ill: tlie dev_elopme~t of a 
· . . . ~ 10: balanced transportation system. · .-. ... . ;, . 

· _· .. · · · , 11 ·: ·. (b) Claims for such facilities shall be filed in the same 
·· ·· ~. ::12~: mariner.as are claims_filed'forthe purposes of subdivision 

: : -:- --I~~: (a) of Sectfon 99400 . . ·:,· . ~- > .... :.: .<· •_;·· ~- 1 
: --.. ·,. .. '..14 - (c) Such moneys · ·shall be allo~ated for. the 

. · · · '. ·. -. lS _. construction of such facilities pursuant to-a priority list of 
.: · ~ ~. . 16 . such ~cilities prepared by t1ie transportation pl~g · 
.: : .. · . · ··17 · .agency for the area _within itsjurisdiction. . . .'· •i. 

, .:- :·.,.• • .. . l&.: ·.· :.(d)~- Suchmoneysmaybeallocated·withoutrespect to 
- . ~-~ ~:lg:~ _Section 99231 and shall not be included in determining 

1'\_ . ~- o· ·· .. -. ·· ··20. ; the .'~Pp?r-tio~ents to, a city . or· county _for p~oses of 
lfl .-:: . . · · . 21 subdiV1S1ons -t,ef eBe (f) and (g) of Section 99233. . . 

·: _ ,::-_., ~~ 22.:··_:,-_ ·(ef'The ✓transportatfoii planning agency shall revi~W 
·_ · _. . ~-· 23-s its allocations made pursuant to subdivisj.on (a) of_ this -

.- ·_:_~. _;.-,_:· _24 ·\section within-30 day~-.after receiving a request for such -

, ·~ . , 
~ 
I 

.• -I 

) 
l 

. i 
- I 

··i 
J • ! 

j 
·· l . ·i . , .. ·. .· : 25 ;.review from . any city. _or coµnty ~ the area within the 

.· .... -- • 26 jurisdiction gf the transportation p_lanning agency. . - - ·. , 
~-- : •·:.· ~ :··,~- SEC: 1a . Division . 12: (commencing . with Section 

' · : .- : ,.~-- 28 ." I3000Q) is. added ·to the P~blic Utiliti~ Code, to ;reac;I:. _ · l 

·" \ ·. : : : \\~b;t1i' d)~ ~~;oiiT~PON · : · . ·: ' j 
.... ~ ~/.~---: 31 =,~;,.·J• Ccj":> '. -~ :f;· ~i::.! ·:·:,.' cC?~~IONS_ ... · . />"·;'.: ·,, ··.:. · . · ·. ·_. J 
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t · . ; • - - , ~-•·•35.,. r ,·•.:.~\:. -----.~~··.~~;._~~:;[.~, :~.• ·-··,_- .. ~.~• ... _ :l .. ,,' ~ • .. • .· ~ : ... .1., , , ) .. -~;:· .•~;; - -' _~j 

· ·: -. '.;:~ 36·:·~'. j30QOO.-•'.:t'hisdi~o~sfuillbe:Iai;~and~aybe'cit~ - · ,l 
·,,:: · :.: ·-~~;-a7,i,as.-·the CQunty rranspo~tion Commissions Act ·_· . . i . : . ·, 

• , :J ·", ''. , ·. ' . .. 38 :, -130001. · .The Legislature hereby finds and declares 
' , ' · ' . 39·.:~~at: >· . ., •.· -. ·.< .. ··;· ·; <. _· {._. · . . ' · : ,-:-. _· · ··-~-
) • Q ·_· '~_-~ ... :.:. (a~ · ~~~~c- -~~~and . : fot _an efficient p~b~c· 

. _ :;;~5i~:?i:lt1~~~'.:;g~~:~;~~i-;:~-~;~:'._:'.~'.}::I1;~:::~;•~;,~ ~~--~ 
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~~1{ 6_:_ :ABr:·1246::~?( Ci ' . ' _n8_. -::- . --:~---:··•· ·: ·.) . ". :. :·' ~- ' 
{ ~ ~ .,. • I • ~ •• ~ - J • •• ~ 

- : ·,:-:.-~.":~~~tic'~ syst~~-in ~~·sou~e~ califomi~ regio~ _ 'J) 
\ . i . ,: 2:, :resulting. from population sprawL . tl?.e· concentration of . 
-i . : , . ,~.3-- many: transit dependent citiz¢~ in the large urban areas, · -
· ; I · ·. : . . 4 and increasing ~obility requirements indic~tes a need . 

. , . · ·:, . 5- for . impr_oved, as . well as ,more· innovative, policy and · 
l: _ _ ; .. 6· decisic;>nmaking instjtutions-to-resolve these problems . ... 
\ •_ _.. :· · <-,-1 ·: -. (b) :A basic purpose of transportation policy within the 

1 
- . ·~ 

~ J · _ ~. ; . . s.: _ region should be to avoid undesirable .~dupli~tion of , . ·,.JJ . 
~ ! , : ._ ·,, 9-··:transportation S(j!rvices~ .:~CW.~Ve, the. operation_--; of a . -
• , -~ .\ · ~-· -· 10 ~- coordinat_ed and integrated transportation system which 

·· I'. · · · ·;·~: .: -11 will red~ce autompbile usage and 'd~peridency, reduce 
\ '.I · · · . : 12. the--consumption· of scarce and e.xpensive energy fuels, 

- . : -· 13 and reduce the leyels of automobil~rela~ed air .pollution. 
- · -' 14 ( c) The _transportation system ~hould be designed to 

: ; . · ._. 15 : offer . low-cost · public · transportation , to all citize~, 
, . · · . 16. · particularly those immobilized.by pov.erty, .age,_physical 
1 

-:. •• . 17 . handicaps, or other reasons. • · · . · · - · -

. 
• t 

18 . · · · (d) 1'be transportation system should be designed, 
.19 operated, and maintained $0 that it, will be competitive to 

. I 20 the autom.obile in time;.. convenience; an_d in user· cost in r_-\ \. _ 
.. · -.· 21 .. oi:der ~o . attract patrons _in ~g~ numbers; and efforts JI 

-· 22:-~ should be made to attract patro~_with aJ} feature~ Qf ~e . 
\ l! ·q 
; . . . 23 . - . . -.. . . .. . 'Ii ... ' • .• - J - •• • ~ ~ · · · -system • . '-" , • .. :, · - . , _ . . .. ~, -· . ~ , . . • - . 
.. _, · •. - · · ~ -··. · ~ ( e) • .. nie traIISportati~~. ci~w~~g -p~o~e~· sh~~d -. _~: .. -: 
·~j. ;-. . •. 2o· b~ responsive to public values, and provide for the 
lj , .. . 26 · continuing iilvolve_ment of the public in _the prep~ation, · . .... . 
d . . .. .. 'Z1 ~evisio~_ and discussion .- _of __ tr~ortation plans" ~d .. . . . 
11 . . . · 28 . services -, , . . • : ... --: .•- , ~ .. ; . ., _., · :· . --~ .. ·~-' ._ ._ :'"!:. . ! 

11 ;_ . . ' 29 : j '_ . (f) ' T;ansi>ortation : plan nine:-- SQOulc{. recoglµZe . that ' . . . . 
:1 . . 1 - 30 _ · transportation· systems . hB:ve significant effect ·on the 

-~ · . - , : ~1- p~ysical and ~ocioeconomic characteristics of th~ areas + , 32-. seryed, and· emphasis should. be given to the protec~on , . 
t · .. 33. and -,· enhancement of -- the~ environment · and .the . -

0
. ··. -

t ·. ,· .. ~ ~=~:~~O~ ~~ ~~-~~~;~~~~t~~~~~:~:~~-~~~j-1~:;:.; ;t .: ·~: _>:· ·~ 
-:· · . . 36' . ·<130002. - A'.s 45ed in this diw10~ -commission,Omeans · · .-_·-: ' ·, -~ - · i 

. · : 37. · a county transportation commission · created pursu~t to· .- • : . . ) ~ 
., · 38 '. .-Chapter 2. (commencing .with Section:130050}.· ._.:._,:_: ·- :~ . . • •. :~ ·; 

. . . 39' . : . 130003. As us(#(} in this division, '1ocal transportation , :· f 
• _ ~- ✓ ~ones~~ n:z~.-~o~~tJl';_trBJJSit zones charged ~t/1, :0 .. ; 

·ff- ,.--· ~'. ·. . . .• 

, . 
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r , . - ~ -~ ... _ . _ . ,.__:.g_ 
... _ • ..: • ; t 

Q ~-- · 1 ." p~vidbig intra~-;,or hitrac~~unity trips ;r1mar11y ~~ . - . 
. ~ . : · 2 --residential streets, · and · feeding intO) the regional. .or . 

• · ~ - j • 3:-• Jine-haul system: Limitei/ intercity trips within a zone ·· ·, -::.: ~.: .4 .- )nay-be provided · · · ,· · , · · : ·' -· '. :· ·.· '. .' . :·. -
--- , _. ,- .. · ,_'5 . ·:_-;~·Local transportation zones shall consist of adjacent, 
: : :· .. _ -"6 ·"ilfJinity cities or unincorporated areas,. with transit l 
--'®-J· ·::· 7 · ser.vlce prqvided by~~e C!ty_ within the zone, or_bi: l!io~t 
' . , .. ·.. . & . powers agreement · ~tween two or more -cities or 
<:~ ,.-. · ,. • 9 . communities within · the zone, or. by contract with· the 

.- _. · -. · 10'. ·regi_onal-or line-haul operator. · Th~re shall be a single 

l 

_Dr.J 
. . · · 11 . -,fdministration, m'aintenance,.and service facility for each . 

• ; .i ',-_ .12 -·slich zone. · · -:· · -. , , · . ., ;_ ., -~·pr.· ·• >~ · < '.: .: · . , 
; ~•-~ " • . . -. 13• _,,,. ■ ' 1:., " 1 

• - ~ • • ; • .- ~! • i~'v": !" : . I~;:"'\ :r1i p .:.. .;: • ~"~ -.. ... o • ,. ~/• • • • .. ,_ z •. •;• ,_ =. fr ., 

. . --.. ~--14 _·:_. ~ _: · -CHAPTER 2."·· CREATION ' OF CO~SSIONS. . . 
• • 15 •-•: r. ._ ' ; °' • • .• l " 1t~ •~,I•,. • ": • ._• ■ : - I J • • • • • ~ .a ~ _; .f • 

:· · _ 16 -· , -130050. · There.is ·h~;r~b·y ~reated ~-c~~sion in each · · 
. . 17--of the following counties: Los Angeles, Orange, Riversidep 
· :--1s· and· San Bernardino. · · ·. ; : - . : . i • · • · :. · • .· :~ 

., . ~ . ·_ :· 19 · _! • 1a00eg 13oa5'1 ~ · Except as provided in Sections 1309el . 
· ;{Q· ·· 20 M!El .·1a00ea 130052 and -130054, the cornmiss:lon shall · 
· · _; 21 consist of'five members appointed as follows:. ·.-. -- · ' · : •'.j 

' . · •-· 22 ---~ (.a) Two ·-membei:s -· of the - bqard _ of supervisors . ·i 
. _ : . , .23 . · appointed by .that board~ . . : , . .,-_. · -:- ; ·. - · . _ .1 

._, · -~ .,: -~ 24 ··:.~ '.,. (b) T.wo ~embers ·appointed ·by· . the ~ty selection ·. '_ .{ 
~ . .. • - II:\~ co ............. tte·e •: · ·· r~.:.- ·;:: - · · · · -· . · ,. · ·- '. · . t----· 1 

.. •1 ~ ' ~.&.L.L • ~- ; • c ~_ • .., , '"'.. . ., "' ' , " , • , ~ _ ,: - .. J 
_ -~::'.,: 26 :7. · (-cY One( m~mber:· S:ppointed by · the . executive .:!i J 

·, · _, ., 27·_ coinmittee -of the Southern California Association of e. · .! 
. . ---- . ~-;\ 28 . Go ts . . . , ' . - . -- . . . . -. 1 ; . - -~- vernmen . .. •_ ·.. . . •· · · • -·· . · '· · · -1 
· · .: .. · .".29 ·: . - 180061 · ·; 1130052.': The ..:: ,: Los . ·'Angeles· -County ~ 

"i ·· : . (~ :·: ~ _30··· . Tr8IlSportation _ Commission · shall . consist : ·of ·· nine ··f/l .. J 
.. - -~:-~·-._·.31-_-:members appoi,nted as follows: · ·. ·- , _; , ·. ·-:: .. :· · .-r- ·. j 
, · _ ----~~--~:;_~~2./ r _(a)/ f~~-mem~ers o~the Lo~ ~geles Co~ty -~~ar1 .<:>f _ .1 · .:\ 

./1ft1. -._.c •.;-" 33-.· __ S~pe~ors appomted _by ~at board. . . ._ ._. , . . . c; 1 
t _ ~ -··.- -.:34.-'·. ·:-(-b) -. -Twolllemb~rs _appomted~by _the Mayor of th~ q~ty ~ · _ ' 
, · L , _ _ ::,. · • .• 35 -',Of:~:Lps .Angeles, subJect _to the _.approval of the City l. ~, 

- ·· ~~.;: 36=·- Coun¢1 of the City of Los Angeles. , · .· ·, ~ •: _. ; . · . .··. 
-: t .:..:~1:. -:· ·: (c}:.'Two members appointed by ' the Los Angeles . r -... 

. · . ..... _;, _,. 38 .. County"city selection committee;·excluding the member ~ '. 
' . · -~ . -~ ;39- _representing the City of Los Angeles . . · One .. of · the - ~ 
'@ . :· ~~ ~ m,~o/!r_s. ~ppointed 51!':9. .. repre~~n,t _a c~O: .~Pt:!ra~g a. _. ·-. j 
.< :' ,.~_'., :-{}\ :~: \: _,:.::·:;(>~ '.·>-~ ;: '>:) < :. ,~ : ; < 7 ~ . . ~-,_, _· ., ·: : Fj . 

. :_ ~ . ,, . ::, _ ~ ~-.: . . • .-~ . . - . ,. .. . .• _,. • •· · · . .- 2 1246 130 3'J. , • ; , 1 

.;..~ -~ \::~-lt.\.-·•; :~-~:~ -~ :_ .... :.._0;,..~~-_(:..:.:-~ ·~ •. ~--, ·.:. : :._·.;;_ .. -.: .:- .,: . ~~-.:: :: i, · / ~,,. ~,i ~-~~·,.:;.__ . ; , ~- ..:~~ 



.. -( & --,-,;~ ~-,_:c"<· o,. . . . . ~: Q) :--~ .. -, .. ·:::-\:. :;; ... _, ·\ , . . 
[j ·_ ·· ABJ.246 ·.~- · "".' . '. _ _: _· _·,~10- >~· -·.• . . : '•-·· - · -::/ : .. 

! . ,. · I muni~pa/~~ ~eai. · ~ .: ·: :,-,.< •.,: . / .:< ,,O;. 
, · · · 2'' -~_. ·-(d) ·One· member. 'ppointed by the Governor.' ' -· . . 

' · · · . .3 .. '· _,. (e) One member appointed· by the · President pro . 
• 4" Tempore of the Senate. · · ._ · · - --·~- : ·· ·-. ·. .,, 

j ._ . _l: ~t~ meniJ,iar appo~t7:~~-~= ~peak'7.-:of-~~ . . } : 
, ..... ...... , -· _ 7 · · · 1aooo0 130053 ! - • Two. counties, each with a population (E 
i ... : ····.1 -~8 : (?fl,000,00Q~rless,may, upon the·approval9fbotli_boar4s . . _-

. I . · ;· 9 ·. of supervisors and.of a majority· of .the city councils in the ~ 
l . \ · 10 two:· counti¢s, create a joint · coun~ ~ansportation 

:i --L. ~i co=:j;~. < ij~fnt ~~~~~~-sh~-~6~~ ~Hi~;-~~_-::,.. ··· .. 
l r :13 ·members appofuted ·as follows: ,·. :- · ·• .. · ~:. ·,: ·-~-: ·.</··;~'..:_ ':. ·.:-~ 
1 

· l4 · ·: . ( a) One member from each eftfte board of supervisors · · _ . · 
: 15 appointed by that board. _ . .' ::, -.. .. ·:\· / · .- ~ -, ._. ;_: .. ::. : }'" _;" 

. 16 · :=· (b) One· . member appointed· by ·· each ·et ~ : city . · 
. -,: , 17 selection committee./ - :.c: -: ·: ~·:-: ~ ,.-. ~:: ::·-_.. • _ ~- .. : :- ; 

~. · 18 - · (c) One·:· member appoint'ecI . by·. the:,. executive . 

:: ~-~ii:·_;~~~r!::n~f ~~ Southern _ S~J!~~-~a-~~.?~~~o-~ o~ ... _ .-.- : . 
1 •21 ~ ' •, • .. -,,: ;c_ .~\•~::,' • •c C - • • :~ • • • :-.~=-}{:} •~•:: -~ !•~:'••;, •/ ~ •:;_{.-~ ~ :,._•(~ 

I . -. : ... , : :-,..~ _.:,.< .. J~-1~~~~ _a:_; _ ~~~:i:~-~~.--~ .. /;~.-:._ .. _:· .--~-~:-{·,~._-: ~- ;~'. 
l_ ...... I . ~ :/'·24 ·, , 13010();. The commission at;:_its first :· meetin·g, 'and.•'· · . .- '_'.. 

· -~ , ·· 25 · thereafter_ annually ·at the first·-iµeeting in January, shall : · · _.., 
· · ' 26·--: elect a cnafrman .who shall preside at all meetings, and a ·· -· . ..-, 

:· . · .. ?:I .. vice. chairman who shall preside in 'his absence.- In the . .. . ' 
· '- . 28·" event ·of th~ir abs~nce. or: inabilitY, to ac~ the i;nembers . . · .. · _--

1 

/. 29- pres~nt, by·'an Qrder. _entered·in the minutes, sh&:ll seJed: • ·. , ...... 
· 30" . one-of their members to act as chairman pro tem, who~ ~ . -l 

- : 31" while so · acting, sh~ have all of the JlUthority of the = -~ • : 0 t 
. ~ 32.--~ chairman. ' . ·. ,-. ~ .. ·~ _. ·_~~:': ·~-;~· -~1~.-f:~~,--~-:~;~~·l-1·>~,.j ~t ~~, ~- .. ~ .. • ·- 4

• ~~:~ -: .. :=_ -, /-~·. ·~) 

: ·. 33 ·: 13010~ . ... The_ cn!"?.n;,i~fo~ ;~.~~'- ~~~lis~ ~~-~ /o~ ~~~ - ·· ., ~~\ • :: 
"' · 34 proceedings . ·. · ··. · c, ··=•· • ... -• . __ .,, , .. • _. -,...:., · • .. ;' .•., - • 1· ' - ..; -~ ~ -- -. 

._ • • • • _-• , • • - ~ "' • (::-• , •' •• .,. . , . , - ' . ~ • ~ l ._ ~ '-' 

· · ·--~ 35·~_"; -~30~02~ ··.A majot:ity of the ·mepib~rs of the -~oi:nmission , . '} , . 
_ : 36/ _shall_ cQnstitute a, quorum for the Jransaction 9f q_usiness; · -~ _ ;·:. 
· . · 37 , · a,nd · all official acts of the~ com.tjilssioit· shall require the . - ~, 'r , 

. __ 38 .affirmative ._vote _of ?- majority ·or the members of the· _ .. ~~.'- . · 
· . . 39 coIDJilissio:n~ · ':~ .. : · · -· 0 : ~ ' - ;-- ~., .. ,•:::!_;c;.- _I: •~ ·;"'; /?:, . ., ·~,-, t ···-: ·.·.-:. i. .: -, . ; . ,_. . 1 • .-· 

.. _- ·.) ~-\ J~l~ .. Th~ac~_~f~7i~~sio~-~?~~e:·.~~f ~ss~ci -:(})_-_·.~-. 
_ • •~• _"_: < .... • .-"- . 1

: • , • _ • 1• - :.., ... -.. -,~~-J;.•:-/ •~ •: •:•• ~~r -~• -~- .. _;_., :i;~ '< \, • -, ~ • ;',/ · '. f"., . _: • · ·• 

..... ;_, • a ' I • • .;f. • - .. ... . - .. ·., . . . • ~:-- .. I.- ■ ■ I I~: . l_•: - • - .a ':1_ ~ fl • ■ • If ■ • • J 
., ' .. , • - ·· · , . - . • · •. · ~· 212461M 42 · .. -, ,, r9 .,, ~;~ :~,: ;;,,_, :· , :,:\ .'. ~\£[.;.~:;-L ·: :.i. :,. >; :: . ~ · :'.SL. ·. ,, · , ' :, , ;__,-_,_ :-; L 
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(j)'-.. < t . by -~~tio~; resolution, or ordinance. .. , 
• .· · ~ " · : . _ Z. . 13Q~04. · All mee~s of the COffl.!IllSsion shall be 
;•r -"·a:·~-,:.3.'. ·condu~teci" in the manner prescribed by the : Ralph M. . 
· · /~. : .. ~F Brown · Act (Chapter 9 · (commencing with ~ection 
.-·_ ... -· . . 5 54950), Part I, Divisi9n 2, Title 5 of the Goverliment 

• I ,_ -·=:··tr Code) . .. . _: ' \ ·, - . . -_. . .- ; ·. · ·: , . ', - . 
"' ·: ~--7 .- ~130105: Thecororoission 'shali: . · . _ .. •; _; .·,- · . _- .. 

