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METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY BOARD AGENDA RULES
(ALSO APPLIES TO BOARD COMMITTEES)

PUBLIC INPUT

A member of the public may address the Board on agenda items, before or during the Board or
Committee’s consideration of the item for one (1) minute per item, or at the discretion of the Chair. A
request to address the Board must be submitted electronically using the tablets available in the Board
Room lobby. Individuals requesting to speak will be allowed to speak for a total of three (3) minutes per
meeting on agenda items in one minute increments per item. For individuals requiring translation
service, time allowed will be doubled. The Board shall reserve the right to limit redundant or repetitive
comment.

The public may also address the Board on non-agenda items within the subject matter jurisdiction of the
Board during the public comment period, which will be held at the beginning and/or end of each meeting.
Each person will be allowed to speak for one (1) minute during this Public Comment period or at the
discretion of the Chair. Speakers will be called according to the order in which their requests are
submitted. Elected officials, not their staff or deputies, may be called out of order and prior to the
Board’s consideration of the relevant item.

Notwithstanding the foregoing, and in accordance with the Brown Act, this agenda does not provide an
opportunity for members of the public to address the Board on any Consent Calendar agenda item that
has already been considered by a Committee, composed exclusively of members of the Board, at a
public meeting wherein all interested members of the public were afforded the opportunity to address the
Committee on the item, before or during the Committee’s consideration of the item, and which has not
been substantially changed since the Committee heard the item.

In accordance with State Law (Brown Act), all matters to be acted on by the MTA Board must be
posted at least 72 hours prior to the Board meeting. In case of emergency, or when a subject matter
arises subsequent to the posting of the agenda, upon making certain findings, the Board may act on an
item that is not on the posted agenda.

CONDUCT IN THE BOARD ROOM - The following rules pertain to conduct at Metropolitan
Transportation Authority meetings:

REMOVAL FROM THE BOARD ROOM - The Chair shall order removed from the Board Room any
person who commits the following acts with respect to any meeting of the MTA Board:

a. Disorderly behavior toward the Board or any member of the staff thereof, tending to interrupt the due

and orderly course of said meeting.

b. A breach of the peace, boisterous conduct or violent disturbance, tending to interrupt the due and
orderly course of said meeting.

c. Disobedience of any lawful order of the Chair, which shall include an order to be seated or to
refrain from addressing the Board; and

d. Any other unlawful interference with the due and orderly course of said meeting.

INFORMATION RELATING TO AGENDAS AND ACTIONS OF THE BOARD

Agendas for the Regular MTA Board meetings are prepared by the Board Clerk and are available prior to
the meeting in the MTA Records Management Department and on the Internet. Every meeting of the
MTA Board of Directors is recorded and is available at https://www.metro.net or on CD’s and as MP3’s
for a nominal charge.




DISCLOSURE OF CONTRIBUTIONS

The State Political Reform Act (Government Code Section 84308) requires that a party to a proceeding
before an agency involving a license, permit, or other entitlement for use, including all contracts (other
than competitively bid, labor, or personal employment contracts), shall disclose on the record of the
proceeding any contributions in an amount of more than $250 made within the preceding 12 months by
the party, or his or her agent, to any officer of the agency, additionally PUC Code Sec. 130051.20
requires that no member accept a contribution of over ten dollars ($10) in value or amount from a
construction company, engineering firm, consultant, legal firm, or any company, vendor, or business
entity that has contracted with the authority in the preceding four years. Persons required to make this
disclosure shall do so by filling out a "Disclosure of Contribution" form which is available at the LACMTA
Board and Committee Meetings. Failure to comply with this requirement may result in the assessment
of civil or criminal penalties.

ADA REQUIREMENTS

Upon request, sign language interpretation, materials in alternative formats and other accommodations
are available to the public for MTA-sponsored meetings and events. All requests for reasonable
accommodations must be made at least three working days (72 working hours) in advance of the
scheduled meeting date. Please telephone (213) 364-2837 or (213) 922-4600 between 8 a.m. and 5
p.m., Monday through Friday. Our TDD line is (800) 252-9040.

Requests can also be sent to boardclerk@metro.net.

LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENCY

A Spanish language interpreter is available at all Committee and Board Meetings. All other languages
must be requested 72 hours in advance of the meeting by calling (213) 364-2837 or (213) 922-4600.
Live Public Comment Instructions can also be translated if requested 72 hours in advance.

Requests can also be sent to boardclerk@metro.net.

323.466.3876
x2 Espariol (Spanish)
x3 XX (Chinese)
x4 ¢+=01 (Korean)
x5 Tiéng Viét (Vietnamese)
x6 HAEE (Japanese)
x7 pycckuii (Russian)
x8 Cwybptu (Armenian)

HELPFUL PHONE NUMBERS AND EMAIL

Copies of Agendas/Record of Board Action/Recordings of Meetings - (213) 922-4880 (Records
Management Department) - https://records.metro.net

General Information/Rules of the Board - (213) 922-4600

Internet Access to Agendas - https://www.metro.net

TDD line (800) 252-9040

Board Clerk Email - boardclerk@metro.net

NOTE: ACTION MAY BE TAKEN ON ANY ITEM IDENTIFIED ON THE AGENDA
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Live Public Comment Instructions:
Live public comment can be given by telephone or in-person.

The Committee Meeting begins at 1:00 PM Pacific Time on November 15, 2023; you may join
the call 5 minutes prior to the start of the meeting.

Dial-in: 888-251-2949 and enter
English Access Code: 8231160#
Spanish Access Code: 4544724#

Public comment will be taken as the Board takes up each item. To give public
comment on an item, enter #2 (pound-two) when prompted. Please note that the live
video feed lags about 30 seconds behind the actual meeting. There is no lag on the
public comment dial-in line.

Instrucciones para comentarios publicos en vivo:

Los comentarios publicos en vivo se pueden dar por telefono o en persona.

La Reunion de la Junta comienza a las 1:00 PM, hora del Pacifico, el 18 de Noviembre de 2023.
Puedes unirte a la llamada 5 minutos antes del comienso de la junta.

Marque: 888-251-2949 y ingrese el codigo
Codigo de acceso en ingles: 8231160#
Codigo de acceso en espanol: 4544724#

Los comentarios del publico se tomaran cuando se toma cada tema. Para dar un
comentario publico sobre una tema ingrese # 2 (Tecla de numero y dos) cuando se le
solicite. Tenga en cuenta que la transmision de video en vivo se retrasa unos 30
segundos con respecto a la reunion real. No hay retraso en la linea de acceso
telefénico para comentarios publicos.

Written Public Comment Instruction:

Written public comments must be received by 5PM the day before the meeting.

Please include the Item # in your comment and your position of “FOR,” “AGAINST,” "GENERAL
COMMENT," or "ITEM NEEDS MORE CONSIDERATION."

Email: BoardClerk@metro.net

Post Office Mail:

Board Administration

One Gateway Plaza

MS: 99-3-1

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Metro Page 4
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CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL

APPROVE Consent Calendar Item: 5.

Consent Calendar items are approved by one motion unless held by a Director for discussion
and/or separate action.

CONSENT CALENDAR
5. SUBJECT: 2024 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT 2023-0618
PROGRAM
RECOMMENDATION

APPROVE the programming of up to $216,817,000 in Regional
Transportation Improvement Program funds to the proposed projects and the
program amendments shown in Attachment A.
Attachments: Attachment A - 2024 LA County RTIP

Attachment B - 2024 LA County RTIP Project Descriptions

Presentation

NON-CONSENT

6.

SUBJECT: SCAG DRAFT 2024 RTP/SCS AND RELATED 2023-0637
COORDINATION UPDATE

RECOMMENDATION

RECEIVE oral report on coordination with the Southern California Association
of Governments (SCAG) on its release of the Draft 2024 Regional
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS).

SUBJECT: METRO ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION STRATEGIC PLAN 2023-0516
UPDATE

RECOMMENDATION

CONSIDER:
A. ADOPTING the Active Transportation Strategic Plan Update;

B. AUTHORIZING the CEO to release the solicitation for Cycle 2 of the Metro
Active Transport, Transit, and First/Last Mile Grant Program; and

C. APPROVING Metro’s policies for Cycle 7 of the State Active

Metro
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Transportation Program.

Attachments: Attachment A - ATSP Update Executive Summary
Attachment C - ATP Cycle 7 Policies
Attachment B - MAT Program Cycle 1 Project List

Presentation

8. SUBJECT: THE LONG BEACH-EAST LA (FORMERLY I-710 SOUTH)
CORRIDOR MOBILITY INVESTMENT PLAN

RECOMMENDATION

RECEIVE AND FILE report on the status of the Long Beach-East LA (formerly
[-710 South) Corridor Task Force progress, draft Corridor Mobility Investment

Plan, and original 1-710 South Corridor Project.

Attachments: Attachment A - Draft Candidate Projects and Combined Evaluation Scores

Attachment B - Evaluation Criteria and Rubric

Attachment C - Evaluation Summary

2023-0592

Attachment D - Summary of Task Force/CLC Comments on Evaluation Scores

Attachment E - Tiering Analysis
Attachment F - Tiered CMIP Candidate Project List

Attachment G - Metro Roles in Implementing the CMIP

Attachment H - Grant Pursuit Strategy Implementation Steps

Attachment | — Measures R and M Funding Availability
Attachment J - Caltrans District 7 Letter to USACE
Attachment K - Caltrans District 7 Letter to USEPA
Attachment L - LB-ELA Corridor Grant Activities
Attachment M - List of CBO and FBO Partners

Attachment N - Community Engagement Activities Summary

(ALSO ON EXECUTIVE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE)

SUBJECT: GENERAL PUBLIC COMMENT
RECEIVE General Public Comment

2023-0691

Consideration of items not on the posted agenda, including: items to be presented and (if
requested) referred to staff; items to be placed on the agenda for action at a future meeting of the

Committee or Board; and/or items requiring immediate action because of an emergency

situation or where the need to take immediate action came to the attention of the Committee

subsequent to the posting of the agenda.

Metro
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COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC ON ITEMS OF PUBLIC INTEREST WITHIN COMMITTEE’S
SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION

Adjournment
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File #: 2023-0618, File Type: Program Agenda Number: 5.

PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING COMMITTEE
NOVEMBER 15, 2023

SUBJECT: 2024 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
ACTION: APPROVE RECOMMENDATION

RECOMMENDATION

APPROVE the programming of up to $216,817,000 in Regional Transportation Improvement
Program funds to the proposed projects and the program amendments shown in Attachment A.

ISSUE

In August 2023, the California Transportation Commission (CTC) adopted the 2024 State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Fund Estimate (FE), which provides new formula
funding capacity over the five-year STIP period from Fiscal Year (FY) 2025 through FY 2029. Metro is
charged with preparing and managing the Regional Transportation Improvement Plan (RTIP) for Los
Angeles County. The RTIP must be adopted by the Board prior to the December 15, 2023, RTIP
submittal deadline to the CTC to program funds in the 2024 STIP.

BACKGROUND

The STIP is a five-year capital improvement program for transportation projects that is updated every
two years. The CTC adopted the previous STIP in 2022. The STIP contains two portions:

e The Interregional Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP) accounts for 25% of the total
STIP and is developed by Caltrans.

e The RTIP accounts for 75% of the total STIP and is developed by County Transportation
Commissions, such as Metro.

The RTIP is the subject of the recommendations of this report.

DISCUSSION

Relationship to the 2022 STIP

The 2022 STIP FE identified a zero-funding share for the Los Angeles County RTIP but allowed
Metro to advance up to $57,061,000 from future Los Angeles County funding shares. The Metro

Metro Page 1 of 4 Printed on 12/1/2023
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Board approved the 2022 RTIP in November 2021 and the CTC approved the 2022 RTIP in March
2022. The 2022 RTIP advanced a total of $57,034,000 for planning, programming, and monitoring
(PPM) and two State Route 710 Mobility Improvement Projects (MIPs) -- the LAC+USC Medical
Center Mobility Improvements (Valley Blvd Improvements) and the Soto Street Widening Project from
Multnomah Street to Mission Road. The funds that the CTC approved for the MIPs were slightly
lower than Metro requested due to insufficient programming capacity statewide. The advanced funds
are subtracted from Los Angeles County’s 2024 STIP funding share.

Proposed 2024 RTIP

The 2024 STIP FE includes $216,817,000 for Los Angeles County, of which $12,900,000 may be
programmed for PPM.

For the 2024 RTIP, Metro staff proposes to program up to $216,817,000 and to amend existing
programming. To develop the proposed RTIP, Metro staff applied the Evaluative Criteria Framework,
which was reintroduced to the Board through a November 16, 2022, Board communication. The
Framework is a tool to match appropriate state and federal fund sources to eligible and ready
projects stemming from established Metro priorities, plans, and policies. The Framework’s six
parameters aim to direct grant funds to projects that are: Metro’s highest and most critical priorities
such as Measure M; responsive to grant program criteria such as expenditure deadlines; and
consistent with plans and policies such as the Metro Equity Platform, Metro Long Range
Transportation Plan, and Southern California Association of Governments Regional Transportation
Plan.

Metro staff proposes programming funds for a new future zero-emission bus (ZEB) acquisition project
and PPM. Metro staff also proposes amendments to the amounts and schedules of existing
programming to support the delivery of previously programmed projects. This includes additional
funding to restore the two MIP projects’ original funding requests and later scheduling for the
Multimodal Mobility Improvements (SR-138 Segment 4) project. The proposed 2024 RTIP is in
Attachment A. The project descriptions for all projects in the RTIP are in Attachment B.

DETERMINATION OF SAFETY IMPACT

Approval of the 2024 RTIP will have no negative impact to the safety of Metro patrons or employees.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

Adoption of the 2024 RTIP would have no negative impact to the agency. The 2024 RTIP fulfills prior
and anticipated funding commitments for transportation projects in Los Angeles County.

Impact to Budget

The 2024 RTIP includes funding for FY 2025 through FY 2029 and has no impact to the FY 2024
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budget.

EQUITY PLATFORM

The maijority of proposed new 2024 RTIP programming is for ZEB acquisition. Metro’s transition to
ZEB technology will be implemented systemwide to eliminate tailpipe emissions and significantly
reduce noise that has significant negative environmental effects on people living and working near
bus corridors and on people that depend on Metro’s service for their travel needs. The Metro Zero
Emission Bus Rollout Plan approved by the Board in March 2021 analyzed disadvantaged
communities in Metro’s service area using CalEnviroScreen 3.0, which identifies communities that
are disproportionately burdened by multiple sources of pollution. The analysis shows that the majority
of Metro bus routes traverse disadvantaged communities. The plan’s Disadvantaged Communities
Prioritization Strategy prioritizes the deployment of ZEBs to routes and service blocks that serve
larger percentages of disadvantaged communities.

The proposed amendments are necessary to deliver projects that will provide multimodal
improvements in communities that demonstrate high need in different ways. The two MIP projects
were programmed in the 2022 RTIP and include active transportation and safety improvements. Both
projects are in Metro Equity Focus Communities (EFCs) and are in the engagement, planning, and
development stages led by the City and County of Los Angeles. The Multimodal Mobility
Improvements (SR-138 Segment 4) project was originally conceived in 2001 and programmed in the
2018 RTIP as a highway widening project prior to the establishment of Metro’s Equity Platform. Since
then, Caltrans (the implementing agency) has conducted community engagement which resulted in
converting the project from a highway widening project to a multimodal improvements project,
including sidewalks, traffic calming measures, and bike lanes. While the project does not overlap with
EFCs, it does overlap with the state’s CalEnviroScreen and Low Income Communities (at or below
80 percent of the statewide median income) metrics and demonstrates a community engagement
process that responds to community concerns and mitigates negative impacts.

IMPLEMENTATION OF STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS

The recommendation supports Strategic Plan Goal #1 to “provide high-quality mobility options that
enable people to spend less time traveling” by obtaining funding to support the delivery

of transportation improvements that support the safety and performance of the highway system and
expand high-quality transit options.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

The Board could elect not to approve the staff recommendation for the 2024 RTIP. This option is not
recommended as it would force Los Angeles County to surrender up to $216,817,000 in formula
funds available through the 2024 STIP period. Additionally, failure to adopt the 2024 RTIP could cause
delay for the projects proposed.

NEXT STEPS

With Board approval, staff will proceed with and monitor the following steps to secure the 2024 LA
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County RTIP:

December 15, 2023 - Submit 2024 RTIP request to CTC

February 1, 2024 - CTC holds Southern California 2024 STIP Hearing
March 1, 2024 - CTC publishes staff recommendations

March 21-22, 2024 - CTC adopts 2024 STIP

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A - 2024 LA County RTIP
Attachment B - 2024 LA County RTIP Project Descriptions

Prepared by: Shelly Quan, Manager, Transportation Planning, (213) 547-4303
Patricia Chen, Senior Director, (213) 922-3041
Mark Yamarone, Executive Officer, (213) 418-3452
Laurie Lombardi, Senior Executive Officer, (213) 418-3251
Ray Sosa, Deputy Chief Planning Officer, (213) 547-4274

Reviewed by: James de la Loza, Chief Planning Officer, (213) 922-2920

Chief Executive Officer
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2024 Los Angeles County Regional Transportation Improvement Program

($000s)

Attachment A

The table summarizes the projects programmed in the 2022 RTIP and the carryover, amendments, and new programming proposed
for the 2024 RTIP which has new funding capacity in FY 25 through FY 29.

Existing Programming Prior FY25 | FY26 | FY27 | FY28 | FY29 | Total
Highway
SR 71 (North Segment) 20,000 20,000
Multimodal Mobility Improvements (SR 138 Segment 4) 11,950 7,000 18,950
SR 138 Segment 13 75,100 75,100
LA City Soto St. Complete Streets, Multhomah-Mission 24,600 24,600
LA County USC Medical Center Mobility Improvements 8,895| 16,855 25,750
Planning,Programming & Monitoring 2,836 3,425 3,342| 3,342 12,945
Subtotal Highway 109,886| 10,425| 12,237 44,797 177,345
Transit
Buses Project #2 40,749 40,749
East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project 202,139 202,139
Subtotal Transit 202,139| 40,749 242,888
TOTAL EXISTING 312,025| 51,174 12,237| 44,797 420,233
Proposed Programming Prior FY25 | FY26 | FY27 | FY28 | FY29 | Total
No Amendments
SR 71 (North Segment) 20,000 20,000
SR 138 Segment 13 75,100 75,100
Planning, Programming & Monitoring 2,836| 3,425| 3,342 3,342 12,945
East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project 202,139 202,139
Buses Project #2 40,749 40,749
Subtotal No Amendments 300,075| 44,174 3,342 3,342 350,933
Amendments to Schedule/Funding
Multimodal Mobility Improvements (SR 138 Segment 4) 11,950 7,000 18,950
LA City Soto St. Complete Streets, Multnomah-Mission 26,330 26,330
LA County USC Medical Center Mobility Improvements 9,432| 17,872 27,304
Subtotal Amendments 11,950 42,762 17,872 72,584
Proposed New Projects
Bus Acquisition #3 200,633 200,633
Planning, Programming & Monitoring 8,630 4,270| 12,900
Subtotal New Projects 209,263| 4,270| 213,533
NET NEW PROGRAMMING 2,267| 1,017| 209,263 4,270| 216,817

2024 Regional Transportation Improvement Program




Attachment B

2024 LA County RTIP Project Descriptions

The following project descriptions are provided to give an overview of existing,
amended, and new projects in the proposed 2024 RTIP. Additional project detail and
performance information will be included in the 2024 RTIP submittal to the CTC.

The SR-71 North Segment has funds programmed in FY 24 for construction to
convert SR-71 between Mission Boulevard and the I-10 from a four-lane
expressway to an eight-lane freeway, inclusive of two High Occupancy Vehicle
lanes. Once complete, it will provide continuous improvements over 4 miles of
the corridor.

The Multimodal Mobility Improvements (SR-138 Segment 4) project currently has
funds programmed in FY 25 which will be amended to FY 26 for construction of
sidewalks, curb ramps, traffic calming measures, traffic signal, drainage
improvements, and bike lanes on SR-138 in Littlerock from 70" Street East to 0.1
miles east of 77" Street East.

The SR-138 Segment 13 has funds programmed in FY 24 for construction on
SR-138 and SR-18 of two travel lanes in each direction and a direct connector
from eastbound SR-138 to eastbound SR-18 on embankment. The completion of
this segment will help complete approximately 17 miles of continuous
improvements over the corridor.

The LA City Soto Street Complete Streets, Multnomah-Mission project has funds
programmed in FY 27 which will be amended to FY 26 to add one lane on Soto
Street between Multnomah Street and North Mission Road; widen existing
sidewalks; construct Class Il bike lane in both directions; and install pedestrian
lighting, a new striped median, and shoulders on both sides of the street. The
2024 RTIP proposes to amend programming to increase the funds to the original
2022 RTIP request amount.

The LA County USC Medical Center Mobility Improvements project has funds
programmed in FY 26 for design and FY 27 for construction of multimodal
corridor improvements along Valley Boulevard which may include active
transportation safety and accessibility enhancements as well as additional
necessary infrastructure upgrades along Valley Boulevard. The 2024 RTIP
proposes to amend programming to increase the funds to the original 2022 RTIP
request amount.

The East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor — Southern Segment has funds
programmed in FY 24 for construction of 6.7 miles of Light Rail Transit service in
the eastern San Fernando Valley along Van Nuys Boulevard.



e The Buses Project #2 has funds programmed in FY 25 for a bus and bus
infrastructure project. This project supports the ongoing fleet replacement and
upgrading required to support Metro’s bus operations and ensure Metro’s fleet is
in a state of good repair. The project scope includes 58 zero-emission buses
(ZEBs), as well as possible bus chargers and charging infrastructure.

e Bus Acquisition #3 is a new project proposed for funding in FY 28. The project
supports ongoing fleet replacement and transition to ZEBs. The project scope will
include 100 ZEBs.

e Planning, Programming, and Monitoring (PPM) funds are currently programmed
in FY 25 through FY 27 for Metro planning activities. The 2024 RTIP proposes
programming new PPM funds in FY 28 and FY 29.
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Recommendation

APPROVE the programming of up to $216,817,000
in Regional Transportation Improvement Program

funds to the proposed projects and the program
amendments shown in Attachment A.

