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FINANCE, BUDGET, AND AUDIT COMMITTEE
JUNE 16, 2021

SUBJECT: TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) ARTICLE 8 FUND PROGRAM

ACTION: ADOPT FINDINGS, RECOMMENDATIONS AND RESOLUTION FOR FY 2021-22

(FY22) TDA ARTICLE 8 UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS

RECOMMENDATION

ADOPT:

A.

Findings and Recommendations (Attachment A) for allocating FY22 Transportation

Development Act (TDA) Article 8 funds estimated at $29,346,452 as follows:

1.

B.

In the City of Avalon there are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet, therefore
TDA Article 8 funds (Attachment B) in the amount of $169,483 may be used for street and road
projects, or transit projects, as described in Attachment A;

In the Cities of Lancaster and Palmdale, there are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable
to meet; in the Cities of Lancaster and Palmdale and the unincorporated portions of North
County transit needs can be met through using other existing funding sources. Therefore, the
TDA Article 8 funds in the amount of $6,975,098 and $6,761,056 (Lancaster and Palmdale,
respectively) may be used for street and road purposes and/or transit, as long as their transit
needs continue to be met;

In the City of Santa Clarita, there are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet; in
the City of Santa Clarita, and the unincorporated portions of the Santa Clarita Valley, existing
transit needs can be met through the recommended actions using other funding sources.
Therefore, TDA Article 8 funds in the amount of $9,573,328 for the City of Santa Clarita may
be used for street and road and/or transit, as long as their transit needs continue to be met;

In the Los Angeles County Unincorporated areas of North County, the areas encompassing
both the Antelope Valley and the Santa Clarita Valley, transit needs are met with other funding
sources, such as Proposition A and Proposition C Local Return. Therefore, TDA Article 8 funds
in the amount of $5,867,487 may be used for street and road purposes and/or transit, as long
as their transit needs continue to be met; and

A resolution (Attachment C) making a determination of unmet public transportation

needs in the areas of Los Angeles County outside the Metro service area.
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ISSUE

State law requires that the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA)
make findings regarding unmet transit needs in areas outside Metro’s service area. If there are
unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet, then these needs must be met before TDA Article
8 funds may be allocated for street and road purposes.

DISCUSSION

Under the State of California TDA Article 8 statute, state transportation funds are allocated to the
portions of Los Angeles County outside Metro’s service area. These funds are for “unmet transit
needs that may be reasonable to meet”. However, if no such needs exist, the funds can be spent for
street and road purposes. See Attachment D for a brief summary of the history of TDA Article 8 and
definitions of unmet transit needs.

Before allocating TDA Article 8 funds, the Act requires Metro to conduct a public hearing process
(Attachment E). If there are determinations that there are unmet transit needs, which are reasonable
to meet and we adopt such a finding, then these needs must be met before TDA Article 8 funds can
be used for street and road purposes. By law, we must adopt a resolution annually that states our
findings regarding unmet transit needs. Attachment C is the FY22 resolution. The proposed findings
and recommendations are based on public testimony (Attachment F) and the recommendations of
the Social Service Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) and the Hearing Board.

POLICY IMPLICATION

Staff has followed state law in conducting public hearings and obtaining input from the SSTAC
regarding unmet transit needs. The SSTAC is comprised of social service providers and other
interested parties in the North County areas. Attachment G summarizes the recommendations made
and actions taken during FY 2019-20 (for the FY 2021-22 allocation estimates) and Attachment H is
the proposed recommendations of the FY22 SSTAC.

On April 15, 2021, the TDA Article 8 Hearing Board was convened on behalf of the Board of
Directors to conduct the required public hearing process. The Hearing Board developed findings
and made recommendations for using TDA Article 8 funds based on the input from the SSTAC and
the public hearing process.

Upon transmittal of the Board-adopted findings and documentation of the hearings process to
Caltrans Headquarters, and upon Caltrans approval, funds will be released for allocation to the
eligible jurisdictions. Delay in adopting the findings, recommendations and the resolution contained in
Attachments A and C would delay the allocation of $29,346,452 in TDA Atrticle 8 funds to the recipient
local jurisdictions.

DETERMINATION OF SAFETY IMPACT

Approval of this project will have no impact on Safety.
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FINANCIAL IMPACT

The TDA Atrticle 8 funds for FY22 are estimated at $29,346,452 (Attachment B). The funding for this
action is included in the FY22 Proposed Budget in cost center 0443, project number 410059 TDA
Subsides - Article 8.

TDA Article 8 funds are state sales tax revenues that state law designates for use by Los Angeles
County local jurisdictions outside of Metro’s service area. Metro allocates TDA Article 8 funds based
on population and disburse them monthly, once each jurisdiction’s claim form is received, reviewed
and approved.

IMPLEMENTATION OF STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS

Recommendation supports strategic plan goals 2 and 4. Per state requirement, the TDA funds are
allotted to the municipal and Tier Il operators to support the operation of their services countywide.
Also, under this project Metro function as the regional transportation planning agency was reviewed.
The findings will assist in achieving Metro’s Strategic Plan Goals number 2 and 4 by improving
mobility, ease of travel and safety.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

The Board of Directors could adopt findings or conditions other than those developed in consultation
with the Hearing Board, with input from the state-required SSTAC (Attachment H) and through the
public hearing process. However, this is not recommended because adopting the proposed findings
and recommendations made by the SSTAC and adopted by the Hearing Board have been developed
through a public hearing process, as described in Attachment E, and in accordance with the TDA
statutory requirements.