. ~ 

~1 ... ~;: 8 ,:: ... (a},: Adopt an annual'budget anp fix the compe~ation 
• -./ . •.• _9- :•pf j.ts office~f and ~mployees .. : . . · . : . . , . . : . _, -. \ -. ..! _:j 

·, _, ·::10 ,_;,_ ~b} ~dopt an 1tdmioistrative code,.· µy ordinance, 
_ . . · 11 - ~ hich . shall · prescribe · · the . powers and duti,e~ of 

__ ·. : .:. 12-~ commission officers~ th~ . method ·. of appointment of 
' . .· , -;_· 13 · commission employees; and methods, proce~ures,. and 

• I 

• 

' ,, ··. ·_14 systems of. operation and . manag~~ent of the 
-··· 15 commission. . · ' · · - . - · · · ··- .: : •- ·· . .1 

. ._ · 16- .(c) Cause· a· p95taudit of the financial transactions and .'j'-
- , :· 17 . . records of th~ commission to be made at least _annually by : : 

,,.· ··_:-~~18._acertifi~dpublic •accounµmt . .. ;- .. :-. _.: ••i.:- . . -~_,J'. 'l 
· .. · . -- ·19 ~· -· ., (d) ,Appo~~ a t~chnical ad~~ri ?).mmi~ee of transit~ . . i 
_ r v _-.-~.- 20_. oper~~ors, -a. _. eimer.t's ad .. Asery oof&mi~ee e.rrb"amit \ -~ ·1

1 . . '!:d' -' -21 7'encieer, aµd such other advisory committees it deems ! . 
··· ·· 22 necessary · - .· · _- ·:: . - ·· . ... . , . .- ")~ ·-... -.. ~·-~· .'··. ·= -

\ t":,. • •• - I • 't . " • --; • ., - - • "- , , ., . • f - · :° ' • 

. - ,·_ ·.· _23: · . . . (er Do any and all things necess~. to carry out the -
. •, . <24 ·._purpos~s·ofthis _divisio~. . · - _.' , :. · · :·.·:._-,:_'\ .. · · .. ·_' · 
·. -. ~ ·. :IS91Qa 130106.- _Noticeofti.meandplaceofthepublic • 

/ ·. " · · · 2a:.· · bearing For. the adoption o(the annual. budget shfl}J. be 
~ ·. ·m. .published pursuant to Section _6061 of the Governmen:,t 

. ._.';~ _ .28 ___ c~~,~dsha)l ~e,pubfish_:· ¢.!1otlater.th_~ -~e.l~th_dax_.::· .·., .... . 

1

J 
- . .' ~ ·pnor to the date,ofthe.heanng. . . . • . -- • > .- •.·. -, .. J'.1- · - - ·. 

· : · ~. .30 .: ·. · 'Th.e proposed annual budget shaJL.be aviu}able. far . · 
.' · 31:.: public iiJsP.eption at}eilst"lf! days prior-tq the hearing~ , .: _ 1 
, - .: , 32 ·· ~-• 13Q107 .. A .. commission. -in . a county; . or .-a joint · , j 

] · -';n~> 33 :~ommission ~ th~ . twC> c~~~~s, ~th a. population. of . : .' ) 
_ _ 'C;) . . _- 34 . .1,000~000 or more i: shall __ appamt a full-tim~. ·executive . _. _. ·: 
· · · 35 ,.director'. _who _shall act. for the:. commission under its · } 

~ :_ ·~~:: direction." : ... . , __ . :-· . . ' . ·-' .---- _:. " .. :-.7.: :· . ' : .. · ' . • .. - r~ 
:.~ 37:, ~-1ae10, 1301,08 .• . ·Each .member ofa commission shall ;j 

-: ' ; -: ·~ aa·_:· he ·eem~ense~~d. -~ ~ ~ .ef ~~ doll&rs· .($SO)" "ep ·,~ 

. - , 39 seYeneyi/w1e dolltH'B ($76) where e eefflfft:issieB Of' jeiM . .,_ l 

-·@ . · ~ -= ee~.~~n:~ }e?~~-~-~ m ~~~~o/. ~ :~o~ti~s, 85-~ ~ :·.- • . :J 

. ·_ ·:< :::: ?,:x?'.? ?::}<:· :_ ::~:: ::-:,:-;: .. ·:r:: ·;. :(? /~ ~ ~~-:: -' _ '. ·: ~-.. ~ 
• ,• • • ,, ,, , _, ' .. , ' .•• • • . • • ' . I • • • '°' . ,t I - r •, JJ 

- ~ ; . -<:~ -.:~~~~-.. · ~ :~:.-~ ·:-~~i:::.~i:i 0::·:;~-~-.-~·~ =·::.~ :; .. ·~~->~::~ ... ; ·:.i~;~ .. :~-:~; . ._ ~~~. ~:~.::si,_ 1:~ ~'} r-:: . ~ -~-· .. ~ -~- ·,~~· .:"'·-~ 1 . .. .-
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- • ,- . _; .. ~ ~~- - - . ! ; 'i'" _i • : ~ 

.j . ·_- _· 1 ~ ~ ~ ;.~~~ali~ft ef 1:000,000 M mere, fet' ee,- '1) · 

. I
._: · · 2 compensated at the rate of seventy-live dollars ($75) for 

3 any day attending to the business of the commission~ and 
.. ; .4;. such necessary traveling and personal.expenses incurred · 

!:- _: : . . -~, 5 in the performance of his duties as authorized by ·the 1 • . 

· . •.,·._''. ' 6·• ~omIDlS_• •--~~~• •, _: .•••; / ~~~~.~-~<-:./~'.· / .·_:,.-.~,•~··:• •:····:· • ·::: ._-.:.• •:.•=:. ~ I 
. ·-· _.7 - . :' . , . . . .. ·i . • •( - • • . • • • • - . . Qv 

I· . . ! g:. ::·_·:;~.:.-{J;~i~"-~~:.-.. t~~~.\~/ 4~:~~NS ·:· • ,' ' • • ·: 
1 · _. c' .-- _- :10. ·:-..: ... _' :··, -:-~)f':;.•Art;icle I. -_ ·C9rpor~te ?owers - . \: ~: "':: :;_.. __ --~~-'·-~ ~-·, 
J ~ -. 11 ~ .. · -.. J.: --=- ~ -;f .,,. ... ~~ = .'.""~ -::-.::~!~ ..J f,-~r - :~~f'_, .·_ ~ :~ .. - .:_.: ·, .. .;·. _ ... ..,.- -·:, .. \ .. ;:· -:--· ... :.. · __ .,..~ ·:"· ·· lo· 

1 · '~~: :· a ~ . :· )30200. -~ Th~: c~m:,;,issibn 'i=i~---~-~rp.~hiai succe~i~Ii~d . ~ ·._ ~ 
,. ·. · - 13 may adopt · a seal and alter it at its-pleasure. · . ·· · - , ' -
l , · - 14 ~_;_ · 130201. The comn$sion may sue and be sued, except 
j · . ': ·;: :.15 · a:s otherwise ·provided · by ·law,.· in . all _actions and 
I . _ -- -:_ 16. proceedings>. in all coµrts and -tribunals · of competent 

'17. jurisdiction. · :.-- -./.. · . - · · _ ~-; .' - .. _._ . - '. .-. , · · .. 
. _ 18· _, . ~ 130202. All claims for money or damages against the 
. .19 ·. ~ommission :aµe ·governed .by Division 3~6 ( commencing· . 

· .... •20· -Wjth Section 810) of Title J of the Gov~_rnment Code ,i .. \ : 
.. ~-~ · ·· -2l exc.ept as · provided therein, or_ by:· o~er-_ ·statutes or ~ ~ 
:·- :.~ 22 . regu1atio~ ·expressly applicable thereto. - _;_- : ·-, .:.-\·.- . . 

. i": . ~:_·:. : 23:- -.... ·-. :·:~~;~:(/~ ~:~~.:;.y.-~~-:::~·:'.\7.'.; !??'. -~ : ~-~-. ·'-: .·: .. '.:}_t} '.~_·:,\. ~·:'-::~~ \?~ ,• .. ·:\ /: 
- 24 . . . . . . . . __ . Article 2.. Contracts .. . . . . _ .. . , . .. 

~ ·. : ,:_ ?-5, . . _· · ·-' ·;:~, _'\/>i.:\} 8:t) .·;·:1'(:~'::·.\ >· ,~:.-.- .~~~·_. , •_r-',~_--•/ • ~<·-,..._ · ,f_.'~'.~· -_ .. : t 
·; -· :: -26 -'- .130220. The · commission niay inake · contracts· and , 

• I · : ' • . . ~zz .. ~nterintO Stipulatioµs of any nature W~atsoever either in 
:"'1/ 26 :conne~tion . with .. ~~ent d9µiain proc_eedings or ~ 

' .29 - otherwise,_includmg, ,:without limitft:ig· the-generality of .. 
. ,, , 30~ th~ foregoing; contracts ~d · stipulations · -to indemnify 
~" - 31 and sav~ harmless; t~l employ labor,- and to do all ac~ 
., 32 · n~cessary and ·convenient for the _ _.full exercise of. the• . . _ 

:··· .. :~ --,-_~-~-_P0~=r~rile:~o:~_i~si":9k~r ·'~-~~~h~~~~--:~~/ :-~~~~~:-1D_· 
· .. :.-..->~,3;5 'departmen~ or age~~>: .~(.the U~ted S~tes of ~e;ica;'" -·w .. / _ 

·. _ .: 36 , witll ~Y public agency, or witli.any-person upon such . _ · 
· · · · 3.7 ·terms ·and · conditions as· the board finds is in its best . .,... · · 

=-: •. aa !' ,iµterest. · ·.·· . - .'" ·': !'· ··:•·.,. :~:~/.,~-it• :-_:~_'.:-:_;_· .: ~-- .7-~-~ ---- :·;·.' ---.,1~··: .. -. ~~- ~:.-1 -·k:l.: ·~ - --: +-

~ .39. :_ · 130222;. . C~ritra~ts _ for . liie" ': P\ll"?~ of _ ~pplies; '· ~ ·-. · . . ,--
; ~ .... ~ · equipment,and~a_teri~-~ -~~~~~_oftmee th.~.1:1:'l~Elfwe, )l_) 

• . • r' t i.... • • • ·; :
1 

•
1
• L"' - r. • • r 

1
"' Ill ,w> • , .. ;"'_ • .:. .. · • _... - - • • -. 

-,. . :.. ....... ~ ... , ~ ' .. .,,. ' . ... ~ - . ~ ~ .. ; ' " ~ .. -.. . ,,. 

~· ·~.· .~::;:· .::~:·~:. ~::::~.-;:~{i;~~~;_:~,~t~~i~;:,}·c·;i~;~:;:':I,~~, ,:' ?1.~ · •. ::It 
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!' ,,, !? g,. ! ··';' ·· hC-?½ji< · l:'"==: .. --~:::z.:_ · ·,; .f~ 

,: ·~--- .. _ .. 7~ 1.l'\ - .. • ·• j 
f ..l :: :, __ : ": . ' . A\ _, -·. ·· '.~ J 

·,'·': '.,·~ ·_·., · (~ -_ .' _· ·: ·"{y ._:' 
-~-,•=": .. • r ..,•" • - , • • :.,., ,~ • ~~. I / 1•3' 

.. : ' ' . ,, ,· ' - -; - ' · ' - . ~ -- -

· ·~~~\: -·1 -·~~~e~- ~e~~ '·($3,600) . .ive tho~J dollars . ($5,000/-~/ -· 

AB '1246 . 

. . .' ~- ~.:2_ ·:sball be .awarded to the lowest responsible bidder after ·1 •:··:·,i 
· - . -.--.': -: 3 : comp~titiv~ l;>idding, except' in emergency declared by ' 
· · ·: ~: ,;:•~ 4 · the · vote of -two-thirds of th_e . -membership of the , 
•, ?- • ~ 5 . ~ . . • • I •• • • I •• • • ... , II r ,_, 

, - !'"-~._,_.~ .. ~ ... -~; comm1SS10JL .· . . · ··_ . .. : ·:;_. -·., / :.,·,.--, .:' - · · · ~ · .~.- \ , 

-~. · ~ -~ ~-~- --.13~.: If, -~er.re}ecting"bids_received under Section_ •:! . 
. _ ~ _ ·-'. ? :-;_ 13~! the · COIIlIJ.?-lSSl:C?n. determmes and ?e~lares. by a- ..... ? . . _, 

, , ,:. -~"'-~. ~o-thir~ vote o~ all~ of its m~mbt:rs . that, m its _opJD.10~, - ; . ,· ~ : •1 
.~ - ·: .. 9 -- t#e supplies, eqmp~ent, or materi$ may be purchas~d I ~ •. / 

":~ ~--:-:IO ·· at _a lowei:_ price in the open market, the commission may ._ J · 
-~ ·-~- . 11. · proceed to _ purchase these supplies, equipment, or \ 

: ~ .·- __ 12 , materials in j-he-open market.witlioutfur~erobservance > 
-• . . · _. l3 · of the provisions · regarding · . contracts, bids, or J 

. --.- ·.14 , advertisements. ' · '. · · ,:--;- •.· r_;"_ --· ·.=-- __ .. . _ · •. t , ·. · 
:~·• ,: 15' •··, ·. 1 c· ;,. , ,' : . ~ • -, - ~ '.,• '.'"_ • .. •• ~--.>· •::.: • '• :"=c: · '-._ - •.•·.d•: .. ·; 

· ~ 16 ·-_.-: : ___ ~ -". -)· Article· 3. Transit Systems-. - 1 
_ ·- 1 

. • • . . - . ' . . ·: •. '·• ~i 
- ··:. · 17 -- .~ .·: · ··' . . ·_ · . · .·-- '· . _ · •' _ . · -· . · - ~ ·. f" ·• J 

. . 18 -- 130250. The commission shall - coordinate the ·, .. ~ t 
: . , . . : · .19 , op~ration· of-all public _transit services within the county.. i . . . l 

j: t}· . __ 20.: so :as to a~hi~vt: · ~fficien! operation ~e~~of ~d ~I)~~. ~.-.·-_·- _.. j 
1
: ~- ; -~-~· 21 :,·resolve_allJ~di~~onal disputes ~~een public transit • . · .. ,, 

·- ·:~_ 22 ,operators. In addition, the qo~sion shall encourage ·. _ . , 
r •• -~ 23 transi.t operators . and .. communities. . _to. ~eet public . · . _ 1 

-• . . 24 deinan~ for -local · and ~egional p~blic · ~ansp~rtation ' J 
·· /-_.' 25 service · '-'~·- · \.- ,. ·_ .. ·: .- : ... -". • . . -.·~·:.- · · · \' • - i 

I 
- i .. . 26'. ~= ·. 1~025~.. The ·c~~'sion ~di;µ ~ot. ;e_du~~ t:h~ size-of ; : ,) 

~ -·-27 the service areas under:-the. 1unsdiction _of pr_esently - . ,. 
1 _ ··: _ 28 . · ~tin~i72UIP,'cipal traI1S;1to~eraiors, o~the·s(:oj,~oftheir f , -. 
I- :· · _ .. ~- pper,ation, witho_ut thezi: pn_or C(!DSf!llt.,.:_ _. · _ .. : . . :-.' _ -. t•J _r · .. 
! _· "• -- . 30 · ~, 130252. All·.-·:: ,plans · proposed .. for · the ·. d~gn, ~ ·" , : 
i :· -· . ·. 31· · co_ns~ction; _and implemen~ation . 9f guideway transit · f • ?--"'/ ! 
1
_ ·_ _ _ ~~;_. -,32"i~systems~:-_ rapi~ -tr~t ~ste~, or .~ajor ~s. b;ansi~.-: J ; ·j -v · ·-:33 -syst~1:11:5 . shall:. pe -~ubnut:ted to the 'c~mnuss1on f~r '·, . ' ' II 
. -.. : 34_: ~?-J?ProvaL _·No . such,_ ~1~ s~3:!1_ be appr_?ved unle_ss it_ . . ~- - .. il 

.. .. :=. 35· 'confonns . to ,, . the . appropnate ~dopted regional . , 
-;~-:· aa··;transportation,plan. :· . .- . __ ::_~,-~- '-1 · · :~, -, ; - · ._ .. . - · ... .. _ · • -:.•. ·· . _ 

, . ' : -37-~· · ·.1.aGSeS 13~ .. ~ Any plan for a transit system proposed . -:. i 
' :- . =38': tosefyemorethartonecountyshallalsobesubmittedfor .'· .t 
. >-. 39 ·. appr(?Val by the ~o~th~m Cal!fo~a Associ~~on · o~ -- ,: , _ - . i 
QJ~ _40: Goy~i:nmen~s. . , --.~: , :·_ .' . :-~ ~ ·a :.; .• - ~: ·_ , .._ ·. / .! ! 

_-i.:. t:: ~?~\?~? .;;'.; :·\2:S'r/{:•.·\ a~- ·_.,r i_ t ::·i\l ~~}::<t{f 
• , .. .. ,· • •• , ·. ,• •• - •··• ··• 0 • . : • • • • ~ . ,, • 2 1246 200 Sl ,. •- ., 
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J \ - •. ' • .. I • '•; • 1' • :. • Q - . : . • • 
(r l ,:,,,,_-- . . , l _· , ' r", .;:..~ · , ,'1\'{ ' , " .. 
" '-··J . -~ . . ·, -~:- ,. .. .,. - .- . . ".: •. /II . . . . 

--- · · AB1246 . -* ' ~14.....:. ~ . ~. . ; ·. : ' .. ~.. . - . - ·.. ..: •·· . ' · .. .. _ ~ ' ... ' .. -) . _:. -ri '.iagima 1301?34. 'The ~oriuniss!on shall d~~~t~ th~. .. @ )_. ~-u .:;:~::r. __ ,-~!· an~ .~PP_~~~~d _ ~de~ay:,~r- ~apid ~ansit_ :_~,' -- ,._ 

, . · · . 4 :. · 1Qes&'l . 130M5: The commission shall require ·. all: ' · . · 
I t ! ; ., : .5 •. planning for guideway arid rapid transit systems be . . ·. · · 
! j . ·. ·. ~- , · 6 .. ®Ordinated with the Department of Transportation and, · · · · 
! , · . , · · 7 • th~ Southern California Association of Governments. · · .· :jl) 
1 l ,,; □· . : 13Q&e& 130256. · The Department of Ttansportatio~ · ·' 

l. 0' \• . 9 shall, and in. the case of a chartered city may, de~gn !llld ·, 
:·;[ ~ !' · COD$truct any approved guide~ay _or rapid tr~it ~ste~. . ... 
J 1 ~ . 130257. The · comroiJsion shall require· local . 
!! ·' 12 . . traDsportation zones ta rileet· the··following operational 
'l - · 13 standards: :, . ·. ·: .. : .. .>· .. ·. · ·. . · . '. , . • , -· ·• :.- · 
:I . 14 ·.' , (a) To operate not I~ than one vehicle per 10,000 · : 

15·. population. . , - · · · ., · .. · · . i - ' • , . .- · -· •· • • 

f . · · .. . 16 . (bl To operate not less than 10 hours pe; d_ay aninot 
· 17 _ less than six days per week. · .. · ·. · · 

18: ,.- ( c) .. To operate not less than five vehicles in passenger 
~.- .t. 
, T · 19 sertdce. · · · .' ... -. , .. · .. ... · ,.,- · .. _ . . : . . :: 

-· 20. _·,. (p) . To·operate no vehicles or transit equipment over i))}) 
, 21 30 Feet iJi ·length, ·o_r- with a seating capacity of over _37· . -;.,-:. 

,·,· • .• ',nn. p,n .. .-.QnD',.::,'""' . . ·:..-. -. .~·~-. •. ; ·-, _ _.- ·.• .. , . - · . ~ .. -.·: - . · 
i . , .~ a.r.;i'-...:,,'-'"'3• . . • ... . -:.·~... r;- ..... .. \- '!"'; - .. ...... . ··,:--_.:. .. ,. ... , , 

23. _· · (e) -To operate under full-:time 'superv#ion. . . ~ ~- ·· ·.: . ~ . 
' ! 24 · · · 130258. · The con:imission shallre'quirefull cooperatlon· 

· ... 2p' and ~oordination -between · the regional or ·line-haul 
I .', · ·- _;'-./ ·26 · operator and the. -local -transportation zones . in such 
· · ~ ·• · matters as schedules, routes, and exchange oE transfers. 

l . . .• ~ - .. The: ;.: comm.issipil . . shall ' ensure- · t/iaf . region.al and ' 
, .. 29.. line-haµ] opei:ators· and local l:r:ansportatfon _zories do not-. 

30 compete: or .duplicate services, but ·assist. each other. to 
31. pi:,ovide,. the maximum . level of transit service to · the 
32 general pubh~ . · ·. . : : · .. fl : • , - i :.1. ; -.... :;..~, .~: ·: >_.> :-: ,- : , ;, ·. · _,:. ·_, ·· · 

"-• , • ·. . . · .. _ _ -:I, .,i.. - =-.; -• .• t., ~. • •· "~ .. ;t • ,.._-.· : . . :• .. _ l_ . .. , •• · -~• ·• • • ::·. : i . .. 