@ Metro



Background

County RTIPs are 75% of the State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP):

* Every two years, Metro prepares and approves the RTIP
for LA County.

 The 2024 RTIP programs the county’s RTIP formula
shares for the period from FY 25 through FY 29.

* The California Transportation Commission (CTC) adopts
the LA County RTIP through its 2024 STIP process.

@ Metro



2024 RTIP Programming Priorities

Consistent with Evaluative Criteria Framework:

* Funding Program Alignment/Readiness

* Low Risk Tolerance for Use of Formula Funds

* Transportation Equity and Geographic Balance

 Consistentwith Board Policies and Directives, LRTP, and
RTP

@ Metro



RTIP Capacity

Adopted Adopted Proposed
2020 RTIP 2022 RTIP 2024 RTIP
SO SO $216,817,000
County Shares County Shares County Shares
$46,340,000 $57,034,000 SO
Max Target Advance  Max Target Advance  Max Target Advance
(from future shares) (from future shares) (from future shares)

@ Metro



Proposed 2024 RTIP

Proposed Programming Prior | FY25 | FY26 | FY27 | FY 28 | FY 29 | Total
Prior Pregramming, No Amendments
SR 71 (North Segment) 20,000 20,000
SR 138 Segment 13 75,100 75,100
Planning, Programming & Monitoring 2836 3425 3342 3342 12 945
East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project 202 139 202 139
Buses Project #2 40 749 40 749
Subtotal No Amendments 300,075 44,174| 3,342 3,342 350,933
Amendments to Schedule/Funding
Multimodal Mobility Improvements (SR. 138 Segment 4)| 11,950 7.000 18,950
LA City Soto 5t. Complete Streets, Multnomah-Mission 26,330 26,330
LA County USC Medical Center Mobility Improvements 9432 17872 27 304
Subtotal Amendments 11,950 42,762 17,872 72,584
Proposed New Projects
Bus Acquisition #3 200633 200633
Planning, Programming & Monitoring 8,6301 4270] 12900
Subtotal New Projects 209,263 4,270| 213,533
NET NEW PROGRAMMING 2,267 1,017| 209,263 4,270| 216,817

@ Metro
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PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING COMMITTEE
NOVEMBER 15, 2023

SUBJECT: SCAG DRAFT 2024 RTP/SCS AND RELATED COORDINATION UPDATE
ACTION: RECEIVE ORAL REPORT

RECOMMENDATION

RECEIVE oral report on coordination with the Southern California Association of Governments
(SCAG) on its release of the Draft 2024 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities
Strategy (RTP/SCS).

EQUITY PLATFORM

SCAG developed policies and priorities to address equity for the Draft 2024 RTP/SCS, including:

e The Regional Council adopted Resolution No. 20-623-2 on Racial and Social Justice, affirming
SCAG's commitment to meaningfully advance justice, equity, diversity, and inclusion, and
establishing the Special Committee on Equity and Social Justice to advance social justice
throughout the agency.

e The Regional Council adopted the Racial Equity Early Action Plan to guide and sustain
SCAG’s regional leadership in service of equity and social justice. It reflects discussions and
feedback provided to the Special Committee on the definition of equity and overarching goals
and strategies to advance racial equity through SCAG'’s policies, practices, and activities.

e SCAG convened a subcommittee on Racial Equity and Planning to identify opportunities to
advance racial equity through the policies and strategies contained in their long-range
visioning plan Connect SoCal and guide how planning and investments over the next 30 years
can address and rectify the effects of racially discriminatory policies in SCAG’s environmental
justice communities.

Metro staff align the Long Range Transportation Plan (and any Short Range Transportation Plans)
with SCAG’s population assumptions for the RTP/SCS. However, Metro’s Equity Focus Communities
(EFCs) predate SCAG equity analysis efforts and provide a more targeted assessment of Los
Angeles County.

Prepared by: Rena Lum, Interim Deputy Executive Officer, Long-Range Planning, (213) 922-6963
Kalieh Honish, Executive Officer, Technical & Data Services, (213) 922-7109

Michael Cano, Executive Officer, Multimodal Integrated Planning (213) 418-3010
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Avital Barnea, Senior Executive Officer, Multimodal Integrated Planning, (213) 547-

4317
Ray Sosa, Deputy Chief Planning Officer, Countywide Planning & Development, (213)

547-4274

Reviewed by: James de la Loza, Chief Planning Officer, (213) 922-2920

Chief Executive Officer
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Our Role in the Region

Leadership Implementation Evaluation

SCAG works with local jurisdictions, Jurisdictions take action at the local level Measurement of implementation work
transportation commissions, state and to implement work that moves toward and outcomes acts as a benchmark on

[ L3
V|S|°n a nd Goa IS federal agencies and various stakeholder achieving this regional vision. progress toward achieving the vision.
groups to identify how we will work

together to achieve the regional vision.
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Connect SoCal is:

A Regional
Transportation
Plan/Sustainable

Communities Strategy

(RTP/SCS)




A “Continuing, Cooperative and Comprehensive” Approach

2021 2022 2023 2024

FOUNDATIONS AND
FRAMEWORKS

Plan development included many steps including:
90+ Working Group and Technical Advisory Committee meetings
3,600+ public outreach survey responses
Input solicited from County Transportation Commissions for Plan Project List

Input solicited from local jurisdictions for Forecasted Regional Development Pattern
100+ Staff Reports to SCAG's Policy Committees and Regional Council




The Region
in 2050

61% of planned for
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Draft and Final Plan Timeline

e SCAG Regional Council
Draft Plan Release ® SCAG Regional Council

¢ Draft Plan Public Review & P'EIRI Clertification alnd
Comment Period Final Plan Approva

Elected Official Briefings &
Public Hearings

Public Comment Periods Close
January 12, 2024

Draft PEIR Public Review
& Comment Period

e SCAG Regional Council
Draft PEIR Release

2023 2024
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PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING COMMITTEE
NOVEMBER 15, 2023

SUBJECT: METRO ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION STRATEGIC PLAN UPDATE
ACTION: APPROVE RECOMMENDATIONS

RECOMMENDATION

CONSIDER:
A. ADOPTING the Active Transportation Strategic Plan Update;

B. AUTHORIZING the CEO to release the solicitation for Cycle 2 of the Metro Active Transport,
Transit, and First/Last Mile Grant Program; and

C APPROVING Metro’s policies for Cycle 7 of the State Active Transportation Program.

ISSUE

The Active Transportation Strategic Plan (ATSP) Update
<https://www.dropbox.com/sh/md1lj8rikay62s5/AAA6a0 IAFBki1C2jAigDChWa/2023%20Active%
20Transportation%20Strateqic%20Plan%20(ATSP)?dI=0&subfolder nav_tracking=1> (see
Attachment A for Executive Summary) will serve as Metro’s overall strategy for planning and funding
active transportation infrastructure and programs in Los Angeles County. The ATSP Update
demonstrates Metro’s ongoing commitment to improving mobility in the region for people who walk,
bike, roll, and take transit and creating safer streets that benefit all roadway users. This ATSP Update
reflects new agencywide policies, programs, and plans adopted since the 2016 plan and is an
opportunity to better address challenges and barriers for the most vulnerable roadway users.

BACKGROUND

Metro’s first ATSP was adopted in 2016. The ATSP is aligned to the 5-year funding cycle of the Metro
Active Transport, Transit, and First/Last Mile (MAT) Grant Program, which is a key mechanism for the
agency to fund and implement the regional active transportation network identified in the ATSP. Cycle
1 of the MAT Program funded improvements in 11 First/Last Mile (FLM) areas and 24 miles of
bikeways that are consistent with the 2016 ATSP network (see Attachment B). Cycle 2 of the MAT
Program will advance the implementation of projects that are consistent with the updated network
identified in the ATSP Update.
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In addition to renewing goals and objectives, the ATSP Update develops countywide performance
measures and calculates baseline conditions for future assessment. The ATSP Update also refines
the regional active transportation network identified in the 2016 ATSP, with the updated network
consisting of 602 first/last mile (FLM) areas, over 1,400 miles of regional bikeways, as well as 81
newly identified pedestrian districts. Further, the ATSP Update prioritizes the regional active
transportation network to identify areas that should be the focus of early implementation. In addition
to the updated plan, three online tools, consisting of the Interactive StoryMap
<https://storymaps.arcgis.com/stories/cd9f96af92f84ab3920b9bdfbe3fd7d8>, First/Last Mile Existing
Conditions Dashboard <https://lametro.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?
id=31d2b87453ee4b46bd50b66a21b3341e>, and Bikeway Benefits Dashboard
<https://public.tableau.com/app/profile/lametro/viz/MetroATSPDashboard/ATSPBenefits>, were
developed to support community members and agency staff on grant proposals and other
implementation activities.

DISCUSSION

Effective walking, bicycling, and rolling infrastructure are critical elements to facilitate first/last mile
connectivity to Metro’s extensive transit network. A high-quality, safe, low-stress regional active
transportation network also provides more transportation options and improves mobility. However,
Metro often does not own or operate key elements of the public right-of-way associated with
pedestrian and bicycle facilities. The ATSP Update develops a cohesive active transportation strategy
for Los Angeles County and identifies opportunities for Metro to support local jurisdictions as they
build out a high-quality, safe, and well-connected network of regional bikeways, along with active
transportation improvements near priority transit facilities that support safe access to the regional
transit system. The ATSP Update adds a new designation of pedestrian districts across the county to
support projects that will make walking safer and more comfortable for those accessing key
destinations.

The ATSP Update emphasizes the efficient management of Measure M resources, which provides
Metro’s first dedicated, ongoing funding source for active transportation. The ATSP Update also
reflects Metro’s Equity Platform, which aims to address disparities in access to opportunity. Further,
the updated plan improves competitiveness at the local and regional level for grant funding sources
such as the state Active Transportation Program.

Implementation Strategy

A significant addition to this updated ATSP is an implementation strategy intended to manage and
align Metro activities and resources in support of achieving the overall ATSP vision, while
continuously monitoring and adapting activities in response to lessons learned from prior and
ongoing active transportation efforts. Of note, the strategy acknowledges and addresses that the
2016 plan predated Measure M, which provided for Metro’s first dedicated active transportation
funding stream. Key strategy points include:

e Goal setting to measure progress and course-correct, if necessary;
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e Emphasis on efficiency; and
e Better alignment with partners, especially municipalities.

The strategy further describes that Metro is most effective in supporting delivery of active
transportation infrastructure as a funder and in leading planning and early concept design work.
Partner agencies that own and maintain the public right-of-way are better suited to lead project
delivery, operations and maintenance. Finally, the strategy describes actions and next steps,
including integrating project delivery and partnership models in the upcoming Cycle 2 solicitation for
the Metro Active Transport, Transit, and First/Last Mile (MAT) Grant Program.

MAT Program Cycle 2

The recommended action includes authorization for staff to develop and release a solicitation for the
second cycle of the MAT Program. The solicitation seeks project proposals for consideration to
receive funds from $75 million in Measure M funds available for programming in fiscal years 2026 to
2030. Staff anticipates releasing the solicitation in mid-2024. Staff will return to the Board to approve
and program projects selected for funding.

As with the first funding cycle (fiscal years 2021 to 2025), the ATSP Update guides project eligibility
and priorities for Cycle 2 of the MAT Program. Prospective project leads will be invited to submit
Letters of Interest based on locations identified as part of the regional network and will be evaluated
based on the prioritization in the ATSP. Other factors and selection criteria, including strength of
project partnerships and support and alignment with other Metro plans and policies (such as the
Street Safety Policy or adopted FLM plans) will be developed in a collaborative process with
stakeholders including local agencies, advocacy groups, and others.

ATP Cycle 7 Policies

The recommended action includes approval of Metro’s policies for Cycle 7 of the State Active
Transportation Program (ATP) (see Attachment C). ATP is a competitive state funding program to
encourage increased bicycling and walking. The State will award $555 million over fiscal years 2026
to 2029 for ATP Cycle 7. The Board’s approval of ATP policies for the past six cycles has allowed
Metro to provide grant writing services to Metro project managers and local agencies to support the
development of strong applications that increase the likelihood of LA County’s collective success. In
coordination with the Southern California Association of Governments, Metro has selected projects
for funding from the Regional MPO Competition. ATP Cycle 7 represents an opportunity to update
Metro’s grant assistance and regional project selection policies to incentivize the delivery of projects
that align with ATP criteria and priorities, as well as Metro plans and priorities adopted since the last
ATP cycle, including the ATSP Update.

Community and Stakeholder Engagement

Community engagement was an essential input to defining the active transportation network and
ensuring projects were prioritized according to community needs. Community-based organizations
(CBOs), elected officials, Metro committee staff and key stakeholders provided an on-the-ground
perspective of needed improvements to
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walking, biking, and rolling in their community. Community engagement for the development of the
ATSP Update began in March 2022 and concluded in August 2023. Subregional agencies and cities
were engaged through a Technical Working Group to capture their insight on the unique
transportation issues and challenges facing each subregion. The Technical Working Group guided
Metro’s overall planning approach and reviewed draft plan components at each stage of the process.
In alignment with Metro’s CBO Partnering Strategy, the outreach program included a robust CBO
component to supplement community engagement in regions with higher concentrations of Equity
Focus Communities (EFCs) and higher rates of bicycle and pedestrian collisions. The project team
developed partnerships with three CBOs, including Streets Are For Everyone, Active SGV, and
Healthy Active Streets, to host events and solicit input from community members who are historically
underserved and underrepresented. Streets Are For Everyone led two engagement partnerships with
churches in South LA, connecting the ATSP Update to an older demographic that is often overlooked
in the planning and discussion of active transportation and mobility. Active SGV led two community
bike rides in the cities of El Monte and Pomona in which community members rode along the routes
on the ATSP Update’s regional bike network. These rides allowed community members to give first-
hand accounts and feedback on what would help them feel safer at precise points of the route.
Healthy Active Streets led mobility visioning workshops in the cities of Paramount and Long Beach.
Workshop participants were primarily high school and college-age students who often do not have a
driver’s license and rely on public transit and active transportation to get to school and other
activities.

More than 2,600 residents and stakeholders were engaged through 33 in-person community events
across all nine county subregions and more than 10 virtual community meetings. Printed factsheets,
surveys, and informational poster boards were available in English and Spanish at the in-person
events to inform community members and solicit feedback. The surveys were also distributed virtually
via Metro’s social media, The Source blog, emailed to the project mailing list, and shared with local
agency partners. Community members also identified approximately 100 locations in need of active
transportation investments through a virtual mapping tool. To address potential barriers to
participation, Spanish speakers were on-site at all events to assist community members and
comment cards were available for community members who preferred a non-digital medium to
submit comments. Each virtual meeting provided an opportunity for a break-out session organized by
subregion to allow for detailed discussion of local concerns. In addition, surveys on prioritization and
network development resulted in over 1,800 responses.

DETERMINATION OF SAFETY IMPACT

The ATSP will not have adverse safety impacts on employees and patrons. A key element of the
ATSP is to promote a transportation network that improves safety for all travelers. Local jurisdictions
are solely responsible for the design and implementation of projects.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

The approval of these recommendations will have a future financial impact once the future MAT
Cycle 2 solicitation and project evaluation process is complete. Following the future MAT Cycle 2
solicitation and project evaluation process, staff will bring a recommendation to the Board to program
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$75 million in Measure M funds to projects that are consistent with the 2023 ATSP.

Impact to Budget

Adopting the ATSP Update will have no impact to the budget.

Authorizing the CEO to release the solicitation for Cycle 2 of the MAT Program will have no impact to
the budget. The Cycle 2 grants and programming years will be approved by the Board at a later date.

Approving the ATP Cycle 7 policies will have no impact to the budget. Funds for grant assistance
have already been budgeted in the FY 2024 budget for Cost Center 4420 under Project 405510, Task
05.05.01. Since this is a multi-year program, the Cost Center Manager and Chief Planning Officer will
be responsible for budgeting in future years.

EQUITY PLATFORM

The ATSP Update elevated equity considerations at all stages of development. The goals and
objectives of the ATSP Update reflect Metro’s recently adopted and relevant plans, as well as input
from the Technical Working Group and community outreach. Metro’s Equity Platform, adopted after
the 2016 ATSP, articulates the agency’s commitment to incorporate equity into all facets of its work,
while Metro’s equity assessment tools, including the pilot Equity Planning and Evaluation Tool
(EPET), offer specific guidance on methods and considerations for evaluating impacts on equity. The
ATSP Update’s goals are centered on Equity, Safety and Comfort, Accessibility, Connectivity and
Sustainability, with each goal being supported by two to three objectives. The purpose of the Equity
goal is for low-income populations, communities of color and other vulnerable and underserved
people to have equitable access to safe and convenient active transportation options. A key objective
is to prioritize active transportation interventions in EFCs. As such, Equity is a key criterion for the
prioritization of the regional network to target future active transportation investments towards those
with the greatest needs in communities that have historically lacked investment.

Metro will advance the implementation of the regional network through discretionary funding
dedicated to active transportation, including the MAT Program, and through grant writing assistance
for the ATP. Cycle 2 of the MAT Program will continue to include an application process intended to
reduce barriers to entry, with targeted outreach and technical assistance planned for EFC areas and
small or low-resourced cities. Metro’s ATP Cycle 7 policies build upon and refine the ways the
existing policies prioritize equity in the selection of projects for technical assistance and ATP funds
from the MPO competition. The policies explicitly prioritize projects that will improve safety for people
walking, rolling, and riding transit; improve and create alternatives to driving; and support improved
health outcomes in EFCs..

IMPLEMENTATION OF STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS

The recommended action furthers Strategic Plan Goal #2: Outstanding trip experiences for all. Active
transportation projects facilitated by the ATSP will improve customers’ experiences by walking, biking,
or other rolling modes.
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ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

The Board could decide to delay or forgo the adoption of the ATSP Update. This alternative is not
recommended as it may result in the implementation of active transportation projects that are
inconsistent with Metro’s latest policies, programs, and plans, as well as jeopardize next steps for
grant programs that reference the ATSP Update.

The Board could elect not to adopt Metro’s policies for ATP Cycle 7. This alternative is not
recommended as it may impact the competitiveness of projects or result in the use of Metro’s Cycle 6
policies, which do not prioritize projects that overlap with EFC areas.

NEXT STEPS

Upon approval, staff will seek to advance the buildout of the regional active transportation network in
partnership with local jurisdictions through Metro’s limited but influential roles in funding and planning.
Funding sources for projects identified in the ATSP Update may include Measure M subregional or
highway funds, MAT Program, or ATP. Staff will develop a solicitation for Cycle 2 of the MAT Program
based on the network and prioritization in the ATSP Update. Staff will bring to the Board a
recommended program of projects to be funded through MAT Cycle 2 at the conclusion of that
process.

Staff will also release a solicitation for Letters of Interest for grant writing assistance for State ATP
Cycle 7 funding. Metro staff will evaluate and select grant assistance recipients on a rolling basis up
until February 2024. Grant writing will take place between March and June 2024.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A - ATSP Update Executive Summary
Attachment B - MAT Program Cycle 1 Project List
Attachment C - ATP Cycle 7 Policies

Prepared by: Cameron Palm, Principal Transportation Planner, Countywide Planning &

Development, (213) 547-4276

Shelly Quan, Manager, Countywide Planning & Development, (213) 547-4303

Jacob Lieb, Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development, (213) 547-4272
Peter Carter, Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development, (213) 922-
7480
Cory Zelmer, Deputy Executive Officer, Countywide Planning & Development,
(213) 922-1079
Allison Yoh, Executive Officer, Countywide Planning & Development, (213) 922-
4812
David Mieger, Senior Executive Officer, Countywide Planning & Development,
(213) 922-3040
Ray Sosa, Deputy Chief Planning & Development Officer, (213) 547-4274
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Reviewed by: James de la Loza, Chief Planning Officer, (213) 922-2920

Chief Executive Officer
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We’re planning ways to make it easier
@ to walk, bike and roll in LA County.
Metro

2023 Active Transportation Strategic Plan



Executive Summary

Metro is excited to present its updated 2023 Active
Transportation Strategic Plan (ATSP) to support the
development of a world-class transportation system in LA
County. The 2023 ATSP includes proposals for First/Last
Mile (FLM) improvement areas, regional bikeways and
pedestrian districts. The first ATSP was adopted in 2016 and
was prefaced by several Metro Board motions calling for the
agency’s proactive role in countywide active transportation.
This update of the ATSP is an opportunity to advance Metro’s
and other agencies’ policies related to climate, social equity
and sustainability that have been adopted in the years since
the 2016 ATSP.

The planning process included four key phases — Goals and
Objectives, Network Development, Implementation Strategies,
and Draft and Final Plan — each supported by rich community
engagement programs that included a total of seven Zoom
webinars and workshops attended by 336 participants, 33
in-person events across the nine LA County subregions, and
a community survey that garnered over 1,800 responses. In
addition, a Technical Working Group (TWG) was convened to
guide Metro’s overall planning approach and to review draft
plan components at each stage of the process.

Goals and Objectives (Chapter 3): The 2023 ATSP goals and
objectives reflect recently adopted and relevant plans, as well
as TWG input and outreach to the community. The 2023 ATSP
goals are centered on Equity, Safety and Comfort, Accessi-
bility, Connectivity and Sustainability, with each goal being
supported by two to three objectives. Finally, a comprehensive
set of performance measures is presented and will be tracked
periodically to assess the level of plan implementation over
time.

Network Development (Chapter 4): Three pillars of a compre-
hensive, planned active transportation network for LA County
are presented in the 2023 ATSP. The three pillars consist

of first/last mile areas, pedestrian districts and regional
bikeways. See Figures E-1 through E-3 on the following pages.

Implementation Strategies (Chapters 5 - 7): Several important
implementation strategies were developed as part of the
2023 ATSP, including prioritizing and phasing each of the
three networks, costing the networks, and inventorying grant
funding sources available for building the three networks.
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Figure E-1 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

2023 ATSP FLM AREAS
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Figure E-2
2023 ATSP PEDESTRIAN DISTRICTS

7__"

Metro Rail Lines A

0000E®

Metro Busways
6 )
Amtrak/Metrolink
Planned Metro Projects with
Locally Preferred Alternatives
I B W E Metro Projects Under
Construction
Pedestrian Districts

| I

Subject to Change 23-2284 ©2023 LACMTA

Source: CR Associates, 2023

13



Figure E-3

2023 ATSP REGIONAL BIKEWAYS
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Although 2022 EFCs are shown in this map, all analyses in this plan used 2019
EFCs, as this was the most recent data available at the time.