NEXT STEPS

Upon Caltrans’ review and approval of the Board-adopted resolution and documentation of the
hearing process, we will receive TDA Article 8 funds to allocate to the recipient local jurisdictions.

ATTACHMENTS

FY22 Proposed Findings and Recommended Actions

TDA Article 8 Apportionments: Estimates for FY22

FY22 TDA Atrticle 8 Resolution

History of TDA Article 8 and Definitions of Unmet Transit Needs

TDA Article 8 Public Hearing Process

. FY22 Comment Summary Sheet - TDA Article 8 Unmet Transit Needs Public Testimony and
Written Comments

G. Summary of Recommendations and Actions Taken

H. Proposed Recommendations of the FY22 SSTAC

TmMoow >

Prepared by: Drew Phillips, Deputy Executive Officer, Budget (213)-922-2109
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Armineh Saint, Director, Budget (213) 922-2369

Reviewed by: Nalini Ahuja, Chief Financial Officer, (213) 922-3088

S‘cephl ie N. Wiggins Oii

Chief Executive Officer

Metro Page 4 of 4 Printed on 4/4/2022

powered by Legistar™


http://www.legistar.com/

ATTACHMENT A

FY 2021-22 TDA ARTICLE 8

PROPOSED FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDED ACTIONS

CATALINA ISLAND AREA

Proposed Findings - In the City of Avalon, there are no unmet transit needs that are
reasonable to meet; therefore TDA Article 8 funds may be used for street and road
projects, or transit projects.

Recommended Actions - City of Avalon address the following and implement if
reasonable to meet: 1) maintain funding sources for transit services.

ANTELOPE VALLEY AREA

Proposed Findings — There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet;
in the Cities of Lancaster and Palmdale and the unincorporated portions of North Los
Angeles County, existing transit needs can be met through using other existing
funding sources. Therefore, TDA Article 8 funds may be used for street and road
projects, or transit projects.

Recommended Actions — Antelope Valley Transit Authority (AVTA) address the
following: 1) continue to evaluate funding opportunities for transit services.

SANTA CLARITA VALLEY AREA

Proposed Findings - There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet; in
the City of Santa Clarita, and the unincorporated portions of the Santa Clarita Valley,
existing transit needs can be met through the recommended actions using other
funding sources. Therefore, TDA Article 8 funds may be used for street and road
projects, or transit projects.

Recommended Actions - Santa Clarita Transit address the following: 1) continue to
evaluate funding opportunities for transit services.
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
FY 2022 TDA ARTICLE 8 APPORTIONMENTS
(Transit/Streets & Highways)

ALLOCATION OF
ARTICLE 8 TDA ARTICLE 8
AGENCY POPULATION [1] PERCENTAGE REVENUE
Avalon 3,929 0.58% $ 169,483
Lancaster 161,699 23.77% 6,975,098
Palmdale 156,737 23.04% 6,761,056
Santa Clarita 221,932 32.62% 9,573,328
LA County [2] 136,022 19.99% 5,867,487
Unincorporated
Total 680,319 100.00% $ 29,346,452
Estimated Revenues:  $ 29,346,452

[1] Population estimates are based on State of California Department of Finance census 2020 data-report
[2] The Unincorporated Population figure is based on 2007 estimates by Urban Research
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RESOLUTION OF THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION
AUTHORITY MAKING A DETERMINATION AS TO
UNMET PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION NEEDS IN LOS ANGELES COUNTY
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2021-22

WHEREAS, the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) is
the designated Transportation Planning agency for the County of Los Angeles and is, therefore,
responsible for the administration of the Transportation Development Act, Public Utilities Code
Section 99200 et seq.; and

WHEREAS, under Sections 99238, 99238.5, 99401.5 and 99401.6, of the Public Utilities
Code, before any allocations are made for local street and road use, a public hearing must be
held and from a review of the testimony and written comments received and the adopted Regional
Transportation Plan, make a finding that 1) there are no unmet transit needs; 2) there are no
unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet; or 3) there are unmet transit needs, including
needs that are reasonable to meet; and

WHEREAS, at its meetings of June 25, 1998 and June 24, 1999, the Board of Directors
approved definitions of unmet transit need and reasonable to meet transit need; and

WHEREAS, public hearings were held by LACMTA in Los Angeles County in Santa Clarita
on March 8, 2021, Palmdale on March 8, 2021, Lancaster on March 8, 2021, Avalon on March
16, 2021, after sufficient public notice of intent was given, at which time public testimony was
received; and

WHEREAS, a Social Service Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) was formed by
LACMTA and has recommended actions to meet the transit needs in the areas outside the
LACMTA service area; and

WHEREAS, a Hearing Board was appointed by LACMTA, and has considered the public
hearing comments and the recommendations of the SSTAC; and

WHEREAS, the SSTAC and Hearing Board reaffirmed the definitions of unmet transit
need and reasonable to meet transit need; and

WHEREAS, staff in consultation with the Hearing Board recommends the finding that in
the City of Avalon there are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet; therefore TDA
Article 8 funds may be used for street and road projects, or transit projects; and
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WHEREAS, staff in consultation with the Hearing Board recommends the finding that in
the City of Santa Clarita, and the unincorporated portions of the Santa Clarita Valley, there are no
unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet. In the City of Santa Clarita, and the
unincorporated portions of the Santa Clarita Valley, existing transit needs can be met through the
recommended actions using other funding sources. Therefore, TDA Article 8 funds may be used
for street and road projects, or transit projects.