. . .. ·34 ~>- ···1 Article 4~-'~Los,Ang~l~s;Cri~ty.-Tr~o;t~ti~ri . ·: .· ,: ·¢1) . 
... · ·35, : .. \ .· : .- ~ · • ➔•-- ~· 1~• ·; · · , Cainroissibn · •. · · .. -. ·:·,. ' •c • ~- · · ·- ·~· 

~ - ., ' . 36 ",. ·_. ~- :· ';. --~:~. ·:.:·'./' /.-~/\" : '\ ,· -<~: ';; .-.. ..:,~,_ '<,: :,;; : -~ ~(: · ;' ' .)~:,·~~~~~_;, -:; . .. - • -~, 

37 . . : 130290 .. -nie- Los ·Angeles· -, Cowity ·-Transportatioii · .. · . 
.. ~ .. ·· : 38 Commission shall .. review , the , present;· institutio~al - . • 

: 
1 

• : •• :· • •• ~-~9 stiucbJre of transit operations within _the County. of Los ; . . 
• ·. · 40 Angele~, the r:>r~:ent metho~ of all~ca~g,lo~~ ' state, and .- .. Q_J 

' ~ ... : • - . .. .. _ - - .- • L • ' ' . • , • I • .. - -
I .. • • " • I •; ~ ,! I • ", ,. 

' ■:_ • • ■ •.._ I ■ ~ •j, -t•, ,~ •• ~ - • ~ ._ . ,• _,' ; • -..... • ._ 

: • \ I .. - I :;·~ ·· - •• ~ ... ~ ·--= · - . ... /~ - • -... - • t.. -- , ... _ •• •.· ■ • ~ - • •• ,• • , ~ ·_ •• I; . ,: ·_~. ~ .. ~- ~. -.... ....· ··, .· .. ·' . . -~ ' . 
:· ' ' . - ·.~: : i:_~<~-_:\1~·; ~ ': > ·;:..-•. . . -·--- . · . · ... • !; • .-;- 2 1246-210 - 53 - -. - · 

~ .·_ :'. i.:.:/.-~<': ~--·, '~:_:~ ~;~-.;.-:=-~-:--. : : .. _:~ ' .... /,\··: .. ~·~~ ) '.;.: . . : •. f~;i~~~::.C.-_L;l·;: ;J:~~\~::; 
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: .:~:. ~: .✓:• · '• ,_ • • • : ; , 0) . -

l •• - • '>:::~ .. ;:_ · ~:,.-: 0) ---·- . ~·.: .· ·. · .· _ ·.,. _· .. · -~---~ -'-tO) . · ...... -- q) ~ 
I • ·• , ... · -. ~ -, ·. l5 - AB 'In ... ~ 

•, •, ~: • .:. •• • • • - •• ' T • • • ' - ~ - • .&M'IU • • •' 

·_. - Q) .. _-_. ~t .:~~~er~ ~-~r~/tr~; se~~~s~ ~~d the presen~ l~~els -~ _- ; 
. · · : . -· · .· · ·2 --of transit service provided within the county. _. · , -~- ~ 
. . · ·;.a ·.:· .:':l'h~ commission shajl prepare a_. report for ~bmission _ 

: .:._ · ~: 4 _ to the Legislature containing such recommendations for 

.. 
I 

-e • • • - • ; 5 .·changes _ .. ~d -• ---·improvements · in instjtutional 
,. ' -~ ... _. -_ ·,-;6 c· arrangementsi methods of funding~ levels of service~ and 

_. •~ Q) /· ·?.' 7 ? other matte~s._as, in_~~ op~on_ of. ~~ .~~~~~~ ~Y 
1 

. _ ___ •• 8 . be necess~ - . . ,_ . .. . . 
i 

- _J 

:- ._·.-, 9_: -,l3029L The, ··report. shall consider and contain 
1- ~ _IO · recommendations on. the feasibility of establishing · a 

~ 1. .. - : ' '· 11 ··number of local transportation zones within the Cowity . 
, . _ ·.12.. of Los Angeles to provide an improved level of local- and . · 

··- ·-·. ·. -13 · com.munity".'based transit service. The consideration of 
. · : 14 · such zones shall include, but not be limited to, the · 

:- .::-15· establishme~~oflocal goveming·boards to direct service, 

-, 

• i 

,) 

·. -:.. 16. types .of equipment to be. utilized, and· methods of 
1 · .. : .:: :~- ---~:.' 17, ·-allocatill,g funds for this purpose. . : . ,. : . .'"'.'._. . : .. ' .. ~- ,_ . -.. _~. . -
·I _ ·.~ ·::: '. :18:. ~-'- -.180292. ·. The report shall address itself to~ and contain 
i - •·;· _- .: • .... .i9 .. recommendations for transit solu'tions·to, the following . . 
I I . • • - als . • - .... .. . . ·_ , I . •3 
I I',, , 20 go • -.- • -a , · ,; .':' -, ..,.., · -, •. • . '.•C"\• ~.,· , .:.,l t •· ,,ii • . .;,'i ,,.! ; .-,., ' . • _. , ·, .. ' f": ' • • ; ,:-..: _ ·,' •. ' •· . 
1•. ~ ) , . • - . _.. ' • :~,.,_-- ~ -~• •,~ - --~- ? -.... ~• • 'I ,·•- •: . ... ::"'; , • ~· • ,._ - ._I _ , " 

! . 'I - •• . _,21 .· ... . {a}- -.~e 1ed~~tion' of. automobile c_ong~ti~n·.m and_ ,- -- ; 
! • ·_ , _ • . _.22 -aro~d the Lo~ Angeles central busmess district · and , , . - . i 
k .. __ ~23 other heavily .corigestetf ~orridors ·m,~ areas wi~ _the _~ .. 

1
1 

1 • • 24 '-' County of Los Angeles -, · ,._ , :• •_ • .• ~. ·- - -.: -- . . · · . ·. · --, · · 
·. i, : ·_ ,-~ ·25 .'·-_ {h) -·Tlie re~uction . ~f autom<iliil~···h"~~el ~thiri ·tlifi {. -; 

I •!. .• 26. county, ·to conser.ve fueL and reduce automobile-related ·. . . ; 
I .- - _- n,"I . .. ~ .... p- ·o· llution. ... -: •-. :-. ;_ '.,~< .. . ;· .-· . .- ~~- -.<, . ., .. :.-_. - " .. '.. : · } · ., .l • .:;,1 Q.&.L. · . . . • • r • .,. . -. , •· • . ..,_,. _ _, ,. • • . - ' ... .• - • I 

j··, .. · .. 1 ._ 28 - ,'- (c);·Improve~entsin_~~le~el-oftransit~~~~-:fort}i.e_· ~ -~ ·'. 
: . · · . ""29 -- liandicappeq,. . : the .. ,: poor, -., the: .elderly,. ·and ·other . _: -· · 

..I - · _ ;_·-.-: ,: . 30· .. transit-dependent s·egments· of _the 'population.· .. :::~:,· _, · {' . -_ ._ 1 
L ->, .. 31: (~) ,The. upgrading' and il?P'?"emen~ of bligh~ .--1- ~·- l 
; - · --' - 32 ·· sections 9£ the urban. area, with emphasis· on· restonng _.- 1 
! · . •< .. •·. 33. residential · neighborhoods · in · close · proximity to ·... ·: 
! _ Q,, · .. :34 · employment centers. :, .. _·_.::> .:.>'"i:,. ~: -~~.': ;~J ;.; i r; . . ~.--: ;·-· · .\ ·. ;~ l 

I 
, ~- r:'.·' 35:,~ · .: 13()293. A pr~·report shall be ~tted to the ~ ·_.; 

• ·• · .'< '36 · Legislatur~ not later than July 1, 1976, and the final report ·: - . · 
·. · , .37" containing all _recommendations·shall be transmitted to ; . , 
-- ; . - ~: ,3!r . the Legislature not later than February 1, 1977.- ; :- . ,:, l' _, ·:' 

.j · c/. ~ :} :_,:2::;~;¥:/ -~{,;;,tf ~1.~(}::.:??~ ?!\:'·; :??:"7\1t ... •i . .:·_ . 

. i - .. ' ' .· ~• . ·~ •_: ••• r.• • • .• -'· _.•.,: ,~.~ '.•~ ·,: • • ) -::•·••,~•,•I.••- •,., ••- --=-- •. . .,•' I ~ • - t,. ' • S. 
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· · , ·' · 5· · 130300. The Legis/aturelmcis and.declares: : 

. ,. 

J: ,' -. _ 6 . . i--.'(a)' That the near~terrri programming an4 budgeting 
i ! ·, ·. : · _ ·.7. ,requirements of state and federal Jaw is a cooperative t) 
l , _: · ·. · ·.. , 8- · f!i.ter_goi:er:nmental ·planning~ process int~nded to -
l; ~ .- . : _ ·. 9 · · iJeterm1ne·the·Foreseeable.cap1tal. and operational needs 
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! . : , .. _· : ~ · . 11 ·_-,. . (l:;f .That th~e is .an absence of an _adequate forz:m !fl · · · 11 t. · J· -12 :. whi'cli local .o.iiciaJs ·_ ·may ~xercise le_adership .-m 

,'. · · 13 .multimodal transportaa·on plapning and programming. 
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18 . ·· ' 130301. •. The multicounty · designated transportation 
.19 planning agency which ·includes the area of the 

f . ; .: ·20 , commissio_n. : 'shall be responsible· for . Jong-r[!Ilge •))))· 
I ·· · 21 -~ortation system planning in such area. . 

~. ·· 1..· , • · S1:1chplanningshallbedirectedto,amongotherthings: • .·· 
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10i5O SOUTH 8ROA ,OWAV • LOS ANGEt.. ,ES. CALIFORNIA 90015 • TELEPHONE (21:l) 749 , $97 7 

JACK R. GILSTRA~ 
QDolPIA&.....,.&dU 

· February 12, 1975 

' . 

TO: Board of Directors 

FROM: Jack R. Gilstrap 

SUBJECT: State Legislative Program for 1975-76 _ Session 

Over the yea·rs the Southern California Rapid Transit District 
has actively worked for the passage of sound public transit legislation. 
The Distri-ct has been a leader in the sponsorship of legislation to 
provide public fund support for transit operators in this State. The 
six month half-cent sales tax measure (AB 2136-Lanterman) passed 
by the Legislature in 1969 and tb.e one-quart,er ce.nt sales tax levy 
(SB 325-Mills-Alquist-Deddeh} which provided the first ongoing transit 
funding in this state were bills sponsored by the Rapid Transit District. 

As we .reported to you in December, th~ level of activity in "'­
Sacram.e.nto th.is s -essia.c will be hectic. Thxee bills have already been \ 
introduced to reco.nstitute the Board of Directors o.£ the Southern Cali- j 
fornia Rapid Transit District-. In line with direction we have received ) 
fr .om. th.e Board Executive Cc;,mmitree, the staff will take.no position .op \ 
these bills to reorganize the District Board. President Neusom has )\ 
publicly enunciated the Board's position by stating that the matter of , 
the composition of the Board is a. political is sue and should properly / 

---­be resolved. through the Legislative JJrOcess. 

The Board has instructed the staf/to e.ncourage legislation to ~ 
provide th.e financing needed to carry forward our legislative mandate·s J 

_to build and operate a ra_Pid tr":"sit system and to upgrade tb.e exis:tng_ \ 
bus system. Ideally, this funding source should take the form of direct j 
~g autho7:1-~ for th~ Di~trict, but w_e ~ust be realisti~ in recogni- ) 
zing that politically this will be very diffl:cult to accomplish.. J 

As has been. reported in the press. a measu:re ,(SB 101-Mills) 
has been introduced to t.ransfer th,e Rapid 'Transit District's authority 
to build a rapid transi:t system t ,o a new agency and to leave the Rapid 
Transit District to operate b~ses only. This issue is c:e.rtainly separate 
and apart from the question of the Board structure and therefor,e it, is 
our rec·omm.e.nda.tion that the Rapid Transit _Dis~rict oppose legislation 
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to separate the rapid transit and bus system functions. One agency should 
be responsible for th.e construction and operation of the rapid transit and 
bus system; howP.ver, in the building of the rapid transit system, other 
public age.nc:ies naturally must play a major role and the District's past 
record sh,ows_ our recognition of this fa.ct in the cco_perative approach our 
agency has taken in the development of our pla.ns and proposals. 

Directly related to the matter of the Rapid Transit District £i.n.ancing is the 
is.sue -oi diversi'on of SB 325 one.-quarter. cept sales tax fu:ads to other cities. 
It has been suggested that attempts will be made to divert a po.rtion of SB 325 
funds •which the Rapid Transit District and the present seven municipal bus 
operators receive to cities which have inaugur ated transit service since 1971. 
As you may recail, the provisions of SB 32.S prohibited municipal transit 
operators formed aft,er 1971 from participating in the distribution of the tran­
sit development funds. We Wlderstand. that there is growing sentiment 
am.ong these .new operate.rs and other cities interested. in starting transit 
systems to am.end the law so that they might share in tb.e SB 325 funds., 

The Rapid Transit District has not opposed, rather we have assisted, 
cities which wish to provide new transit servi~es with new sources of funds .. 
How.eveT, if the ·quarter-cent .srales 'tax funds .are cpened up to the .n~w tran­

_.s.it operators, we can anticipat,e that many cities· with little 9r no transit 
experience will. be'gin·to experiment with their own bus systeqi. Since the 
effect of such legislation would simply be t ,o take money from the District 
and other present operators and give it to some one else. it is ha.rd to see 
how this will improve trans.it. One thing is sure: it•will cause further 
f•ragmentation of the transportation system. in Los Angeles County.. Such a 
course of action could significantly lessen the quality of public tr~sporta­
tion in this area. For th.ese reasons the staff recommends tb.at the District 
oppose these •efforts because it would-further erode· available funding to the 
District to operate the system and to qualify for matching fu.nds at tb.e federal 
level. 

Along with th.e issue of funding we believe the District's legislative 
authority as the regfo.cal transit operator should be strengthened. In recent 
months the District has been thwarted i.n attempts -to provide regional transit 
service in areas where our service area overlaps with the municipal opera­
tor. In this regard, we should seek the under.standing and support of the 
League of CitiP.s ., th.e City and County of Los Angeles to grant the District 
the authority to serrve the regional transit need_s of the art'!as wit_hin our 
boundaries and to establish such s~rvices within the service areas of the 
municipal carriers ii prot.ection is provided the municipal carriers in the 
form of diversion payment~ by the District in cases where some passengers 

• 
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. 
are divertecl by the municipal carrier to the Rapid Transit Distr~ct.. In 
spite of the justification and need for this change, we can expect vigorous 
~pposition from the cities ancl perhaps others to any attempt to permit the 
District greater flexibility i.n providing ne~de~ regional service. 

Another difficult legislative probl-em area concerns charter rights 
for the Rapid Transit District: For the last four years, and on other pre­
vious occasions, the Dis.trict has unsuccessfully sought the right to charter 
its buses. Nearly every other· major bus operator in this state except the 
Rapid Transit District has the privilege of..chartering their buses. The 

• right of charter wo~lcl permit us to ma..~ize the utilization of equipment 
and· operators during the base periods and would,ge.nerate badly needed 
revenues. · It is r ·ec:orn.mended that we again pursue chart,er rights even 
though, as in the past, we can e~ect vigcrou_s opposition £,rom the p.rivate 
charter bus operators and the Teamsters union who represents tb.e private 
carriers I operators. 

In the area of bus system operational matters, we should seek to 
have legislation introduced to amend the Vehicle Code tc permit the opera­
·tions of the District's two double deck buses and the fleet of articulated 

r 1 • buses we anticipate purchasing later this year. A temporary waiver has 
·J been ob_ta.ined from 'CALT~NS to permit th.e operation of the double deck 

bus until such time as legislation can be adopted to change the Vehicle 
Code height· .standard: The double deck bus exceeds the current height 
standard by approximately si..-,: inches. 

0 
I 

._/ 

In addition to the double deck bus bill, the District needs and should 
urge legislation to permit weights in excess of .20, 000 pounds on any a.."{le 
•Of the a .rticulated bus: The existing ·1aw permits heavier weight only on the 
rear a..~le. O.ne final operational is sue concerns legisla.tio:c regarding the 
flasher lights installed on our buses as part of our· passenger and operator 
safety program. A special permit was issued by the California Highway 
Patrol to permit us to use the flasher ligh.ts and w,e believe the success of 
this prog.ram warrants a. permanent change to the Veb.ic:le Code. We have 
reason to believe that tb.ese three items will be supported by the Depart­
ment of Motor Vehicles and CALTR.Al'i'S. 

A change to the District law is needed to hnprove our purchasing 
pr cedur es. Th-e law now :requires tha.t for every purchase of $3000 or 
mo:re, the District must obtain formal bids. Thls limit established in 
1964 has been eroded by inflat~~n and makes th.e bidding proces .s more 
c ,ostly and time consuming. It should be noted that a management audit 
conducted by Cresap, McCormick and Paget fQr the Senate J?ublic Utilities, 
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Transit and Energy Committee recom.:mended th.at the bidcli.bg dollar limit 
for BART be raised from $3000 to $1.0, 000. We believe that a change to 
$5000 is appropriate for the District and consistent ~th sound purchasing 
practices. 

Perhaps one of the most hotly debated issues in Sac.ramento this 
session ~till be the question of collective bargaining £or public employees 
and the right fa strike. Major legislatio.n has already been introduced 
which establish-es a pr-ocedure which is in some ways similar to the Dis­
trictt s -e~isting £a.ct finding pr.oc:edure.. The measure (SB 275-Dills) is 
the product of the Joint Gomm.ittee on Public Employer--Employee Rela­
tions and is supported by the leadership of both houses. The bill creates 
a Public Employee Relations Board to administer the employer-employee 
relations law. SB 275 provides an impasse resolution procedure .and, 
within the limitations in the bill, permits public employees to strike. As 
the bill i.s now written, all transit operators will be covered by the measure. 
The bill provides for what., in .effect, is bincling arbitration if tne courts 
judge a strike to imminently illlp-eril public health and safety. Whether a 
public t!:'ansportation strike would fall into this definition is a question. I£ 
it did, the Rapid Transit District would have bindirtg arbitration in that 
the court could direct acceptance of the fact finders' report; if .not, th.e 
·Distri:ct wou~d .be just ab!=)ut :Yb.e r.e it is today if th.i.s proposed legislation 
passes. It is tb.e staff's recommendation that we carefully monitor this 
bill, but not take a pro.m.inent position on it. · 

In tb.e area of transit labor r ,elations, we · c-an expe-~t legislation 
sponsored by the labor unions which may be viewed as a reactio.n to the 
68-day strike.. One bill has been introduced (AB 331-Lockyer) which pro­
hibits public agencies from purchasing advertisements stating a manage­
ment position regarding a labor dispute. It is believed that tb.e District 
should oppose AB 331 and any other 9ills which.· restrict the District's 
rights to inform the public. · 

As we have previously reported t.o you, we ,~rill be working very 
closely with the various committ.ee s of the Legislature as we anticipate 
a substantial pum.ber of bills will be introduced regarding public transit. 
If there is no objection, the staff will pursue the general legislative pro­
gram outlined above and will continue to keep the Board informed through­
out the legislative session as developm.e.nts occur. 

~pectfull y, 

. I'. · ftttJ (At)J/f}rlFi 
0~k R. Gilstrap~ 
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-- EQU iTABLE DISTRIBUTION OF THE If!CIDENCE OF 
SER'! I CE, BE:·I EF I TS, Mm H·~PACTS 
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EQUAL REC0Gi'lITI0N HAS BEEN GIVEN -TO NEEDS FOR BOTH LONG-

DISTANCE MID COMMUNITY-LEVEL TRAVEL AND IN BOTH THE IMMEDIATE 
.. ·-

--- ~ ".. ' --. ~ •' . . I a - .. •• .. _ .a. ., I .~. .... - . 
' :..• ■ FUTURE-AND THE LONGER RANGE, : _ 
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-· I ~ - ~ • ./ • • - -
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:·.>.-- : ·. _:, ,.,.: THE DISTRICT · RECOGNIZES THE MEED FOR A PROCESS OF ·coNTINUAL .. - -
:.:1·;-<·-/;/. ·: --:·.-/.:,~-- _ _.._ ~ ~; .£ "": . • ;~:.:. · ::.'. __ • __ ~ ~~ ·-:. ;;-'···. . , . - : __ ·::. -:,.< ·:_: · . . - :_ 

;i~??1
·•:~::-G·OAL·- IDENTiii'cATr°ON·. ·Ai~D· DEFINITION IN ACCORDA~~CE wirH··;·CHA~IGING .. : :; :._· 

:,:JJ~!(.:, ... ;.-~,);~·-· -. :~;,--:-~ =- .: -~ ,:~~~--:_?=:~?;· :.,. : -::, '_' ·. . , · • ~:: ··" : ,: ·• -·_ ·· ,:1 ·. r: -·_. · -· ··, -.: :;7- ·: -·'" 

':-~j.;,:·0 - - • . COMMUNITY NEEDS AND DESIRES,·. THIS PROCESS IS IMP.LIED IN THE 
~ ~--+.f >" .- . - .. •,·· .' -~ • , _ _.<·•.;_.,.,; • ••. "J<·./c_;;• ~- ;· =... .•. - -. . . ',_.. . . . :· ... ;: -~ ~- ·- _• .;.:•_-_-,, 

· ,-:"\ )nqn r qN. a~ T~E r~'!s IT. D~VEL□P!1ENT_ P R□GRA~ TH~ s ~AS\ :uMMER. - A
0

• • • • 

:-;:·{~?.::,.r~ ·,"' "_ - .. ·; .. . -· ... • ;; "' . - . .:. f~., ·~ ;. - ~ _ r ·;_ .. ' :·-- . .. :-1--~.:-~ · . .:-~· ·--: _ • .. 'I. --· --:!~~ ,~::~· 

:\:{~:,:~· _·. ~ONTINUATION OF THIS EFFORT IS A P/l.RT OF THE DISTRICT1 S ON-GQING · . ._>-
~}z~l~(\ ·. · · .·.-~_. ,·-;·· - ;: '. ~-~~~ ; · ·- -,:_ -- _;,/I;~~~ - ·.: :'- - · .. -~-if/:_:>~ < .. /(~~-~r ~--: : -___ , -~?-:--~~--~ l :· 
·: '/~~;J;_· _·SHORT~ AND _LONG TERM- PLANNING PROGRAM, . . ·_. . -·- . _-:_ :·. :1-. ·. -.--. ·; -~~ , . .-
'.' ,:.; .>_,_ • · • .. "' ·· . .. _. _'..', · ;~ . . _- . ,a·,, -~. -_•_' ·. ., . : ·. - •;,,( :,... /' ,• :.. ~ ·• ••~ '~ · •-~- 1 · •. • ~~:_~:: 

•-.. TIME DOES NOT PERMIT FURTHER A11lPLIFICATI0M OF THE CARE . 
•,'L-_~-:-~ ,,:-r • It I .,1 , • • • • - • -••• I, - .~.. - . . .• ,_. , · .. ·: .· .- ., .. -·· ·- ~::-· 

- -. .. , . 
AND THOROUGHNESS WHICH ARE M.~JOR FACTORS HI THE PLANNING PROCESS 

. ,:..... ·-- <:· ;: : ... ~ -: •· ,· ~ . . : 
. ::~·-> __ .· AT THE ors·r'RICT. , THAT THE . ELECTORATE HAS FAILED TWICE. WITHIN 

- . . . . 
. ' ' . , 

..:"'··::... · ,... .!. ' 

' , 

• ,•· -l ~ ~ '"_' -

• • --,•: . .. ····. , 

.. .,. .. . . 
• . • •• • ■ - .!. -. . ~ .. ~ .. 