The three active transportation networks were prioritized
using criteria reflecting the ATSP goals. The table below

shows the eight prioritization criteria
areas, bikeway project segments and

used to rank the FLM
pedestrian districts. The

prioritized ordering of projects was used to categorize the
networks into tier 1, 2 and 3 projects with the first tier projects
being recommended for phase one implementation by Metro.

Table E-1
GENERAL DESCRIPTION
PRIORITIZATION CRITERIA

Equity

Safety and Comfort
Connectivity
Accessibility
Sustainability
Demand
Community Support

Project Readiness

Source: CR Associates, 2023

OF PRIORITIZATION CRITERIA

GENERAL DESCRIPTION

Targeting future active transportation investments towards those with the greatest needs
in communities that have historically lacked investment

Addressing high-injury locations by creating low-stress, high-quality facilities for safe
walking, biking and rolling

Prioritizing projects that close gaps in the existing active transportation networks or that
enhance the number of connections between key origins and destinations

Ensuring that future active transportation improvements connect to transit, job centers
and recreation spaces

Addressing climate change by improving active transportation options and transit access
to lessen transportation emissions in the most polluted communities

Propensity for existing walking, biking or rolling trips

Implementing bikeways and pedestrian improvements that are supported by local stake-
holders

Advancing implementation of bikeway projects that are part of an approved or adopted
local plan



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Table E-2
FLM COST ESTIMATES BY PHASED BUILDOUT

FLM COST FLM COST
FLM TOTAL COST BY TIER

Tier | $603,985,442 $120,037,142 $ 724,022,584
Tier Il $1,532,261,027 $307,984,837 $1,840,245,864
Tier 11l $17,584,925,983 $1,626,032,160 $19,210,958,143
Total $19,721,172,453 $2,054,054,139 $21,775,226,592

Source: CR Associates, 2023

Table E-3
PEDESTRIAN DISTRICT COST ESTIMATES BY PHASED BUILDOUT

PED DISTRICT COST PEDESTRIAN DISTRICT COST

(EXCLUDING OVERLAP WITH FLM) (INCLUDING OVERLAP WITH FLM)
Tier | $962,383,977 $1,716,301,771
Tier Il $655,380,745 $1,321,877,905
Tier 1l $4,619,313,791 $7,933,124,252
Total $6,237,078,513 $10,971,303,927

Source: CR Associates, 2023

Table E-4
BIKEWAY COST ESTIMATES BY PHASED BUILDOUT

BIKEWAY PROJECT COST BIKEWAY TOTAL COST BY TIER
(EXCLUDING OVERLAP WITH FLM) (INCLUDING OVERLAP WITH FLM)

Tier | $86,071,803 - $170,299,748 $193,358,527 - $383,151,156
Tier Il $224,112,175 - $445,205,140 $467,977,790 - $928,121,303
Tier 11l $3,643,294,421 - $7,229,078,552 $5,094,406,749 - $10,099,810,134
Total $3,953,478,399 - $7,844,583,439 $5,755:743,066 - $11,411,082,593

Source: CR Associates, 2023
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The total cost to build the entire network of FLM areas across
LA County is estimated at roughly $22 billion, while the total
cost to build out the network of roughly 89,000 acres of
pedestrian districts is estimated at roughly $11 billion. Finally,
the total cost to build out the complete network of 2023 ATSP
regional bikeways is estimated to range from roughly $3.8
billion to $7.5 billion.

Chapter 5 concludes with a summary of local, regional and
state grants that could be pursued by agencies in LA County
to assist with funding the implementation of the 2023 ATSP
networks.

Table E-5

In addition to the active transportation network recommen-
dations, two convenient online tools are being made available
to community members and agency staff in support of grant
proposals and other implementation activities. The tools

are 1) the First/Last Mile Dashboard which displays existing
condition characteristics for all 602 FLM areas across LA
County, and 2) the Active Transportation Benefits Dashboard
which calculates important indicators for inclusion in grant
proposals like bikeway project VMT reduction potential,
induced bike trips, and project related safety improvements.

Chapter 6 of the 2023 ATSP presents programmatic initiatives
for consideration by Metro and local agencies in LA County.
This chapter concludes with a summary of the estimated
benefits of implementing the complete ATSP regional bikeway
network.

Finally, Chapter 7 concludes with a discussion of an
overarching strategy for implementing the active transpor-
tation networks proposed in this plan, with a particular focus
on implementation of the highest priority Tier 1 projects in the
near-terms which are estimated to cost about $1.9 billion.

COUNTYWIDE BENEFITS OF 2023 ATSP REGIONAL BIKEWAY IMPLEMENTATION

BENEFIT DAILY BENEFIT ANNUAL BENEFIT ESTIMATE

Travel and Safety Benefits
Bicycle Trips

Bicycle Miles Traveled

Vehicle Miles Travelled

Change in Bicycle Collisions
Environmental Benefits
Greenhouse Gas Emissions (metric tons CO2e)
Gallons of Fuel Consumed

Air Pollution Costs

Household and Health Benefits
Total Vehicle Operating Costs

Health care and Mortality Costs

Source: Cambridge Systematic, 2023

+123,393 +45,038,493
+293,676 +107,191,613
138,028 -50,380,613
52% 52%
-46.71 -17,051
-5,250 -1,916,109
-$1,932 -$705,321
-$76,396 -$27,884,457
-$23,494 - $8,747,329
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Recommended Program of Projects

Attachment B
MAT Program Cycle 1
Program Category Number of Submitted Applications Funded Total Project Requests AMOUNT RECOMMENDED
Active Transportation Corridors 9 5 $ 53,604,075 $ 31,550,000
First/Last Mile Locations 19 11 $ 49,126,131 $ 31,549,999

Total Funding Mark $ 102,730,206 $ 63,099,999



Recommended Program of Projects - Active Transportation Corridors Attachment B

Award List

1 Los Angeles - Avalon/MLK/Gage

The proposed project would connect South LA residents to jobs and transit through the implementation of safe walking and biking infrastructure on Gage Ave, MLK Blvd, and Avalon Blvd. This pedestrian and bicycle-friendly network of streets
would connect one of the City’s largest employment hubs, the Goodyear Tract, with Metro’s E and J Lines near USC.

2 Commerce Huntington Park, Bell, LACPW Randolph

The Randolph Corridor AT Project provides high quality mobility improvements to the residents and businesses of disadvantaged communities within unincorporated Florence-Firestone and the Cities of Commerce, Bell, Huntington Park (HP)
and Maywood. The project provides a health benefit via the bicycle lane/trail for 7.03 miles, connecting to the LA River and other destinations. This project will provide improvements via an equitable planning process. The features that are
technically & politically feasible, which will be prioritized, and quantified to design and construct, via this funding request.

3 Redondo Beach LACPW, Lawndale Redondo Beach Blvd

The Cities of Redondo Beach and Lawndale along with the Los Angeles County Public Works propose to install improved and new Bike and Pedestrian Facilities along Redondo Beach Boulevard/Ripley Avenue from Flagler Lane on the west
to the Dominguez Channel Greenway on the east. The total length of this segment is 3.3 miles. The improvements will include a series of access, safety, and infrastructure enhancements for walking and biking. This project will provide a
cohesive network that will encourage active transportation modes and allow users to connect to transit facilities, educational facilities, parks, retail stores, job centers and residential neighborhoods. The project supports the goals of the Active
Transportation Strategic Plan and will enhance safety by implementing pedestrian improvements by removing barriers to access and correct unsafe conditions by reconstructing curb ramps and sidewalks to meet ADA requirements.

4 Monterey Park Montebello, LACPW, Rosemead 1st-Riggin-Portrero Grande

The proposed project proposes to expand alternative modes of travel by increasing existing bicycle transportation network and enhancing pedestrian facilities. These measures will increase connectivity between homes, jobs, public transit,
schools and recreational resources for a variety of road users in unincorporated South San Gabriel, Cities of Monterey Park, Montebello, and Rosemead. The proposed bike facilities will extend and provide continuity and a connection to the
existing bicycle facilities along Riggin St and to the future bicycle lanes along 1st St in East Los Angeles part of the Metro Gold Line Eastside Access Phase Il project. This project will provide greater accessibility and mobility for pedestrians,
cyclists, and transit users providing safe, productive alternative modes of travel.

5 South Pasadena - Huntington-Main/Fremont

The proposed project will improve overall circulation for vehicle, pedestrian, bus, and bicycle traffic along two major, high volume corridors, within the City. It will focus efforts on a broad range of individuals, thereby impacting the most diverse
array of user groups, to improve overall equity, safety, and mobility, in City transportation solutions. The Huntington-Main Corridor is the focus of this project to improve 1.5 miles of this corridor, along with the connecting, Fremont corridor from
Alhambra Road to Columbia Street. The proposed project seeks to upgrade both corridors to better serve the community and eliminate existing and potential conflict areas by; upgrading ADA paths of travel, implementing master-plan bicycle
concepts, improving intersection functionality, and providing a safe transition between corridors.

TOTAL $ 31,550,000
Waitlist
6 Los Angeles - Slauson

The Slauson Corridor Project will address crucial gaps in infrastructure not currently met by existing projects. Funding the Slauson Corridor Project will leverage improvements from the R2R project that will enhance safety, mobility, and
connectivity for jobs, transit, schools, retail and parks providing opportunities for upward mobility in a historically underserved community.

TOTAL $ 8,000,000
Ineligible Projects
- Lancaster - Sierra Highway
- Los Angeles - Broadway/Manchester/Vermont
- Paramount - WSAB Phase 3

NOTES:
All projects will be led by local sponsors; any changes in project roles will require written concurrence from all project partners.
Annual programmed amounts for projects are estimated and may be revised depending upon individual project needs and Measure M funding availability, without changing total programmed amounts for projects.



Recommended Program of Projects - First/Last Mile Attachment B

Award List

1 City of Los Angeles - Hollywood/Highland

This project aims to improve pedestrian and bicycling connections to the Hollywood/Highland B Line Stations in Hollywood. The project proposes improvements to the Hollywood Walk of Fame, one of the world’s most well-known and
frequented destinations, into a more vibrant, pleasant, and pedestrian-friendly boulevard that provides for better connectivity and a safer experience for all users. Potential treatments include bus shelters, wayfinding, raised
crosswalks, streets furniture, and more near the Highland station. The project will also fund design development for a larger portion of the Hollywood Walk of Fame Concept Plan.

2  City of Los Angeles - Hollywood/Vine

Same project description as above, for the Hollywood/Vine B Line station area.

3 Los Angeles County - East LA Civic Center

This project will improve access for pedestrians and cyclists to the L Line East Los Angeles Civic Center station. The project includes designing and implementing pedestrian and bicycle facility enhancements within a half mile of the
station.

4  City of Los Angeles - LAX-Aviation

LAX/Aviation MAT projects will improve pedestrian and wheeled access to the C Line (Green) and future LAX/Crenshaw Line transfer station. These improvements will include possible projects such as enhanced crosswalks, bulb-
outs, wayfinding, and bicycle facilities.

5 Santa Monica - Olympic/26th

This project, located at the intersection adjacent to and the blocks immediately north of the 26th St/Bergamot Station on the E Line (Expo), will improve missing crosswalk facilities for riders traveling to and from the station. In
addition, the project will add and enhance a partial bike route to the station that will connect to a key east-west bicycling corridor.

6  City of Los Angeles - Sepulveda OL

This project will improve safety, access, and mobility to the Sepulveda station on the G Line (Orange). Potential improvements may include but are not limited to, the sidewalk, crosswalks, curb ramps, curb extensions, street trees,
bike facility, bike signal, bike parking, bus shelter, safety lighting, and wayfinding.

7  Los Angeles County - Slauson

This project will construct access, safety, and infrastructure enhancements for pedestrians within a half mile of the A Line Slauson Station based on Metro's Blue Line First/Last Mile Plan: A Community-Based Process and Plan
(March 2018). The goal of this project is to improve pedestrian access to and from the station and to encourage active modes of transportation and the use of public transit.

8 City of Los Angeles - Western/Slauson

This project will improve safety and access to bus stops at the intersection of Western Ave. and Slauson Ave. Improvements may include, but are not limited to, crosswalks, curb ramps, sidewalk extensions and bulbouts, street
trees, lighting, wayfinding, and bicycle facilities. The project site overlaps with part of the Active Transportation Rail to River Corridor, providing an opportunity to also safely connect more riders to active transportation options.

9 Culver City Los Angeles Culver City

This project, jointly developed with Culver City and the City of Los Angeles, will improve pedestrian and bicycle access to the Culver City E line station. Elements include a physically separated cycle track and pedestrian
improvements along Washington Blvd, and other facilities along Venice, Robertson, and National Blvds.

10 Long Beach - Downtown LB (6th Street)

The 6 St project will reconfigure an existing through street to add a protected bike lane and pedestrian safety features, such as cross walks and bulb-outs. The project extent leads directly to the 5th Street Station on the A Line (Blue),
and is blocks from the nearby Pacific Station.

11 West Hollywood - Santa Monica/La Brea

This project will improve pedestrian safety and access to bus stops near the intersection of Santa Monica Blvd and La Brea Avenue. Some elements include pedestrian-level lighting, bulbouts, median islands, crosswalk
enhancements, and in-road warning lights.

$ 31,549,999



Recommended Program of Projects - First/Last Mile Attachment B

Waitlist
12 Los Angeles County - Florence
This g)roject would improve pedestrian access and safety within a half mile of the A Line Florence Station, implemeting improvements based on Metro's Blue Line First/Last Mile Plan: A Community-Based Process and Plan (March
2018).
i3 Los Angeles Van Nuys/Vanowen
The project proposes first/last mile imrpovements such as crosswalks, curb ramps, curb extensions, and bicycle facilities to enhance connections to bus stops at Van Nuys and Vanowen Blvds, as well as the Van Nuys Metrolink rail
station. The project would also look to improve safety for riders connecting to the G Line (Orange) at Van Nuys Blvd.
14 West Hollywood Fountain (Hayworth-Harper)
This project would improve pedestrian safety on Fountain Ave. between Hayworth Ave. and Harper Ave. Treatments include bulb-outs, medians, and crosswalks with in-road warning lights.
15 West Hollywood Santa Monica Bl-Greenacre
This project would improve pedestrian safety by installing in-road warning lights at the intersection of Santa Monica Bl and Greenacre Ave.
16 West Hollywood Fairfax
The project would address safety by implementing pedestrian-scale lighting, leading pedestrian intervals at intersections, in-road warning lights, crosswalks, and improved bicycle amenities.
17 West Hollywood Santa Monica Bl-Poinsettia
This project would improve pedestrian safety by installing in-road warning lights at the intersection of Santa Monica Bl and Poinsettia Place.
18 West Hollywood Santa Monica Bl-Hayworth
This project would improve pedestrian safety by installing in-road warning lights at the intersection of Santa Monica Bl and Hayworth Ave.
TOTAL $ 8,000,000

Ineligible Projects
- Los Angeles - Lincoln/Cypress

NOTES:
Annual programmed amounts for projects are estimated and may be revised depending upon individual project needs and Measure M funding availability, without changing total programmed amounts for projects.
Phase Lead as indicated are tentative and subject to change. Any change from what is shown requires written concurrence from all project partners.



Attachment B - ATP Cycle 7 Policies

ATP Grant Assistance Priorities

Metro has provided grant writing services to Metro project managers and local agencies
for the past six cycles to support the development of strong applications that increase
the likelihood of LA County’s collective success. To date, the California Transportation
Commission (CTC) has awarded LA County projects approximately $1 billion. Almost
50% of the awarded funds are for projects that received Metro grant assistance. In
October 2021, the Metro Board adopted the ATP Cycle 6 Priorities Framework to guide
the allocation of Metro’s grant-writing assistance (File ID 2021-0587). Table 1 shows the
existing framework.

Table 1. ATP Cycle 6 Grant Assistance Priorities

Requirement: Project sponsor must have an adopted Complete Streets Policy or other
qualifying document

Percentage Set-asides:

e 75% of overall grant assistance directed to first/last mile projects sponsored by
Metro and other local jurisdictions

e 25% of overall grant assistance to other state ATP-eligible projects that help
implement the Metro Active Transportation Strategic Plan

Priorities if requests for grant assistance exceed available resources:

e Priority will first be assigned to projects located within Metro Equity Focus
Communities (EFCs)

e Second priority to projects that are sponsored by agencies that can clearly
demonstrate resource/technical limitations that would hinder submission of a
complete and competitive grant application

For ATP Cycle 7 Metro staff proposes a new framework to help implement active
transportation-related policies and plans adopted by the Metro Board in the past couple
years — including the 2023 Active Transportation Strategic Plan (ATSP) requesting
consideration in this board report — while also ensuring selected projects are
competitive against state ATP criteria. The proposed framework is shown in Table 2.
Major changes between the ATP Cycle 6 and 7 frameworks include:

¢ Elimination of percentage set-asides for first/last mile projects and other projects
that implement the Metro ATSP. Eliminating the percentage set-asides will



simplify the project selection process and provide flexibility to serve broader
range of ATP-eligible projects that may not strictly fit into those two set-aside
categories. The framework upholds priority for first/last mile projects and projects
that implement the ATSP.

e Prioritization for projects that overlap with Metro EFCs. The proposed Cycle 7
framework would evaluate a projects’ overlap with EFCs as part of the regular
evaluation process, rather than only in the situation that requests for grant
assistance exceed capacity.

e Prioritization for projects that overlap with one of the ATP’s definitions for
disadvantaged communities. This formalizes an evaluation criterion Metro staff
has always applied to assess a project’s competitiveness for the ATP. The ATP
defines disadvantaged communities in the following ways:

o Median Household Income: less than 80% of the statewide median

o CalEnviroScreen: top 25% of California communities

o National School Lunch Program: at least 75% of public-school students in
the project area eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals

o Healthy Places Index: the 25™ percentile or less of California communities

o Native American Tribal Lands: located within Federally Recognized Tribal
Lands or submitted by a Federally Recognized Tribal Government

o Regional Definition: Communities of Concern identified in SCAG’s 2020
Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategies

e Prioritization for projects that improve a location identified in an adopted safety
plan, policy, or framework such as Vision Zero, High Injury Network, or Local
Roadway Safety Plan. The intent is for projects to be informed by safety data and
analysis of where death and serious injuries are occurring within the local
jurisdiction. This priority is consistent with the objectives of Metro’s Street Safety,
Data Sharing, and Collaboration Policy adopted by the Board in June 2022 (File
#: 2022-0340).

e Addition of ineligible projects. Projects that include Conventional Class Il bike
routes as the main bike component are not competitive in the ATP and were
ineligible in Metro’s Call for Projects program.
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Table 2. ATP Cycle 7 Grant Assistance Priorities

Requirement: Project sponsor must have an adopted Complete Streets Policy or
other qualifying document

Priorities:

e Projects from a Metro Board-adopted First/Last Mile plan

e Projects that are within a first/last mile area, pedestrian district*, or regional
bikeway identified in the 2023 ATSP

e Projects that improve a location identified in an adopted safety plan, policy,
or framework such as Vision Zero, High Injury Network, or Local Roadway
Safety Plan

e Projects overlapping with Metro EFCs

e Projects overlapping with ATP-defined disadvantaged communities

e Projects that have completed environmental and final design phases

*Projects within a pedestrian district must also overlap with Metro EFCs or ATP-
defined disadvantaged communities

Ineligible:

e Projects with bike components that are primarily conventional Class Il Bike
Routes (sharrows and “bike route” signs)

Regional Competition Scoring Method

The CTC administers the ATP in sequential competitions. All LA County candidate
projects not awarded funding through the initial Statewide Competition are next
considered in the Regional MPO Competition. ATP statute requires the Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG) to select projects in consultation with its
member counties, and to select projects that are consistent with local and regional
plans. SCAG accomplishes this by combining points assigned by counties through their
county-level project selection methods with points from the Statewide Competition score
for each ATP project application. The project selection scoring method must outline how
a county will augment each project’s Statewide Competition score by up to 20 additional
points based on consistency with regional/local plans.

Table 3 shows the ATP Cycle 6 scoring method (File #: 2019-0671).
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Table 3. ATP Cycle 6 Scoring Method Points

Project sponsor must have an adopted Complete Streets Policy or other qualifying
document in order to be considered for any points.

A. Equity Focus Communities 3

Consistency with Local/Regional Plans — Regional Plans
e lLeverages Measure M 1
¢ Implements the Active Transportation Strategic Plan

and/or
Consistency with Local/Regional Plans — project has robust
community support 1
C. Bonus for First/Last Mile 5
Total (Up to) 10

For ATP Cycle 7, Metro staff proposes modifications to the scoring method to clarify
criteria for consistency with local and regional plans, including adding active
transportation-related policies and plans adopted by the Metro Board in the past couple
years — including the 2023 Active Transportation Strategic Plan (ATSP).

The proposed scoring method for ATP Cycle 7 is shown in Table 4.
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Table 4. ATP Cycle 7 Scoring Method

Points

qualifying document in order to be considered for any points.

Requirement: Project sponsor must have an adopted Complete Streets Policy or other

A. Project overlaps with Metro Equity Focus Communities

B. Consistency with Local/Regional Plans and Policies

e Project is within a first/last mile area, pedestrian district*, or
regional bikeway identified in the 2023 ATSP

e Project improves a location identified in an adopted safety
plan, policy, or framework such as Vision Zero, High Injury
Network, or Local Roadway Safety Plan

e Project leverages Measure M Expenditure Plan dollars from a
Major Project or Multi-Year Subregional Program

Upto 3

C. Project has completed or describes a plan for project-specific
community engagement

D. Project is from a Metro Board-adopted first/last mile plan

Total (Up to)

10
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Active Transportation Strategic Plan Update
Planning & Programming Committee

File 2023-0516

November 15, 2023



Recommendation

Consider:

A.
B.

Adopting the Active Transportation Strategic Plan Update.

Authorizing the CEO to release the solicitation for Cycle 2
of the Metro Active Transport, Transit, and First/Last Mile
Grant Program.

Approving Metro’s policies for Cycle 7 of the State Active
Transportation Program.