WHEREAS, staff in consultation with the Hearing Board recommends the finding that
there are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet. In the Cities of Lancaster and
Palmdale and the unincorporated portions of North Los Angeles County, existing transit needs
can be met through using other existing funding sources. Therefore, TDA Article 8 funds may be
used for street and road projects, or transit projects.

NOW THEREFORE,

1.0 The Board of Directors approves on an on-going basis the definition of Unmet Transit
Needs as any transportation need, identified through the public hearing process, which
could be met through the implementation or improvement of transit or paratransit services;
and the definition of Reasonable to Meet Transit Need as any unmet transit needs that can
be met, in whole or in part, through the allocation of available transit revenue and be
operated in a cost efficient and service effective manner, without negatively impacting
existing public and private transit options.

2.0 The Board hereby finds that, in the City of Avalon, there are no unmet transit needs that are
reasonable to meet; therefore TDA Article 8 funds may be used for street and road projects,
or transit projects.

3.0 The Board hereby finds that in the City of Santa Clarita, and the unincorporated portions of
the Santa Clarita Valley, there are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet. In
the City of Santa Clarita, and the unincorporated portions of the Santa Clarita Valley,
existing transit needs can be met through the recommended actions using other funding
sources. Therefore, TDA Article 8 funds may be used for street and road projects, or transit
projects.

4.0 The Board hereby finds that in the Cities of Lancaster and Palmdale and the unincorporated
portions of North Los Angeles County, there are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable
to meet. In the Cities of Lancaster and Palmdale and the unincorporated portions of North
Los Angeles County, existing transit needs can be met through using other existing funding
sources. Therefore, TDA Article 8 funds may be used for street and road projects, or transit
projects.
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CERTIFICATION

The undersigned, duly qualified and acting as the Board Secretary of the Los Angeles
County Metropolitan Transportation Authority, certifies that the foregoing is a true and correct
representation of the Resolution adopted at a legally convened meeting of the Board of Directors
of the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority held on Thursday, June 24,
2021.

COLETTE LANGSTON
LACMTA Board Secretary

DATED: June 24, 2021



ATTACHMENT D

History of Transportation Development Act (TDA) 8

The Mills-Alquist-Deddeh act, better known as the Transportation Development Act
(SB325), was enacted in 1971 to provide funding for transit or non-transit related
purposes that comply with regional transportation plans. Funding for Article 8 was
included in the original bill.

In 1992, after the consolidation of SCRTD and LACTC, AB1136 (Knight) was enacted to
continue the flow of TDA 8 funds to outlying cities which were outside of the SCRTD’s
service area.

Permanent Adoption of Unmet Transit Needs Definitions

Definitions of Unmet Transit Need and Reasonable to meet transit needs were originally
developed by the SSTAC and Hearing Board and adopted by Metro Board Resolution in
May, 1997 as follows:

Unmet Transit Need- any transportation need, identified through the public hearing
process, that could be met through the implementation or improvement of transit or
paratransit services.

Reasonable to Meet Transit Need - any unmet transit need that can be met, in whole or
in part, through the allocation of additional transit revenue and be operated in a cost-
efficient and service-effective manner, without negatively impacting existing public and
private transit options.

Based on discussions with and recommendations from Caltrans Headquarters’ staff,
these definitions have been adopted on an ongoing basis by the resolution. The Metro
Board did approve the definitions of unmet transit need and reasonable to meet transit
need at its meetings June 25, 1998 and June 24, 1999.

These definitions will continue to be used each year until further action by the Metro
Board.



ATTACHMENT E

TDA ARTICLE 8 PUBLIC HEARING PROCESS

Article 8 of the California Transportation Development Act (TDA) requires annual public hearings
in those portions of the County that are not within the Metro transit service area. The purpose of
the hearings is to determine whether there are unmet transit needs which are reasonable to meet.
We established a Hearing Board to conduct the hearings on its behalf in locations convenient to
the residents of the affected local jurisdictions. The Hearing Board, in consultation with staff, also
makes recommendations to the Board of Directors for adoption: 1) a finding regarding whether
there are unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet; and 2) recommended actions to meet
the unmet transit needs, if any.

In addition to public hearing testimony, the Hearing Board received input from the Social Service
Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC), created by state law and appointed by staff, to review
public hearing testimony and written comments and, from this information, identify unmet transit
needs in the jurisdictions.

Hearing Board

Staff secured the following representation on the FY 2021-22 Hearing Board:

Dave Perry represented Supervisor Kathryn Barger; Steven Hofbauer, Mayor, City of Palmdale;
Marvin Crist, Vice Mayor, City of Lancaster, represented the North County; Marsha McLean,
Mayor Pro Tem, City of Santa Clarita represented Santa Clarita Valley.

Also, membership was formed on the FY 2021 Social Service Transportation Advisory Council
(SSTAC) per requisite of the Transportation Development Act Statutes and California Code of
Regulations. Staff had adequate representation of the local service providers and represented
jurisdictions, therefore the SSTAC meeting convened with proposed recommendations as
included in Attachment G.