SIX YEARS. TO FURTHER TAX THEMSELVES IM ORDER TO MAKE A START ON 

RAPID TRANSIT rs MOT A TRUE REFLECTim-1 OF PUBLIC SENTIMEMT, HAD 

,. Q THE REFERENDUM BEEN SIMPLY-- RAP ID TRJ'.1.NSIT, YES OR NO, I CAN ASSURE 

_) 

YOU THE RESULT WOULD ~AVE BEEN A L~~IDSLiDE OF YES VOTES. UHAT 
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HAPPENED ON NOVEMBER 5TH WAS NOT A REPUDIATION OF THE SOUTHERN 
. . 

C.~LIFORNIA RAPID TRMI.SIT DISTRICT, IT WAS A REJECTiON OF YET 
. -

ArlOTHER LAYER OF TAXATION AT :_ AN EXTREMELY .TROUBLED TIME{\ ~i-WHEN ·.-. :· ~. 
. . . 

- - "' ;_ ._ \ ~-.= ~ ~ ~ ;~~~~---=-.- .~ -_ -~ ~-·.. ~ ... :_ ..... -··1 

. -. ; 

J:;iip .: CONSIDERATION OF TAXING AUTHORITY IS·,~PREsSLv ' FoRBiriDE~{ -, .. :~_~::y\/: A 

:; ·=-· ~ ,\ ..• SO~ . / fHE PLAN.; FOR .TRANS1T-··:Ir1PROVEMEMTS : ADOPTED. BY'. THE BOARD OF ---· ~-~L:~t~~=- .· -.: - . , __ . ·.:. .-_ -.. -:_ :·c-·(:_ ·::- . . . .. . - ,~- ·; ·.:· : ·:·. :}f t : . . . , . -~ :--
\ 7~'.:::·.~,-- · ·nr RECTORS MUST BE-- IMPLEMENTED, THE NEED FOR PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION . : 

. . 

IN THE SOUTHLAND IS GREAT, AND NO ONE IN A POSITION OF ··.-.-· 
• t t I • • ••••, •': • • 

. " I' ' .. ... .... , . :. : 

,1 

J ·-~ 
RESPOllSIBILITY IN OUR BUSINESS BELIEVES TH.~T THE NEED HILL DIMINISH. 
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ON THE CONTRARY, IN SPITE OF HIFLATIOtl ,ll.MD THE SERIOUS ECmlOMIC 

DOWNTURN, THERE IS MO QUESTION THE PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION IS A 

GROWTH INDUSTRY, THE SOUTHERN CAL!FORNLI\ RAPID TRANSIT DISTRICT .. 
-

HAS ActED;:'ANii ~iLL c□NrnQt''.to ACT ACC□RDirlGLY. · -~ · <\: '_.: .. .. : 

... : ' . - G~~~~~/· w~'c~;:'.'J;-~:ALL THE HELP wE c;;, ~~?\F ~E~E : 

. . 
. , ·- ... ·,,.. 

- -~ ' 
. . · ... ~ si,. ' ... . . · - • - • . ' - .• :' ; I • :.,. .,_, ~ • .._ . . 

ORIENTED. r WOULD ASK THAT IN YOUR CONS IDERATimls FOR CHAMGE .. 
- -. 

', ~- . . 
YOU · INCLUDE THE TOOLS WHICH AMY BOARD, ELECTED OR APPOINTED·, MUST 

' • , • ,I I 

-. ~ . ,;_ . . - . ~ . ' :_ 

HAVE IN ORDER TO FUNCTION WITH ULTIMATE EFFECTIVENESS, 

WITHOUT ATTEMPTING TO OVERS IMPLIFY .. I WOULD SUBMIT TH AT 
• I 

TAXING AUTHORITY COMBINED WITH REASONABLE FREEDOM FROM UNNECESS,~R'/ 

C01'ISTRAIMTS SHOULD TOP THE LIST OF M'l'I LEGISLu.TIOi'l APPLIED TO Ti~E 

·:' '"''i ll .,.. 'J• il ~I ,- ,,, IC""' O·'· I/\ □ 1,01n TD!\~-1r-r .... D r('T!Jii'T ' 
-.,) "_, i_, I nc : ,; , vd- I IJ: \ i I"\ [ 11il . ,,h: _:i _ I l-.i I 1\ .. 1- I 
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LOS ANGELES HAS WAITED 5 C YEARS FOR ACTION 0(1 RAPID TRMISIT. THAT 

'"'' 1Ql 'LD Br L~~IG r'lQLJG~ Jil 1 U ' 'C, !.JI t: ' 1,1, 

AT THIS TIME, THE DISTRICT IS MOVING FORWARD AGGRESSIVELY 

•. .. . TO IMPLEMENT THE BUS IMPROVEMENT ELEMENTS OF ITS LONG RANGE PLAN; .. '. -: ~ 
• a_• 

. ,. 

; .. ~:~ ··: -,.-

.·• . · ... -

. . ' . , .. ·_.. . '. "... --.'._-·; :· -~ ·.,, .. ' :· : ._;_ ::- ' .. ~- -~~_y.: .:'.:,<·-;·;:,_ ' . . . 

CONCURRENTLY; A STARTER .·_LINE ·FOR THE FIXED GUIDEWAY ·SYSTEr{ rs; ~: .. .. -.. · -:.-
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BACKGROUND MATERIAL REGARDING 

AB 1246 (INGALLS) AND RELATED ISSUES 

PRESENTED TO THE SCRTD BOARD OF 

DIRECTORS OVER THE PERIOD FROM 

NOVEMBER, 1974 TO MARCH, 1976. 
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425 SOUTH MAIN 

JACK R. GILSTRAP 
Cl&NCJIAL MANAG&Jt 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
RAPID TRANSIT DISTRICT 

LOS ANGELES, CAL IFORNIA 90013 TELEPHONE (213) 972-6000 

Board of Directors 

Jack R. Gilstrap 

Assembly Bill 1246 

March 5, 1976 

Attached for your information is a copy of a letter regarding 
Assembly Bill 1246 addressed to the President of the Board 
from Assemblyman Walter M. Ingails. Mr. Ingalls urges 
members of the Board to study the bill and to contact him or 
his consultant if you have any questions. 

On Thursday afternoon Mr. Neusom was able to reach 
Mr. Ingalls and it is my understanding that the Assemblyman 
will appear at the Board Meeting on Tuesday, March 9th, to 
discuss the bill. 

Respectfully, 

UR.. UtvJlr 
rfl~~~- Gilstrap 

Attachment 
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Mr. Byron E. Cook, Cha i rman 
Board of Directors 
Southern California Rapid Transit 

District 
425 South Main 
Los Angeles, California 90013 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

WALrtR J, QUINl'I 
SENIOR CON5U,LTANT 

V. JOHN WHt t 'E 
U !NIOR CONSULTAl'IT 

R08tirr W. LUCAS 
ASIIOC:IAfl CONSUi.TANT 

CHARL ES T. SCHULTZ 
C:OMMITl'EE ANALY.ST 

EARLltNI: ARNOI.D 
•COMM tTTl!.E Sl'.CJ1ETARY 

Enclosed you will find cop i es of the latest amended 
version of AB 1246 for the Board's review. Yesterday in the 
Senate Pu blic Util i t i es, Transit & Energy Committee it was 
cl ear from severa l of the Senate Committee members that your 
General Manager had lobbied to hold up consideratio n of AB 124 6 , 
coauthored by Assemblyman Frank Vicencia and me, on the basis 
that the District had · not had time to fully consider new amend­
ments to the bill. Althoug h I do no~ personally feel that the 
0istrict•s position was appropriate because the basic elements 
of the bil l had bee n know n for several months, I co nc urred with 
the Committea i n holding the bill in Committee . It will now be 
heard on Tuesday, March 16, 1976. 

It is my firm conviction that AB 1246 is in the best interest 
of public transpo r ta tion development in So uthern California and 
· n de ed , ·1 0 u 1 d be · n the Di st r i ct ' s be.s t i n t ere st · n t 11 e 1 n g r un . 
I think that we can no lo nger put our head s in t he s and relative 
to the need for improved community level transit and the subse­
quent proliferation of new operators in Los Angeles County . 
Mr . Chairma n , as you know, we are under constant pressure to 
divert Transportation Development Act funds _here in Sacramento 
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Mr. Byron E. Cook 
Page 2 March 3, 1976 

for new city transit systems. I do not feel such decisions 
should be made in Sacramento and while the District may feel 
that the present per-mile formula of allocation of Transportation 
Development Act funds is reasonable, very few state legislators 
concur. 

Secondly, the Commissions have jurisdiction over Federa l 
Aid Urban System funds as well as other state and federal highway 
and transit funds. It therefore has a· much broader mandate than 
your District and thus does not necessarily duplicate the District 
i mportant role in operating the great majority of transit service 
i n Los Angeles County. Because of very limited funding from all 
sources, I believe it essential that "responsible local officials " 
as envisioned in the make-up of the County Transportation Commis­
sions must come together to make tough resource allocation de­
cisions between and within the mass transit and highway transpor­
tation modes. 1 also understand the Urban Mass Transportation 
Administration has also ~ade it clear that the existing institu ­
tional chaos is unacceptable. 

As was made clear by the Committee Chairman and myself to 
your Genera l Manager at the Senate Committee hearing yesterday, 
we will expect to hear from the Di strict regarding any suggested 
changes or concerns in writing by close of business Friday of this 
week. If the District has not communicated such language to me by 
the end of the week, it will be impossi ble for us to cons i der 
further amendments to the bill before t~e Senate Comm i ttee meets 
March 16th. 

Finally, I would implore each Board member to study AB 1246 
in some detail and to cal l on myself or Mr. O. J. Smith of my 
staff individually or . as a group whenever you have unanswered 
questions or need further explanation. I am quite concerned that 
because of the vested interests of the District's staff relative 
to the new institution created by this legisla t ion, you have not 
received a fair and objective analysis of this legislation in th e 
past. We are simply developing a broad po l icy and programming 
i nstitution not unl i ke the Metropolitan Transportation Commissio n 
in the Bay Area for Los Angeles County that can sort out and ma k 
sense out of the myriad of competing interests for very limited 
highway and transit funds in Los Angeles County. Mr. Chairman, 
I bel i eve th~t our objectives are identical and after careful stud 
o f th e b road i mp 1i ca t i o n s o ·f t h i s b il l , the Bo a rd w i ll s e e th e 
wisdom of our approach. · 

WM I : ea 
Enclosures 

WALTER M. 

cc: Honorable Alfred E. Alquis t, Chairman & 
Momh,...,. .,. ~ -" "' "' +"' f' ,- mm ;i- +co nn D11 hli,- ll-ri1iticc: Tl"~n-- it 
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JACK R. GILSTRAP 
dENIUIAi. NANA.OU 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

_..,.,....,.__ 
, ) ':) 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 
RAPID TRANSIT DISTRICT 

L.0S ANGELES, CAL. I FORNIA 90013 ·Tli l.. EPHONE {213] 972•600 '0 

March 3, 1976 

Board of Directors 

Jack R~ Gilstrap 

AB 1246 (Ingalls) RTD Reorganization Bill 

In early 1975, when Assemblyman Ingalls introduced AB 1246, and 
several other reorganization b~lls were tossed into the hopper, pri­
marily in response to our 68-day strike, your RTD Board instructed 
the staif to oppose any provision which would diminish the District's 
funding and the Board' s range of legislative authority. However, the 
staff was also instructed specifically not to take. a position one way 
or other on legislative provisions dealing with th~ composition of the 
RTD Board on the theory that this was a matter that ought to be left 
to the Legislature. 

By the summer, most reorganization bills had died except AB 1246 
which, through a series of amendments, had taken form to create a 
new Los Angeles County Commission which would essentially dupli­
cate the RTD Board in composition and assume most of its authority, 
plus additional authority over fund allocation. We were able to kill 
AB 1246 on the Senate side, with the help of a num.ber of other organi­
zations which were in opposition at that tune. A week or so later, 
however, the autho.r was a.ble to secure votes for committee recon­
sideration- -the bill has been on the Senate Comm.ittee on Public 
Utilities, Transit and Energy agenda for such reconsideration since 
August 0£ last year. 

Yesterday AB 1246 was heard in the Senate Committee on Public 
Utilities, Transit and Energy. In line with youl:' Board1 s instruction, 
the staif requested ·Of the committee that the bill be held in comm.ittee 
30--45 days to give the Dist1'ict additional time to study it and work 
with the author on possible amendments. We were succ,essful in having 
the bill held in Coil"'..:.."l"'..ittee; however. the c:or.n:..-rnittee ad.m.onished the 
District to submit ou r reques t s to the author and the committee a. s 
soon as possible and be prepared. _to have the bill heard in comm:ittee 
at its next meeting on March 16. 
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Board of Directors -2- March 3, 1976 

Both the author and the committee made it clear in the hearing that 
they were not particularly pleased with what they consider to be RTD 1 .s 
procrastination in getting down to offering specific amendments to the 
author i£ we have things in mind. It is my judgment and that of our 
legislative advocate that we must act now if we are to sustain whatev er 
sympathy we may have with the author and this Senate conunittee re­
garding accepting changes in AB 1246 we feel a .re important. The issue 
is now becoming one of legislative courtesy; in other words, there is 
little likelihood that the bill will be held up again on the strength of 
RTD' s feeling we need to study it more before we• ll know what amend­
ments we want to offer. 

Given this situation, it seems to me that the District has two funda­
mental alternatives: simply oppose the bill ,2!: offer amendments to 
try to correct the provisions which can have the most adverse impact 
on public transportation in our area. · 

In regard to alternative one -· oppose the bill -- RTD is the only 
opponent to AB 1246 which now is flatly opposed (not trying for specific 
changes), and which is working against the bill. Most of the agencies 
which had problems befor•e and which worked hard against the bill have 
been mollified by the author through amendments to the bill. The City 
of Los Angeles, SCAG, League of California Cities (Los Angeles Divi­
s ion), etc. , are supposed to be in opposition, but their positions are 
lukewarm lip service opposition at best now. The County has no position 
at all on the bill, while the Los Angeles City Mayor's office is actively 
in support of it. The author has worked very effectively to satisfy one 
opponent after another, e.g. , Los Angeles County now appoints 5 of 11 
mem.bers on the new commission instead of the original 3; the municipal 
bus operators are guaranteed their systems cannot be reduced without 
their approval, whUe RTD' s may be cut back with or without the RTD 
Board' s okay; while SCAG lo.ses some authority, they get in return the 
first ever State legislative recognition of their agency, plus permanent 
funding of l % o! the SB 32.5 sales tax money which is about .$1. 25 million 
per year (not a bad trade at all for SCAG and the Legislature since this 
money comes primarily out of RTD 1s operating funds); the City of Loa 
Angeles gets 3 votes on the new commission instead of its present 2 on 
the R TD Boa .... d; t:he City oi Long Beach is guaranteed 1 appointee to t:h.e 
new commission and, while the other cities in the County have only two 
appointments to the new com:mission (three if you count the one guaranteed 
to Long B,eac.h), the citie.s' opposition is blunted rather e!-fectively since 
the bill will divide up RTD 1 s funds and service area among those cities 
which desire to go into and/or expand their bus systems in the county. 
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Board of Directors -3- ~larch 3, 1976 

The upshot of all of this is that AB 1246 is probably going to pass 
whether we like it or not and in spite of RTD' s opposition, so in flatly 
opposing the bill we forfeit whatever chance we may have to provide 
input to it. 

As to the possibility oi a veto, we would be surprised to see the 
Governor ex,ercise this option as the Administration has .not opposed 
the bill to this point. Caltrans has reservations about the bill but 
considers the bill to be primarily a local issue which would have little 
state-wide impact. 

Lt is my recommendation, therefore, that we try to work with the 
author by offering him. and the ,Legislature our best thought in the form 
of amendments to what we feel are the worst features of the bill and 
those features the autho.r might be willing to change. Along these 
lines, I feel we cannot dis suade the author from his insistence on estab­
lishing a new commission in Los Angeles County with authority to 
allocate the transit funding in our County. Neither can we change his 
mind about assigning to this new conunission the authority to give the 
rapid transit construction job to some agency other than RTD if it so 
chooses. As .far as these basic features ot the bill are concerned, I 
feel we should state our reservations, i.e., another level 0£ bureau­
cracy, du.plication of the RTD Board, delay in rapid transit effort in 
shift of responsibility, etc. , but we should not continue to directly 
oppose this feature of the legf slation because to do so is, in effect, 
to oppose the entire concept of the bill which would get us right back 
where we are now. Rather we ought to offer suggestions to make the 
new com.mission -- if i t must be - - as efiective as possible. 

Attached for your consideration are the specific provisions of the bill 
I feel we should try to have changed along with a statement of why and 
sugge.stions as to how. Also attached is the latest version of AB 1246 
and a copy •of the Senate PUTE Committee 1 s analysis of the bill {although 
prior to its latest a.Inendments, many elements of this analysis are still 
pertinent}. It is my recommendation that the Board adopt at ·its March 3 
meeting these proposed changes as RTD' s suggested amendments to 
AB 1246 and that the staff be authoriz•ed to present them to the author 
and the app r opriate l egislat ive c onunittees and ot.¾.er key legi slators and 
work to have as many as possible of them included in the bill. 
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AB 1246 (Ingalls) 
As Amended 2-2-76 
Gov ''t. Code, Public 
Util. Code, Streets & 
Highways Code 
Sen • P • U • T • & E.. Com.'i\ • 

Date of Hearing: 3-2-76 

BACKGROUND 

_The serious transportation problems which A 
exist in southern California have been the subject B 
of much study and legislation. There is some ques­
tion on whether the large population concentrated 1 
in this area, much of which is "transit dependent," 2 
is being adequately and ef.ficiently served by 4 
pres,ent policy and decision•-making institutions. 6 

There have been many .attempts at solving these 
transit problems. Some attempts have involved 
creating new agencies, while others have involved 
changing present agencies. 

DESCRIPTION 
AB 1246, as amended 2-2-76, provides: 
(1) That the Southern California Rapid Transit 

District be renamed the Los Angeles Regional 
Transit Di.strict. 

( 2) That there are created c•ounty transporta­
tion commissions :in the counties of Los Angeles, 
orange, Riverside and sari Bernardino. The purpo.se 

F 
I 
N 
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of these conunis.sions is to coordinate transportation 
service, to approve transit system planning, and 
approve all public mass transit projects. 

These commissions would develop and approve a 
short-range transportation ·program for all capital 
and service pl.anning. This would include develop­
ment of a transportation improveme.nt program, unified 
work program, selection of hardware, and the approval 
of all mass transit serviceso The commissions would 
also coordinate transit service and federal aid and 
state highway planning. 

'!'he commission may enter into agreements with 
Caltrans for the Dept. to provide services f ,or the 
development and construction of any approved mass 
transit guideway system or rapid transit system. 
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AB 1246 (Ingalls) -2- 3-2-76 

Composition of Commissions: 

I. L.A. County - 11 members. 

A. Each meml:>er of the B·o.ard of Supervis,ors or 
appoi'nted alternates. 

B. Mayor of Los Angeles or appointed alternate. 
c. 2 _members appointed by the Mayor of Los 

Angeles, with the consent of the City Council. 
No consent is necessary for an appointee who 
is a member of the City Council. 

;D. 3 members appointed by the L.A. County City 
Selection Committee, excluding the member 
representing L.A. One of the appointees is 
to represent a city operating the largest 
municipal transit system. 

II. Orange County - 5 members. 
A. 2 members of the Board of Supervisors, one 

of whom shall serve on the Board of Directors 
of the Orange County Transit District. 

B. 2 members appointed by the orange County City 
Selection Committee, one of whom shall serve 
on the Board of Directors of the Orange County 
Transit District. 

c. 1 member appointed by the other 4 commission­
ers. '?his appointee is to be a •county resi­
dent and cannot be serving, o.r have served, 
as an elected official of a city within the 
county or as an elected official of the 
county within the last 10 years. 

III. Riverside County - 5 members. 

A. 2 members of the Board of Supervisors, one 
of whom is to represent a superviso.ria 1 
district in the Coachella Valley area in 
the county. 