Plan Overview

> First update of 2016 plan
* Reflect Metro’s latest policies, programs, and plans,
including Equity Platform
* Introduce and efficiently manage Measure M resources
* Improve competitiveness for external grant funding
> Defines and prioritizes regional active oo
transportation network
* 602 First/Last Mile Areas %% =
e 81 Pedestrian Districts (new element) —\
* 1,433 mi of Regional Bikeways

> Defines roles/responsibilities and guides %

implementation
 Metro provides technical and planning support
e Localjurisdictions to design, implement, operate, and
@ maintain facilities



Key Plan Elements

> Goals and Objectives

> Regional Active Transportation
Network

> Network Prioritization
> Cost Estimates and Funding
> Best Practices and Plan Benefits

> Implementation Strategy

We're planning ways to make it easier
to walk, bike and roll in LA County.

Metl’O 2023 Active Transportation Strategic Plan




New Content

> Pedestrian Districts for targeted pedestrian improvements near
opportunity centers and key destinations

> Network Prioritization to identify highest need areas for near-
term implementation of projects

> Implementation Strategy for efficient regional network buildout

> Interactive Platforms to enhance access to plan resources for
planning, communications, and grant assistance

* StoryMap
* First/Last Mile Existing Conditions Dashboard
e Bikeway Benefits Dashboard
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https://storymaps.arcgis.com/stories/cd9f96af92f84ab3920b9bdfbe3fd7d8
https://lametro.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=31d2b87453ee4b46bd50b66a21b3341e
https://public.tableau.com/views/MetroATSPDashboard/ATSPBenefits?:language=en-GB&:display_count=n&:origin=viz_share_link

> Develop and release Cycle 2 grant
solicitation for Metro Active Transport,
Transit, and First/Last Mile (MAT) Program

* Facilitate implementation of ATSP regional
network

e S75 million to be awarded
for programming from FY26-29
> Administer grant assistance for Cycle 7 of
State's Active Transportation Program
(ATP)
* Improve competitiveness in securing

funding from $555 million to be available
from FY26-29

M, 6




Los Angeles County
MetrO Metropolitan Transportation
Authority
One Gateway Plaza
@ 3rd Floor Board Room
B B r R Los Angeles, CA
Metro oard Report
File #: 2023-0592, File Type: Informational Report Agenda Number: 8.

PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING COMMITTEE
NOVEMBER 15, 2023

EXECUTIVE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE
NOVEMBER 16, 2023

SUBJECT: THE LONG BEACH-EAST LA (FORMERLY I-710 SOUTH) CORRIDOR MOBILITY
INVESTMENT PLAN

ACTION: RECEIVE AND FILE

RECOMMENDATION

RECEIVE AND FILE report on the status of the Long Beach-East LA (formerly 1-710 South) Corridor
Task Force progress, draft Corridor Mobility Investment Plan, and original I1-710 South Corridor
Project.

ISSUE

This report provides an update on the development of the Draft LB-ELA Corridor Mobility Investment
Plan (CMIP) that will be published in January 2024, along with an update to the Board on the
progress made by the Task Force since the June 2023 meeting.

This report also provides an update on the status of the “No Build” conclusion to the original I-710
South Corridor Project Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) and
grant activities supporting a LB-ELA Corridor project that was part of the Board-approved Pre-
Investment Plan Opportunity.

BACKGROUND

In May 2021, the Metro Board approved a motion to suspend further work to advance the current 710
S Corridor Project EIR/EIS. The motion also directed staff to collaborate with a variety of
stakeholders to conduct outreach and develop a funding plan in order to advance a revised Early
Action Program that includes projects that can be advanced separately from mainline 710 South
infrastructure improvements and to identify additional locally-supported projects to enhance mobility
along the 710 South Corridor.

As a result, staff initiated the LB-ELA (formerly 1-710 South) Corridor Task Force in September 2021
to re-engage local impacted communities and stakeholders to develop a set of recommendations for
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Metro investment in multimodal projects and programs that would take the place of the original I-710
South Corridor Project, for which the Board suspended the environmental process and then took
action to replace its original Locally Preferred Alternative 5C with Alternative 1, the “No Build”
Alternative.

Staff convened a Task Force that included local jurisdictions, community advocates, and stakeholders
representing goods movement, business, labor, public health, and air quality. Staff worked with the
Task Force to establish the advisory Community Leadership Committee (CLC) that comprises local
residents and related working groups to articulate the values of the communities and stakeholders
within the corridor to guide the development of the LB-ELA CMIP. Based on this input, the Board
approved the corridor Vision, Goals, and Guiding Principles at its September 2022 meeting.

With this foundation in place, staff launched the next phase of the Task Force’s workplan by
conducting extensive community engagement and stakeholder outreach to develop the Task Force’s
Initial List of Multimodal Strategies, Projects, and Programs (MSPPs). At the June 2023 Planning and
Programming Committee, staff presented an overview of this process and the framework for
generating the evaluation criteria that would be used to determine each of the MSPPs alignment with
the Vision, Goals, and Guiding Principles.

Since June 2023, staff has led the Task Force and CLC, in joint and separate meetings to develop
the evaluative criteria, receive feedback, and present on how the criteria were applied to the MSPPs.
Staff has recently worked with the technical team to combine these results with additional factors and
criteria to identify candidate projects and programs to be included in the Draft CMIP for consideration
of Board investment.

DISCUSSION

The Draft CMIP will feature an overarching, multimodal, community-driven, and regionally significant
transportation vision and investment strategy for the LB-ELA Corridor in response to the Board’s
direction in May 2021 to re-engage community and corridor stakeholders to develop a new approach
to investing Measure R and M funding intended for the I-710 South Corridor. This investment strategy
will be aligned with and advance the Vision, Goals, and Guiding Principles as developed by the Task
Force and community members and approved by the Board in September 2022.

The Draft CMIP will feature a set of investment recommendations for near-term, multimodal corridor
projects and initiatives, implementation strategies to advance recommended projects and initiatives
over time, and modal programs that will develop additional projects and programs for future
investment opportunities.

At the heart of the CMIP will be a multimodal set of projects recommended for Board approval that
will:

(1) Advance and align with the LB-ELA Corridor’s Vision, Goals, and Guiding Principles.

(2) Leverage Measure R and M funding committed to the corridor with state, federal and other
sources of funding.

(3) Identify other funding opportunities and strategic partners to advance projects and programs
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not eligible for the use of Measure R and M funding.

To identify the multimodal set of projects recommended for Board approval and investment, the
technical team evaluated the hundreds of projects across all modes (active transportation, arterial
highways, community, freeway, goods movement, and transit) that were received from public and
stakeholder input earlier this year (Attachment A). The Task Force will need to prioritize these
projects as part of the Draft CMIP.

The evaluation process used numerous criteria-quantitative and qualitative-that the Task Force
adopted in June 2023. These criteria were selected to reflect the Task Force’s Vision, Goals, and
Guiding Principles and offer ways of evaluating the wide array of projects staff received across all
modes and states of readiness (Attachment B). A more detailed look into the evaluation criteria, how
they were formulated, and methodology can be found in Attachments B and C.

Staff presented evaluation results to, and received feedback from, the Task Force, CLC, and
stakeholders in October 2023. A summary of comments received from the Task Force and CLC is in
Attachment D. After reviewing the draft evaluation scores with Task Force members and corridor
stakeholders and incorporating input, staff made revisions and produced the final scoring results for
each project evaluated (Attachment A).

Staff then assessed each project for readiness factors to determine which projects could be eligible
for discretionary grant funding in near-term funding cycles. Staff considered the fact that readiness
factors varied across modes given the complexity of each project; therefore, the readiness threshold
for each mode will be tailored accordingly.

Tiering Analysis of Candidate Projects and Programs

Staff created a “Tiering Analysis” that would sort projects by (1) the evaluation scores that
demonstrate alignment with the Task Force’s Vision, Goals, and Guiding Principles and (2) the state
of readiness to seek discretionary grant funding and be implemented near-term (Attachment E). Tier
1 projects score well across evaluation criteria, while Tier A projects are deemed to have a high state
of readiness. A project that scores well across evaluation criteria and has a high state of readiness is
considered a “Tier 1A” project, while a project that does not score as well across evaluation criteria
and does not have a high state of readiness is considered a “Tier 2B” project.

Staff will assess projects in the Tier 1A, Tier 1B, and Tier 2A categories (Attachment F) to determine
suitability for inclusion in the Draft CMIP as an investment priority for the Board. The Tier 1A category
will include projects and planning efforts that will be competitive for near-term discretionary grant
opportunities. Tier 1B projects may receive project development funding to support seeking future
discretionary grant opportunities and implementation. Tier 2A projects have two pathways for
selection - one is to be packaged with other Tier 2A projects-or with a Tier 1A project-to become a
priority project, the other is if the project would be considered competitive for a specific, available
grant opportunity tailored to such a project. Tier 2B projects will not be considered for investment at
this time but will be re-considered in the future as part of the modal program development process.

Staff are currently presenting tiering analysis to and receiving feedback from the Task Force, CLC,
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and stakeholders. A summary of preliminary comments received will be presented verbally by Staff
during the Executive Management Committee Meeting on November 16, 2023.

Implementation Assessment

To help further refine the overall evaluation of projects, Tier 1A, 1B, and 2A projects (Attachment F)
will then be assessed against several strategic factors to determine if the projects to be considered
ultimately for Board funding will have a clear pathway toward implementation. These factors will help
staff and the Task Force to prioritize projects and make its final recommendations for the Draft CMIP.

The prioritization factors are as follows:

Identified Roles and Responsibilities: Metro will not be considered the lead agency for
implementing many of the projects under consideration-particularly those that are on local
roads. For a project to be prioritized for Metro funding and to be successful in securing
discretionary funds, the roles and responsibilities for implementing the project must be
understood and agreed upon. For projects under consideration, Metro is expected to play one
or more of the following roles: Lead, Partner, Fund, Support, or Collaborate (Attachment G).

Discretionary Grant Strategy: This factor will examine how well candidate projects and
programs align with state, federal, and other discretionary grant programs to leverage local
funding. Please see Attachment H for the methodology staff intends to use to help review
alignment between candidate CMIP projects and prospective grant opportunities.

Project Cost / Local Match Required: Combined with the discretionary grant strategy
assessment, staff will also consider how project cost and how much local match would be
needed to deliver the project, considering the amount of funding available - and when it is
available - to serve as local match. This factor will be important to ensure that staff
recommends a full program of projects for Board consideration as part of the Draft CMIP given
limitations on Measure R and M funding available (Attachment I)

Political / Institutional / Jurisdictional Support: Staff will navigate any existing or expected
legitimate concerns to be raised by relevant institutions or political jurisdictions that could
undermine the project’s potential for implementation.

Equity Considerations: The CMIP must align with the LB-ELA Guiding Principle of Equity,
deliver benefits to Equity Focus Communities and under-resourced jurisdictions, and consider
equity-based concerns in the design, construction, and outcomes phases of CMIP
implementation. This factor will assess the equitable geographic distribution of funds, consider
opportunities to provide technical assistance to jurisdictions with fewer shovel-ready projects,
and identify a path forward for concerns to be addressed after approval of the CMIP.

Practical Feasibility / Constructability: Projects and Programs will be assessed for any
potential limitations to their construction or implementation.
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These prioritization factors will be evaluated concurrently with the presentation of the tiering analysis
to the Task Force and CLC. Staff will use these factors, the evaluation scores, and the tiering analysis
to develop a recommended set of projects for Task Force consideration in December 2023. Following
that discussion, staff will finalize the recommended set of projects and programs to prioritize for
inclusion in the Draft CMIP.

Modal Programs

The CMIP is intended to be a “living” document in the sense that Measure R funding available now
will be supplemented by future allocations of Measure M (FY26 and FY32). Accordingly, the plan will
feature Modal Programs that will enable staff, in collaboration with local jurisdictions and/or partners,
to develop and refine projects not selected for funding by the Board in the initial release of the CMIP
to become better candidates for funding in future cycles, by improving evaluation or readiness
factors. Staff is considering setting funding targets for each Modal Program to demonstrate current
and future Measure R and M commitments to these modes going forward while specific projects and
programs are developed for securing grants and/or implementation.

Modal Programs will also be the “workshop” in which new strategic initiatives and pilot programs will
be developed or launched to advance the Vision, Goals, and Guiding Principles of the Task Force,
whether Metro serves as the lead, partner, or collaborator.

The Modal Programs will comprise the following categories:
Active Transportation

Arterial

Community

Freeway (incorporating multimodal Improvements)

e Goods Movement

e Transit

Modal Programs will also allow staff to develop new projects in Equity Focus Communities that did
not have projects ready for evaluation at this time, or to incorporate equity features into existing
projects, to help the CMIP align with its Equity Principle and its overarching Vision and Goals.

Within the Modal Programs, Community Programs offer an opportunity to advance programs and
initiatives supported by local communities that align with the Vision and Goals of the Task Force and
promote a greater quality of life for local impacted residents across a wide array of policy areas.
Community members have made it clear that they would like, as an outcome of the CMIP, a focus on
community health and workforce development, among other priorities. Staff recognizes that Metro
may not be the appropriate lead agency or funder for these programs and is evaluating for each of
these Community Programs the appropriate role for Metro, whether Measure R/M funding or another
funding source should be considered, and what other agencies should be convened to develop and
advance these programs. A final assessment of these issues related to Community Programs will be
provided as part of the Draft CMIP recommendations.

Public Engagement Process
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Staff has continuously conducted public engagement as the work of the Task Force progresses
toward the development of its project priorities and funding recommendations for Metro. As part of
the Draft CMIP release, scheduled for January 2024, Metro will be holding a series of community
meetings and other engagement activities throughout the corridor area to generate public awareness
and elicit comments on the draft. These engagement activities will encourage the community to get
involved to learn more and provide feedback on the recommended funding strategies and project list
for the LB-ELA corridor communities. To support these efforts, staff will implement a robust
Community Engagement Program (CEP) that is equitable, educational, and engaging, with the goal
of receiving informed input from the diverse corridor area audiences.

Engagement Approach Leading up to and Following Release of Draft CMIP

From mid-January through late February 2024, the CEP will include a strategic sequence of
communication tactics, including an inclusive, multilingual, and grassroots-oriented approach leading
up to the release of the Draft CMIP as well as a comprehensive community engagement campaign. A
monthly e-newsletter will be circulated leading up to the Draft CMIP release, accompanied with links
to interactive features on the corridor StoryMap, to ensure that the communities are being engaged
and informed leading up to that milestone.

The approach for the CEP will be initially informed by the prior public engagement campaigns as well
as with insights from the ongoing Task Force and CLC efforts. In-person, digital, and grassroots
strategies will be further refined and coordinated in partnership with Community-Based Organizations
(CBOs) that have an established presence and reach to the 18 cities and 5 unincorporated
communities in the corridor area.

CBO Partnerships

Following Metro’s Community Based Organization Partnership Plan, staff has coordinated with
interested CBOs to help inform the approach for the CEP and support the implementation of
community engagement activities. Leading up to the release of the Draft CMIP, two roundtable
meetings are planned with more than 30 CBO partners to receive input and coordinate their support
with notification and community engagement tactics leading up to and during the Draft CMIP release
and community engagement campaign period.

CBO Partners are anticipated to lead and/or support community engagement events and notification
activities. CBO partners include, but are not limited to:

e Mexican American Opportunity Foundation (MAOF; 12 locations)
e YMCA (three locations)

e Community Family Guidance Center

¢ Rio Hondo College

e East LA Chamber of Commerce

¢ Northwest Downey Little League

e Regional Hispanic Institute
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e Black Women Rally for Action

e Hoops 4 Justice

e South Gate Junior Athletics Association
e Southern California Area National Council of Negro Wome
e Tower of Faith Evangelic Church

e Salvation Army Long Beach Red Shield
e Compton Community Garden

e Calvary Chapel Compton

e Humble Servants N Motion

e Para Los Nifios

e Eastmont Community Center

e Southeast LA (SELA) Collaborative.

Communications Campaign - Following Draft CIP Review Period
The CEP includes a multilingual communications campaign that will include e-newsletter updates,

emails, and information-sharing booths at community events and pop-up events as well as activities
that continue to promote public awareness on the CMIP.

I-710 South Corridor Project “No Build” Update

At its May 2022 meeting, the Board acted on a request from Caltrans to rescind the Locally Preferred
Alternative (LPA) 5C and, in its place, approve Alternative 1, the “No Build” alternative, as the new
LPA for the I-710 South Corridor Project Final Environmental Document (File #2022-0100
<https://boardagendas.metro.net/board-report/2022-0100/>). This action effectively concluded the
prior environmental process and cleared the path forward for the Task Force to provide a new set of
projects and programs as part of the I-710/Long Beach-East LA Corridor Mobility Investment Plan for
Board consideration to deliver much-needed investment for the communities directly impacted by the
movement of people and goods through the 1-710 South Corridor (File #2022-0336
<https://boardagendas.metro.net/board-report/2022-0336/>).

Caltrans District 7 initiated the process to close out and finalize the EIR/EIS for the I-710 South
Corridor Project. On October 4, 2023, Caltrans District 7 submitted letters to the United States Army
Corps of Engineers (USACE) (Attachment J) and the United States Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA) (Attachment K) transmitting the I-710 South Administrative Final EIR/EIS and seeking
comments by November 1, 2023. Providing an early review of the draft final environmental
document to USEPA and USACE is required per the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
Memorandum of Understanding between the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Caltrans.
The I-710 South Corridor Project Final Environmental Document is expected to be signed by Caltrans
District 7 in mid-2024.

Update on LB-ELA Corridor Grant Activities

Staff presented an overview (File #2023-0019 <https://boardagendas.metro.net/board-report/2023-
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0019/>) of grant applications submitted by Metro and other agencies for multimodal projects and
programs in the LB-ELA Corridor. As a result, state and federal agencies awarded nearly $1 billion in
discretionary grant and surplus funding programs to these corridor projects and programs, including
three of four Board-approved Pre-Investment Plan Opportunity (PIPO) projects.

Metro recently submitted a set of grant applications for the remaining PIPO project, the I-710
Humphreys Avenue Crossing Project. These applications were for the federal Reconnecting
Communities and Neighborhoods Program and the state’s Reconnecting Communities: Highways to
Boulevards program, seeking vital planning and construction funding for this project and to identify
additional opportunities to improve related freeway crossings that need improvement to better serve
bus, bicycle, and pedestrian mobility across the freeway to connect communities separated by I-710.
Additional information about these grants can be found in Attachment L.

EQUITY PLATFORM

The LB-ELA Task Force endeavors to advance equity through its process and its ultimate outcome
through the Investment Plan. Staff is engaging stakeholders, including those most likely to be
impacted by potential improvements in the corridor, through a Community Leadership Committee
(CLC), Community Based Organization (CBO) Partnering Strategy, and other avenues of public
engagement to develop the LB-ELA Corridor Investment Plan. Staff has also continued coordinating
meetings of the Equity Working Group (EWG), attended by Task Force and CLC members, to advise
on overall equity considerations and pilot the Equity Planning and Evaluation Tool (EPET).

The CLC is composed entirely of residents from the communities along the corridor, the majority of
which are Equity Focus Communities, and meetings are facilitated in English and Spanish. Further,
CLC members are compensated through the agency’s Advisory Body Compensation Policy. The CLC
continues to participate in orientations and CLC business meetings as well as in the Equity and Zero
Emission Truck Working Group meetings. Through their participation, the CLC reviews proposals and
develops recommendations for consideration by the Task Force. During the evaluation process, CLC
members recommended changes to criteria, advised on community priorities, and provided feedback
on the results, such as concerns about geographic equity, which are being considered by the
technical team in the prioritization process.

Staff has also implemented a CBO Partnering Strategy with more than 30 CBOs that are based in
and work with the communities along the LB-ELA Corridor and predominantly serve Black,
Indigenous, People of Color (BIPOC) populations (Attachment M). Metro’s goal is to continue to
identify needs and priorities during the next phase of this work by gathering input from CBOs and the
people they serve. A complete list of CBO Partners and a description of planned engagement
activities is included in this report.

In June 2023, the EWG participated in an EPET workshop focused on documenting community
histories for the EPET and CMIP. Task Force and CLC members contributed accounts of lived
experiences (personal and interpersonal) to paint a more complete history from diverse community
perspectives. Following the meeting, staff distributed a community history survey completed by
several Task Force and CLC members. Accounts collected at the workshop and through the survey

Metro Page 8 of 10 Printed on 11/9/2023

powered by Legistar™


http://www.legistar.com/

File #: 2023-0592, File Type: Informational Report Agenda Number: 8.

will be part of the Draft CMIP presented to the Metro Board and the public in early 2024.

Between now and the next update to the Metro Board in January 2024, the LB-ELA Corridor Task
Force and its attendant working groups and CLC will continue to promote community-driven
conversations to ensure an equitable decision-making process as the Task Force develops
multimodal strategies and identifies priority projects and programs for the LB-ELA Corridor to be
brought to the Metro Board for consideration.

IMPLEMENTATION OF STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS

Collaboration among the LB-ELA Corridor communities impacted residents, Caltrans District 7, the
Gateway Cities Council of Governments, and stakeholders through Task Force meetings and its
attendant committees and public outreach forums will lead to the development of the multimodal,
multiyear LB-ELA Investment Plan. The process and the outcome of the Task Force will help
implement three key Metro Vision 2028 Strategic Plan Goals:

Goal 1: Provide high-quality mobility options that enable people to spend less time
traveling
Goal 3: Enhance communities and lives through mobility and access to opportunity
Goal 4. Transform LA County through regional collaboration and national leadership
NEXT STEPS

The Task Force will provide its input into the Draft CMIP and test for consensus in December 2023.

Metro will publish the Draft LB-ELA Corridor Mobility Investment Plan and provide it to the Board in
January 2024.