Hearing and Meeting Dates

Virtual public hearings were held by the hearing board for Lancaster, Santa Clarita and the North
County area on March 8, 2021 as well as in Avalon in conjunction with the Council meeting on
March 16, 2021. A summary sheet that includes the public testimony received at the hearings and
the written comments received within two weeks after the hearings is in Attachment F.

The SSTAC met on April 6, 2021. Attachment H contains the SSTAC’s recommendations,
which were considered by the Hearing Board at its April 15, 2021 meeting.



ATTACHMENT F
FY2020-21 TDA ARTICLE 8 UNMET NEEDS PUBLIC TESTIMONY AND WRITTEN COMMENTS
SUMMARY TABULATION SHEET - ALL HEARINGS

Antelope
Santa Clarita Valley Avalon

1 General increase in service, including longer hours, higher frequency,

and/or more days of operation
11 Morning/Evening commuter bus with limited stops to/from AV

) College to West Lancaster

1.2 Continue summer beach bus 1
2 Scheduling, reliability, transfer coordination
21 Route 3 and 7 to run every 30 mins
3 Bus stop or shelter
31 Use of solar lighting at bus stops 1
32 Use of visual display for upcoming routes at bus stops 1
4 Other issues: better public information needed, bus improvements,

upgrades, increase fleet, bus tokens, transit center
4.1 Easier wheelchair accessability to services in Sierra Highway and 0-8
4.2 Funding for Sierra Highway improvements 1
5 Other, statement - Support
5.1 Transit needs are met

Sub-total: 2 2 -

Totals - 4

Total of 4 comments extracted from verbal and written comments by 3 individuals




ATTACHMENT G

Board of Directors

Chairman

Marvin Crist

ol February 24, 2021

Vice Chair TDA Article 8 Hearing Board Chair
Dianne M. Knippe! ¢/o Armineh Saint, Program Manager

KONy, oF Lis Saggles Metropolitan Transit Authority

One Gateway Plaza

Director Los Angeles, California 90012
Steven D. Hofbauer
CRy SR RE: Fiscal Year 2019/20 TDA Article 8 Unmet Needs Hearings
Director Dear Ms. Saint:
Richard Loa
City of Palmdal
. At the 2020 TDA Article 8 Unmet Needs Hearing, the Board found
= that the Antelope Valley Transit Authority (AVTA) had no unmet
s needs that could not be addressed through existing funding
gf‘g‘i,'?ﬁ,',,i’.g‘s’,i”,”°°"”"’°°°s sources. As a result Antelope Valley Transit Authority continued
our focused efforts on being a good community partner and wish to
update the board as follows:
Director
Michelle Flanagan .
County of Las Angeles Like all our peers, AVTA was profoundly impacted by the onset of

the COVID 19 Pandemic and we had to postpone numerous projects
Executive Director/CEO and systgm enhancements as a result. Therefore we felt it
Macy Neshati worthwhile to provide updates on projects that were in process at
the time of last years report.

Item # 1, Develop Stronger TOD districts adjacent to
regional rail stations with comprehensive bus network
connecting station downtowns with outlying communities:
AVTA is very active in working and coordinating with our jurisdiction
partners Palmdale, Lancaster, and the County of Los Angeles in
developing new and improved transit hubs adjacent to our two
Metrolink stations. We made dramatic capital improvements to our
bus charging infrastructure at Palmdale Regional Transportation
Center (PTC) alignment with Metrolink as well as finishing a new
transit hub/charging station at the North Metrolink station located
at Lancaster Blvd. and Sierra Highway. These improvements will
provide for increased interconnectivity with the Metrolink stations
and efficient transfers to bus routes.

42210 6" Street West Lancaster, California 93534 661.945.9445 avta,com
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Page 2 of 3

Item #2, Scheduling, Reliability, Transfer Coordination: As discussed
previously AVTA commissioned a system wide Regional Transit Study which has
resulted in recommendations for sweeping system wide improvements to routes,
schedules and service enhancements, However the massive drop in ridership
coupled with the strain on our bus operator workforce due to the pandemic forced
us to postpone implementation until we are on a course to recovery

Item #3 Demand responsive service, Dial-a-ride availability: AVTA provides
an agency funded DAR service in parallel to DAR service provided by Access
Services. Throughout 2020 we introduced our customers te an enhanced feature for
our DAR. system that enabled them to schedule their rides, monitor the arrival of
their rides and receive schedule updates using their smart phones. For customers
that do not own a smart phone or prefer the traditional call center appointment
method, that will still be available to them. We also implemented a demand
response micro transit system for our east county area including Lake Los Angeles
and Sun Village. This system uses an "Uber-like” hailing software to provide faster,
more convenient service reducing wait times from the current 1 ¥ hour headways
on the fixed route service down to 20 to 40 minutes. The response has been
extremely favorable and ridership has grown steadily.

Item #4 Bus maintenance issues: In March of 2020 we transitioned to a 100%
battery electric fleet and in December 2020 we surpassed 4 million all electric
miles.

Item #5 Security issues: for the safety and security of our bus operators and

after a successful pilot program on five buses we retrofitted our entire fleet with

drivers barriers. These barriers have had the added benefit of providing another
layer of protection for our operators against the spread of COVID 19 germs.