B. 2 members appointed by the Riverside County 
City Selection Committee. 

c. 1 member appointed by the other 4 members. 
This member is to be a county resident and 
cannot be an elected official of a city 
within the county or an elected official of 
the county. 
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San 

A. 

B. 

c. 

D. 

-3- 3-2-76 

Bernardino County - 9 members. 
l member of the Board of Supervisors who 
represents a supervisorial district in the 
Los Angeles-Long Beach urbanized area. 
1 member of the Board of Su-pervisors who rep­
resents a supervisorial district in the San 
Bernardino-Riverside urbanized area. 
l member of the Board of Supervisors who 
represents a district in the desert area of 
San Bernardino Countyo 
2 members appointed by the City Selection 
Committee who are from cities of the Los 
Angeles-Long Beach urbanized area in San 
Bernardino County. 

E. 1 member appointed by the County City 
selection Committee who is from a city in 
the San Bernardino-Riverside urbanized area 
of the county. 

F. 1 member appointed by the Mayor of the City 
of San Bernardino with the consent of the 
San Bernardino City Council. 

G. 2 members appointed by the other seven mem­
bers who have a continuing and public 
interest-oriented concern for transportation 
in the county. 

(3) AB 1246 al90 provides that the Southern 
California Association of Governments be the "multi­
county designated transportation agency 11 responsible 
for long-range transportation system planning. The 
multi-county agency would, among other things, (a) 
identify travel corridors: (b) define land use goals: 
(c) recommend priority corridors for funding: (d) 
recommend environmental and socio-economic policies 
that should guide transportation in the corridor. 

SCAG would coordinate the short-range plans and 
transportation improvement programs developed by 
commissions. 

Other functions of the multi-county agency would 
be to .administer local SB 325 funds for projects 
approved by the commission and to review in a timely 
man?er all transportation improvement programs 
prior to their adoption by conunissions. Up 
to 3% of available SB 325 funds are 
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made available for transportation planning and pro­
granuning process. After deductions for administra­
tive costs, up to 1% would be allocated to SC.AG and 
the remaining 2% would be allocated to the commis­
sions. 

The bill permits the Los Angeles County Trans­
portation Commission, at its discretion, to allocate 
SB 325 funds on a basis other than the -current 
mileage formula. 

COMMENTS 

(1) This measure would change substantially the 
institutional and financial structure of transporta­
tion in Southern California .. Proponents of this 
measure argue that there is, at present, a lack of 
coordination in southern California of existing 
information related to mass transit which has 
resulted in the absence of firm transit policy 
decision-making on a regional basis. They argue 
that SCAG, because it is a voluntary organization, 
lacks the statutory authc.>rity to implement transit 
policy decisions. Proponents state that the creation 
of the connnissions under the coordination of SCAG 
would create the kind of policy-making mechanism 
necessary to alleviate some of the present confusion 
in transit policy development. 

(2) There is a concern that this bill would 
further fragment -the administrative and planiiiiig·- ­
responsibilities in the regions affected. The 
"transportation commission" concept is felt to add 
a new layer of government to the local transporta­
tion planning process without a corresponding 
assurance of an increase in efficiency. It is also 
felt that the money needed to support the adminis­
tration of such commissions would be better spent on 
transit services. 

•' 

V 
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(3) Section 13030(h) of the bill provides that 
conflicts regarding the coordination of plans and 
short-range transportation improvement programs 
shall be resolved in conformance with federal regula­
tions. This appears to be inviting federal interven­
tion which may not be desirable, as decisions might 
then be reached which are contrary to the intent of 
this measure (i.e., lodging near-term planning with 
SCAG rather than with the newly created commissions). 

(4) The bill permits the Los Angeles Transit 
Commission to deviate, at its discretion, from allo­
cating funds according to the presently used "mileage 
ratio formula•• without providing guidelines for 
alternatives. This might open the door for a series 
of allocation regulations that would further compli­
cate and confuse the funding process under SB 325. 

(S) It is unclear in the bill why the Los Angeles 
Transit Commission is permitted to allocate 325 
funds, yet SCAG is . to administer the 325 funds for 
the other conunissions. 

(6) Another criticism of AB 1246 is that a separa­
tion based on geographic boundaries is artificial and 
decentralizing. Further, the role the multi-county 
agency (SCAG) is to play in the regional planning · 
process is not well-defined. Although SCAG will be 
assigned the long-range planning functions, these 
appear limited to reviewing, recommending, and com­
menting. 

(7} The main question here is will the commissions 
created by this legislation serve ~o consolidate and 
improve transit development or will they merely add 
to the present confusion? 

(8) The author has indicated that substantial 
amendments to this bill are forthcoming. These 
changes will address the areas of the distribution 
of SB 325 funds in Los Angeles County, establishment 
of local transportation zones, and providing for 
regular meetings between SCAG , Caltrans and the 
local commission~ to review transit policies. 
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POSITIONS 

Oppose: 

Southern California Association of Governments. 
SCRTD. 
L.A. Division of League of California Cities. 
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Proposed Amendm.ent Concepts to AB 1246 

Local Transuortation Zones - The bill mandates the establishment of 
local transportation zones with independent governing boards. The 
definition of a local transportation zone is cities or unincorporated 
areas which contain an economic cent-er or major trip generator 
with a large percentage· of short and meditun range transit trips 
(page 18, section 130257). 

The concept of local transportation zones is untried and may upon 
closer study be viewed as destructive and_ contrary to sound trans­
portation planning. 

It is recommended that the Cominission in its report 
to the Legislature in February, 1978, address the 
feasibility of establishing local transportation zones 
but that establishment of local transportation zones 
not be manda~ed at this time. 

Labor Pl"o_tective Agreement 13(c} - The bill is silent with respect 
to the responsibility for labor protective benefits under Section 13(c) 
of the U:MTA Act. 

This creates a situation whereby the transit operators without absolute 
control of matters of policy relating to the operation of their systems 
would be faced with the substantial f.inancial burden of paying clai:m.s 
of it.s employees whose employment situation is worsened. The paten~ 
tial in AB 1246 with its im:plied intent of creating new·operations gives 
rise to mnnerous opportunities for 13(c) claims against the transit 
operators. 

It is recommended that the Comm.is sion assume financial 
:responsibility for all 13(c) claims, of the District's employees 
arising from a worsened job situation. 

Bus System. Planning and Operation - The bill provides that the commis­
sion shall coordinate tb.e operation of all public transportation services 
and shall have a staff to analyze plans submitted by the regional and local 
transportation operators being responsible for interpreting these plans 
into a short range transportation improvement program (page 12, 
section 130056, page 16, section 130250). 
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This provision permits the commission to assume the established pre-· 
rogatives and responsibilities of the District Board and the city councils 
of the various municipal operators, thus, further removing the decision 
making fr .om the lo cal level. 

It is recommended that legislative intent specify that the 
Commission shall limit its activities to the resolution of 
conflicts between operators and to the allocation of funds. 
In addition it is recomm.ended that the short range planning 
responsibility be retained by the District Board and the 
city councils of the various municipal operators and that 
these short range plan.s be submitted to the cornmis sion 
for its review and incorporation into a countrywide 
transportatio·n improvement plan. The commission in 
turn will submit the countywide plan for inclusion in the 
statewide transportation plan or, in the case of any routes 
crossing county boundaries, will be submitted to the multi~ 
county planning agency for their review and inclusion in 
the regional plan. 

Federal Grants - The bill provides that any public entity under the 
jurisdiction of the commission may only apply for federal grants under 
condition prescribed by the commission (page 23, section 130304). 

It appears that this language would give the commission indirect control 
over the amount of service to be provided because it would give the 
commission a veto of a.ny application which fails to meet whatever con­
ditions it chooses to im.pose. Requiring an operator to comply with 
whatever conditions the commission sees fit to levy would effectively 
remove frorn the operator the ability to exercise its own good judgment 
on what capital and ,operating projects are needed in order to function 
efficiently. 

It is recotnmended that the District and municipal operators 
retain the authority to apply for federal grants with. the 
county transportation commission having a review authority. 

Competing Ser'V'i.ces - AB 1246 mandates that the com.mission shall 
insure that operators do not compete or duplicate services. Further, 
the bill provides that the commission shall not reduce funds received 
by municipal operators or their service areas 'Without the expressed 
approval •of the city concerned, (page l 9~ sections 130258, 130259) .• 
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The language in the bill in effect requires the commission to always 
rule in favor of municipal operators regarding the question of com­
peting services. 

It is our recommendation that the cornrnis sion, upon 
pe~ition of an affected carrier, be empowered to 
examine the situation and make a finding. Upon 
finding that continued competition is detrimental to 
the public interest, the commission may order one 
or the other lines, but not necessarily the regional 
operator, to cease competitive operations. Failure 
to comply would give the commission authority to 
disproportionately reduce the offending carrier I s 
SB 325 revenue ·s. 

Proliferation of Operators - The bill encourages the proliferation of 
small inefficient transit operations t•0 provide local transit service 
(page 18, s ,ection 130257 (d)). 

The language in the bill is likely to induce the creation of more carriers, 
thus diminishing the quality of transit service provided by requiring more 
transfers and increasing fragmentation of the transportation system. 
In addition, such proliferation would tend to diffuse responsibility. This 
is contrary to the previously expressed intention of the Legislature to 
create a single transit operator which could provide unified and coor­
dinated service to the area and be directly responsive to the needs of 
all comm unities. · 

It is our recommendation that the proliferation of purely 
local transit service is contrary to the efficient utilization 
of resources and the establismnent o.f an effective public 
h·ansportation system.. 

, Transportation Planning - The bill provides that up to 3% of the SB 325 
funds allocated to the region be set aside for transportation planning, 
(page 5, section 99233 (c) ). 

This amount when coupled with federal matching monies far ex ceeds the 
funds now being s et aside for transportation planning and is beyond the 
amount f.or which there is a demonstrat ed need. 

It is reco.mmended that the bill be amended to_ provide that up 
to 1 % of the SB 325 funds be allocated for transportation 
planning under the control of the com.mission. Th e conunis­
sion in turn would fund the multi-county designated t ranspor­
tation planning agency at the level the commission deems 
appropriate . 



0 
Mileage Formula - The bill provides that the commission may allo­
cate the SB 325 funds in accordance with the existing mileage formula 
establi:shed in the Mills-Alquist-Deddeh Act, or by some new method 
to be devised or developed by the commission (page 7, section 99285. 2). 

The District Board has established many new services to meet the 
transportation. needs of the community in anticipation of the receipt 
,of funds allocated on the existing mileage formula. 

It is recommended that the existing mileage formula 
should be retained and that the comm.is sion should 
have complete authority to allocate any new funds to 
transit operators in its discretion. 

Rapid Transit Guideway Operator • The bill provides that the commission 
shall designate the Rapid Transit District as operator of rail· rapid 
transit in Los Angeles County unless a two-county guideway system 
is proposed in which case a new joint powers agencyv.o uld be formed 
(page 17, section 1302545). 

Q The designation of the District as the operator of the rail transit 
system recognizes the expertise and experience of the regional . 
operator and enhances the opportunity for success by reducing the 
coordination problems between the regional rail and bus operator. 

0 

In our opinion the Rapid Trans it .District should be 
designated as the rapid rail transit operator in Los 
Angeles County. · 

RTD Representation - In Los Angeles County the bill provides tnat 
the commission shall be composed of 11 members, 5 appointed by 
the Board of Supervisors, one by the Mayor of the City of Los 
Angeles, two additional appointees by the Mayor with the consent 
of the City Council, and three members appointed by the City Selec -
tion Committee excluding the City of Los Angeles. One of the three 
appointed by the City Selection Committee shall be a representative 
from the city operating the largest municipal transit system, (page 9, 
section 130051). 

The opera.tor providing over 80% of the public transportation within 
the county is excluded from participation on the comm.is sion. 

It is recommended that the commission be expanded to 
13 members, including two from the Board of Directors 
of the regional transit operator to be appointed by the 
President of the Board of Di recto r s. 
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Ta.Jting Authority - The bill fails to provide any new funding source for 
the commission to adequately deal with the financial problems confront­
ing operators within the county. 

The· omission of a new funding source ignores the most basic problem 
confronting transit operators within the county. A new source of money 
to fund unmet transit needs and rapidly escalating operating costs is 

. essential i£ the com.m.ission is to be effective. 

It is recommended that a new source of funds be id~ntified. 
One of the most promising sources is the motor vehicle 
license fee (in lieu tax). It is recom.m.ended that the in. 
lieu tax rate currently set at 2% of the market value 0£ 
each registered vehicle be increased to 3% with the 1% 
increase being earmarked for public transportation 
purposes. 

SCRTD Name Change - The bill provides that any reference in the law 
to the Southern California- Rapid Transit District shall be deemed to 
refer to the Los Angeles Regional Transit District, (page 4, section 
30004). 

This would bring about a costly and unnecessary expenditure of public 
funds, particularly with respect to repainting 2500 buses plus some 
25, 000 bus stop signs and signings throughout the District. 

It would be our recommendation that the name of the 
Southern California Rapid Transit District be retained. 
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Minutes -of Executive Session of the Board 
of Directors - February 26., 1976 

The Board of Directors adjourned into Exe-cutive 
Session a.t 4:15 p.m. 

Directors Cook., Neusom, Price., Takei., Gibbs., Richter, 
Gregory., Holen and Brewster were present along with · staff 
members Gilstrap., Powers., Wilkens., Foster and McDonald. 

Mr. Gilstrap .gave · a report on statu.s of AB 1246-. 
Director Holen explained,the content of AB 1246, and 
suggest,ed the District try to delay the bill so that it 
can be .studied with a view toward offering amendatory 
language. Mr. Gilstrap explained that the bill has been 
outstanding since -la.st August a.nd it may not be possible 
to delay it; also said if we intend to work with the 
author., we should let him lmow. It should be conveyed 
to the Legislature that we need 30-45 days to review this 
and work with the author f ,or a change in language. 

Mr. Neusom reported that a meeting was scheduled for 
9:30 a.m • ., Tuesday., March 2, 1976 in Chicago with Mr. Passer 
and the Union attorney~. 

Adjournment: 5:00;p .. m • 

. . 
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MR. CHAIRMAN,· MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE, LADIES .. 

AND GENTLEMEN: 

MY NAME IS JACK GILSTRAP AND I AM GENERAL MA NAG ER 

OF THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA RAPID TRANSIT DISTRICT. 

I APPRECIATE THE OPPORTUNITY TO PROVIDE TESTIMONY 
CONCERNING THE FUTURE.OF STATE TRANSPORTATION FINANCING, 
WITH EMPHASIS ON THE RTD PROGRAM AND THE DISTRICT'S 

... 
FINANCIAL NEEDS, ~ 

AS YOU KNOW, THE RTD IS THE LARGEST TRANSIT 

OPERATOR IN CALIFORNIA·.· MORE THAN ONE-THIRD- OF THE 
STATE'S POPULATION IS SITUATED IM OUR SERVICE AREA, 
THE DISTRICT, THEREFORE, RECOGNIZES AND ACCEPTS ITS 
RESPONSIBILITY TO 'CARRY THE .MAIN THRUST PRESENTING 
AN OVERVIEW OF THE FINANCIAL OUTLOOK FOR PUBLIC TRANS­
PORTATION. 

WITHIN THE PAST DECADE, SOCIAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL 
CONCERNS HAVE CAUSED COMMUNITIES THROUGHOUT THE NATION 
TO EVALUATE THEIR SITUATIONS AND FORMULATE GOALS FOR 

_,_ 



Q THE FUTURE. IN THE MATTER OF MOBILITY FOR THE 
GENERAL PUBLIC, THIS QUESTIONING AND CHALLENGING ·'" 

OF THE STATUS QUO DISCLOSED ON THE or~E Hfl,ND AN 
EXTREME CONCENTRATION ON PROMOTING THE USE OF THE 
PRIVATE AUTOMOBILE, AND ON THE OTHER A PUBLIC 
TRANSPORTATION SERVICE WEAKENED THROUGH YEARS OF 
NEGLECT. 

TWO SIGNIFICANT DEFECTS OF SOLE _RELIANCE ON 
THE AUTOMOBILE BEC.~ME APPARENT. FIRST, A SUBSTANTIAL 
SEGMENT OF THE POPULATION COULD NOT SATISFY THEIR 
BASIC MOBILITY NEEDS BY USE OF THE AUTOMOBILE BECAJSE 

. . -
Q OF AGE, INFIRMITY OR FINANCIAL HARDSHIP, 

0 

IN THE LOS ANGELES AREA; SOME 15% OF OUR CITIZENS 
ARE EITHER TOO YOUNG,· TOO OLD, OR TOO POOR TO DRIVE 
AN AUTOMOBILE. THAT [S MORE THAN ONE MILLION PEOPLE·, 

. FOR THIS SEGMENT OF OUR POPULACE, NO PROGRAM OF STREET 
AND HIGHWAY CONSTRUCTION HAS ANY MEANING UNLESS THERE . 
IS AN ACCEPTABLE LEVEL OF PUBLIC TRANSIT TO PROVIDE WHAT 
FOR OTHERS MAY BE AN ALTERNATIVE, BUT FOR THE TRANSIT 
DEPENDENT IS A NECESSITY. SECOND, AVOIDABLE USE OF THE 
AUTOMOBILE, PARTICULARLY IN METROPOLITAN AREAS, WAS 
WASTEFUL OF LIMITED RESOURCES OF LAND, AIR AND ENERGY. 
THESE INSIGHTS HAVE-LED TO PUBLIC POLICY TO SUPPORT PUBLIC 
TRANSIT AS AN ESSENTIAL ALTERNATIVE. 

_') _ 
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WE REGRET THAT THE STATE HIGH\·lAY COMMISSION, IN 
A STATEMENT TO THIS COMMITTEE, STIPULATES THAT "PUBLIC 
TRANSPORTATION HAS BEEN PROJECTED AS THE SOLUTION TO 
ALL .TRANSPORTATION PROBLEMS/' THIS -IS NOT OUR PHILOSOPHY 
AT THE RTD, AND IT NEVER HAS BEEN, WE ACCEPT THE FACT 
THAT PUBLIC TRANSIT WILL CARRY ONLY A MODEST PORTION OF 
THE TOTAL TRIPS MADE DAILY IN OUR COMMUNITY, BARRING 
A CATASTROPHIC DISRUPTiON OF THE NATION'S LIFESTYLE. 
BUT WE SUBMIT THAT THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF PUBLIC TRANSIT 
ARE ViTAL TO THE ECONOMY ., WE MOST ASSUREDLY AGREE WITH 
THE OBSERVATION E~.RLIER THIS WEEK BY LOS ANGELES COUNTY 
SUPERVISOR JAMES HAYES·,· THAT TRANSPORTATION IS NOT A 

SPECIAL INTEREST ANY MORE THAN IS THE AIR WE BREATHE. 

DURING THE PAST SEVERAL YEARS~- MAJOR PROGRESS HAS 
BEEN MADE BY THE DISTRICT TOWARD ACHIEVEMENT OF ITS 
GOAL TO IMPROVE PUBLIC TRANSIT I THE REASON CM~ BE 
EXPLAINED IN A NUMBER OF HAYS, BUT MOST EASILY IN ONE 

WORD: MONEY, THE CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE CAN TAKE 
PRIDE IN BEING THE PRIME MOVER IN THIS AREA, ·SENATE 

BILL 325 WAS THE BREAKTHROUGH WHICH ENABLED THE DISTRICT, 
AS WELL AS TRANSIT PROPERTIES THROUGHOUT THE STATE, TO 

-3-
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BEGIN THE LONG-AWAITED TURNAROUND WHICH HAS LED TO 
A RE-BIRTH OF PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION, WERE IT NOT 
FOR SB 325, THE SCRTD MIGHT HAVE BECOME A THING OF 

THE .PAST, ALONG WITH THE MTA AND COUNTLESS OTHER 
TRANSIT ORGANIZATIONS WHICH COULD MOT SURVIVE ALONE 
lN AN UNEVEN COMPETITION \HTH THE PRIVATE AUTOMOBILE, 

ADDITIONALLY, IN THE LAST TWO YEARS THE DISTRICT 
HAS RECEIVED FINANCIAL SUPPORT FROM THE COUNTY OF LOS 
ANGELES, DURING A 30-MONTH PERIOD, THE COUNTY HAS 
BUDGETED SOME $56 MILLION TO IMPROVE SERVICE·, MOST 

NOTICEABLY WITH BUS GRIDS IN THE SAN FERNANDO VALLEY AND 

SOUTH CENTRAL LOS ANGELES . DURING FISCAL YEAR 1975, 
AND MAJOR SERVI CE IMPROV81lENTS IN EAST LOS ANGELES·,· 

THE MID-CITIES REGION,· AND THE SAN GABRIEL VALLEY DURING 

THE PRESENT FISCAL YEAH . THE COUNTY SUBSIDY ALSO 
ENABLED THE DISTRICT TO REDUCE ITS BASE FARE TO 25 CENTS, 
AND TO REPLACE AN ARCHA I'C SYST84 OF 206 ZONES WITH A 
SIMPLIFIED SYSTEM OF BUT THREE. BEL4USE OF A PROLONGED 

. 
WORK STOPPAGE IN 1974, THE DISTRICT LOST FOREVER SOME 
$5 MILLION OF THIS SUBSIDY. 

-lt-
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THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT HAS LI KHII SE RECOGNIZED 
TiHE IMPORTANCE OF PUBLIC TRANSIT AND HAS PROVIDED 
THE MAJOR PORTION OF CAPITAL Ir1PROVEMENTS, LARGELY 
IN THE ACQUISITION OF ROLLING STOCK, AS WELL AS FUNDING 
IN LARGE PP.RT THE HIGHLY SUCCESSFUL EL MONTE-LOS ANGELES 
EXCLUSIVE BUSWAY. 