Staff will continue their public engagement process (Attachment N) on the development of the
Investment Plan and return to the Board with the Final CMIP, including an official version of the CMIP
that serves as a qualifying Comprehensive Multimodal Corridor Plan for the purpose of securing
funding from the California Transportation Commission’s Solutions for Congested Corridors Program.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A - Draft Candidate Projects and Combined Evaluation Scores
Attachment B - Evaluation Criteria and Rubric

Attachment C - Evaluation Summary

Attachment D - Summary of Task Force / CLC Comments on Evaluation Scores
Attachment E - Tiering Analysis

Attachment F - Tiered CMIP Candidate Project List

Attachment G - Metro Roles in Implementing the CMIP

Attachment H - Grant Pursuit Strategy Implementation Steps
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Attachment | - Measures R and M Funding Availability

Attachment J - Caltrans District 7 Letter to the US Army Corps of Engineers
Attachment K - Caltrans District 7 Letter to the US Environmental Protection Agency
Attachment L - LB-ELA Corridor Grant Activities

Attachment M - List of CBO and FBO Partners

Attachment N - Community Engagement Activities Summary

Prepared by: Michael Cano, Executive Officer, Multimodal Integrated Planning,
(213) 418-3010
Avital Barnea, Senior Executive Officer, Multimodal Integrated Planning, (213) 547-
4317

Ray Sosa, Deputy Chief Planning Officer, (213) 547-4274

Reviewed by: James de la Loza, Chief Planning Officer, (213) 922-2920

} .
tephgie N. Wiggins '5%\

Chief Executive Officer
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LB-ELA Multimodal Corridor Plan - Draft Evaluation Results

ATTACHMENT C - DRAFT CANDIDATE PROJECTS AND COMBINED EVALUATION SCORES

Active Transportation Benefit Scores

Draft - 10/4/2023

GoalScore | Principle Score D':?;:“'
10.2 2.7 12.8
3.1 16.5
2.8 12.9

il

Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description List Order |Project Source Jurisdiction
Active
Bicycle Routes An eight-mile bicycle and pedestrian path gap closure between Elysian Valley and Metro LRTP, SPP Survey, SPP Maywood to Elysian
Transportation / |2 /e RS/ g pin 0007 [LA River Path - Central LA ‘ght-mile bicy P fan path gap closure between Elysi v > urvey, VW ysi
oM Facilities Maywood, through downtown Los Angeles. Mapping Valley
Active ) Bicycle Routes / Regionally significant bike projects from Implement regmnally mgmﬁca»nt active transportat.lon projects adopted as part of Metro ATSP, SPP Survey, SPP A o
Transportation / Faciliti LB-ELA_0017 the Metro Active T rtation Pl the Metro Active Transportation Plan (over 40 projects throughout the study area). |2 Mapping, CA-7 Multiple Jurisdictions
TDM acilities e Metro Active Transportation Plan See Attachment A for more detail. apping,
Active . Bicycle Routes / . . Proposed walking/bicycling path along the LA River, specifically along 1-710, which . o
Transportation / e LB-ELA_0055 1-710 LA River Bike Path SHOPP, SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions
oM Facilities connects Maywood to Long Beach.
Active Bicycle Routes / Randolph, from Bell western city limit to eastern city limit. Complete Phase 2 of the
Transportation / vele LB-ELA_0066  |Randolph Bike & Pedestrian Project Ph, ' yim 'ty limit. Comp 4 City of Bell/COG, SPP Mapping |Bell
oM Facilities Randolph Metro Active Transportation (MAT) Corridor.
Active . ) Implement Phases 1-4 of Bike & Pedestrian Trail (Class 1) along RR ROW between LA .
. Bicycle Routes / West Santa Ana Branch Bike & N o . ) . City of Paramount/COG, SPP N o
Transportation / s LB-ELA_0111 ) ) River and Sommerset. Includes lighting, fencing, landscaping, flashing beacons, 5 . Multiple Jurisdictions
Facilities Pedestrian Trail ) 5 Mapping, PIPO
DM decomposed granite, ADA curb ramps and street furniture.
Active
i . Bicycle Routes / Randolph Street Bike and Pedestrian This project would involve the construction of bike and pedestrian facilities on PIPO (City of Maywood), SPP
Transportation / o LB-ELA_0128 o A o . ) 6 ) Maywood
oM Facilities Facilities Project Randolph St from District Blvd to the Los Angeles River Trail System. Mapping
Active Implement planned 8-to-80 bikeway projects adopted as part of the City of Long
. Bicycle Routes / ) . Beach Bicycle Master Plan within the LB-ELA Corridor, including gap closure City of Long Beach Bicycle
Transportation / L LB-ELA_0162 City of Long Beach 8-to-80 Bikeways R N L R N L Long Beach
oM Facilities projects, backbone facilities, and pipeline bikeways (over 40 projects within the Master Plan, SPP Survey, CA-7
study area). See Attachment A for more detail.
Implement regionally significant bicycle projects in areas with insufficient existing
Active and planned bicycle infrastructure within the LB-ELA Corridor (several projects
R Bicycle Routes / LB-ELA Corridor Bicycle Gap Closure N p \cycle Inir ucture withi ,” r( v ralproj < . R o
Transportation / Facilities LB-ELA_0163 Projects within the study area). See Attachment A for more detail. Would include potential |8 SPP Mapping, CA-7 Multiple Jurisdictions
iliti r
TDM g routes identified by the community, but which will require further planning and
design in cooperation with the local jurisdictions (Cities, County of Los Angeles).
Active Pedestrian / First Rail to River Active Transportation A 5.6-mile active transportation path connecting the Fairview Height Station of the
i i i iver Activi i
Transportation / ) LB-ELA_0005 . P soon-to-be-open Crenshaw Line in Inglewood to the Slauson A (Blue) Line station in |9 Metro LRTP, SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions
Last Mile Corridor Segment A
TDM South Los Angeles.
Active . Pedestrian / First Rail to River Active Transportation An approximate 4.5-mile active transportation corridor between the LA River to the R o
Transportation / ) LB-ELA_0006 ) . ) 10 Metro LRTP, SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions
oM Last Mile Corridor Segment B Slauson A (Blue) Line station that connects to Segment A.
Implement projects identified in the Blue Line First/Last Mile Plan within the LB-ELA
Corridor, with an emphasis on Del Amo Station. Projects to include ramp
reconfigurations, sidewalk and bike lane improvements, and crossing
Acti improvements, among others. The First/Last Mile (FLM) Plan for the Blue Line was
ctive
Pedestrian / First Blue Line First Last Mile Plan adopted in April 2018 and represents a first-of-its-kind effort to plan comprehensive
Transportation / N fan / Fi LB-ELA_0008 uet ! ! P N 12 B N b p p_ 11 Metro LRTP, SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions
oM Last Mile Improvements access improvements for an entire transit line. The Plan covered all 22 stations on
the Metro A (Blue) Line and piloted an inclusive, equity focused community
engagement process. The Plan included planning-level, community-identified
pedestrian and bicycle improvements within walking (1/2-mile) and biking (3-mile)
distance of each A Line station.
Active Pedestrian / First Construct Pedestrian Bridge (Connecting Asmus Park to planned West Santa Ana
Transportation / ! LB-ELA_0070  |Pedestrian Bridge > g s B 12 City of Bell Gardens/COG Bell Gardens
oM Last Mile Branch LRT Station)
Active . Pedestrian / First R N e Provide pedestrian facility improvements. Provide safe routes for bike riders. City of Commerce/COG, SPP
Transportation / N LB-ELA_0076 Pedestrian and Bike Facilities N R L . 13 Commerce
oM Last Mile (Various locations within the City of Commerce) Survey
Active Pedestrian / First Enhanced Pedestrian Crosswalk (Rives . N 5
Transportation / ) LB-ELA_0082 Enhance pedestrian cross walk at Rives Ave. & Adwen St. 14 City of Downey/COG Downey
DM Last Mile Ave. & Adwen St.)
Active City of Long Beach/COG, I-710
i . Pedestrian / First Hill Street Pedestrian Bridge Construct bridge over the I-710 and Los Angeles River at Hill Street for pedestrians ! y‘ 8 / .
Transportation / ) LB-ELA_0094 . L 15 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early Action Long Beach
Last Mile Overcrossing and bicyclists.
TDM Concept
Active . Pedestrian / First Pedestrian and Bicycle Master Plan Provide pedestrian facility improvements. Provide safe routes for bike riders. City of Maywood/COG, SPP
Transportation / N LB-ELA_0102 R R R o 3 L, 16 Maywood
oM Last Mile improvements (Various locations within the City of Maywood per the city’s master plan) Survey
Active . Pedestrian / First R Provide pedestrian pathway along 25th Street, from west of Walnut Avenue to City of Signal Hill/COG, SPP N N
Transportation / ) LB-ELA_0114 Walnut Pedestrian Pathway 17 Signal Hill
Last Mile Gundry Avenue Survey
TDM
Active . Pedestrian / First Spring Avenue Pedestrian/Bicycle Construct bridge over the 1-710 and Los Angeles River at Spring Street for 1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Transportation / LB-ELA_0138 18 Long Beach

TDM

Last Mile

Overcrossing

pedestrians and bicyclists.

Action Concept




LB-ELA Multimodal Corridor Plan - Draft Evaluation Results

Active Transportation Benefit Scores
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Project Type

Project SubType

Project ID

Project Name

Project Description

List Order

Project Source

Jurisdiction

Active
Transportation /
TDM

Pedestrian / First
Last Mile

LB-ELA_0139

Humphreys Avenue Pedestrian/Bicycle
Overcrossing

Construct bridge over I-710 along Humphreys Avenue for pedestrians and bicyclists.

1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Action Concept, SPP Mapping

East LA

Active

Transportation /
TDM

Pedestrian / First
Last Mile

LB-ELA_0158

Del Amo Pedestrian Gap Closure Project

Provide sidewalks and lighting at Del Amo undercrossing at the 1-710 freeway.
Currently there are no existing sidewalks. Would also help those seeking walk
access to Del Amo LRT Station.

20

SPP Mapping

Ranch Dominguez /
Long Beach

Active

Transportation /
TDM

Pedestrian / First
Last Mile

LB-ELA_0159

Southern Ave. Pedestrian Connector
Project

New pedestrian path along Southern Ave./East Frontage Rd./Miller Way/West
Frontage Road to connect Garfield Ave. with Urban Orchard Park

SPP Mapping

South Gate

Active
Transportation /
TDM

Pedestrian / First
Last Mile

LB-ELA_0204

Pedestrian Gap Closure Projects

Close gaps within the pedestrian circulation network in communities within the LB-
ELA Corridor through the implementation of new pedestrian facilities. A funding
program would be made available to award financial resources to local jurisdictions
(Cities, unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County) on a competitive basis to
design and construct new pedestrian facilities in areas where this infrastructure is
currently missing. Projects would include:

- New sidewalks and pedestrian paths

- Extensions of existing pedestrian paths/trails

- Pedestrian/bicycle overpasses

- New Crosswalks/Signals for Pedestrians

- Provision of connections and access toexisting trails (for example, greater access
to Los Angeles/Rio Hondo River Trail)

- Provision of pedestrian access/connections to existing and planned Metro transit
stations/stops

- Implementation of Safe School Pedestrian/Biking Zones

22

SPP Survey, SPP Mapping, CA-7

Study Area Wide

Active
Transportation /
TDM

Pedestrian / First
Last Mile

LB-ELA_0211

City of Long Beach Mid-City Pedestrian
and Bicycle Connections

Create an interconnected network of walking and bicycle routes including creation
of bicycle boulevards along 8th and 11th Streets. Includes active transportation
network south of Anaheim Street, north of 7th Street, east of Long Beach
Boulevard, and west of Cherry Avenue within the City of Long Beach.

PIPO

Long Beach

Active
Transportation /
TDM

Pedestrian / First
Last Mile

LB-ELA_0213

West Santa Ana Branch [WSAB} Light
Rail Station First-Last Mile Bikeway
Safety and Access Project

Install 0.3 miles of sidewalk, 1.5 miles of bicycle lanes (Class I1), 2 miles of bike route
sharrows (Class 1), street lighting, center median islands, curb ramps, and a rest
area near the LA River Bike Path. Located in the eastern quadrant of the City of
South Gate, along the existing Union Pacific Railroad /future West Santa Ana Branch
Transit Corridor.

PIPO

Multiple Jurisdictions

Active
Transportation /
TDM

Pedestrian / First
Last Mile

LB-ELA_0220

Micromobility Pilot Project

Develop a pilot project along Long Beach Boulevard/Pacific Boulevard between
Ocean Boulevard [Long Beach] and East. 57th Street [Vernon] in order to evaluate
the design and implementation of Micromobility features along this planned
Complete Streets Corridor. Micromobility is defined as any small, low-speed,
human or electric-powered device, including bicycles, scooters, electric-assist
bicycles (e-bikes), electric scooters (e-scooters), and other small, lightweight,
wheeled conveyances. Micromobility devices help to close first- and last-mile gaps
to transit and can offer individuals greater access to jobs, health care, and other
services. Powered and adaptive micromobility devices may also increase mobility
for older adults or individuals with disabilities, as they are less strenuous to operate
than traditional bicycles or scooters. The Micromobility Pilot Project would test and
evaluate various concepts, including but not limited to:

- Protected Bicycle Lanes. These lanes physically separate micromobility users from
vehicles and pedestrians. These should be designed to accommodate electric and
non-electric modes. Streets with speed limits above 30 miles per hour should
include a protected lane.

- Speed Limits. For example, micromobility devices should self-regulate their
speeds below 15 miles/hour to use the protected lane or should ride in the road.

- Enforcement / Signage. Motorcycles and other high-speed devices not permitted
in the protected lanes.

- Designated Parking Stations. Provide designated parking areas for all types of
micromobility devices and keep devices out of pedestrian rights of way.

- Examine policies and regulations that would permit private companies to operate
shared micromobility services, including e-scooters and e-bicycles, to the
communities.

Task Force

Multiple Jurisdictions

Active
Transportation /
TDM

Safety and
Amenities

LB-ELA_0090

Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons at
Pedestrian Crossings

Install rectangular rapid flashing beacons (RRFBs) at Pedestrian Crossings at various
locations within the City of Long Beach.

26

City of Long Beach/COG, SPP
Survey

Long Beach

Goal Score | Principle Score praricial

Score
9.3 2.8 12.0
9.4 1.4 10.8
9.5 1.6 11.1
2 3.1 15.4
11.3 3.1 145
111 2.9 14.0
9.4 3.4 12.8
6.2 1.6 7.7
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Goal Score

Principle Score

Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description List Order |Project Source Jurisdiction
Active Safety and Provide pedestrian crosswalk improvements (pedestrian buttons, signage, and City of Lynwood/COG, SPP
Transportation / Amenities LB-ELA_0095 Pedestrian Crosswalk Improvements electrical infrastructure) at Rosewood/Abbott, MallisoNAbbott, Long 27 Survey ’ Lynwood
TDM Beach/Tecumseh, Imperial/Ruth & Atlantic/Brewster intersections. (Phase 1)
Active Along Com?ton Creek Bike Pathf between 120th Street and Greenleaf Blvd., ) ‘
Transportation / Safety‘énd LB-ELA_0165 Compton Creek Bike Underpasses construct bike path under-crossings at 120th Stljeet, El Segun(do Ave., Rosecrans 28 SPP Map{)mg, Corr‘1mun|ty Compton
oM Amenities Ave., Compton Ave., and Alondra Ave. Add lighting, landscaping, benches, and Leadership Committee (CLC)
shade to the existing path.
Project will construct curb ramps, crossing improvements, sidewalks, wayfinding,
speed-calming, and other active transportation improvements for pedestrians on
. segments of Belgrave Ave., Clarendon Ave,, E. 61st St., Randolph St., Seville St., Zoe
ﬁ::::portation / Safety and LB-ELA 0170 Huntington Park Safe Routes for Seniors |Ave., State St., Yahualica Place, and walking/biking paths adjacent to Veteran’s Park. 9 PIPO (Huntington Park), SPP Huntington Park
Amenities = & Students Includes 130 curb ramps and high-visibility crosswalks, 3 raised islands, 1 HAWK Survey
oM beacon, 3,266 linear feet of sidewalks, 20 wayfinding signs, 10 flashing beacons, 329
illuminated bollards, 20 speed humps, 10 raised crosswalks, wastebins, and shade
trees.
This initiative would build upon Metro’s existing Bike Share Program framework,
focusing on the LB-ELA Corridor. This involves collaboration with local jurisdictions
(Cities, County of Los Angeles), non-profit organizations, and/or creating public-
Active . . private partnerships for purpose of expanding access to bike share programs and
. Safety and Bike Share Programs and Bicycle L . . . . . .
Transportation / ", LB-ELA_0200 . for the provision of key amenities for bicycle users within the LB-ELA Corridor Study |30 SPP Survey, SPP Mapping, CA-7 |Study Area Wide
Amenities Amenities " . . A
DM Area. Financial support would be provided to help leverage local funding for small
scale capital projects such as: bicycle parking and storage lockers; lighting for bike
paths; bicycle repair/maintenance stations; signage and wayfinding; electric bicycle
charging stations; and safety features.
Work with the local jurisdictions (Cities, unincorporated areas of Los Angeles
County) to improve safety and enhance the walking/biking environment throughout
the LB-ELA Corridor. Active transportation measures and features would include
items such as:
- Shade structures, trees, benches, and trash cans;
- Wider sidewalks, bulb outs, upgrades to cro lks, and ADA
improvements (including repositioning utility boxes on sidewalks);
- Stop signs, traffic signals, pedestrian/bicycle signal phases, colored pavement
Active . markings, signage and striping; ) : ) SPP Survey, SPP Mapping, CA-7,

. Safety and Pedestrian / Bicycle Enhancements and |- Alternative traffic signal phasing options, such as “scramble” pedestriancrossings; ) . .
Transportation / ", LB-ELA_0201 . N B R 31 Community Leadership Study Area Wide
DM Amenities Safety Features - Flashing crosswalks, and other traffic controls such as pedestrianflashing Committee (CLC)

beacons;
- Lighting along pedestrian/bicycle paths, including under-crossings;
- Landscaping, hardscaping, and other aesthetic features;
- Protection buffers and barriers, improved fencing
Provide technical and grant writing assistance to local jurisdictions, if requested, to
define and develop potential projects. Provide financial support in order to help
leverage local funds for project construction and implementation. Funds would be
made available based on criteria such as: project need, project readiness, and
project benefits relative to costs, among other factors.
Citywide pedestrian, bike and traffic calming improvements to create a complete
Active streets environment — cross walks, mini traffic circles, HAWK pedestrian signals,
Transportation / Safety‘a?nd LB-ELA_0206 C!ty of Bell Gardens Pedestrian and C}er ex‘telj\smns, Clas‘s:"} b|!<e routes, ADA ramps, Leadmg'Pedestna‘n Interva! [LBI] 12 PIPO Bell Gardens
oM Amenities Bicycle Improvements signal timing, and striping improvements. Would be applied to various locations
within the City of Bell Gardens, including: Sprecht Ave., Live Oak St., Priority St.,
Purdy Ave., Gephart Ave., Perry Rd., and Hannon St.
Active Improve bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure and safety with Class 2 bike lanes,
. Safety and City of Carson Citywide Community bike racks, crosswalk improvements, Accessible Pedestrian Signal push buttons,
Transportation / " LB-ELA_0207 . . ) ) . ) 3 PIPO Carson
oM Amenities Safety Improvements countdown pedestrian signals, and curb ramps. Various locations within the City of
Carson and Santa Fe Avenue between 218th Place and Del Amo Boulevard.
?:::seportation / Safety‘a?nd LB-ELA_0208 Salt Lalfe./‘\venue_ Pedestrian East sidte of §a|t.Lake>Avenue within the Fity of Cudahy. Wide.n sidewalk, inétall 34 PIPO Cudahy
Amenities Accessibility Project pedestrian lighting, signage, curb extensions, and ADA compliant wheelchair ramps.

TDM
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Goal Score

Principle Score

Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description List Order |Project Source Jurisdiction
Active Safety education and construction of sidewalks, crosswalks, and curb ramps.
Safety and South Downey Safe Routes to School Various locations within South Downey: Brunache St., Laura St., Nada St., Pomerin,
Transportation / Y a LB-ELA_0209 uth Downey Y ! " . Vi B " 8 (35 PIPO Downey
oM Amenities Project (Phase 2) Rd, Quoit St., Lankin St., Orizaba Ave., Gneiss Ave., Devenir Ave., Blodgett Ave. and
Premiere Ave.
Active Safety and Greenway Traffic Circle Improvement At the intersection of Rives Avenue / Phlox Street in the City of Downey, construct
Transportation / A y‘f LB-ELA_0210 Project Y P traffic circle, bulb outs with directional curb ramps, enhanced crosswalks, signage, |36 PIPO Downey
menities roject
TDM g landscaping, shade, and bioswales.
Acti Install improvements on Tweedy Boulevard to improve non-motorized user safety
ctive
Safety and Tweedy Boulevard Active and promote walking, biking, and use of local transit. Tweedy Boulevard, between
Transportation / va LB-ELA_0212 weedy Boulev v P walking, biking, anc u 't Tweedy Soulev W 37 PIPO South Gate
oM Amenities Transportation Improvements Alameda Street and Dearborn Avenue and between Dorothy Avenue and the Los
Angeles River Bicycle Trail, within the City of South Gate.
A compendium of proposed projects and improvements as outlined in the I-710
Livability Initiative conceptual plan. Proposed projects include improvements such
as:
- Lighting for people walking/biking.
. - New/improved bike lanes and bike amenities.
Active . .

R Safety and o L - New improved sidewalks and cross walks. B R .
Transportation / ", LB-ELA_0214 1-710 Livability Initiative R N 38 COG Ad Hoc Committee Multiple Jurisdictions
oM Amenities - Landscaping and shade. Publicart.