COVID 19 Impacts and responses:

Our management team was one of the first to recognize the fast approaching
COVID 19 Pandemic and the need to prepare for the challenges and consequences.
Starting in late February 2020 we imposed an agency wide travel ban followed by a
rapid succession of preemptive measures that included:
« Adding extra manpower to enable us to disinfect and sanitize every bus
every night at the terminal
« Adding extra manpower at our Palmdale and Lancaster Transit centers to
board and sanitize buses throughout the day as they passed through the
centers
Clean and sanitize our bus stops and shelters at |east daily
Added hand sterilizers throughout the facility as well as on every bus at
both the front and rear door areas.
« Implemented social distancing on our buses by restricting total capacity and
closing off every other seat.
» Required masks on our buses and provided them to riders who didn't have
them

42210 &' Street West Lancaster, California 93534 £61.945.9445 avta.com
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« Continued service throughout the pandemic to keep our community mobile
during the bleakest hours in modern history.

Community Outreach Efforts:

AVTA is dedicated to the community and to providing excellent customer service.
Community outreach is a high priority goal and we continually seek to improve our
efforts.

« AVTA will return to implementing the year-long Regional Transit Plan (RTP)
development project that we completed last year. This plan will be the
strategic plan for the authority for the next 5 to 10 years in the future.

* We hosted three grocery giveaways with our community partners and
stakeholders.

* We look forward to a return to our pre-COVID ridership and the opportunity
to implement the full scope of our Regional Transit Plan.

AVTA values the input of our customers and stakeholders and continues to take a
proactive approach to address the transit needs in the Antelope Valley. If have you
guestions, please contact me at (661) 729-2206.
Sincerely,

/‘ 7

Macy N¢shati, CEO/Executive Director
Antelope/ Valley Transit Authority

42210 6" Street West Lancaster, California 93534 661.945.9445 avta.com
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City of
SANTA CLARITA
"T'RANSIT

City of Santa Clarita Transit ® Transit Maintenance Facility
28250 Constellation Road » Santa Clarita, CA 91355
Phone: {661] 2956300 » Fax: [GG]j 295-5393
santa-clarita.com

March 8, 2021

Santa Clarita Valley Area
TDA Article 8 Hearing
March 8, 2021

The City of Santa Clarita continues its efforts to promote public transportation as a viable
alternative to the automobile. Because of this continued effort, the only recommendation
that resulted from the 2020 TDA Article 8 hearings was for the City to continue to evaluate
funding opportunities for transit services.

In the twelve months since the last hearing, the City of Santa Clarita has accomplished a
number of key milestones such as:

« Continued construction on the Vista Canyon Transit Center. Despite some COVID
related delays, construction continues and the Transit Center is scheduled to be
completed June 2021.

« Broke ground on the Vista Canyon Metrolink Station. Construction began in late
2020 and is scheduled to be completed fall 2022,

* Reintroduced the City's on-demand transit service in the eastern Santa Clarita
Valley named Go! Santa Clarita. This pilot program, which was suspended
temporarily due to COVID, allows riders to book trips using a mobile app and a
vehicle will arrived within 15 minutes of the trip being scheduled.

» Expanded Go! Santa Clarita to a second service area in downtown Newhall

* Took delivery of four CNG powered transit buses.

» Council adopted the City's Zero Emission Bus Transition Plan.

» Completed Phase 5 of the City's bus stop improvement program. This phase
included the installation of new solar lighting fixtures for improved safety, new e-

ink bus arrival displays, and the installation of new benches and shelters at 21
locations within the Santa Clarita Valley,






These are just a few of the accomplishments achieved by Santa Clarita Transit despite
the challenges related to COVID over the past 12 months.

In the coming year, Santa Clarita Transit will be waorking toward:

» Securing funding for hydrogen fueling infrustructure and fuel cell buses.

* Introducing service to the new Vista Canyon Transit Center.

* Assess the effectiveness of the City's on demand pilot program.

* Adjusting to a post COVID environment. '
The City of Santa Clarita will continue to take a proactive approach to addressing the
transit needs of our residents while working closely with our transportation partners. Our

goal is to provide effective and efficient service that improves the quality of life for all
residents within the Santa Clarita Valley.

Thank you
YR
r'. "

s

Adrian Aguilar
Transit Manager




ATTACHMENT H

FY 2021-22 TDA ARTICLE 8

SSTAC PROPOSED FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDED ACTIONS

CATALINA ISLAND AREA

Proposed Findings - that in the City of Avalon there are no unmet transit needs that
are reasonable to meet; therefore TDA Article 8 funds may be used for street and road
projects, or transit projects.

Recommended Actions - that the City of Avalon address the following and implement
if reasonable to meet: 1) maintain funding sources for transit services.

ANTELOPE VALLEY AREA

e Proposed Findings — there are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet;
in the Cities of Lancaster and Palmdale and the unincorporated portions of North
Los Angeles County, existing transit needs can be met through using other existing
funding sources. Therefore, TDA Article 8 funds may be used for street and road
projects, or transit projects.

e Recommended Actions — That Antelope Valley Transit Authority (AVTA) address
the following: 1) continue to evaluate funding opportunities for transit services.

SANTA CLARITA VALLEY AREA

Proposed Findings - There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet;
In the City of Santa Clarita, and the unincorporated portions of the Santa Clarita Valley,
existing transit needs can be met through the recommended actions using other
funding sources. Therefore, TDA Article 8 funds may be used for street and road
projects, or transit projects.