THIS FINANCIAL SUPPORT HAS GIVEN US THE WHEREWITHAL 
TO PROVIDE A 40% GROWTH IN SERVICES, IN ORDER TO ACHIEVE 

THIS GROWTH RATE, HE HAVE INCREASED OUR BUS FLEET BY 
25% AND OUR \!ORK FORCE BY A COMPARABLE NUMBER. OU1 

PATRONAGE HAS GROWN TO A POINT WHERE WE CARRY NEARLY A 
MILLION RIDERS IN AN AVERAGE HEEK DAY, THERE ARE MORE 
THAN 25,000 BUS STOPS ON SOME 3800 MILES OF STREETS AMD 
FREEWAYS IN THE SERVICE AREA. THE EL MONTE BUSWAY ALONE. 

CARRIES SOME lq ,000 RIDERS DAILY, AND OUR CQUNTY-HIDE 

PARK AND RIDE PROGRAM HAS REMOVED MORE THAN 2000 VEHICLES 
DAILY FROM OUR OVERCROHDED FREEWAYS, 

WHILE THIS GROWTH HAS GIVEN US GREAT SATISFACTION, 

IT HAS ALSO GIVEN US CAUSE FOR CONCERN WITH RESPECT TO 
THE FUTURE. 

WHERE WILL WE .. BE TWO YEARS FROM NOW, FINANCIALLY? 
Q WHERE WILL HE BE THREE, FOUR AND FIVE YEARS FROM NOW? 

~5-



Q RECOGNIZING THAT AN ADVANCE INSIGHT INTO OUR 

o · 
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FINANCIAL REQUIREMENTS WAS NEEDED FOR AT LEAST A FIVE-YEAR 
PERIOD, DISTRICT STAFF PROJECTED OUR OPERATING, 
FINANCIAL,· AND CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT NEEDS THROUGH FISCAL 
YEAR 1981,, THESE PROJECTIONS HAVE BEEN PRESENTED TO 

OUR BOARD OF DI RECTORS,· WHICH HAS THEM UNDER CONS IDERAT I O~L 
ALTHOUGH NONE HAS BEEN FORf,,~LL Y ADOPTED·,· THE NUMBERS, 

AS YOU MAY WELL IMAGINE, GIVE PAUSE FOR THOUGHT, WE HAVE 
BEEN ABLE TO IDENTIFY SEVERAL REASONS WflY THIS IS SO, 

1. A DETERIORATING FLEET, RA.P[D EXPANSION OF 

SERVICE, COUPLED WITH A THOUGHTFUL, IF DIFFICULT, 
DECISION TO PURCHASE NO NEW BUSES NOT FUL~Y 
ACCESSIBLE TO THE ELDERLY AND HANDICAPPED, 
HAS PRODUCED .A FLEET MUCH OLDER THAN IS PRACTICAL 
TO MAINTAIN.- THE DISTRICT IS PRESENTLY TAKING 
DELIVERY ON THE LAST 100 NEW BUSES ORDERED BEFORE 
THE ADOPTION OF THE ACCESSIBLE BUS RESOLUTION. 

WHILE 400 NEW FULL-SIZE BUSES HAVE BEEM ACQUIRED 
IN THE PAST YEAR, MORE THAN 130 PIECES OF USED 
EQUIPMENT FROM OPERATORS IN OTHER CITIES HAD TO 
BE PURCHASED TO IMPLEMENT SCHEDULED SERVICE 
IMPROVEMENTS I 
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DURING THE PAS,T TWO YEARS, NOT A SINGLE BUS, 
INCLUDING MORE THAN 200 WITH A MILLION MILES 
OR MORE OF WEAR;. · HAS BEEN RETIRED FROM 

SERVICE BECAUSE OF AGE. 

WHILE THE PRESENT AVERAGE AGE OF THE FLEET 
OF ROUGHLY NINE YEARS IS COMPARABLE TO THAT 
OF OTHER MAJOR PROPERTIES IN THE NATION, 
THE ADVERSE IMPACT OF THE DISTRICT'S SELF­
IMPOSED IMABILITY TO BUY ANY NEt'/ BUSES FOR 
THE NEXT 24 TO 36 M"ONTHS \·!I LL SHARPLY 

... 
REDUCE THE OVER-ALL FLEET EFFICIENCY. 

WITH RESPECT TO THE PRESENT STATUS OF OTHER 
TRANSIT OPERA TO RS,· IT IS OF I NT ER EST TO NOTE 

THAT PHILADELPHIA PRESENTLY HP.S 350 BUSES 

ON ORDER, THAT CHICAGO HAD ORDERED MORE THAN 
1000 BUSES TO BE DELIVERED OVER A T140-YEAR 
PERIOD, THAT HOUSTON HILL TAKE DELIVERY OF 351 
NEW BUSES DURING THE SAME TIME, AND THAT ST. 
LOU IS HAS PLACED ORDERS FOR 640 BUSES TO BE 
DELIVERED BETWEEN NOW AND 1979. 

-7-
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2, OBSOLETE FACILITIES, ONLY THE MOST AGGRESSIVE 
PREVENTIVE MAiNTENANCE PROGRAM CAN KEEP THIS 

· DETERIORATING FLEET IN SERVICE, YET OUR 

,_ 

FACILITIES DATE BACK TO THE TURN OF THE CENTURY, 
AND ·MOST ARE TOTALLY INADEQUATE TO SUSTAIN 
SUCH A PROGRAM FOR A PROTRP.CTED PERIOD, THE 

RIDING PUBLIC IS LARGELY UNAWARE OF THE COMPLEX 
OPERATION WHICH KEEPS THE FLEET ROLLING. THIS 
SAME PUBLIC WILL SURELY SUFFER,· IF, FOR LACK OF THE 
PROPER TOOLS, THE FLEET CHALKS UP TOO MANY 

. ' 
MISSOUTS. ~-

3. DECREASING FINANCIAL SUPPORT FROM THE RIDER. 
RELATIVE TO OTHER COSTS OF LIVING, THE PRICE 
OF PUBLIC TRANSIT HAS DECLINED SHARPLY. SINCE 
1968, THE LAST YEAR IN WHICH. THE DISTRICT 
OPERATED SOLELY FROM FAREBOX REVENUES, THE COST . 
OF LIVING HAS INCREASED MORE THAN 60%, YET OUR 

BASE FARE .HAS ACTUALLY DECLINED 20% .• 

THIS RAISES A COMPLEX ISSUE ... THAT OF ESTABLISHING 

AN EQUITABLE FARE STRUCTURE, THE CONCLUSION 
SEEMS INESCAPABLE THAT THE TAXPAYING PUBL[C WILL 
LOOK TO THE RIDER TO PAY A GREATER SHARE OF THE 
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COST OF SERVICE, THIS ISSUE IS FURTHER 
COMPLICATED BY THE FACT THAT BOTH TRADITION 
AND GOVERNMENTAL STATUTES OBLIGE THE 
DISTRICT TO PROVIDE REDUCED F,C\RES FOR THE 
ELDERLY, THE HANDICAPPED, AND STUDENTS, 
THESE FARE CONCESSIONS ARE APPLIED TO AN 
EVER INCREASING PORTION OF OUR PATRONAGE 
AS MORE AND MORE OF THESE INDIVIDUALS 
RESPOND TO THE REDUCED FARES BY RIDING THE 
SYSTEM, CREATING AN ADDITIONAL COST BURDEN 
ON BOTH THE REGULAR RIDER AND THE TAXPAYER 

, 

WHO SUPPORTS THE SERVICE WITH SUBSIDIES. 
HAVING CONSIDERED THESE FACTORS, STAFF IS 
PROPOSING TO OUR BOARD THAT A TEN-CENT 
INCREASE IN THE BASE FARE IS APPROPRIATE IN 
THE COMING FISCAL YEAR. 

-IN STUDYING THESE CONSIDERATIONS, THE DISTRICT 
FINDS -ITSELF IN AGREEMENT WITH THE BASIC PREMISE OF 
YOUR COMMITTEE AS STATED IN THE PROSPECTUS DISTRIBUTED 
TO THOSE OF US WHO HERE INVITED TO SPEAK BEFORE YOU: 

1, JUST TO MAINTAIN THE EXISTING LEVEL OF TRANSIT 
SERVICE WILL REQUIRE ADDITIONAL FUNDING IN THE NEXT 
TWO YEARS. 
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a.. IF TRANSIT SERVICE IS TO BE IMPROVED, AS ~· 
PLANNED BY MANY COMMUNITIES, INCLUDING, HOPEFULLY, 
LOS ANGELES, EVEN LARGER AMOUNTS OF STATE AND LOCAL 
FUNffING WILL BE REQUIRED, 

A PERFECTLY LOGICAL QUESTION AT THIS POINT IS_HOW, 
IN JUST FIVE YEARS, HAS THE RTD GONE FROM A SELF­
SUPPORTING AGENCY TO ONE WHICH REQUIRES THO-THIRDS OF 
ITS SUPPORT FROM THE TAXPAYER? 

THERE ARE FOUR ANSWERS: 

I. , RAMPANT, RUNAWAY INFLATION HHICH HAS SEEN THE 
COST OF LIVING RISE 50% IN FIVE YEARS, 

2, AS A LABOR INTENSIVE INDUSTRY, WITH SOME 85% 
OF ITS BUDGET ALLOCATED TO THE COST OF SUSTA"INING ITS 

· WORK FORCE, THE DISTRICT HAS FELT AN ABNORMALLY HE/WY 
IMPft:CT FROM LABOR CONTRACTS WHICH HAVE BEEN NEGOTIATED 

-=-10-
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UNDER, AND SOMETIMES DURING, THE DURESS OF A \'/ORK · 
STOPPAGE. 

3. REDUCED FARES TO HALT THE DOWNWARD TREND 
IN RIDERSHIP AND MAKE THE SERVICE MORE ATTRACTIVE TO 
THE OPTIONAL RIDER, 

LL . VASTLY IMPROVED SERVICES IN BOTH LOCAL AND 
COMMUTER AREAS, 

NOW TO THE NUMBERS, KEYIMG ON THE TWO APPROACHES 
JUST STATED, THE DISTRICT Hft.S PROJECTED TWO CASES 
ASSOCIATED WITH ITS FIVE-YEAR FINANCIAL PlAN, 

IN ONE OF THESE, A MINIMUM EXPANSION PLAN, A 
SHORTFALL OF $29 MILLION IS FORESEEN BY FISCAL YEAR 

. 1978, BY FISCAL YEAR 1981, THE DEFICIT HAS INCREASED 
TO $90 ~lILLION, NOT COUNTING A PROJECTED ALLOCATION 

. OF $17.8 MILLION IN FEDERAL REVENUE SHARING FUNDS FROM 
LOS ANGELES COUNTY IN FISCAL YEAR 1977, THE AGGREGATE 
DEFICIT FOR THE ·FIVE-YEAR PERIOD ·1s $2140 MILLION, AND 
I POINT OUT AGAIN THAT THIS IS A PROJECTION WHICH ALLOWS 
FOR ONLY A MINIMUM OF GROWTH WITH NO NEW SERVICES, 
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A PROGRAM WHICH IS ORIENTED TO DESIRABLE SERVICE 
PRODUCES A DEFICIT WHICH RISES FROM $39 MILLION IN 
FISCAL YEAR 1978 TO $133 MILLION IN FISCAL YEAR 1981. 
IN THIS CASE, SETTING ASIDE THE COUNTY'S ANTICIPATED 
SUBSIDY OF $21,4 MILLION IN FISCAL YEAR 1977, THE 
FIVE-YEAR ACCUMULATED REQUIREMENT FOR ADDITIONAL FUNDil'lG 

· coMES TO $349 MILLION. 

YOU MAY RIGHTFULLY ASK WHAT THIS MONEY WILL BUY, 
I WOULD LIKE TO TELL YOU THAT $349 MILLION WOULD MAKE 
POSSIBLE A QUANTUM JUMP IN PUBLIC TRANSIT FOR LOS 
ANGELES. THIS IS NOT THE CASE, THIS MONEY WILL ENABLE 
THREE ·THINGS TO HAPPEN, 

1, HE HILL BE ABLE·-ro·tiATIITKitt-~ JFATITIALLY 
MODERNIZE THE THIRD LARGEST BUS FLEET IN THE UNITED 
STATES, I SAY PARTIALLY MODERNIZE BECAUSE EVEN THIS 

· PROGRAM WI LL ONLY ENSURE THAT NO BUS IN THE RTD FLEET 
WILL BE OLDER THAN FIFTEEN YEARS, 

2, WE WILL BE ABLE TO UPGRADE THE PHYSICAL PLANT 
HHJCH SUPPORTS THE FLEET, 

3, WE WILL BE ABLE TO COMPLETE A MASSIVE EXPANSION 
OF LOCAL SERVICE THROUGHOUT THE 2280 SQUARE MILES SERVED 

Q BY THE RIB. WITH THE EXPERIENCE OF THE EXCLUSIVE LANE 
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EL MONTE BUSWAY AND PREFERENTIAL LANES ON THE SANT!~ 
MONICA FREEWAY~ A REGION-WIDE PROGRAM OF EXPEDITED 
COMMUTER SERVICE WILL BE IMPLEMENTED IN COOPERATION 
WITH THE CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, 
CERTAINLY NO PROGRAM HOLDS GREATER PROM I SE FOR MORE 
EFFECTIVE UTILIZATION OF OUR PRESENT FREEWAY SYSTEM 
THAN THE NEAR-TERM PLAN FOR PREFERENTIAL TREATMENT 
OF HIGH-OCCUPANCY VEHICLES IN SPECIAL LANES, 

THIS MONEY WILL ALSO SUPPORT THE VITAL DOWNTOWN 
COLLECTOR AND DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM FOR .THE .UPCOMING 

Q · COMMUTER R,~IL PROGRAM IN LOS P.NGELES, ORANGE, AND 
SAN DIEGO COUNTIES, THE DISTRICT IS SETTING ASIDE A 
NUMBER OF BUSES FOR THIS PROGRAM, 

' 

0 

AS A CONCENSUS DRAWS NEAR ON A RAPID TRANSIT STARTER 
LINE IN THE COMMUNITY, IT IS BECOMING APPARENT THAT 
WITHIN FIVE YEARS. FIXED GUIDEHAY RAPID TRANSIT MAY 
BECOME .A REALITY, OUR BUS PLANS HAVE TAKEN THIS FACTOR 
INTO CONSIDERATION, IN THOSE AREAS INITIALLY SERVED BY 
RAPID TRANSIT, LOCAL BUS SERVICE WILL CONVERT READILY 
TO CIRCULATION LINES, MULTIPLYING THE VALUE AND IMPACT 
OF THE RAPID TRANSIT SERVICE ITSELF, 
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WHAT WE SEE AS THE MAJOR BENEFIT OF THIS EX­
PENDITURE IS FINAL EMERGENCE OF A TRUE MULTI-MODAL 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM FOR LOS ANGELES, ONE WHICH 
COMPARES WELL WITH THOSE NOH IN EXISTENCE IN THE 
MAJORITY OF THE WORLD'S OTHER GREAT CITIES, 

IN-THIS AGE, NO MODEfW CITY IS. BUILT CHEAPLY. 

WE ARE DEAL I NG iHTH URBAN SPRAWL, AND THERE IS NO 
WAY TO DEAL WITH IT EXCEPT ON ITS OHN TERMS, 

WE HAVE DEALT WITH SOME OF THE NUMBERS, NOH 
LET US EXPLORE SOME OF THE SOLUTIONS TO THE REQUI RE-

. MENT FOR NEW FU NDING WHICH SEEM APPROPRI/\TE AT THE STATE 
LEVEL, 

LET ME INTERJECT AT THIS POINT THAT I FEEL SOMEWHAT 
LIKE THE YOUNG MAN WHO WAS CALLED IN BY HIS FATHER, TOLD 
OF HIS NEH RESPONSIBILITIES, AND THEN DISPATCHED INTO 
THE WORLD TO DO GOOD.THINGS, THE PROBLEM ARISES, OF 
COURSE, WHEN THESE GOOD THINGS MUST BE PAID FOR AND THE 
REALIZATION COMES THAT OLD DAD DIDN'T COUGH UP A CREDIT 
CARD WITH WHICH TO BUY THEM, 
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THE SCRTD, IF ITS ORIGINAL CHARTER HAD INCLUDED 

DIRECT TAXING AUTHORITY, H0ULD NOT BE IN THE POSITION 
IT IS TODAY, SINCE THE STATE HAS WITHHELD THIS AUTHORITY, 
IT MUST FACE THE RESPONSIBILITY OF LEGISLATING THE 
NEW FUNDING OF SOURCES REQUIRED TO SUPPORT ITS OFFSPRING, 

HERE ARE A FEW RATIONAL APPROACHES TO THIS DILEMMA, 

A CERTP1IN PORTION MUST FALL TO THE DISTRICT AS ITS 
RESPONSIBILITY. WHILE WE HAVE ALWAYS WORKED TOWARD 
OPERATING EFFICIENCY, OUR EFFORTS IN THIS CRITICAL AREA 

0 ARE BEING INTENSIFIED, A RECENTLY IMPLEMENTED SERVICE 
ANALYSIS PROGRAM PROVIDES CONSTANT VISIBILITY TO STAFF 
MANAGEMENT AND OUR BOARD WHICH ALLOWS FOR TIMELY SERVICE 
,l\DJUSTMENTS TO AFFECT ECONOMIES IN OPERATIONS. 

0 

A SECOND ASPECT DEALS WITH OUR INABILITY TO CONDUCT 
OUR LABOR NEGOTIATIONS IN PUBLIC AND UNDER THE SCRUTINY 
OF THE TAXPAYERS WHO MUST PAY FOR SUBSTANTIAL PORTIONS OF 
THE COST OF THESE CONTRACTS. THE DISTRICT THEREFORE 
SUPPORTS SUCH LEGISLATION AS ASSEMBLY BILL 1723, WHICH 
WOULD PROVI DE FOR OPEN NEGOTIATION OF LABOR RELATED 
ISSUES. IT IS OBVIOUS THAT THE CURRENT SYSTB1 IS LESS 
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THAN SUCCESSFUL WHEN HE REALIZE THAT DURING A 16-fJONTH 
PERIOD OF THE CURRENT DECADE MAJOR TRANSIT PROPERTIES 
IN TWO MAJOR METROPOLITAN AREAS IN THIS STATE HERE 
FACED WITH 159 D,L\YS OF TRANSIT HORK STOPPAGES, 

THIRD, WE MUST PROTECT THE INTEGRITY OF PRESENT 
FUNDING SOURCES, MOST Pf\RTICULARLY THAT WHICH FLOWS 
TO EXISTING PROPERTIES THROUGH SB 325, LEGISLATION 
IS NOW PENDING BEFORE YOUR BODY WHICH WOULD OPEN THIS 
LIMITED SOURCE OF FUNDS TO NEH TRANSIT OPERATORS, 
THIS DIFFUSION OF FUNDS WOULD BE MOST HAPJ:iFUL TO 
REGIONAL OPERATORS SUCH AS THE RTD, 

ALTHOUGH SOME STATES ARE REPORTEDLY ALLOCATING 
GENERAL FUND REVENUES FOR TRANSIT, IT IS SUGGESTED THAT 
CONSIDERATION BE GIVEN BY THE LEGISLATURE TO A PROGRAM 
WHICH WILL IDENTIFY AND UTILIZE APPROPRIATE SOURCES OF 
NEW REVENUE FOR SPECIFIC ALLOCATION TO TR~NSIT SUPPORT 

·AND .DEVELOPMENT. THERE /\RE SEVERAL SOURCES WIIICH I 

SUGGEST FOR CONSIDERATION, 
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THE MOTOR VEHICLE LICENSE FEE OR IN LIEU TAX IS 
LEVIED ON MOTOR VEHICLES AT A RATE OF 2% OF MARKET 
VALUE, THE RATE HAS LAST ADJUSTED IN 1948, WHEN IT WAS 
RAISED FROM 1-3/4% TO 2%, THE TAX RATE LEVIED ON OTHER 
PROPERTY SUBJECT TO /\DVALOREM TAX H.l\S RISEN TO APPROXi­
MATELY 3% OF MAR!(ET VALUE CTHE EQUIVft.LENT OF A "TAX 
RATE" OF $12 PER $100 OF ASSESSED VALUE). AN INCREASE 
IN THE LICENSE FEE TO 3% \·JOULD APPEAR TO BE EQUITABLE, 
WITH THE PROCEEDS OF 1% OR SOME $50 MILLION IN LOS 
ANGELES COUNTY ALLOCATED TO SUPPORT OF TRANSIT OPERATIONS. 

·', 

AN INCREASE IN Tl{E TAX ON GASOLINE TO PROVIDE TRANSIT 
OPERATING FUMDS WOULD BE CONSISTENT WITH PUBLIC POLICY 
WITH RESPECT TO THE CONSERVATION OF LIMITED SUPPLIES OF . 
FUEL, A RECENT REPORT BY THE FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
INDICATES THAT NATIONAL CONSUMPTION OF GASOLINE IS STILL 
TENDING UPWARD, REGARDLESS OF EFFORTS TO ENCOURAGE REDUCED 
USE. THE INCREMENT IN COST PER GALLON REQUIRED TO FUND 
A TRANSIT SUPPORT PROGRAM WOULD BE A MINOR FRACTION OF ' THE 
INCREASE EXPERIENCED RECENTLY WITHOUT RETURNING A BENEFIT 
TO THE GENERAL PUBLIC, A ONE-CENT INCREASE WOULD YIELD 
SOME $30 MILLION ANNUALLY IN LOS ANGELES COUNTY. 