- Improved bus stops. Improved curbs. Street furniture.
- Traffic calming to slow speeds.
- New connections and crossings. Improve under/overpasses.
Proposals address improvements along a network of 21 east-west and 6 north-
south roadway segments located within one-mile of I-710.
Expand Metro’s efforts to promote bicycle safety and improve roadway awareness
for bicyclists, pedestrians, bus operators, and motorists within the Long Beach-East
Los Angeles Corridor communities. This program includes:
Active - Education and encouragement campaigns to promote a shift from driving to more
Safety and Bicycle Safety and Education Program alking, bicycling, and the use of public transit. Task Force, Communit .
Transportation / y R LB-ELA_0216 ¥ ¥ B w N ng, 'C,y g, N u publl d 39 " B Y Study Area Wide
Tom Amenities (BEST) - Bicycle skills and traffic safety classes. Leadership Committee (CLC)
- Community rides. Safe Routes to Schools rides.
- Collaboration with key stakeholders in the development of campaigns and printed
materials such as safe riding kits for bicycle safety class participants.
Extend Metro’s carpool and vanpool programs by focusing on the LB-ELA Study
Area. Carpooling is an inexpensive and effective travel option that involves findin,
Active Travel Demand nearb copmm tgers to shar: the ride. Provide access to r:zie matching services to N
u ide. Provi -
Transportation / |Management LB-ELA_0198 Carpool/Vanpool Programs ) Y . ) " s - 40 SPP Survey Study Area Wide
) find nearby residents looking to carpool. In addition, promote vanpool services,
TDM (TDM) Strategies . . N - . ) . e
including coordination, administration support, and financial subsidies for
commuters especially in areas less served by transit operators.
Building upon “lessons learned” during the COVID pandemic, encourage employers
to modify their work policies to retain hybrid work schedules, flexible work hours,
. and “work from home” options. Coordinate with public agencies and large
Active Travel Demand . A 1

. . employers. Share research/promote studies on the effectiveness of telecommuting. .

Transportation / |Management LB-ELA_0199 Telecommuting Programs N . P . 41 SPP Survey Study Area Wide
) In addition, identify supportive infrastructure for telecommuting. Expand
TDM (TDM) Strategies

broadband capacity and internet service provider (ISP) capabilities within the LB-ELA
Corridor by co-locating digital communications infrastructure (such as fiber optic
cable) with major public works projects and infrastructure.
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Project Type

Project SubType

Project ID

Project Name

Project Description

Project Source

Draft Total

Jurisdiction Sz

Goal Score

Principle Score

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0010

Shoemaker Bridge/Shoreline Drive

1-710 Improvements/Shoemaker Bridge Replacement: Replace the Existing
Shoemaker Bridge with a New Bridge. The New Bridge Will Be Reduced to Have Two
Mixed-Flow Lanes in the NB and in the SB Directions to Tie the Flow into I-710. The
New Bridge Will Also Include Pedestrian and Bicycle Access. Additionally, Bicycle,
Pedestrian, and Street Enhancements Will Be Provided on Adjacent Thoroughfares.

SCAG RTP, PIPO, City of Long
Beach/COG

Long Beach

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0056

Artesia Complete Street Corridor

Artesia Blvd., between Central Ave. and Lakewood Blvd. Reconstruct Artesia Blvd.
to establish a Complete Street Corridor, including: bicycle facilities, pedestrian
facilities and crosswalks, transit stop features and amenities, safety and traffic
calming features, landscaping, hardscaping, public art (aesthetic treatments), public
green spaces, trees, and water quality features such as bioswales and tree wells.

COG/Cities/County, SPP Survey

Multiple Jurisdictions

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0057

Atlantic Complete Street Corridor

Atlantic Ave./Blvd., between Ocean Blvd. and SR-60. Reconstruct Atlantic
Ave./Blvd. to establish a Complete Street Corridor, including: bicycle facilities,
pedestrian facilities and crosswalks, transit stop features and amenities, safety and
traffic calming features, landscaping, hardscaping, public art (aesthetic treatments),
public green spaces, trees, and water quality features such as bioswales and tree
wells.

COG/Cities/County, SPP Survey

Multiple Jurisdictions

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0058

Florence Complete Street Corridor

Florence Ave., between Alameda St. and Lakewood Blvd. Reconstruct Florence Ave.
to establish a Complete Street Corridor, including: bicycle facilities, pedestrian
facilities and crosswalks, transit stop features and amenities, safety and traffic
calming features, landscaping, hardscaping, public art (aesthetic treatments), public|
green spaces, trees, and water quality features such as bioswales and tree wells.

COG/Cities/County, SPP Survey

Multiple Jurisdictions

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0059

Imperial Complete Street Corridor

Imperial Hwy., between Alameda St. and Lakewood Blvd. Reconstruct Imperial
Hwy. to establish a Complete Street Corridor, including: bicycle facilities, pedestrian
facilities and crosswalks, transit stop features and amenities, safety and traffic
calming features, landscaping, hardscaping, public art (aesthetic treatments), public
green spaces, trees, and water quality features such as bioswales andtree wells.

COG/Cities/County, SPP Survey

Lynwood/South
Gate/Downey

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0060

Alondra Complete Street Corridor

Alondra Blvd., between Central Ave. and Lakewood Blvd. Reconstruct Alondra Blvd.
to establish a Complete Street Corridor, including: bicycle facilities, pedestrian
facilities and crosswalks, transit stop features and amenities, safety and traffic
calming features, landscaping, hardscaping, public art (aesthetic treatments), public]
green spaces, trees, and water quality features such as bioswales and tree wells.

COG/Cities/County, SPP Survey

Compton/ Paramount

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0061

Slauson Complete Street Corridor

Slauson Ave., between Alameda St. and Lakewood Blvd. Reconstruct Slauson Ave.
to establish a Complete Street Corridor, including: bicycle facilities, pedestrian
facilities and crosswalks, transit stop features and amenities, safety and traffic
calming features, landscaping, hardscaping, public art (aesthetic treatments), public
green spaces, trees, and water quality features such as bioswales and tree wells.

COG/Cities/County, SPP Survey

Multiple Jurisdictions

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0062

Long Beach Complete Street Corridor

Long Beach Blvd./Pacific Blvd. Reconstruct Long Beach Blvd./Pacific Blvd., between
Ocean Blvd. and Slauson Ave. to establish a Complete Street Corridor, including:
bicycle facilities, pedestrian facilities and crosswalks, transit stop features and
amenities, safety and traffic calming features, landscaping, hardscaping, public art
(aesthetic treatments), public green spaces, trees, and water quality features such
as bioswales and tree wells.

COG/Cities/County, SPP Survey

Multiple Jurisdictions

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0064

Gage Avenue Street Improvements

Gage Ave., from Bell western city limit to eastern city limit. Upgrade Gage Ave. to
provide safety and aesthetic features (drought tolerant landscaping, hardscaping).
Proposed improvements will include new pedestrian sidewalks, street lighting,
street furniture, bus shelters, parkway landscaping, monument entry signs, and
drainage enhancements with the installation of curb drains and drywells in the
project site.

City of Bell/COG

Bell

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0086

Gage Avenue Operational and Safety
Improvements

Between Alameda Street and Atlantic Blvd., upgrade Gage Avenue to provide
operational and safety improvements.

City of Huntington Park/COG

Bell/Huntington Park

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0126

Slauson Avenue Corridor & Citywide
Pedestrian, Bike, Transit Improvements

Project focuses on pedestrian, bike, & transit safety improvements along the
Slauson Avenue, between I-710 and I-5, as well as 10 other unsignalized
intersections or midblock crossings citywide. The project location includes the 2.6-
mile Slauson Avenue corridor between 1-710 and I-5 freeways and 10 unsignalized
intersections or midblock crossings citywide.

PIPO (City of Commerce), SPP
Survey

Commerce
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Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description Project Source Jurisdiction
Lakewood Blvd., between Del Amo Blvd. and Ashworth Street. The project would
install a Class | Bike Path and pedestrian sidewalk in the parkway area and will
construct minor roadway capacity enhancements on Lakewood Boulevard. Project .
Laki d Boul dl t PIPO (City of Lak d), SPP
Arterial Roadway |Complete Streets |LB-ELA_0127 Pz:o.ee\nc/too oulevard mprovemen includes 1.5 miles of new bicycle and pedestrian facilities, utility undergrounding, Surve( ityo ewood) Lakewood
! traffic signal improvements, LED street lighting, ADA enhancements, and green ¥
street improvements such as landscaped median islands, parkway trees, and
stormwater retention.
Garfield Avenue, between Century Boulevard and Firestone. The project would
transform the corridor to a more attractive and pedestrian and bike friendly
environment. Improvements include: (a) implementing new bicycle facilities .
PIPO (City of South Gate), SPP
Arterial Roadway |Complete Streets |LB-ELA_0129 Garfield Avenue Improvement Project |including bike racks, Class Il Bike Lanes and Class Il Bike Routes, (b) pedestrian Surve( ty ) South Gate
improvements including flashing beacons, curb extensions and sidewalks, (c) raised,) v
landscape center road medians, (d) enhancing the bus shelters, and (e) adding
roadway signing and striping.
Improve Burnett Street/Skyline Drive, including the addition of Bike Lanes, between
Arterial Roadway | Complete Streets |LB-ELA_0117 Burnett Street/Sky_/Iine Drive East‘ Walnut Avenue and Dawson Avenue. Insttallation of sidewalks between City of Signal Hill/COG, SPP Signal Hill
Improvement Project Gaviota Avenue and Cherry Avenue, Class 2 bike lanes between Walnut Avenue and |Survey
Dawson Avenue, and related roadway amenities/improvements.
ICM is an Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) strategy to manage non-recurring
congestion along a corridor by utilizing advanced technologies and systems. ICM
signal components include active monitoring of all transportation modes and facilities
Integrated Corridor Management (ICM) | within the corridor, on and off the freeway, including ramp metering, traffic signal . o
Arterial Roadway |Coordination / LB-ELA_0003 ,g 8 (iem) T " v & P . s . 8 Metro LRTP, PIPO, SPP Survey | Multiple Jurisdictions
TSM/ITS Project coordination, incident traffic management, advanced traveler information system,
and other advanced technologies and techniques. Would be applied on I-710 and a
network of key connecting arterials, within the LB-ELA Corridor between SR-91 and
SR-60.
Tweedy Boulevard Signal Synchronization Project: (1) Interconnects 18 Traffic
signal Signals Using Fiber Optic Cable And Wireless Communications (2) Synchronizes
) o . Signal Timing To Improve Traffic Flow, And Reduces Delays Along The 2.7-Mile
Arterial Roadway _Ic—ts)slrc;llrjrastlon/ LB-ELA_0013 Tweedy Blvd Signal Sync Arterial and (3) Install A Closed Circuit Television Camera (CCTV) At The SCAG RTP, SPP Survey Lynwood/South Gate
Intersection Of Long Beach BI., to Support the Advance Transportation
Management Systems (ATMS).
Traffic signal controller and cabinets upgrades and the installation of fiber optic
Signal . communication infrastructure to provide redundant high bandwidth network in -
Sports Park Ti rtat Metro 2028 Mobility C t
Arterial Roadway |Coordination / LB-ELA_0020 ports Far ranspo' ation Long Beach within the LB-ELA Corridor. The purpose of these equipment upgrades etro obifity Loncep Long Beach
Performance Modeling Network . A . L N Plan
TSM /TS is to improve traffic signal coordination and strengthen data connections among
traffic management systems.
Signal Route 1. In Los Angeles County, on various routes at various locations. Upgrade
isting fib icati it d rehabilitate Ti rtation M t
Arterial Roadway |Coordination / LB-ELA_0051 existing tioer communlca‘ on SYS e’T‘ and renabilitate fransportation Managemen SHOPP, SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions
TSM /ITS System (TMS) elements, including video cameras, ramp meters, and Changeable
Message Signs (CMS).
Signal Targeted upgrades to 38 intersections, citywide, in the City of Bell Gardens. Would
Arterial Roadway |Coordination / LB-ELA_0069 Traffic / Ped Signal Upgrades replace outdated infrastructure such as signal poles, cabinets, pedestrian poles, and| City of Bell Gardens/COG Bell Gardens
TSM / ITS vehicle detection systems.
Signal Mixmaster Traffic siznal Improvements Traffic signal upgrade at Telegraph / Eastern / Atlantic. Also consider improvements| City of Commerce/COG,
Arterial Roadway |Coordination / LB-ELA_0071 (Telegraph/ Eastern? AtlantFi’c) such as turning lane pavement markings, striping, and enhanced signage so that Community Leadership Commerce
TSM /TS grap approaching traffic can get properly aligned well in advance of this intersection. Committee (CLC)
Signal .
City of C COG, SPP
Arterial Roadway |Coordination / LB-ELA_0072 Traffic Signal Coordination Projects Various arterials within the City of Commerce ity of Commerce/ Commerce
TSM /ITS Survey
Signal
Arterial Roadway |Coordination / LB-ELA_0074 Traffic Signal Upgrades Upgrade various signals within the City of Commerce City of Commerce/COG Commerce
TSM /TS
Signal . . . ’ R . . " :
Video C tallat Il Signalized int t thin the City of City of C COG, SPP
Arterial Roadway |Coordination / LB-ELA_0075 Video Camera installation \deo Lamera Instaflation on all Slgnalized Intersections within the Lty o ity of Commerce/ Commerce
TSM /TS Commerce Survey
Signal ) . ) L
Firestone Blvd. Traffic Signal Upgrades |Along Firestone Boulevard between Downey West City Limit and Lakewood
Arterial Roadway |Coordination / LB-ELA_0081 e Pe e ¥ v City of Downey/COG Downey

TSM /ITS

& Safety Enhancements

Boulevard, provide traffic signal updates and safety enhancements.

Goal Score | Principle Score Dr::to'l;:tal
10.0 2.5 12.5
12.1 2.8 14.9
7.7 1.6 9.2
6.5 3.7 10.1
4.3 1.4 5.8
5.3 1.3 6.5
5.7/ 1.2 7.0
4.8 1.2 6.0
3.6 1.7 5.4
4.0 1.8 5.7/
4.2 1.8 6.0
3.7 1.5 5.2
5.1 0.5 5.6
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Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description Project Source Jurisdiction
Signal Along Florence Ave., between Downey Ave. & Brookshire Ave., upgrade traffic
Arterial Roadway |Coordination / LB-ELA_0083 Traffic Signal Upgrades vong v ¥ Ave. + UPE! City of Downey/COG Downey
TSM /1S signals
Signal . . . . . L . . . .
At 25 intersections in various locations within the City of Downey, provide video City of Downey/COG, SPP
Arterial Roadway |Coordination / LB-ELA_0084 Video Detection Upgrades . ¥ v, P Y v/ Downey
TSM /ITS detection upgrades. Survey
Signal
Arterial Roadway |Coordination / LB-ELA_0087 Traffic Signal Equipment Improvements | Upgrade traffic signal equipment at various locations within the City of Long Beach |City of Long Beach/COG Long Beach
TSM /TS
Signal R . . . .
Install emergency vehicle pre-emption (EMVE) for traffic signals at various locations
Arterial Roadway |Coordination / LB-ELA_0089 Emergency Vehicle Pre-Emption . g y P P ( ) 8 City of Long Beach/COG Long Beach
TSM /ITS within the City of Long Beach.
Install new traffic signals and signage at the following locations: 1) Martin Luther
signal King Jr. Blvd./Abbott Rd., 2) Arlington and Atlantic Ave., 3) El Segundo and State St.,
4) Carlin and Bullis Rd., 5) Alameda St. and Industry Way, 6) Alameda St. and )
Arterial Roadway |Coordination / LB-ELA_0096 Traffic Signal Improvements ) Carlin and Bullis ) ) ame_ a St. and Industry Way, 6) éme @ a.m City of Lynwood/COG Lynwood
TSM /TS Lynwood Rd., 7) Martin Luther King Bvd/ Norton Ave., 8) Martin Luther King
Blvd/Bullis Rd., 9) Martin Luther King Blvd/Ernestine St., 10) Martin Luther King Blvd
and California, 11) State Street and Fernwood. (Phase 1)
. Provide traffic signal upgrades at the following locations: 1) Long Beach Blvd/Carlin,
Signal
. R . 2) Long Beach Blvd/El Segundo, 3) Long Beach Blvd and Sanborn, 4) Long Beach .
Arterial Road Coordinati LB-ELA_0097 Traffic Signal | t City of L d/COG L d
rterial Roadway T(S)I(\)llr/llrjl'as ion/ = rafic signal Improvements Blvd./Euclid, 5) Long Beach Blvd/Imperial Hwy, 6) Atlantic Ave/Cortland, 7) Atlantic ity of Lynwood/! ynwoo!
Ave./Abbott Rd, 8) Alameda/Deputy Blaire. (Phase 2)
Signal .
City of M d/COG, SPP
Arterial Roadway |Coordination / LB-ELA_0099 Traffic Signal Synchronization Projects |Various arterials within the City of Maywood SLLE aywood/ Maywood
TSM /TS v
Signal
Arterial Roadway |Coordination / LB-ELA_0100 Traffic Signal Upgrade Projects Upgrade traffic signal equipment at various locations within the City of Maywood |City of Maywood/COG Maywood
TSM /TS
Signal .
City of M d/COG, SPP
Arterial Roadway |Coordination / LB-ELA_0101 Video Camera installation Video Camera installation at all Signalized intersections within the City of Maywood SLLE aywood/ Maywood
TSM /TS v
Signal . L . . . L . . . .
Implement signal coordination and ITS projects at various locations within the City |City of Signal Hill/COG, SPP . :
Arterial Roadway |Coordination / LB-ELA_0112 Signal Coordination/ITS Projects p, X e pro} ¥ Y g / Signal Hill
TSM /ITS of Signal Hill. Survey
Signal
Arterial Roadway |Coordination / LB-ELA_0116 Traffic Signal Operational Upgrade Upgrade the traffic signal at Willow Street & Temple Avenue City of Signal Hill/COG Signal Hill
TSM /TS
Design and Implementation of Connected Vehicle Infrastructure to improve
vulnerable road user safety within the LB-ELA Corridor. This would allow units in
Signal LB-ELA Corridor Vulnerable Road User |vehicles to communicate with units built into transportation infrastructure.
Arterial Roadway |Coordination / LB-ELA_0166 Connected Vehicle Infrastructure Additional technology applications would allow vehicles to communicate with other| Metro Multiple Jurisdictions
TSM /TS Deployment vehicles, data networks, or pedestrians. The main purpose of this technology is to
share information related to items such as safety warnings, roadway hazards,
routing information, truck route restrictions, and pedestrian safety zones.
Signal . Deploy arterial signal performance measures at all signalized intersection within the
1-710 Arterial Signal Perf
Arterial Roadway |Coordination / LB-ELA_0167 erial Signal Ferformance LB-ELA Corridor to allow for the optimization of traffic signal operation to improve |Metro, SPP Survey Study Area Wide
Measurement . . o
TSM / ITS arterial corridor mobility.
. Slgnall ) 1-710 Arterial Traffic Signal Control Design and |lmplement upgraded arte'rlal'trafflc signal control lrl1terconnef:t and ) o
Arterial Roadway |Coordination / LB-ELA_0215 - central traffic management communications to elevate subregional traffic system | Metro, SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions
Communication Upgrades .
TSM / ITS management and operations.

Goal Score | Principle Score Dr:::toTr:tal
4.1 1.1 52
5.1 0.6 5.7
4.2 0.7 4.9
3.7 1.2 4.8
4.2 1.0 5.2
4.2 1.5 5.7
4.0 1.4 55
4.4 1.4 5.8
4.3 1.4 5.7
3.6 0.5 4.2
3.7 0.5 4.2
5.6 1.3 6.9
4.8 1.4 6.2
4.8 1.4 6.2
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Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description Project Source Jurisdiction Goal Score | Principle Score Dr:ito'l;:tal
Implement Traffic Calming Features within the LB-ELA Corridor to slow traffic on
local streets or near schools. Collaborate with local jurisdictions (Cities,
unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County) to design, construct, and implement
traffic calming features in areas that experience frequent speed violations and/or
high levels of accident rates. Based on available funding, provide financial support
in order to help leverage local funds for project construction and implementation.
Traffic calming features could include:
- Speed limit reductions, signage, variable speed signs, and enforcement devices
- Speed bumps
- Tfuck restriStions (trucks over a certain weight) on non-designated truck routes SPP Survey, SPP Mapping,
Arterial Roadway |Traffic Calming | LB-ELA_0202 Traffic Calming . L R 8 8 " |Community Leadership Study Area Wide 10.5 3.3 13.8
including signage and geofencing alerts X
Committee (CLC)
- Roundabouts
- Trees, vegetation, landscaping features to help direct and slowtraffic
- Bulbouts
- Stop signs, traffic signals, striping, raised decorative pavement, and other traffic
controls
- Road diets
- Speed enforcement cameras
- Enhanced use of signage, striping, flashing crosswalks, other pedestrian warning
devices in school zones
Garfield Avenue Improvements, from 70th Street to Howery Street. Widen Street 1
to 4 Feet for 2 Miles to Accommodate a Third Lane in Each Direction during Peak
General Local / Hours. Add Medians, Narrow Existing Medians, Add Second Left Turn Lane in All
Arterial Roadway Regional Road LB-ELA_0012 Garfield Widening Directions at Two Intersections, (Rosecrans Ave. And Alondra Blvd.), Resurface SCAG RTP, PIPO Paramount 5.1 1.7 6.8
egional Roadway Street, Concrete Intersections, and add Traffic Signal Improvements, Street Lights,
Underground Utilities, Green Street Improvements, and Stormwater and
Watershed BMPs.
General Local / Route 1, In the cities of Long Beach and Los Angeles, install stormwater treatment Wilmington/Lon
Arterial Roadway ) LB-ELA_0040 Best Management Practices (BMPs), including bioswales and Design Pollution SHOPP g & 5.6 3.2 8.8
Regional Roadway R N . Beach
Prevention Infiltration Areas (DPPIAs).
General Local / Route 1. In Long Beach, from Temple Avenue to De Forest Avenue. Upgrade traffic
Arterial Roadway Regional Roadwa LB-ELA_0041 signals, crosswalks, curb ramps, sidewalks, driveways, and Accessible Pedestrian SHOPP Long Beach 9.8 2.6 12.4
€ v Signals (APS) to Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) standards.
General Local / Route 1, MP 7.0-7.2. In Long Beach, at Los Angeles River Bridge No. 53-0341 and De
Arterial Roadway R LB-ELA_0044 Forest Avenue Undercrossing No. 53-1047. Seismic retrofit, upgrade bridge rails, ~|SHOPP Long Beach 10.2 2.5 12.7
Regional Roadway . . . I,
and upgrade facilities to Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) standards.
. General Local / . - . . .
Arterial Roadway ) LB-ELA_0063 Gage Ave. Bridge Rehabilitate/replace Gage Avenue Bridge over the LA River City of Bell/COG Bell 8.9 1.5 10.4
Regional Roadway
) General Local / ) - ) ) .
Arterial Roadway ) LB-ELA_0065 Slauson Ave. Bridge Rehabilitate/replace Slauson Avenue Bridge over the LA River City of Bell/COG Bell 7.4 1.4 8.8
Regional Roadway
. General Local / . . . .
Arterial Roadway . LB-ELA_0067 Florence Ave. Bridges Replace Florence Ave. Bridges over LA River & I-710 City of Bell/COG Bell 8.4 1.5 9.8
Regional Roadway
Targeted safety improvements to 38 intersections, citywide, in the City of Bell
General Local Systematic Safety Analysis Report Gardens. Includes installing signs; changi t markings; addi rotected |City of Bell Gardens/COG, SPP
Arterial Roadway ) / LB-ELA_0068 v Y v P ns. neludes instatling signs; changing pavement markings; acding protec Y / Bell Gardens 7.2 1.0 8.2
Regional Roadway Program (SSARP) Improvements turn phasing; installing channelization; parking restrictions; and signal timing Survey
adjustments.
General Local Improve Telegraph Road between Marianna Ave. and Atlantic Blvd (safety features
Arterial Roadway ) / LB-ELA_0073 Telegraph Road Improvements it ) 8 p . ¢ ¥ City of Commerce/COG Commerce 8.1 2.2 10.3
Regional Roadway and pedestrian circulation)
. General Local / Provide arterial roadway bridge over LA River and I-710 to connect Randolph Street| .
Art | Road LB-ELA_0078 Randolph Street Gap Cl City of Ci (o]} C o o b
rterial Roadway Regional Roadway _ andolph Street Gap Closure west and east of the LA River/I-710 ity of Commerce/( ommerce 4.9 1.6 6.5
) General Local / . e - . . . . "
Arterial Roadway Regional Roadway LB-ELA_0079 Florence Avenue Bridge Rehabilitation |Rehabilitate arterial bridge over the Rio Hondo River Channel City of Downey/COG Downey 885 0.4 9.8
Arterial Roadway Gengral Local / LB-ELA_0080 Florence f\ve. & Paramount Blvd. Improve the interfection at Florence Ave. & Paramount Blvd. by adding turn lanes |City of Downey/COG, SPP Downey 43 0.7 5.0
Regional Roadway Intersection Improvement to reduce congestion and enhance safety. Survey