Recommended Actions - that Santa Clarita Transit address the following: 1) continue
to evaluate funding opportunities for transit services.
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A. Findings and Recommendations (Attachment A) for allocating FY22
Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 8 funds estimated at
$29,346,452 as follows:

1. In the City of Avalon there are no unmet transit needs that are
reasonable to meet, therefore TDA Article 8 funds (Attachment B) in
the amount of $169,483 may be used for street and road projects, or
transit projects, as described in Attachment A;

2. In the Cities of Lancaster and Palmdale, there are no unmet transit
needs that are reasonable to meet; in the Cities of Lancaster and
Palmdale and the unincorporated portions of North County transit
needs can be met through using other existing funding sources.
Therefore, the TDA Article 8 funds in the amount of $6,975,098 and
$6,761,056 (Lancaster and Palmdale, respectively) may be used for
street and road purposes and/or transit, as long as their transit needs
continue to be met;

3. In the City of Santa Clarita, there are no unmet transit needs that are
reasonable to meet; in the City of Santa Clarita, and the
unincorporated portions of the Santa Clarita Valley, existing transit
needs can be met through the recommended actions using other
funding sources. Therefore, TDA Article 8 funds in the amount of
$9,573,328 for the City of Santa Clarita may be used for street and
road and/or transit, as long as their transit needs continue to be met;

4. In the Los Angeles County Unincorporated areas of North County, the
areas encompassing both the Antelope Valley and the Santa Clarita
Valley, transit needs are met with other funding sources, such as
Proposition A and Proposition C Local Return. Therefore, TDA Article

Metro Page 1 Printed on 7/1/2021
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met; and

the Metro service area.

8 funds in the amount of $5,867,487 may be used for street and road
purposes and/or transit, as long as their transit needs continue to be

B. A resolution (Attachment C) making a determination of unmet public
transportation needs in the areas of Los Angeles County outside

Sponsors: Finance and Budget and Audit Committee

Attachments: Attachment A - FY22 Proposed Findings and
Recommendations, Attachment B - TDA 8

Apportionments FY21-22, Attachment C - FY2021-22
TD Article 8 Resolution, Attachment D - History and
Definitions TDA 8, Attachment E - FY22 TDA Article 8

Public Hearing process, Attachment F - FY21
Summary of the Comments(1), Attachment G -

Summary of Recommendations and Actions Taken
FY22, Attachment H - Proposed Recommendation of

SSTAC

History of Legislative File

Acting Body: Date: Action: Sent To: Due Date: Return Result:
Date:
OCEO Draft Review 05/26/2021
Finance, Budget and 06/16/2021 RECOMMENDED Board of Directors ~ 06/24/2021 Pass
Audit Committee FOR APPROVAL - Regular Board
Meeting
Board of Directors - 06/24/2021 ADOPTED Pass

Regular Board Meeting

Text of Legislative File 2021-0269

FINANCE, BUDGET, AND AUDIT COMMITTEE
JUNE 16, 2021

SUBJECT: TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) ARTICLE 8 FUND PROGRAM

ACTION:  ADOPT FINDINGS, RECOMMENDATIONS AND RESOLUTION FOR FY 2021-22 (FY22) TDA

ARTICLE 8 UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS

Metro Page 2

Printed on 7/1/2021



Master Continued (2021-0269)

RECOMMENDATION

ADOPT:

A. Findings and Recommendations (Attachment A) for allocating FY22 Transportation Development Act
(TDA) Article 8 funds estimated at $29,346,452 as follows:

1. In the City of Avalon there are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet, therefore TDA Article
8 funds (Attachment B) in the amount of $169,483 may be used for street and road projects, or transit
projects, as described in Attachment A;

2. Inthe Cities of Lancaster and Palmdale, there are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet;
in the Cities of Lancaster and Palmdale and the unincorporated portions of North County transit needs can
be met through using other existing funding sources. Therefore, the TDA Atrticle 8 funds in the amount of
$6,975,098 and $6,761,056 (Lancaster and Palmdale, respectively) may be used for street and road
purposes and/or transit, as long as their transit needs continue to be met;

3. Inthe City of Santa Clarita, there are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet; in the City of
Santa Clarita, and the unincorporated portions of the Santa Clarita Valley, existing transit needs can be met
through the recommended actions using other funding sources. Therefore, TDA Article 8 funds in the
amount of $9,573,328 for the City of Santa Clarita may be used for street and road and/or transit, as long as
their transit needs continue to be met;

4. In the Los Angeles County Unincorporated areas of North County, the areas encompassing both the
Antelope Valley and the Santa Clarita Valley, transit needs are met with other funding sources, such as
Proposition A and Proposition C Local Return. Therefore, TDA Atrticle 8 funds in the amount of $5,867,487
may be used for street and road purposes and/or transit, as long as their transit needs continue to be met;
and

B. A resolution (Attachment C) making a determination of unmet public transportation needs in the areas
of Los Angeles County outside the Metro service area.

ISSUE

State law requires that the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) make
findings regarding unmet transit needs in areas outside Metro’s service area. If there are unmet transit
needs that are reasonable to meet, then these needs must be met before TDA Article 8 funds may be
allocated for street and road purposes.

DISCUSSION

Under the State of California TDA Article 8 statute, state transportation funds are allocated to the portions of
Los Angeles County outside Metro’s service area. These funds are for “unmet transit needs that may be
reasonable to meet”. However, if no such needs exist, the funds can be spent for street and road purposes.
See Attachment D for a brief summary of the history of TDA Atrticle 8 and definitions of unmet transit needs.