-17~ 



A ONE-CENT INCREASE IN THE GENERAL SALES TAX 

RATE IS WORTHY OF CONSIDERATION AS IT WOULD PRODUCE 
MORE THAN $225 MILLION ANNUALLY AT THE PRESENT TIME. 

WHILE THE SUGGESTIONS DISCUSSED HAVE MERITS OF 
SiMPLICITY OF ADMINISTRATIQ['L EQUITY OR SIDE EFFECTS 
NOT INCONSISTENT WITH GENERAL PUBLIC POLICY, OR COM­
BINATIONS OF THESE MERITS, THEY ARE NOT NECESSARILY 
EXHAUST IVE, THEY ARE OFFERED TO I ND I CP,TE THAT THE 
PROBLEM OF f1A I NTA IN I NG A MULTI -MODAL SYSTEM OF TRANS-
PORTATION CAN BE soLvc:n, •., 

IN SUMMARY, THESE POINTS ARE ABOVE DISPUTE: 
0 A SUBSTANTIAL, CONTINUING SOURCE OF ADDITIONAL 

FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE FOR TRANSIT OPERATING 
SUPPORT MUST BE CREATED. 

0 THE PROBLEM IS STATEWIDE 
0 IT IS PROBABLE TH,~T A LOf~G-TERM PROGRAM WI LL 

REQUIRE A YEAR OR MORE TO IMPLEMENT THROUGH 
LEGISLATION, 

-18-



0 

0 A PROGRAM, EITHER DISTRICT OR STATEWIDE, MUST 
BE ADOPTED BY THE 1976 SESSION OF THE STATE 
LEGISLATURE WHICH CAN MEET NEEDS IN FY 1978 
AND SUCCEEDING YEARS, WHILE A NUMBER OF STATES 
PROVIDE SUPPORT FROM GENERAL FUND REVENUES, THE 
PROGRAM SHOULD IDEHTIFY APPROPRIATE SOURCES OF 
NEW REVENUE. PHONG THE MOST PROMISING SOURCES 
APPEAR TO BE: 
- AN INCREASE IN "IN LIEU" LICENSE FEE 

CCHlSISTENT \'/ITI-I RATES ON OTHER PROPERTY 
- AN INCREASE IN GENERAL SALES TAX 
·· /.\N INCREASE IN T/\X ON GASOLINE BY SEPARATE 

SALES TAX OR OTHER MEANS \·JHICH WOULD PERMIT 
ALLOCATIONS TO TRANSIT OPERATIONS 

IN CLOSING, LET ME URGE THAT THE NEED FOR LEGISLATIVE 
ACTION DURHlG THE 1976 SESSION IS VITAL IF TPJ\NSIT PROGRESS 

IS NOT TO BE REVERSED BY PRICE INFLATION AND DETERIORATION 
OF THE EQUIPMENT .AND FACILITIES HHICH ARE ESSENTIAL FOR 
··sERvrcE ro THE PUBLIC. 

-19-
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA R~PID TRANSIT DISTRICT 
Minutes of.' Personnel Committee Meeting 

September 17, 1975 - Room 1002 

Directors present: 

Directors absent: 

Staff present: 

Others present: 

George Ta.kei, Vice-Chairman 
D:mald H. Gibbs 

.Thomas G. Neusom 
Jay B. Price (replacement) 

Adelina Gregory., Chairman 
Pete Schabarum 

Jack R. Gilstrap 
George McDonald 
-Ri,chard T. Powers 
John S. Wilkens 
Jack Stubbs 
George Heinle 
Richard K. Ki.ssick 
Joe B. Scatchard 
Jack Walsh 
Byron Lewis 
Bob Williams 
Ray Harris 
Betty Miley 
Pat Bluemk.e 

Charles Olson., Legislative 
Analyst 

The meeting was called to order at 9-:00 a.m. by Vice­
·Chainnan Takei. 

Upon motion of Director Price., seconded and unanimously 
carried, the Committee rec-ommended the second Board Meeting in 
October remain the normal meeting date, October 15, 1975. 

The General Manager presented his· report dated September 17., 
1975 relative to legislation affecting the District during the 
session ending September 12., 1975. 
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Personnel Committee Meeting 
September 17, 1975 

Page Two 

Mr. C::harles _ Olson, th.e District's Legislative Analyst, 
was present an-d reported to the District the level of activity 
during the last session. A copy of the report is attached as 
Exhibit I. 

Committee members bri efly discussed the Section 13(c) of 
the UMTA labor protective agreements, but felt that fU.rther 
discussion should be held in Executive Session during the 
Regular Board Meeting later in the day. 

The meeting adjourned at 9:45 a.m. 

Committee Secretary 
/o ---
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AMENDED IN SENATE FEBRUARY 11, 1992 
..: ~, 

CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE-1991-92 REGULAR SESSION 

ASSEMBLY BILL No. 152 

Introduced by Assembly Member Katz 
·' · . 

December 1$, 1990 

An act to fteE'l Section laGrnH.9 te amend Section 99285 of, 
to add Sections 130050.2, 130051.9, 130051.10, 130Q51.11, 
130051.12, 130051.13, 130051.14, 130051.15, 130051.16, 130051.17, 
130051.18, 130051.19130051.20, and 130051.21 to, and to repeal 
and add Sections 130051, 130051.5, and 130051.6 of, the Public 
Utilities Code, relating to transportation. 

LEGISLATlVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 

AB 152, as ame:r;ided, Katz. Transportation agencies: Los 
Angeles County. 

EKisting I-aw. fequifes -the l:ies A.ngcles County 
TFanspmrtation Commission ftfl4 -the SoutheFn CalifoFnia 
~apid 'FFl:Hlsit Dish'ict te jointly de¥clop ft plaH teF -the 
F_eoFgani:zmtion ·ef -these agencies WHft a: unified 
comp:Pesensi¥c iastitutional stFuctuf'e 'llfl:ich ensu:Pes 
mflJfifflUffl accormtability t-e -the people, ffi ee appFOYed er~ 
go-.•efning bodies ef beth agencies ftfl4 tFansmitted te -1:ee 
Legislatu!'e eH et" befoFC JaHuaf~' l, -l-900: · 
~ eill would sffit:e -the iHtent ef ~ LegislatuFC tfl:ftt -the .. 

pla:tt ee implemeHted ftS quickly as possible aftet- Januafy }; ;" 
-l-900: . . 5 , . 

(1) Existing la.w creates, prescribes the powers and duties 
of,. and specifies the governing bodies of, the Southern' 
California Rapid Transit District and the Los Angeles County 
Transportation Commission, respectively. 

This bill would abolish the district and the commission. The 
bill would create the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
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Transportation Authority as the successor to those agencies .. 
The bill would prescribe the membership of the governing 
body of the authority and would provide for the authority to 
assume, over a specified period of time, the rights, powers, 
duties, obligations, and responsibilities of the district and the 
commission, and would prescribe additional powers and 
duties of the authority. In so doing, the bill would impose a 
state-mandated local program. 

(2) The California Constitution requires the state to 
reimburse local agencies and school districts For certain costs 
mandated by the state. Statutory provisions establish 
procedures for making that reimbursement, including the 
creation of a State Mandates Claims Fund to pay the costs of 
mandates which do not exceed $1,000,000 statewide and other 
procedures For claims whose statewide costs exceed 
$1,000,000. 

This bill would provide that, if the Commission on State 
Mandates determines that this bill contains costs mandated by 
the state, reimbursement for those costs shall be made 
pursuant to those statutory procedures and, if the statewide 
cost does not exceed $1,000,000, shall be made from the State 
Mandates Claims Fund. 

Vote: majority. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: ' fl:e 

yes. State-mandated local program: fl:e yes. 

The people of the State of California do enact as follows: 

1 SECTION b Scctiaa 1aomH.9 !5 added te the Public 
2 SECTION 1. This act shall be known and may be 
3 cited as the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
4 Transportation Authority Reform Act of 1992. 
5 SEC. 2. (a) It is the intent of the Legislature that the 
6 Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation 
7 Authority be a unified comprehensive institutional 
8 structure that ensures maximum accountability to the 
9 people and that the authority succeed to the powers, 

10 duties, obligations, liabilities, immunities, and 
11 exemptions of both the Los Angeles- County 
12 Transportation Commission and the Southern California 
13 Rapid · Transit District as provided in this act. 

r, ,. ~ 

} 
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l (b) It is the intent of the Legislature that nothing in 
2 this act shall enlarge or diminish the statutory rights, 
3 duties, obligations, or privileges of any labor organization. 
4 Further, it is the intent of the Legislature that nothing in 
5 this act shall enlarge or diminish the statutory rights, 
6 duties, obligations, or privileges of the Los Angeles 
7 County Metropolitan Transportation Authority with 
8 respect to any affected labor organization as a result of 
9 the authority's succession to the Southern California 

10 Rapid Transit District and ,the Los Angeles County 
11 Transportation Commission by virtue of this act. 
12 SEC. 3. Section 99285 of the Public Utilities Code is 
13 amended to read: 
14 99285. (a) The county transportation commissions 
15 created pursuant to Division 12 ( commencing with 
16 Section 130000) shall submit to the transportation 
17 planning agency those p:raposals claims to be funded, and 
18 the transportation planning agency shall approve only 
19 those claims submitted fat< Stteh prapasals. 
20 (b) Each commission shall adopt appropriate criteria 
21 by which p:rapasals claims shall be analyzed and 
22 evaluated, and shall approve only those pFapasals claims 
23 which will provide for a coordinated public 
24 transportation system consistent with the adopted 
25 transportation improvement program and adopted 
26 regional transportation plan and which will not result in 
27 undesirable duplication of public transportation services. 
28 (c) In considering proposals, the Los Angeles County 
29 Metropolitan Transportation Gafflfflissiaa Authority 
30 shall consider, among other things, the fare revenue to 
31 operating cost ratio and the public transit service mileage 
32 of each operator in the Sauthc:ra Gelif.ofaia Rapid Tfaasit 
33 Dist:rict commission operating area, but under no 
34 circumstances shall the included municipal operators in 
35 existence on July 1, 1991, receive less tha_n 15 percent of 
36 the funds deposited in the fund att:ributablc te -the &Fett 

37 v1ithia ~ H'B:Hsit distfict. 
38 (d) Subdivision (c) shall only remain in effect until 
39 Stteh ftffte ftS the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
40 Transportation Camm.issiaa Authority has, following a 
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1 public hearing, adopted a formula for the allocation of 
2 funds · available uH:der 8ectioH: -1004 ef !fiMe ~ ef -the 
3 UH:ited 8te.tes Geae ftH:t½ e.va:ilEl:Ble under .tffl5 che.ptef' in 
4 the 8outheFn Ce.life:rH:ie. Re.l)id TFB:H:Sit District -ta the 
5 distFict commission operating area to the commission 
6 operator and eligible "included municipal operators" as 
7 defined in su~divisions (a) and (d) of Section 99207. The 
8 eommissfoH: shtttl a.dept 5ueh ft formula H:&t lMef' -the.ft 
9 }B:H:Ual')' ±; l989:-

10 -fet Eight e.ffumatiye ¥6-tes ef -the 'f'oting membeFs, 6f 

11 desigH:ated alterH:ates, ef -the lies /..ngcles CouH:ty 
12 TFe.nspoFte.tioH: Commission 3fttll-l ee Feqaired tH: ef'6e!' -ta 
13 e.dopt er fftodify -the formala fef' e.lloce.tion ef fuftes 
14 B:'f18:ile.ble unde:r 8ectioH: HiWl ef +i-tle ~ ef tl=te UH:ited 
15 States G,ee B:H:ti -tffl9 chapter ift -the 8outhcf'H: Ce.liforH:ia 
16 Rapid ttaH:sit Dismct -ta -the district ftH:t½ iH:eluded 
17 munieipa.l opeFe:tors e.s defiH:ed iH: sabdiYisions ,fftt tliffl 
18 -fat ef 8ectioH: 99B07. 
19 The formula adopted uH:de:r -this seetioH: BY -the 
20 commissioH: sht:tll remB:iH: tH: effect fef' fl miHimum ef -thf.'ee 
21 yeB:Fs, unless modified BY eigl:tt e:fnf'ftle:tiYe -vetea ef -the 
22 '.'OtiH:g membeFs, 6f desigH:ated a.ltefH:ates. ~ 
23 comfflissioH: shtttl aHH:ue.lly re111eYl the adopted toFmale. 
24 tlftei: -the de'f•clopmeH:t, httf pHet" -ta e.doptioH: BY -the 
25 eeftlfllissieft:3 ef -the tfaH:sportatioH: imn¥n¥ement n¥A~'f'flTR 
26 pursue.Ht -te ScctioH: 130303. 
27 -fft Eight e.ffi:rfflativc ¥ates ef -tfle 'f'Oting mefftbeFs, 6f 

28 dcsigHated alternates, shtttl be required tH: et'ffl -ta 
29 establish 6f ehmge -the criteria fef' admitting HeW 

30 iH:eluded manieipa.l operato:rs fef' eligibility fef' fuftes 
31 allocated andef A:ftiele 4 (commencing with £ection 
32 99B60); 
33 -fg)- Eight affirme.fr.'e ~ ef -the •roting members, er 
34 desigH:ated alternates, shtttl be reqaired based eH: -the 
35 c:riteFia. iH: subdiYision -fft te e.lloca.te .ftiftEls under Af'tielc 
36 4 (commencing wi-ffl Section 99B60) -ta tffiY ''included 
37 municipal opefatof" as defined tH: s.t1bdiYision -fat ef 
38 Section ™ which ft8:9 H:&t previously feccived fttH.ds · 
39 under -thi5 B:Ftiele. ( 
40 The formula adopted by the Los Angeles County 

..... 
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1 Metropolitan Transportation Authority shall be the same 
2 as the formula in existence on July 1, 1991, and shall 
3 remain in effect until at least July 1, 1997. Prior to July 1, 
4 1997, the commission shall not reduce the total 
5 percentage share of revenues allocated during the 
6 1991-92 fiscal year to the included municipal operators, as 
1 a whole, in existence on July 1, 1991. If a municipal 
8 operator significantly reduces service, the proportion of 
9 that operator's fund may be reallocated. 

10 (e) Until July 1, 1997, in•.Jhe interest of promoting 
11 efficiency, any municipal operator having operating costs 
12 less than the regional bus system operated by the Los 
13 Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
14 shall be allocated not less than the same proportion of 
15 available funds allocated to that operator on July 1, 1991. 
16 (f) (1) After July 1, 1997, a two-thirds vote of the 
17 members of the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
18 Transportation Authority shall be required in order to 
19 adopt or modify the formula for allocation of funds 
20 available in the commission operating area to the 
21 commission operator and included municipal operators 
22 as defined in subdivisions (a) and (d) of Section 99207. 
23 Subdivision (c) shall be applicable if the authority fails to 
24 adopt a formula. 
25 (2) A two-thirds vote of the members shall be required 
26 in order to establish or change the criteria for admitting 
27 new included municipal operators for eligibility for funds 
28 allocated under Article 4 ( commencing with Section 
29 99260). 
30 (3) A two-thirds vote of the members shall be 
31 required, based on the criteria in effect under paragraph 
32 (2), to allocate funds under Article 4 (commencing with 
33 Section 99260) to any "included municipal operator," as 
34 defined in subdivision (d) of Section 99207, which has not 
35 previously received funds under this article. 
36 (g) The Los Angelf!s County Metropolitan 
31 Transportation Authority shall give equal consideration 
38 to the capital projects of all operators in the county, and 
39 shall allocate available regional transit capital funds based 
40 on objective criteria adopted by a two-thirds vote of the 

.. 
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1 members, except that the commission may, by a majority 
2 vote of its members, allocate funds for any rail capital 
3 outlay improvement. 
4 SEC; 4. Section 130050.2 is added to the Public 
5 Utilities Code, to read: 
6 130050.2. There is hereby created the Los Angeles 
7 County Metropolitan Transportation Authority. The 

· 8 authority shall be the single successor agency to the 
9 Southern California Rapid Transit District and the Los 

10 Angeles County Transportation Commission as provided 
11 by the act that enacted this section. 
12 SEC. 5. Section 130051 of the Public Utilities Code is 
13 repealed. 
14 130061. '.fhe bes Angeles County 'frans13ortation 
15 Commission SftaH consist ef ,¼g members i:moointed as 
16 follows: 
17 -fat ~ members ef-the bes Angeles County Board of 
18 8u13ervisors SftaH 5el'¥e eH the commission a¥ the board 
19 may a1313oi-nt, as ftfl alternate member ¼ea su13eFvisor, ft 

20 mayor OI' eity councilman ef ftfiY eity; Mftffi' thftft -the ~ 
21 ef b8ftg Beach et= bes Angeles. within bes An11'r.lr.~ 
22 County tw a prh•ate individual. 
23 -fat ~ Mayor ef ,the Qty ef bes Ane:eles et' ftfl 

24 alternate appointed hy -the mayor. 
25 -fet =Fwe members a1313ointed hy -the Mayer, with ,the 
26 consent ef ,the Qty Couacil, ef ,the Qty ef ;bes A.ngeles 
27 If ,the ma)'Or appoints ft member ef ,the eity r.mmdl 
28 consent ef -the etty council ¥.r ftet aecessary. 
29 -fat =Fwe members appointed hy ,the bes J.cngeles 
30 County Qty Selection Committee, mwluding ,the 
31 members re13resenting ,the Cities of b8ftg Beaeh ftflEl bes 
32 Angeles. 
33 -fet G-n£ member appointed ey -the Qty Council ef ,the 
34 Gtty ef I:ieng Beach. •.vhtch member SftaH ee a member of 
35 -the eit;' council. 
36 -fft Gne nonvoting membcF appointed hy ,the 
37 Governor. 
38 SEC. 6. Section 130051 is added to the Public Utilities 
39 Code, to read: 
40 130051. The · Los Angeles County Metropolitan ( ' 

-7- AB 152 

1 Transportation Authority consists of 14 members, as 
2 follows: 
3 (a) Five members of the Los Angeles County Board of 
4 Supervisors. 
5 · The board of supervisors may appoint, as an alternate 
6 member to a supervisor, a mayor or member of a city 
7 council of any city, other than the City of Los Angeles, 
8 within Los Angeles County, or a member of the public. 
9 If the number of members of the Los Angeles County 

10 Board of Supervisors is ino,reased, the authority shall, 
11 within 60 days of the increase, submit a plan to the 
12 Legislature for revising the composition of the authority. 
13 (b) The Mayor of the City of Los Angeles or an 
14 alternate appointed by the mayor. 
15 ( c) Two public members and one member of the City 
16 Council of the City of Los Angeles appointed by the 
17 Mayor of the City of Los Angeles. 
18 (d) Four members, each of whom shall be a mayor or 
19 a member of a city council, appointed by the Los Angeles 
20 County City Selection Committee. For purposes of the 
21 selection of these four members, the County of Los 

· 22 Angeles, excluding the City of Los Angeles, shall be 
23 divided into the following four sectors: 
24 (1) The North County/San Fernando Valley sector; 
25 (2) The Southwest Corridor sector; 
26 (3) The San Gabriel Valley sector; and 
27 (4) The Southeast Long Beach sector. 
28 The California League of Cities, Los Angeles Chapter, 
29 shall define the sectors. Every city within a sector shall be 
30 entitled to one vote to nominate a candidate from that 
31 sector for appointment by the Los Angeles County City 
32 Selection Committee. 
33 The members selected by the city selection committee 
34 shall serve four-year terms with no limitation on the 
35 number of terms that may be served by any individual. 
36 The city selection committee may, in its discretion, 
37 shorten the initial four-year term for one or more of the 
38 members for the purpose of ensuring that the members 
39 will serve staggered terms. 
40 (e) If the population of the City of Los A;ngeles, at any 
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l time, becomes less than 35 percent of the combined 
2 population of all cities in the county, the position of one 
3 of the two public members appointed pursuant to 
4 subdivision (c), as determined by the Mayor of the City 
5 of Los Angeles by lot, shall be vacated, and the vacant 
6 position shall be filled by appointment by the city 
7 selection coII11;11ittee pursuant to subdivision (d) from a 
8 city not represented by any other member appointed 
9 pursuant to subdivision (d). 

10 (f) One nonvoting member appointed by the 
11 Governor. 
12 SEC. 7. Section 130051.5 of the Public Utilities Code 
13 is repealed. 
14 130061.6. -fat ~ appointing authority speciaed m 
15 subdivision -feh -fa7, ffl' -fer of Section 130061 ~ appoint 
16 ftft alternate member -te -the bes Angeles County 
17 TFanspoFtation Cofl'illHssion te FepFesent, Oft ft tempoFaFY 
18 easis; ft FcgulaF member tt has appointed, et:tt enly m 
19 -these eflSe9 where -the FegulaF membeF cannot attend -the 
20 meeting. 
21 tbt ~ vmaeses of this section, ftfl alteFnate membef' 
22 shftllee 
23 fl+ tit -the ease of -the twe memeef'S appointed ey -the 
24 Mayor of -the ~ of bes Angeles, ftftY peFson appointed 
25 ey the mayof' wi-th ffl:£ coasent ef -the GHy- Council ef -the 
26 gey of I:ies l-.ngeles. If-the alteFnatc membeF ts a. membeF 
27 of -the eity council, eoasent of -the e#y council ts ftet 
28 ncccssaFy. 
29 ~ tit -the ease of -the bes Angeles County Qty 
30 Selection Committee, cJceludiag -the memeeFs 
31 repFesenting -the Cities of bEffig Beach anti bes _c\ngclcs, 
32 ftftY mayof' ffl' e#y councilman sei:·i ing vtithin bes ABgelcs 
33 County, cJccluding ~ fiYe et-ties anti -the et-ties -the 
34 l'CgulaF mcmeef'S ftl'e H'6Hr. 
35 ~ tit -the ease of -the Giey of :bang Beach, anothef' 
36 membet' ef -the Gi-ty Council of -the ~ of beftg Beach. 
37 -fer An,. alteFnate membeF appointed -te -the bes 
38 Angeles County TFanspot'tation Commission, including 
39 ftftY appointed pursuant -te Section 130061, shftll &et fer, 
40 anti Ht -the interests. of HtS eF bet' aooointine authoFih·. 