LB-ELA Multimodal Corridor Plan - Draft Evaluation Results

Arterial Roadway Benefit Scores

Draft - 10/3/2023

Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description Project Source Jurisdiction
Arterial Roadway Gen.eral Local / LB-ELA 0085 Intersection Improvements (Huntington Provi_de intersection improvements at various locations within the City of City of Huntington Park/COG, Huntington Park
Regional Roadway - Park) Huntington Park SPP Survey
G al Local Impl t protected left-t | aj terials at various locati ith th City of Long Beach/COG, SPP
Arterial Roadway eqer ocal / LB-ELA_0088 Protected Left Turns at Signals rT1p ement protected [eft-turns along major arterials at various focations wi © ity of Long Beach/ Long Beach
Regional Roadway City of Long Beach. Survey
G I Local Repl tripi j terials (1. tripi hool tripi t vari
Arterial Roadway en.era ocal / LB-ELA_0098 City Re-Striping Projects e afce s rl.plr?g on m_ajor arterials (lane striping, school zone striping) at various City of Lynwood/COG Lynwood
Regional Roadway locations within the City of Lynwood.
. General Local / . - N . .
Arterial Roadway ) LB-ELA_0104 Rosecrans Ave. Bridge Replace/rehabilitate Rosecrans Ave. Bridge over the LA River City of Paramount/COG Paramount
Regional Roadway
G al Local | Garfield A from South City Limit to North City Limit [City of
Arterial Roadway eqer ocal / LB-ELA_0105 Garfield Avenue Improvement Project mprove Bartield Avenue from south ity Himit to ol ity Limit [City o City of Paramount/COG Paramount
Regional Roadway Paramount]
. General Local / . . . y
Arterial Roadway . LB-ELA_0107 Alondra Blvd. Bridges Replace Alondra Blvd. Bridges over the LA River and I-710 City of Paramount/COG Paramount
Regional Roadway
General Local Garfield Ave. Intersection Provide dual left turn lanes on all approaches for the following intersections along | City of Paramount/COG, SPP
Arterial Roadway ) / LB-ELA_0108 ) PP 8 & Y / ! Paramount
Regional Roadway Improvements Garfield Avenue: 1) Rosecrans, 2) Somerset, and 3) Alondra. Survey
Arterial Roadway Geqeral Local / LB-ELA 0109 Alondra Blvd. Intersection Provide dual left turn lanes on all approaches for the following intersections along | City of Paramount/COG, SPP Paramount
Regional Roadway = Improvements Alondra Blvd: 1) Garfield, 2) Paramount, and 3) Downey. Survey
General Local Provide dual left turn lanes on all approaches for the following intersections alon, City of Paramount/COG, SPP
Arterial Roadway . / LB-ELA_0110 Rosecrans Intersection Improvements ) PP e J Y / Paramount
Regional Roadway Rosecrans Ave: 1) Garfield, 2) Paramount, and 3) Downey. Survey
G al Local | o] A , including the addition of Bike Lanes, bet 25th Street | City of Signal Hill/COG, SPP . .
Arterial Roadway eneraitoca / LB-ELA_0113 Orange Avenue Improvement Project mprove Prange Avenue, including the adition of Bike tanes, between reet |City of Signal Hill/ Signal Hill
Regional Roadway/ and Spring Street Survey
G I Local | California A including the addition of Bike L. bet Will City of Signal Hill/COG, SPP
Arterial Roadway en.era ocal / LB-ELA_0115 California Ave. Improvement Project merove tal o_rnla venue, including the addition of Bke Lanes, between Willow ity of Signal Hill/ ! Signal Hill
Regional Roadway Street and Spring Street Survey
G al Local | Wright Road, including the addition of Bike L. , bety | ial Hwy. [City of South Gate/COG, SPP
Arterial Roadway eqer ocal / LB-ELA_0119 Wright Road Improvement Project mprove 'ng 03¢, Including the addition of Bike Lanes, between Imperial iwy. | -ty of sou ate/ South Gate
Regional Roadway and Atlantic Ave. Survey
Within the East Rancho Domi i ted LA County), impl t safety-
. General Local / Safety-Related Road Improvement thin . © Fast Rancho ?mlnguez(unmcorpor? € ounty), implement safety East Rancho Domingo (County |East Rancho
Arterial Roadway . LB-ELA_0120 K related improvement projects along the following roadways: Compton Boulevard, .
Regional Roadway Projects N of LA)/COG, SPP Survey Dominguez
Atlantic Avenue, Rosecrans Avenue, and Alondra Boulevard
Implement local roadway projects within the local jurisdictions and communities
(cities, unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County) which comprise the LB-ELA
Corridor. The objective of these projects will be to improve mobility, safety, and
the travel experience for all users of the roadways (pedestrians, bicyclists, transit,
and vehicles). This program would help fund projects such as:
- Intersection improvements
. General Local / Arterial/General Roadway . P Metro, Gateway Cities COG, .
Arterial Roadway . LB-ELA_0205 - Bridge replacements . Study Area Wide
Regional Roadway Improvements Program - . P SPP Survey, SPP Mapping
- Street widenings and enhancements including lighting, safety features,
landscaped medians, and parkways
- Complete Streets projects and features, including active transportation (bicycle,
pedestrian), and transit stop improvements
- Traffic controls (traffic signals, stop signs), signal coordination, and Intelligent
Transportation Systems
Would widen Atlantic Avenue bridge structure over I-5 at intersection of Telegraph
General Local Atlantic Blvd. widening Over I-5 at Road, Eastern A d Atlantic Boul d in the City of C . Would hel
Arterial Roadway / LB-ELA_0221 e 0ad, kastern Avenue, an antic Boulevard in the City of Lommerce. Would help City of Commerce Commerce

Regional Roadway

Mixmaster Intersection

relieve traffic congestion and provide a safer roadway for all modes of
transportation.

Goal Score | Principle Score D'::t;:'a'
4.9 1.3 6.2
4.5 0.9 5.4
4.0 0.6 4.7
9.2 1.4 10.6
5.4 1.2 6.6
6.3 1.9 8.2
6.1 1.4 7.5
7.0 1.3 8.3
5.9 1.3 7.2
9.1 1.4 10.5
7.9 1.4 9.3
10.6 1.5 12.1
10.5 1.1 11.6
9.7 3.0 12.7
4.8 1.6 6.5




LB-ELA Multimodal Corridor Plan - Draft Evaluation Results

Community Programs Benefit Scores

Project Type

Project SubType

Project ID

Project Name

Project Description

Project Source

Jurisdiction

Community
Programs

Air Quality /
Community
Health

LB-ELA_0133

LB-ELA Corridor Community Health
Benefit Program

Under this program, funding would be made available to implement air quality
projects to reduce exposure to air pollution as well as health education and
screening programs in areas adversely affected by existing and proposed
transportation infrastructure projects. The LB-ELA Community Health Benefit
Program would serve the communities within the LB-ELA Corridor Study Area. This
program would provide subsidy funding to implement projects and outreach
activities to improve air quality and public health, including but not limited to:

- Air Quality Projects for Schools and Community Facilities: air filtration, HVAC
upgrades, replacement/sealing of windows and doors, vegetation barriers or buffer
landscaping.

- Health Education and Screening: community health screening and diagnosis,
health education, training for community health workers, outreach programs.

1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Action Concept, SPP Survey, CA-
7

Study Area Wide

Community
Programs

Air Quality /
Community
Health

LB-ELA_0191

Zero Emission Infrastructure for Autos

Work with local jurisdictions (Cities, County of Los Angeles), public agencies, and
private-public partners to develop and site additional charging stations for zero
emissions vehicles within the LB-ELA Corridor. Provide grant writing assistance in
order to help secure funding. In addition, provide technical support to share best
practices such as: identification of incentives and/or policy requirements for new
development.

SPP Survey, SPP Mapping, CA-7

Study Area Wide

Community
Programs

Air Quality /
Community
Health

LB-ELA_0192

Bus Electrification Projects

Seek incentives to accelerate the deployment of zero emissions vehicles within the
LB-ELA Corridor. Projects could include bus electrification (public transit buses,
school buses) as well as zero emissions charging infrastructure. Provide technical
and grant writing assistance to define and develop potential projects.

Metro, SPP Survey, SPP
Mapping, CA-7

Study Area Wide

Community
Programs

Air Quality /
Community
Health

LB-ELA_0218

Air Quality Monitoring Stations

Add four, new air quality monitoring stations within the LB-ELA Study Area. Sites to
be identified in cooperation with the South Coast Air Quality Management District.

1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Action Concept

Multiple Jurisdictions

Draft-10/3/2023

Draft Total
Score

Community
Programs

Environment

LB-ELA_0134

LB-ELA Corridor Energy Reduction /
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Reduction
Program

Under the Energy Reduction / Greenhouse Gas Reduction (GHG) Program, funding
would be made available to implement energy reduction as well as greenhouse gas
reduction projects in areas impacted by transportation projects within the LB-ELA
Corridor. This program would be an important element of any major transportation
initiative that takes place within the LB-ELA Corridor. The program would provide
subsidy funding to implement projects and educational activities targeted to
reducing greenhouse gas emissions. Examples of these projects include: renewable
energy projects, solar-power generation, energy efficient lighting, and tree planting,
among others.

1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Action Concept, SPP Mapping

Study Area Wide

Community
Programs

Environment

LB-ELA_0187

LB-ELA Corridor “Urban Greening”
Initiative

Under this initiative, proposed projects implemented through the LB-ELA Corridor
Investment Plan must consider context sensitive solutions as part of the project
design as well as “urban greening” elements that foster environmental resilience.
These “urban greening” elements may include items such as: provision of green
space/greenbelts; parklets; tree planting; community gardens and community
farms; drought tolerant planting; habitat restoration and connectivity; stormwater
capture/flood diversion/water management projects; brownfield remediation,
natural trail restoration, and green infrastructure, among others. Through the LB-
ELA Urban Greening Initiative, project proponents may also partner with other
localities, non-profit organizations, or communities in order to plan, design, and
implement “green” projects that demonstrate that they provide publicly accessible
open-space and ecosystem benefits such as urban heat island reduction within the
LB-ELA Corridor.

SPP Survey, SPP Mapping, CA-7,
Equity Working Group

Study Area Wide

Community
Programs

Environment

LB-ELA_0190

Public Art / Aesthetics

Policy initiative that would require that a percentage of transportation construction
funds for major public work projects be earmarked for public art, landscaping, urban
design elements, and other aesthetic features for the projects.

SPP Survey, SPP Mapping

Study Area Wide
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Community Programs Benefit Scores
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LB-ELA Multimodal Corridor Plan - Draft Evaluation Results

Community Programs Benefit Scores

Project Type

Project SubType

Project ID

Project Name

Project Description

Project Source

Jurisdiction

Community
Programs

Housing
Stabilization /
Land Use

LB-ELA_0009

West Santa Ana Branch Transit-
Oriented Development Strategic
Implementation Plan and Program (TOD
SIP)

The TOD SIP provides an overarching vision and strategic guidance for local West
Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) jurisdictions to use as a resource as they develop and
implement their own plans, policies and economic development and mobility
strategies in the 12 WSAB station areas along the alignment. Additionally, in 2019,
the Metro Board approved a $1M implementation program to fund WSAB
jurisdictions to implement TOD SIP recommendations.

Community
Programs

Housing
Stabilization /
Land Use

LB-ELA_0135

Housing Stabilization Policies

Metro LRTP

Multiple Jurisdictions

Applying an Integrated approach, Work with cities, County of Los Angeles, and public
agencies to propose and pass community stabilization policies to support
disadvantaged communities within the LB-ELA Corridor, improve their resilience,
and address the social determinants of health. Provide grant writing assistance to
secure needed funding. Housing stabilization policies and incentives include
measures such as:

- Mandates for process improvement: Engaging the community/forming
partnerships with Community Based Organizations;

- Community benefits: establish a framework/menu/equitable development
scorecard for new development projects;

- Develop community land trusts/land banks: for new housing and/or to support
naturally occurring affordable housing;

- Local wealth creation: encourage production of local for sale affordable housing,
down payment assistance programs, homeowner maintenance assistance
programs;

- Inclusionary housing policies with or without option of in lieu fees;

- Housing Trust Fund to support and increase funding for affordable housing
production;

- Density bonus programs to incentivize affordable and mixed income housing
production;

- Affordable accessory dwelling unit (ADU) programs and ADU amnesty programs;

- Policies to reduce housing costs, such as parking reduction/unbundling, innovative
construction techniques, fee waivers, permitstreamlining;

- Anti-displacement programs for tenants: tenant rights programs including anti-
harassment policies/ just cause eviction policies, legal assistance for tenants, no net
loss housing policies for new development, limits on residential demolition &
conversion, tenant right-to-return policies, local resident preference programs for
new housing;

- Rent stabilization policies;

- Low-income rental assistance programs, low interest loan programsfor

COG Ad Hoc Committee, SPP
Survey, SPP Mapping

Study Area Wide

Community
Programs

Housing
Stabilization /
Land Use

LB-ELA_0193

Transit Oriented Communities /Land
Use

Work with the local jurisdictions (Cities, County of Los Angeles) to apply best
practices and design guidelines to encourage transit-oriented development near rail
stations and heavily utilized bus routes within the LB-ELA Corridor. Provide
technical resources such as grant writing assistance and technical assistance for
community development and land use planning. Assist local jurisdictions in
coordination with property owners and developers to ensure safe construction and
strengthen connections to transit.

Metro, SPP Mapping

Study Area Wide

Community
Programs

Housing
Stabilization /
Land Use

LB-ELA_0194

Homeless Programs

Support homeless initiatives within the LB-ELA Corridor and efforts and
recommendations that have emerged from Metro’s Homeless Task Force,
Reimagining Public Safety Initiatives, and other County initiatives and studies to
address homelessness in and around the transit system including provisions to:
enhance the customer experience; maintain a safe and secure system; and connect
homeless persons in the transit system to services and resources.

SPP Survey, SPP Mapping

Study Area Wide

Draft-10/3/2023

Draft Total
Score
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Community Programs Benefit Scores

Project Type

Project SubType

Project ID

Project Name

Project Description

Project Source

Jurisdiction

Community
Programs

Job Creation /
Work
Opportunities

LB-ELA_0186

Economic Stabilization Policies

Work with Cities, County of Los Angeles, and public agencies to propose and pass
community stabilization policies to support disadvantaged communities within the
LB-ELA Corridor. Provide grant writing assistance to secure needed funding.
Economic stabilization policies and incentives include measures such as:

- Mandates for process improvement: Engaging the community/forming
partnerships with Community Based Organizations;

- Community financial empowerment programs: local hire agreements, workforce
education & development, credit improvement programs;

- Locally owned business support —small business interruption fund and loan funds
during construction, guide for business support services, zoning to encourage small
businesses, lease to own programs for businesses and housing;

- Identify, protect and encourage legacy and culturally significant businesses, and
historical and cultural landmarks, mandate inclusion of arts and culture spaces in
new development

COG Ad Hoc Committee

Study Area Wide

NA

NA

NA

NA

Community
Programs

Job Creation /
Work
Opportunities

LB-ELA_0195

Targeted Hire Programs

Support the development of targeted and local hire programs to increase the share
of public dollars that is devoted to creation of local jobs for community residents
within the LB-ELA Study Area. Include measures such as the establishment of
Project Labor Agreements (PLAs) that specify local and targeted hire goals for
specific construction projects as well as first source hire requirements. Collaborate
with local jurisdictions and public agencies to align local and targeted hire policies,
thresholds, and requirements.

1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Action Concept, SPP Survey, CA-
7

Study Area Wide

NA

NA

NA

NA

Community
Programs

Job Creation /
Work
Opportunities

LB-ELA_0196

Employment/Recruitment Initiatives

Partner with public agencies, large employers, and local businesses to conduct
recruitment drives at locations within the LB-ELA Corridor (both virtual and in
person.) This initiative would also include job fairs and workshops at community
facilities and community colleges to provide information to local residents regarding
work opportunities as well as networking resources. Conduct promotional
campaigns to actively publicize these events within the LB-ELA Corridor
communities.

SPP Survey

Study Area Wide

NA

NA

NA

NA

Community
Programs

Job Creation /
Work
Opportunities

LB-ELA_0197

Vocational Educational Programs

Partner with public agencies, private-sector employers, community colleges, labor
organizations and non-profit organizations to expand vocational and educational
programs for community residents within the LB-ELA Corridor. Examples could
include training for mechanics who work for small businesses that service zero
emissions vehicles. These programs would provide opportunities to establish a
career pathway to work in key economic sectors and move up through the ranks by
focusing on workforce development and skills training.

SPP Survey

Study Area Wide

NA

NA

NA

Draft Total
Score
NA 6.7
0.8 6.9
0.8 6.9
0.9 8.0

Draft-10/3/2023
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Freeway Benefit Scores