Before allocating TDA Atrticle 8 funds, the Act requires Metro to conduct a public hearing process
(Attachment E). If there are determinations that there are unmet transit needs, which are reasonable to
meet and we adopt such a finding, then these needs must be met before TDA Article 8 funds can be used
for street and road purposes. By law, we must adopt a resolution annually that states our findings regarding
unmet transit needs. Attachment C is the FY22 resolution. The proposed findings and recommendations are
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based on public testimony (Attachment F) and the recommendations of the Social Service Transportation
Advisory Council (SSTAC) and the Hearing Board.

..Policy_Implication

POLICY IMPLICATION

Staff has followed state law in conducting public hearings and obtaining input from the SSTAC regarding
unmet transit needs. The SSTAC is comprised of social service providers and other interested parties in the
North County areas. Attachment G summarizes the recommendations made and actions taken during FY
2019-20 (for the FY 2021-22 allocation estimates) and Attachment H is the proposed recommendations of
the FY22 SSTAC.

On April 15, 2021, the TDA Article 8 Hearing Board was convened on behalf of the Board of Directors to
conduct the required public hearing process. The Hearing Board developed findings and made
recommendations for using TDA Article 8 funds based on the input from the SSTAC and the public hearing
process.

Upon transmittal of the Board-adopted findings and documentation of the hearings process to Caltrans
Headquarters, and upon Caltrans approval, funds will be released for allocation to the eligible jurisdictions.
Delay in adopting the findings, recommendations and the resolution contained in Attachments A and C
would delay the allocation of $29,346,452 in TDA Article 8 funds to the recipient local jurisdictions.

DETERMINATION OF SAFETY IMPACT

Approval of this project will have no impact on Safety.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

The TDA Atrticle 8 funds for FY22 are estimated at $29,346,452 (Attachment B). The funding for this action
is included in the FY22 Proposed Budget in cost center 0443, project number 410059 TDA Subsides -
Article 8.

TDA Article 8 funds are state sales tax revenues that state law designates for use by Los Angeles County
local jurisdictions outside of Metro’s service area. Metro allocates TDA Atrticle 8 funds based on population
and disburse them monthly, once each jurisdiction’s claim form is received, reviewed and approved.

..Implementation of Strategic Plan Goals
IMPLEMENTATION OF STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS

Recommendation supports strategic plan goals 2 and 4. Per state requirement, the TDA funds are allotted
to the municipal and Tier Il operators to support the operation of their services countywide. Also, under this
project Metro function as the regional transportation planning agency was reviewed. The findings will assist
in achieving Metro’s Strategic Plan Goals number 2 and 4 by improving mobility, ease of travel and safety.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

The Board of Directors could adopt findings or conditions other than those developed in consultation with the
Hearing Board, with input from the state-required SSTAC (Attachment H) and through the public hearing
process. However, this is not recommended because adopting the proposed findings and recommendations
made by the SSTAC and adopted by the Hearing Board have been developed through a public hearing
process, as described in Attachment E, and in accordance with the TDA statutory requirements.
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NEXT STEPS

Upon Caltrans’ review and approval of the Board-adopted resolution and documentation of the hearing
process, we will receive TDA Atrticle 8 funds to allocate to the recipient local jurisdictions.

ATTACHMENTS

FY22 Proposed Findings and Recommended Actions

TDA Article 8 Apportionments: Estimates for FY22

FY22 TDA Article 8 Resolution

History of TDA Article 8 and Definitions of Unmet Transit Needs

TDA Article 8 Public Hearing Process

FY22 Comment Summary Sheet - TDA Article 8 Unmet Transit Needs Public Testimony and Written
Comments

G. Summary of Recommendations and Actions Taken

H. Proposed Recommendations of the FY22 SSTAC

mTmoow>

Prepared by: Drew Phillips, Deputy Executive Officer, Budget (213)-922-2109
Armineh Saint, Director, Budget (213) 922-2369

Reviewed by: Nalini Ahuja, Chief Financial Officer, (213) 922-3088
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FINANCE, BUDGET, AND AUDIT COMMITTEE
JUNE 16, 2021

SUBJECT: TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) ARTICLE 8 FUND PROGRAM

ACTION: ADOPT FINDINGS, RECOMMENDATIONS AND RESOLUTION FOR FY 2021-22

(FY22) TDA ARTICLE 8 UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS

RECOMMENDATION

ADOPT:

A.

Findings and Recommendations (Attachment A) for allocating FY22 Transportation

Development Act (TDA) Article 8 funds estimated at $29,346,452 as follows:

1.

B.