I r1 
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1 -tat fffi anti ~ Ju!-y ½; -1900; fie alteFnate membef' 
2 shall Se¥Ye eft beth Mic BoaFd ef DiFcctors ef -the Southern 
3 California :Rapid Thansit District anti -the bes An~de ~ 
4 Count)· TFansportation Commission. 
5 SEC. 8. · Section 130051.5 is added to the Public 
6 Utilities Code, to read: 
7 130051.5. (a) The appointing authorities specified in 
8 subdivisions (c) and (d) of Section 130051 may each 
9 appoint an alternate member to the Los Angeles County 

10 Metropolitan TransportatioIJ., Authority to represent, at a 
11 meeting of the authority, "a regular · member it has 
12 appointed, but only if the regular member cannot attend 
13 the meeting. 
14 (b) For purposes of this section, an alternate member. 
15 shall be: 
16 (1) In the case of the member of the City Council of 
17 the City of Los Angeles appointed by the Mayor of the 
18 City of Los Angeles, any person appointed by the mayor 
19 with the consent of the city council. If the alternate 
20 member is a member of the city council, consent of the 
21 city council is not necessary. In the case of the two public 
22 members appointed by the mayor, any persons 
23 appointed by the mayor. 
24 (2) In the case of a member appointed by the Los 
25 Angeles County City Selection Committee, the mayor or 
26 city council member of a city within the county, other 
27 than the City of Los Angeles or a city represented by a 
28 regular member. 
29 (c) Any alternate member appointed to the Los 
30 Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority, 
31 including any appointed pursuant to Section 130051, shall 
32 act for, and in the interests of, his or her appointing 
33 authority. 
34 ( d) Except for alternate members appointed pursuant 
35 to subdivision (d) of Section 130051, alternate members 
36 appointed to the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
37 Transportation Authority shall not vote on any matter 
38 reserved to the authority exclusively pursuant to Section 
39 130051.12. 
40 SEC. 9. Section 130051.6 of the Public Utilities Code 
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l is repealed. 
2 130051.6. W E:1ccept as pro•,rided ift subdivision -feh 
3 eaeh membef ef -tfte bes A.ngeles County Tra:nsportation 
4 Commission ffltlH serrffl. a: -teHn ef tetlf yetl:f5 a:ne Uftt:il -the 
5 successof is appointed tl:ftE:l qualified. Other -th-an -1:he 
6 membef iftitia:lly a:ppointed ey -the Govefnor, -the 
7 membefs initially appointed ffiftH se¥¥e unttl: Januafy l; 
8±98-b 
9 -fat +he me_mbefship ef e:ny mcmbcf serving en -the 

10 commission as ft result ef holding a:nothef public effiee 
11 5ftaH terminate when -the mcmbef ceases holding the 
12 etftei: public office. 
13 -fer +he bes Angeles County Qty Selection 
14 Committee, c:1celuding -the members rcprnsenting -the 
15 Cities ef tJeng Bca:ch 8:ftd ±100 Angeles, ~ net appoint 
16 e:ny individual -te seFre mere tflftn twe terms en ~ 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 

commission. 
SEC. 10. Section 130051.6 is added to the Public 

Utilities Code, to read: 
130051.6. (a) Except as provided in subdivision (b), 

each member of the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority shall serve a term of four years 
or until his or her successor is appointed and qualified. A 
member may be removed at the pleasure of the 
appointing authority. A member may be reappointed for 
additional terms without limitation on the number of 
reappointments. Other than the member initially , 
appointed by the Governor, and members appointed to 
staggered terms pursuant to subdivision ( e) of Section 
130051, the members initially appointed shall serve until 
January 1, 1997. . 

(b) The membership of any member serving on the 
authority as a result of holding another public office shall 
terminate when the member ceases holding the other 
public office. 

SEC. 11. Section 130051.9 is added to the Public 
Utilities Code, to read: 

130051.9. (a) The Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority shall appoint a full-time chief 
executive officer who shall act for the authority under its 

({ 
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1 direction. The chief executive officer shall have the 
2 powers and duties of the general manager of the 
3 Southern California Rapid Transit District and the 
4 executive director of the Los Angeles County 
5 Transportation Commission and shall manage and 
6 administer the affairs of the $outhern California Rapid 
7 Transit District, the Los Angeles.County Transportation 
8 Commission, the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
9 Transportation Authority, and any organizational units 

10 created by the Los Angt:;les County Metropolitan 
11 Transportation Authority. · 
12 (b) · The Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
13 Transportation Authority may appoint a general counsel, 
14 inspector general, and board secretary. 
15 SEC. 12. Section 130051.10 is added to the Public 
16 Utilities Code, to read: 
17 130051.10. (a) The members of the Los Angeles 
18 County Metropolitan Transportation Authority shall be 
19 appointed no later than February 1, 1993. The authority 
20 shall have no powers, duties, or responsibilities until 
21 February 1, 1993. 
22 (b) From February 1, 1993, until April 1, 1993, the Los 
23 Angeles Metropolitan Transportation Authority, 
24 exclusively, may exercise any of the powers of the board 
25 of directors of the Southern California Rapid Transit 
26 District and the governing body of the Los Angeles 
27 County Transportation Commission, except those powers 
28 that the authority has expressly delegated to the district 
29 or to the commission. 
30 (c) On April 1, 1993, the terms of office-of members of 
31 the board of directors of the Southern California Rapid 
32 Transit District and of the governing body of the Los 
33 Angeles County Transportation Commission are 
34 terminated and that board of directors and that 
35 governing body are succeeded by the governing body of 
36 the Los Angeles Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
31 which may act on behalf of the district and the 
38 commission. However, the obligations, liabilities, and 
39 indebtedness, bonded and otherwise, of the Southern 
40 California Rapid Transit District and the Los Angeles 
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1 County Transportation Commission shall remain with 
2 the respective agency until May 1, 1993, when the agency 
3 is abolished and succeeded by the Los Angeles County 
4 Metropolitan Transportation Authority pursuant to 
5 Section 130051.13. 
6 SEC. 13. Section 130051.11 is added to the Public 
7 Utilities Code, to read: 
8 130051.11. · (a) The Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
9 Transportation Authority may determine its 

10 organizational structure, which may include, but is not 
11 limited to, the establishme11t of departments, divisions, 
12 subsidiary units, or other organizational units. The 
13 authority shall, at a minimum, establish the following 
14 organizational units: 
15 (1) A transit construction organizational unit to 
16 assume the construction responsibilities for all exclusive 
17 public mass transit guideway construction projects in Los 
18 Angeles County. 
19 (2) An operating organizational unit with the 
20 following responsibilities: 
21 (A) The operating responsibilities of the Southern 
22 California Rapid Transit District on all exclusive public 
23 mass transit guideway projects in the County of Los 
24 Angeles. 
25 (B) The operation of bus routes operated by the 
26 Southern California Rapid Transit District, and all the 
27 duties, obligations, and liabilities of the district relating to 
28 those bus routes. 
29 (3) A transportation planning and programming 
30 organizational unit with all planning responsibilities 
31 previously performed by th,e Southern California Rapid 
32 Transit District and the Los Angeles County 
33 Transportation Commission. 
34 (b) Nothing in this section shall be construed to 
35 require specific bus routes to be operated. The authority 
36 or the operating organizational unit may make any 
37 adjustment with respect to bus routes, bus services, or 
38 both, which is within the power of the Los Angeles 
39 County Transportation Commission, or the Southern 
40 California Rapid Transit District. 
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l (c) Any obligations of the Southern California Rapid 
2 Transit District arising out of a collective bargaining 
3 agreement entered into by the district shall be the 
4 exclusive obligations of the Los Angeles County 
5 Metropolitan Transportation Authority. It is the intent of 
6 the Legislature that the rights or obligations under any 
7 collective bargaining agreement in existence on January 
8 1, 1993, not be enlarged or diminished by this section or 
9 any other provision of the act which added this section. 

10 (d) No collective bargain{IJ.g agreement entered into 
11 by the Southern California Rapid Transit District on or 
12 after January 1, 1993, shall be effective unless approved 
13 by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation 
14 Authority. The authority's approval of an agreement shall 
15 cause the agreement to be binding upon the authority. 
16 (e) The Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
17 Transportation Authority may administratively delegate 
18 to an organizational unit or to its chief executive officer 
19 any powers and duties it deems appropriate. Powers and 
20 duties which may be delegated to an organizational unit 
21 include, but are not limited to, the following: 
22 (1) The power of eminent domain. 
23 (2) Approval of contracts, except the final approval of 
24 labor contracts. 
25 (3) Hearing and resolving bid protests. 
26 SEC. 14. Section 130051.12 is added to the Public 
27 Utilities Code, to read: 
28 130051.12. The Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
29 Transportation Authority shall, at a minimum, reserve to 
30 itself exclusively, all of the following powers and 
31 responsibilities: . 
32 (a) Establishment of ovefall goals and objectives. 
33 (b) Adoption of the aggregate budget for all 
34 organizational units. · 
35 (c) Designation of additional included municipal 
36 operators. 
37 (d) Approval of final rail corridor selections. 
38 (e) Final approval of labor contracts. 
39 (f) Establishment of the authority's organizational 
40 structure. 
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1 (g) Conducting hearings and the setting of fares. 
2 (h) Approval of transportation zones. 
3 (i) Approval of the issuance of any debt instrument 
4 with ·a maturity date that exceeds the end of the fiscal 
5 year in which it is issued. 
6 U) Approval of benefit assessment districts and 
7 assessment rates. 
8 (k) Approval of contracts for construction and transit 
9 equipment acquisition which exceed five million dollars 

10 ($5,000,000), and making the findings required by 
11 subdivision (c) of Section 130238. 
12 SEC. 15. Section 130051.13 is added to the Public 
13 Utilities Code, to read: 
14 130051.13. On May 1, 1993, the Southern California 
15 Rapid Transit District and the Los Angeles County 
16 Transportation Commission are abolished. Upon the 
17 abolishment of the district and the commission, the Los 
18 Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
19 shall succeed to any or all of the powers, duties, rights, 
20 obligations, liabilities, indebtedness, bonded and 
21 otherwise, immunities, and exemptions of the district and 
22 its board of directors and the commission and its 
23 governing body. 
24 SEC. 16. Section 130051.14 is added to the Public 
25 Utilities Code, to read: 
26 130051.14. On and after May 1, 1993, any reference in 
27 this part, or in any other provision of law or regulation, 
28 to the Southern California Rapid Transit District or to the 
29 Los Angeles County Transportation Commission or to 
30 county transportation commission in general shall be 
31 deemed to refer to the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
32 Transportation Authority. 
33 SEC. 17. Section 130051.15 is added to the Public 
34 Utilities Code, to read: 
35 130051.15. (a) Upon the abolishment of the Southern 
36 California Rapid Transit District and the Los Angeles 
37 County Transportation Commission, the Los Angeles 
38 County Metropolitan Transportation Authority shall 
39 assume the rights and obligations of the district and the 
40 commission under any contract to which the district or 
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1 the commission is a party and which is to be performed, 
2 in whole or in part, on or after January 1, 1993. A11 real and 
3 personal property owned by the district or the 
4 commission shall be transferred to the authority by 
5 operation of law. 
6 (b) The Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
7 Transportation Authority shall assume, without any 
8 condition whatsoever, all responsibilities and obligations 
9 previously assumed by the Southern California Rapid 

10 Transit District or the _., Los Angeles County 
11 Transportation Commission ·•with regard to the full 
12 funding agreement, including all agreements pursuant to 
13 Section 13(c) of the Urban Mass Transportation Act of 
14 1964 which relate to the full funding agreement, with the 
15 Federal Transit Administration for the funding of the Los 
16 Angeles County Metro Rail Project. It is the intent of the 
17 Legislature that nothing in this act shall enlarge or 
18 diminish the projects covered or any rights or obligations 
19 under any existing agreements pursuant to Section 13 (c). 
20 (c) The Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
21 Transportation Authority shall not honor any personal 
22 services contract entered into between either the Los 
23 Angeles County Transportation Commission or the 
24 Southern California Rapid Transit District and an 
25 employee or former employee of either agency prior to 
26 January 1, 1993. 
27 · SEC. 18. Section 130051.16 is added to the Public 
28 Utilities Code, to read: 
29 130051.16. Notwithstanding any other provision of 
30 law, the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
31 Transportation Authority shall assume the dub·es, 
32 obligations, and liabilities of the Southern . California 
33 Rapid Transit District, including those duties, obligations, 
34 and liabilities arising from or relating to collective 
35 bargaining agreements or labor obligations imposed by 
36 state or federal law, only to the extent that the authority 
37 is acting pursuant to specific duties, obligations, liabilities, 
38 rights, or powers to which it succeeded as a result of the 
39 abolishment of the district pursuant to Section 130051 .13. 
40 SEC. 19. Section 130051.17 is added to the Public 
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l Utilities Code, to read: 
2 130051.17. Prior to the approval of any contract by the 
3 authority, or by any organizational unit of the authority, 
4 the authority shall adopt an ordinance comparable to 
5 Article 2 ( commencing with Section 89504) of Chapter 
6 9.5 of Title 9 of the Government Code, which regulates 
7 the acceptance of gifts by members of the authority, 
B alternate members, members of the board of an 
9 organizational unit, and dt:!signated employees of the 

10 authority. The ordinance shall prohibit members of the 
11 authority, alternate members, members of the board of 
12 an organizational unit of the authority, and any 
13 designated employee of the authority, from accepting 
14 gifts with a total value of more than two hundred fifty 
15 dollars ($250) in a calendar year from any single source 
16 which represents a conflict of interest. 
17 (a) For the purposes of this section, "gift" shall have 
18 the same meaning as in Section 82028 of the Government 
19 Code. 
20 (b) (1) Payments, advances, or reimbursements, for 
21 travel, including actual transportation and related 
22 lodging and subsistence which is reasonably related to a 
23 governmental purpose, or to an issue of local, state, 
24 national or international public policy, is not prohibited 
25 or limited by this section if either of the following apply: 
26 (A) The travel is in connection with a speech given by 
27 a member, alternate member, member of the board of an 
28 organizational unit, or designated employee, the lodging 
29 and subsistence expenses are limited to the day 
30 immediately preceding, the day of, and the day 
31 immediately following the speech, and the travel is 
32 within the United States. 
33 (B) The travel is provided by a government, a 
34 governmental agency, a foreign government, a 
35 governmental authority, a bona fide public or private 
36 educational institution, as defined in Section 203 of the 

· 37 Revenue and Taxation Code, or a nonprofit charitable or 
38 religious organization which is exempt from taxation 
39 under Section 501 (c) (3) of the Internal Revenue Code, 
40 or by a person domiciled outside the United States which 
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l substantially satisfies the requirements for tax exempt 
2 status under Section 501 (c) (3) of the Internal Revenue 
3 Code. 
4 (2) Gifts of travel not described in paragraph (1) are 
5 subject to the limits in this section. 
6 (3) Paragraph (1) applies only to travel which is 
1 reported on the recipitent's statement of economic 
8 interest. 
9 ( 4) For purposes of this section, a gift does not include 

10 travel which is provided by the Los Angeles County 
11 Metropolitan Transportation Authority. 
12 (5) (A) Violations of the policy by designated 
13 employees shall be punishable by personnel action. 
14 (B) The members of the authority, alternate 
15 members, and members of the board of an organizational 
16 unit of the authority may be removed from office for a 
17 violation of the policy. 
18 SEC. 20. Section 130051.18 is added to the Public 
19 Utilities Code, to read: 
20 130051.18. (a) The Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
21 Transportation Authority shall adopt an affirmative 
22 action plan for its management positions which reflects 
23 the ethnic demographics of the county, taking into 
24 consideration the availability of the workforce in the 
25 various ethnic groups. 
26 The authority shall, prior to the approval of any 
27 contract by the authority or by its organization units, 
28 adopt and implement a disadvantaged business 
29 enterprise program which establishes participation goals 
30 of not less than 15 percent of the dollar value of all 
31 contracts by minority business enterprises and not less 
32 than 5 percent by women business enterprises. 
33 (c) The authority shall establish a Minority/Women 
34 Business Enterprise Advisory Council to advise it on 
35 matters regarding the disadvantaged business enterprise 
36 program to enable the authority to meet or exceed 
37 women and minority business enterprise participation 
38 goals. Members of the council shall be selected by the 
39 authority, and shall include representatives of 
40 professional organizations and other groups which 
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l advocate on behalf of greater participation of women and 
2 minority business enterprises in public contracts. The 
3 authority shall provide adequate staff support for the 
4 council, and shall consider all recommendations made by 
5 the council. 
6 SEC. 21. Section 130051.19 is added to ·the Public 
7 Utilities Code, to read: 
8 130051.19. (a) The Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
9 Transportation Authority shall, prior to the award of any 

10 contract, adopt and implement a policy for the 
11 procurement of transit equipment and materials, 
12 including, but not limited to, transit rail cars, train control 
13 systems, communications equipment, traction power 
14 equipment, fare collection equipment, and buses, which 
15 requires preferential consideration for contracts that 
16 include the participation of business enterprises located 
17 within California and Los Angeles County. The policy 
18. shall, at a minimum, require a percentage, as specified in 
19 subdivision (b), of the content of the transit equipment 
20 to be of California or Los Angeles County manufacture, 
21 as appropriate pursuant to subdivision (b), based on cost. 
22 A component shall be-considered to meet the content 
23 requirement if at least 50 percent of its subcomponents 
24 are of California or Los Angeles County manufacture. 
25 The policy shall also require final assembly within 
26 California or Los Angeles County. 
27 (b) The minimum required percentage of California 
28 or Los Angeles County content shall be as follows: . 
29 ( 1) In the case of a project funded 50 percent or more 
30 with local funds, the minimum required Los Angeles 
31 County content shall be 45 percent for contracts entered 
32 into prior to January 1~ 1994, 60 percent for contracts 
33 entered into between January 1, 1994, and December 31, 
34 1995, and 75 percent for contracts entered into on and 
35 after January 1, 1996. 
36 (c) Until January 1, 1997, the authority may, by a 
37 unanimous vote of its members, waive the policy adopted 
38 pursuant· to subdivision (a) if it finds that the transit 
39 equipment and materials are not manufactured or 
40 available within California or Los Angeles County, as 
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1 required by subdivision (b), and if a resolution stating the 
2 facts supporting those findings is adopted, following a 
3 public hearing. 
4 (d) As used · in this section, "manufacture," 
5 "component," and "subcomponent" shall have the same 
6 meaning as is given those terms in Part 661 of Title 49 of 
7 the Code of Federal Regulations. 
8 (e) Any contract entered into with a foreign 
9 manufacturer shall provide suitable personnel training 

10 and technology transfer opportunities to domestic 
11 manufacturers. · 
12 (f) The authority may waive any requirement of this 
13 section which, if applied, would make the authority 
14 ineligible for federal transportation funding. 
15 SEC. 22. Section 130051.20 is added to the Public 
16 Utilities Code) to read: 
17 130051.20. As applied to the Los Angeles County 
18 Metropolitan Transportation Authority: 
19 (a) The term "agency official," as defined by Section 
20 82004 of the Government Code, also includes any 
21 member, officer, employee, orconsultantoftheauthority 
22 who, as part of his or her official responsibilities, 
23 participates in any administrative action in other than a 
24 purely clerical, secretarial, or ministerial capacity. 
25 (b) The term---,· as defined by Section __ _ 
26 of the Government Code, also includes any action by the 
27 authority or its employees acting in their official capacity. 
28 SEC. 23. Section 130051.21 is added to the Public 
29 Utilities Code, to read: 
30 13005.21. No former member, former alternate 
31 member, or former member of an organizational unit of 
32 the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation 
33 Authority shall, and no former employee, for a period of 
34 one year after leaving employment, shall, for 
35 compensation, act as agent or attorney for, or otherwise 
36 represent, any other person, by making any formal or 
37 informal appearance, or by making any oral or written 
38 communication, before the authority, if the appearance 
39 or communication is made for the purpose of influencing 
40 administrative action, or influencing any action or 
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1 proceeding involving the issuance, amendment, 
2 awarding, or revocation of a permit, license, grant, or 
3 contract, or the sale or purchase of goods or property. 
4 SEC. 24. Sections 5 and 9 of this act shall become 
5 operative May 1, 1993. 
6 SEC. 25. No reimbursement is required by this act 
7 pursuant to Section 6 of Article XIII B of the California 
8 Constitution because this act is in accordance with the 
9 request of a local agency or school district which desired 

10 legislative authority to carry out the program specified in 
11 this act. Notwithstanding Section 17580 of the 
12 Government Code, unless otherwise specified in this act, 
13 the provisions of this act shall become operative on the 
14 same date that the act takes effect pursuant to the 
15 California Constitution. 
16 SEC. 26. If any provision of this act or the application 
17 thereof to any person or circumstances is held invalid, 
18 that invalidity shall not affect other provisions or 
19 applications of the act which can be given effect without 
20 the invalid provision or application, and to this end the 
21 provisions of this act are- severable. 
22 Utilities Gede, ffi feMh 
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