In the City of Avalon there are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet, therefore
TDA Article 8 funds (Attachment B) in the amount of $169,483 may be used for street and road
projects, or transit projects, as described in Attachment A;

In the Cities of Lancaster and Palmdale, there are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable
to meet; in the Cities of Lancaster and Palmdale and the unincorporated portions of North
County transit needs can be met through using other existing funding sources. Therefore, the
TDA Article 8 funds in the amount of $6,975,098 and $6,761,056 (Lancaster and Palmdale,
respectively) may be used for street and road purposes and/or transit, as long as their transit
needs continue to be met;

In the City of Santa Clarita, there are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet; in
the City of Santa Clarita, and the unincorporated portions of the Santa Clarita Valley, existing
transit needs can be met through the recommended actions using other funding sources.
Therefore, TDA Article 8 funds in the amount of $9,573,328 for the City of Santa Clarita may
be used for street and road and/or transit, as long as their transit needs continue to be met;

In the Los Angeles County Unincorporated areas of North County, the areas encompassing
both the Antelope Valley and the Santa Clarita Valley, transit needs are met with other funding
sources, such as Proposition A and Proposition C Local Return. Therefore, TDA Article 8 funds
in the amount of $5,867,487 may be used for street and road purposes and/or transit, as long
as their transit needs continue to be met; and

A resolution (Attachment C) making a determination of unmet public transportation

needs in the areas of Los Angeles County outside the Metro service area.
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ISSUE

State law requires that the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA)
make findings regarding unmet transit needs in areas outside Metro’s service area. If there are
unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet, then these needs must be met before TDA Article
8 funds may be allocated for street and road purposes.

DISCUSSION

Under the State of California TDA Article 8 statute, state transportation funds are allocated to the
portions of Los Angeles County outside Metro’s service area. These funds are for “unmet transit
needs that may be reasonable to meet”. However, if no such needs exist, the funds can be spent for
street and road purposes. See Attachment D for a brief summary of the history of TDA Article 8 and
definitions of unmet transit needs.

Before allocating TDA Article 8 funds, the Act requires Metro to conduct a public hearing process
(Attachment E). If there are determinations that there are unmet transit needs, which are reasonable
to meet and we adopt such a finding, then these needs must be met before TDA Article 8 funds can
be used for street and road purposes. By law, we must adopt a resolution annually that states our
findings regarding unmet transit needs. Attachment C is the FY22 resolution. The proposed findings
and recommendations are based on public testimony (Attachment F) and the recommendations of
the Social Service Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) and the Hearing Board.

POLICY IMPLICATION

Staff has followed state law in conducting public hearings and obtaining input from the SSTAC
regarding unmet transit needs. The SSTAC is comprised of social service providers and other
interested parties in the North County areas. Attachment G summarizes the recommendations made
and actions taken during FY 2019-20 (for the FY 2021-22 allocation estimates) and Attachment H is
the proposed recommendations of the FY22 SSTAC.

On April 15, 2021, the TDA Article 8 Hearing Board was convened on behalf of the Board of
Directors to conduct the required public hearing process. The Hearing Board developed findings
and made recommendations for using TDA Article 8 funds based on the input from the SSTAC and
the public hearing process.

Upon transmittal of the Board-adopted findings and documentation of the hearings process to
Caltrans Headquarters, and upon Caltrans approval, funds will be released for allocation to the
eligible jurisdictions. Delay in adopting the findings, recommendations and the resolution contained in
Attachments A and C would delay the allocation of $29,346,452 in TDA Atrticle 8 funds to the recipient
local jurisdictions.

DETERMINATION OF SAFETY IMPACT

Approval of this project will have no impact on Safety.
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FINANCIAL IMPACT

The TDA Atrticle 8 funds for FY22 are estimated at $29,346,452 (Attachment B). The funding for this
action is included in the FY22 Proposed Budget in cost center 0443, project number 410059 TDA
Subsides - Article 8.

TDA Article 8 funds are state sales tax revenues that state law designates for use by Los Angeles
County local jurisdictions outside of Metro’s service area. Metro allocates TDA Article 8 funds based
on population and disburse them monthly, once each jurisdiction’s claim form is received, reviewed
and approved.

IMPLEMENTATION OF STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS

Recommendation supports strategic plan goals 2 and 4. Per state requirement, the TDA funds are
allotted to the municipal and Tier Il operators to support the operation of their services countywide.
Also, under this project Metro function as the regional transportation planning agency was reviewed.
The findings will assist in achieving Metro’s Strategic Plan Goals number 2 and 4 by improving
mobility, ease of travel and safety.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

The Board of Directors could adopt findings or conditions other than those developed in consultation
with the Hearing Board, with input from the state-required SSTAC (Attachment H) and through the
public hearing process. However, this is not recommended because adopting the proposed findings
and recommendations made by the SSTAC and adopted by the Hearing Board have been developed
through a public hearing process, as described in Attachment E, and in accordance with the TDA
statutory requirements.

NEXT STEPS

Upon Caltrans’ review and approval of the Board-adopted resolution and documentation of the
hearing process, we will receive TDA Article 8 funds to allocate to the recipient local jurisdictions.

ATTACHMENTS

FY22 Proposed Findings and Recommended Actions

TDA Article 8 Apportionments: Estimates for FY22

FY22 TDA Atrticle 8 Resolution

History of TDA Article 8 and Definitions of Unmet Transit Needs

TDA Article 8 Public Hearing Process

. FY22 Comment Summary Sheet - TDA Article 8 Unmet Transit Needs Public Testimony and
Written Comments

G. Summary of Recommendations and Actions Taken

H. Proposed Recommendations of the FY22 SSTAC
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Prepared by: Drew Phillips, Deputy Executive Officer, Budget (213)-922-2109
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Armineh Saint, Director, Budget (213) 922-2369

Reviewed by: Nalini Ahuja, Chief Financial Officer, (213) 922-3088

S‘cephl ie N. Wiggins Oii

Chief Executive Officer
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