Draft - 10/3/2023

Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description Project Source Jurisdiction Goal Score | Principle Score Dr:::;:ﬂl
Reconfiguration of I-710/Willow Interchange to improve operations, safety, and
) sight distance for traffic entering and exiting the freeway. Improve traffic controls |1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Freeway 1-710/Willow Interchange S . . . .
Freeway | " LB-ELA_0028 | ¢ to address safety concerns of bicyclists, pedestrians at ramp termini. Upgrade Action Concept, SPP Mapping, |Long Beach 10.5
mprovements mprovements bridge structures to allow space for bicycle/pedestrian connections across I-710 and | City of Long Beach/COG
LA River Channel.
Reconfiguration of I-710/Del Amo Interchange to improve operations, safety, and
sight distance for traffic entering and exiting the freeway. Improve traffic controls |1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Freeway 1-710/Del Amo Interchange S . - . .
Freeway | " LB-ELA_0029 | " to address safety concerns of bicyclists, pedestrians at ramp termini. Upgrade Action Concept, SPP Mapping, |Long Beach/Carson
mprovements mprovements bridge structures to allow space for bicycle/pedestrian connections across I-710 and | City of Long Beach/COG
LA River Channel.
Upgrade of 1-710/Long Beach Blvd. Interchange to improve operations, safety, and
sight distance for traffic entering and exiting the freeway. Improve traffic controls .
Freeway Freeway LB-ELA_0030 1-710/Long Beach Blvd. Interchange to address safety concerns of bicyclists, pedestrians at ramp termini. Upgrade ! 71‘0 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early Long Beach
Improvements Improvements . . . . Action Concept
bridge structures to allow space for bicycle/pedestrian connections across |I-710 and
LA River Channel.
Reconfiguration of I-710/Alondra Interchange to improve operations, and safety for;
1-710/Alondra Interchange traffic entering and exiting t‘he freeway. Improve, relocat? SB1-710 to SR-91 )
Freeway e Connectors to reduce weaving movements. Improve traffic controls to address 1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Freeway LB-ELA_0031 Improvements & Modification of SB I- P . . . . . Compton
Improvements safety concerns of bicyclists, pedestrians at ramp termini. Upgrade bridge Action Concept, SPP Mapping
710 to SR-91 Connectors . . .
structures to allow space for bicycle/pedestrian connections across I-710 and LA
River Channel.
Reconfiguration of I-710/Imperial Interchange to improve operations, safety, and
ight dist: for traffic enteri d exiting the fi Al traffi trol
Freeway 1-710/Imperial Interchange sight distance Tor frattic en erln.g an' exiting P? reeway mprov? 'ra '€ controls 1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Freeway | " LB-ELA_0032 | ¢ to address safety concerns of bicyclists, pedestrians at ramp termini. Upgrade Action G + SPP Manpi Downey/Lynwood
mprovements mprovements bridge structures to allow space for bicycle/pedestrian connections across |I-710 and ction Loncept, apping
LA River Channel.
Upgrade of I-710/Firestone Blvd. Interchange to improve operations and safety for
Freeway Freeway LB-ELA_0033 1-710/Firestone Interchange traffic enterin.g an_d exiting the. freeway. Improvg t.raffic control_s to address safety I-71‘0 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early‘ South Gate
Improvements Improvements concerns of bicyclists, pedestrians at ramp termini. Upgrade bridge structures to Action Concept, SPP Mapping
allow space for bicycle/pedestrian connections across I-710 and LA River Channel.
Reconfiguration of I-710/Florence Interchange to improve operations, safety, and
Freewa 1-710/Florence Interchange sight distance for traffic entering and exiting the freeway. Improve traffic controls [1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Freeway | v " LB-ELA_0034 | ¢ 8 to address safety concerns of bicyclists, pedestrians at ramp termini. Upgrade Action Concept, City of Bell Bell / Bell Gardens
mprovements mprovements bridge structures to allow space for bicycle/pedestrian connections across |-710 and | Gardens/COG
LA River Channel.
Freeway 1-710 Auxiliary Lanes (Willow to Provide auxiliary lanes in the NB and SB directions of |_710.' betwelen WI||O?IV St. and 1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Freeway LB-ELA_0035 1-405 Connectors at Wardlow Road to better manage traffic weaving conflicts and ) Long Beach
Improvements Wardlow) ) Action Concept
related congestion.
. Modify SB 1-710 Collector Distributor Road/Eliminate SB 1-710 to EB Wardlow .
Freewa 1-710 / 1-405 Connector Project 1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Earl
Freeway im rov:ments LB-ELA_0036 m ro/vements ! Boulevard exit at Wardlow Road. Modify NB I-710 to SB I-405 Connector/Eliminate Action Concet / v Long Beach
P! P WB Wardlow Boulevard on ramp to NB I-710/1-405 Connectors. P
Freeway 1-710/1-105 Connector Project MOdIfY anfi reIocaFe 1-710 / "195 Connectors along I,_719 between I-105 and 1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early Lynwood /
Freeway LB-ELA_0037 Imperial Highway in both directions to resolve weaving issues and related .
Improvements Improvements . : . Action Concept Paramount
congestion on |-710 between |-105 and Imperial Highway.
Freeway 1-710 Auxiliary Lanes (Del Amo Provide auxiliary lanes in the NB and SB directions of 1-710, l:retweer? Del Amf: 1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early Ranc_ho
Freeway LB-ELA_0038 Boulevard and Long Beach Boulevard to better manage traffic weaving conflicts and . Dominguez/Long
Improvements Boulevard to Long Beach Boulevard) ) Action Concept
related congestion. Beach
Freeway 1-710, MP 22.2. In Commerce and Vernon, at Hobart Rail Yard Overhead No. 53-
Freeway Improvements LB-ELA_0043 0840. Rehabilitate, clean, and paint bridge. SHopp Commerce/Vernon
Fi Route 91, MP R11.7. In Long Beach, at LA River (W91 -N710 & $710) Bridge No. 53-
Freeway reeway LB-ELA_0045 oute . nong eac} iver ( ) Bridge No SHOPP Long Beach
Improvements 2143F. Replace portions of the bridge deck and apply polyester concrete overlay.
Freewa 1-405, MP 7.2. In Long Beach, at the Pacific Place Maintenance Station at 3725
Freeway v LB-ELA_0053 Pacific Place. Replace a deteriorated building with a new building at the SHOPP Long Beach
Improvements . :
maintenance station.
Freeway 1-710/Anaheim Interchange Reconstruct I-710/Anaheim Interchange to provide operational and safety .
Freeway Improvements LB-ELA_0091 |mprovement improvements. City of Long Beach/COG Long Beach
Freeway Reconstruct I-710/Pacific Coast Highway (PCH) Interchange to provide operational |City of Long Beach/COG, SPP
Freeway Improvements LB-ELA_0092 1-710/PCH Interchange Improvement and safety improvements. Mapping Long Beach
Freeway 1-710/Wardlow Interchange Reconstruct I-710/Wardlow Interchange to provide operational and safety .
Freeway Improvements LB-ELA_0093 Improvement improvements. City of Long Beach/COG Long Beach
Freewa Add traffic signals with protected pedestrian/bicycle phase(s), crosswalks, lighting,
Freeway Improv:ments LB-ELA_0156 Traffic Controls at I-710 Freeway Ramps | landscaping, signing and striping, and other safety-related pedestrian features at | SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions

the ramp termini of 1-710.
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Freeway Benefit Scores

Draft - 10/3/2023

Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description Project Source Jurisdiction Goal Score | Principle Score Dras::t;:tal
Freewa Construct truck bypass lanes on I-710 between Willow Street and Del Amo
Freeway Im rov:ments LB-ELA_0180 1-710 Truck Bypass Lanes Boulevard. The purpose of the improvement would be to separate cars from trucks [ SPP Survey Long Beach 7.0 8.3
P through the congested I-710/1-405 interchange for purposes of safety and mobility.
Freeway Freeway Lids, Caps, and Widened Widen arterial b'ridg”e dec!(s at kex !f)cations over tf:’e I-71[f) Freeway/’!_A River ) ) o
Freeway LB-ELA_0181 . Channel to provide “land islands,” “urban parklets,” and “green belt” connections |SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions 0.8
Improvements Bridge Decks . . .
over I-710 and the LA River. Include pedestrian / bicycle pathways.
1-710, MP R6.0-14.1. In Long Beach and Compton, from Shoreline Drive to north of
Freeway Alondra Boulevard. Enhance highway worker safety by constructing Maintenance
Fi LB-ELA_0039 SHOPP L Beach/Ci t
reeway Amenities / ITS - Vehicle Pullouts (MVPs), upgrading guardrail and end treatments, paving beyond ong Beach/Compton NA
the gore, installing erosion control and replacing pull boxes.
1-405. In and near the cities of Long Beach, Signal Hill, Los Angeles, and Carson,
F rehabilitate pavement, upgrade signs, rehabilitate bridge, upgrade lighting, improve|
Freeway Areein /TS LB-ELA_0046 safety, rehabilitate Transportation Management System (TMS) elements and SHOPP Multiple Jurisdictions NA
mentties replace copper cabling with fiber, rehabilitate culverts, and upgrade facilities to
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) standards.
Freewa 1-105, MP R14.3. In Paramount, at Grove Street at the Garfield Avenue Pump
Freeway Amenitives /TS LB-ELA_0048 Station. Replace pumps, add lighting, construct Maintenance Vehicle Pullouts SHOPP Paramount NA
(MVPs), and provide a fiber optic connection to the pump house.
1-710, MP 18.7-19.6. In South Gate and Bell Gardens, at the South Gate Pump Plant
Freeway ) ! South Gate/Bell
Freeway Amenities / TS LB-ELA_0049 and the Florence Avenue Pump Plant; also in Downey on Route 105 at the Ardis SHOPP Gardens/Downe NA
Avenue Pump Plant (PM R16.48). Upgrade pump plants. v
Freewa Route 91. In the cities of Carson, Compton, Long Beach, and Bellflower. Upgrade
Freeway Amenit?es /7S LB-ELA_0050 overhead signs and sign structures, rehabilitate landscaping, and enhance highway |SHOPP Multiple Jurisdictions NA
worker safety.
Freewa Route 47. In Long Beach from Route 710 to north of Route 710 (PM 3.497/3.58).
Freeway Amenit?es /TS LB-ELA_0052 Upgrade Transportation Management System (TMS) elements, replace fiber optic [SHOPP Wilmington NA
cable, and connect upgraded equipment to communication hubs.
1-710, MP 24.7. Near the neighborhood of East Los Angeles, at Humphrey
Freeway Maintenance Station at 102 South Humphreys Avenue. Construct a new office
Fi LB-ELA_0054 SHOPP, SPP S East Los Angel;
reeway Amenities / ITS = building, an equipment storage building, and a Zero Emission Vehicle (ZEV) charging| ! urvey ast Los Angeles NA
station and demolish an existing building.
Build higher soundwalls to protect residents from air pollution, noise, and other
Freewa impacts (Design Package 2, Design Package 3). Perform noise studies for all
Freeway B V LB-ELA_0137 Freeway Soundwalls remaining walls along I-710 that are less than 16 feet high to identify additional, SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions NA
Amenities / ITS = N . N y R
feasible soundwall projects that would realize the greatest benefits for impacted
residents and other sensitive receivers.
Drought Tolerant Landscaping, Provide drought tolerant landscaping v}vi}thin‘exis‘ting, available right-?f-way a}long I- .
Freeway . . 710. Where needed, add context sensitive lighting features and additional signage [ SPP Survey, Task Force, Equity . -
Freeway L LB-ELA_0155 Hardscaping and Aesthetic Features . . . X X Multiple Jurisdictions NA
Amenities / ITS along 1-710 to improve safety. Include hardscaping and other aesthetic features to improve the | Working Group
e attractiveness of the freeway for users and for adjacent land uses/communities.
Implement a pilot project on I1-710 to deploy and evaluate measures to reduce
exposure of nearby populations to particulate matter, specifically localized sources
of entrained/fugitive dust, tire wear, and brake wear associated with traffic on the
freeway. These measures may include roadside vegetation barriers within available
F 1-710 Particulate Matter (PM) Reduction| Caltrans’ right-of-way, air filters for nearby schools or community facilities, . o
Freeway ree\n{ay LB-ELA_0157 . R iculate Matter (PM) Reduction 8 . v v . v R . SPP Survey, Task Force Multiple Jurisdictions NA
Amenities / ITS Pilot Project pavement materials, frequent street-sweeping, and deployment of air quality
monitoring systems, among others. In addition, include options to examine the
effectiveness of “cool pavement” applications to reduce heat island effects. As part
of the work plan, the pilot project would include a study element to assess and
document the efficacy of the various measures.
Ongoing Caltrans Program that ensures that maintenance projects and activities
Freewa such as trash removal, landscaping, provision of drought-resistant vegetation, and
Freeway M LB-ELA_0188 Freeway Landscaping / Maintenance graffiti removal take place on a regular basis within state, public rights of way in the|SPP Survey Study Area Wide NA

Amenities / ITS

LB-ELA Corridor. Ensure that the agency dedicates sufficient resources for this

effort.
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LB-ELA Multimodal Corridor Plan - Draft Evaluation Results

Freeway Benefit Scores

Project Type

Project SubType

Project ID

Project Name

Project Description

Project Source

Jurisdiction

Draft - 10/3/2023

Freeway

Zero Emissions
Lanes on I-710

LB-ELA_0154

1-710 Zero-Emission Truck Travel Zone
Restriction

Establish a zero-emission truck-only travel zone on I-710. Only zero emissions
trucks would be able to travel on I-710, while diesel and near-zero emissions heavy
duty trucks would be excluded. No new lanes would be added to the existing
footprint of I-710. No restrictions would be placed on autos.

SPP Survey, COG Ad Hoc
Committee

Multiple Jurisdictions

Freeway

Zero Emissions
Lanes on I-710

LB-ELA_0183

Zero Emissions Truck Lane

Explore options and assess the feasibility of converting the right-hand lane on I-710
to create a Zero Emissions Truck Lane. Only zero emissions trucks would be able to
travel in this lane, while fossil fuel vehicles would be excluded. No new lanes would
be added to the existing footprint of I-710.

Metro, SPP Survey

Multiple Jurisdictions

Freeway

Congestion Pricing|

LB-ELA_0153

Congestion Pricing

Implement congestion pricing strategy for the 1-710 freeway. No new lanes would
be added to the existing footprint of I-710. Rather single occupant vehicles and
trucks entering and exiting the freeway would be tolled by deploying an automated
readers and electronic toll collection system that allows users to conveniently pay
tolls using a toll tag that is mounted on the interior of their vehicle. Carpools, zero
emission trucks, and zero emission autos would travel for free.

SPP Survey

Multiple Jurisdictions

Freeway

Congestion Pricing|

LB-ELA_0182

Express Lanes Strategic Initiative

Advance planning studies to implement express lanes on key freeways in the study
area, including 1-405, 1-105, and SR-91.

Metro, SPP Survey

Multiple Jurisdictions

Goal Score

Principle Score

Draft Total
Score
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LB-ELA Multimodal Corridor Plan - Draft Evaluation Results

Goods Movement Benefit Scores

Draft - 10/3/2023

Goal Score

Draft Total
Score

Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description Project Source Jurisdiction
In January 2021, the Metro Board approved the 2021 Goods Movement Strategic
Plan, which included a Countywide Clean Truck Initiative, with the 710 South Clean
Truck Program identified as a goods movement strategic priority. At its October
2021 meeting, the Metro Board acted to recommit $50 million from Measure R I-
Truck Long Beach-East Los Angeles Corridor | 710 South Corridor funds as seed funding for the 710 South Clean Truck Program, |Metro LRTP, SPP Survey, SPP .
Goods Movement Programs/ITS L8-ELA_0004 Clean Truck Program which has been subsequently renamed the LB-ELA Zero Emissions Truck Program. |Mapping, CA-7 Study Area Wide
The objective of this program is to turn over diesel trucks in favor of zero emissions
trucks in the LB-ELA Corridor. The program would contribute subsidy funding to
deploy a number of zero emissions trucks on 1-710 as well as seed funding to
develop electric charging/refueling stations for zero emissions trucks.
Truck Metro 2028 Mobility C t
Goods Movement rue LB-ELA_0023 Clean Truck Infrastructure Install charging infrastructure for zero emissions trucks. etro obility onceP Multiple Jurisdictions
Programs/ITS Plan, SPP Survey, SPP Mapping
Provide a mix of incentives/fee penalties to encourage shippers/marine terminals to
Truck . .
Goods Movement ruc LB-ELA_0184 Empty Container Management clear empty containers from docks/r?ear dock facilities at the Ports to reduce Ports Ports
Programs/ITS congestion and unnecessary truck trip movements. Extend use of off-peak hours
for empty returns.
Application of advanced technologies to manage drayage truck movements to and
from the Ports. The system integrates real-time roadway traffic data,
Truck Freight Ad d T ler Inf ti essel, tainer tracking, real-time tainer terminal visit times, and GPS-based . e
Goods Movement ruc LB-ELA_0185 rels vanced Traveler Information v /C?n amn r c. né I éon amn . ‘na V,I fttme 'n a Ports, SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions
Programs/ITS Systems information to optimize the sequencing of container delivery and pick-up. The
purpose is to improve cargo handling and efficiencies and reduce congestion near
intermodal yards and Port facilities.
Freight Rail /

On-dock railyard expansion to accommodate electric operated rail-mounted gantry

Metro 2028 Mobility Concept

Goods Movement |Goods Movement |LB-ELA_0024 Pier 400 On Dock Rail Modernization cranes. Plan Port of LA
TDM
Freight Rail / Terminal Island Transfer Facility On-dock railyard expansion to accommodate electric operated rail-mounted gantry | Metro 2028 Mobility Concept
Goods Movement |Goods Movement | LB-ELA_0025 N Port of LA
Modernization cranes. Plan
TDM
Freight Rail / West Basin Container Terminal Railyard | On-dock railyard expansion to accommodate electric operated rail-mounted gantry | Metro 2028 Mobility Concept
Goods Movement |Goods Movement | LB-ELA_0026 o Port of LA
- Modernization cranes. Plan
TDM
Freight Rail / port ?f Los Anggles National . . . . . . . "
Goods Movement | Goods Movement | LB-ELA 0124 Multimodal Freight Network Addltlor?al rail tracks |r_1 POLA to improve overall rail operations, including Port of Los Angeles/COG, SPP Port of LA
DM - Improvement Program: Rail System supporting on-dock railyards Survey
Improvement Projects
Conduct an assessment to evaluate options for deriving greater utilization of the
Alameda Corridor as a potential means for reducing truck trips within the Southern
California subregion. This assessment would include options such as: opportunities
to increase on-dock freight rail mode share; implementation of short-haul, freight
rail shuttle service to new inland rail facilities; and increased use/improved
Freight Rail / operational efficiencies of existing near dock and off dock intermodal facilities. This
Goods Movement |Goods Movement |LB-ELA_0151 Goods Movement Freight Rail Study evaluation would take into account updated cargo forecasts, economic factors and |SPP Survey Study Area
TDM projections, current trends associated with the goods movement logistics chain
including transload truck trips, and railroad and intermodal capacity constraints in
the Southern California region. The Goods Movement Freight Rail Study would
assess options from a systemwide perspective and would include factors such as
changes in truck trip travel patterns, land use implications, and the potential for
environmental impacts as well as institutional constraints.
Freight Rail / Work .with the U.nion Pacific (U_P) and BNSF ra.il_roads to dgvelop a.nd test battery ) )
Goods Movement |Goods Movement |LB-ELA_0217 Freight Rail Electrification Pilot Project elec'frlc Ioc_omotlves_ for operation on the_ Pacific Harbo.r Ifme and in the Alameda Task Force, Equity Working Multiple Jurisdictions
DM Corridor with an ultimate goal of advancing a zero-emissions technology capable of [ Group
entering commercial, revenue service operation.
SR 47/Navy Way Interchange: Construction of Interchange At SR-47 / Navy Way,
between SR-47 Vincent Thomas Bridge and Pier S Avenue Interchange, to eliminate
Goods Movement |Ports LB-ELA_0011 SR-47 Navy Way Interchange traffic signal and movement conflicts. This Project was a S. Cal Trade Corridor Tier | SCAG RTP, PIPO, Ports Port of Los Angeles

TCIF Project as submitted to the CTC In 2008. This project would remove the last
signal on SR 47 between Desmond and V. Thomas Bridges; NHS Intermodal
Connector Route
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LB-ELA Multimodal Corridor Plan - Draft Evaluation Results

Goods Movement Benefit Scores

Draft - 10/3/2023

Project Type

Project SubType

Project ID

Project Name

Project Description

Project Source

Jurisdiction

Goods Movement

Ports

LB-ELA_0021

Alameda Corridor Terminus
Enhancements

New Cerritos channel rail bridge and supporting connections throughout Port of LA.

Metro 2028 Mobility Concept
Plan

Port of Los Angeles

Goods Movement

Ports

LB-ELA_0022

Terminal Way Grade Separation

New grade separation to replace at-grade crossing to improve freight traffic flow.

Metro 2028 Mobility Concept
Plan

Port of Los Angeles

Goods Movement

Ports

LB-ELA_0121

Pier D Street Realignment

Realign Pier D Street, from Middle Harbor Exit gate to Pico Avenue. Currently Pier D
Street has sight distance issues, inadequate curve radii, and drainage/flooding
issues at the low point. The Pier D Realignment project will provide redundancy
through Pier D thereby improving safety and traffic flows. The scope of the project
is to widen & reconstruct Pier D Street between the Middle Harbor Exit Gate and
Pico Avenue and to reconfigure West Broadway. Additional scope items includes
construction of a new pump station, retaining walls, utility upgrades, striping,
signage and traffic signal work.

Port of Long Beach/COG, SPP
Mapping

Port of Long Beach

Goods Movement

Ports

LB-ELA_0122

Harbor Scenic Drive Roadway &
Infrastructure Improvements

Improve Harbor Scenic Drive, from Harbor Plaza to Ocean Boulevard. The project
would: increase the roadway pavement structural section to replace the existing
aged pavement; provide horizontal and vertical alignments improvements for
enhanced safety; improve striping, traffic signage and way-finding signage; improve
highway lighting; enhance drainage facilities (including the introduction of
permanent water quality enhancements such as bio-swales and catch basin
inlet/pipe screens); revamp the parkway and median landscaping and irrigation;
and provide utility improvements and enhancements.

Port of Long Beach/COG, SPP
Survey

Port of Long Beach

Goods Movement

Ports

LB-ELA_0123

Pico Avenue Street Improvement

Improve Pico Avenue, between Pier D Street and Pier E Street. This roadway
improvement project would: widen a short segment of roadway; improve truck
congestion and truck safety; reconstruct the pavement, improve the existing
surface drainage and upgrade the storm drain inlets; upsize the sewer line; provide
continuous sidewalks with ADA accessible features; upgrade street lighting; and
extend landscaping and hardscape features.

Port of Long Beach/COG, SPP
Survey

Port of Long Beach

Goods Movement

Ports

LB-ELA_0131

Port of Los Angeles National
Multimodal Freight Network (NMFN)
Improvement Program: Maritime
Support Facility Access/Terminal Island
Rail System Grade Separation

The project consists of constructing a four-lane, rail-roadway grade separation that
eliminates a significant truck access impediment to an important container terminal
support facility located on Terminal Island, at the centroid of the Ports of Los
Angeles-Long Beach (POLA-POLB).

PIPO (Port of Los Angeles)

Port of Los Angeles

Goods Movement

Ports

LB-ELA_0132

Pier 300 Wharf Expansion/Vessel
Emission Reduction Project

Pier 300 Wharf Expansion/Vessel Emission Reduction Project. This project
constructs 1,250 lineal feet of container terminal wharf and supporting backland for
Pier 300. It includes electrical infrastructure to operate ship-to-shore cranes and
shore-side power to operate all necessary vessel systems, which will reduce about
80 percent of emissions while at berth.

PIPO (Port of Los Angeles)

Port of Los Angeles

Goal Score | Principle Score! Draft Total

Score

4.4 0.7 5.2
4.8 0.7 55
5.1 0.2 5.2
5.3 0.8 6.1
1.0 9.5

4.9 0.7 5.7
7.4 1.0 8.4
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LB-ELA Multimodal Corridor Plan - Draft Evaluation Results

Transit Benefit Scores

Draft - 10/3/2023

Draft Total
Score

Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description Project Source Jurisdiction
The Project consists of 12 stations and is a 19-mile light rail transit corridor that will
High Capacity connect southeast LA County to downtown Los Angeles, serving the cities and
. s . P . West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor [ communities of Artesia, Cerritos, Bellflower, Paramount, Downey, South Gate, Metro LRTP, SPP Survey, SPP . R
Transit Transit (Rail & LB-ELA_0001 . . . Multiple Jurisdictions
BRT) (LRT) Cudahy, Bell, Huntington Park, Vernon, unincorporated Florence-Graham Mapping
community of LA County and downtown Los Angeles. Complete 4.5-mile section
between Slauson A Line and Union Station.
. High Fapaﬁlty C Line (Green) Eastern Extension Extends the C Line (Green) 2.8 miles from Norwalk to the Norwalk/Santa Fe Springs
Transit Transit (Rail & LB-ELA_0002 X . Metro LRTP Norwalk
BRT) (Norwalk) (LRT) Metrolink Station.
High Capacity Atlantic Bus Only Lane and Transit -
Metro 2028 Mobility Col t
Transit Transit (Rail & LB-ELA_0019 Signal Prioritization (Next Gen BRT project along Atlantic to provide improved speed, reliability, and frequency. N ny ncef: Multiple Jurisdictions
Plan, SPP Survey, SPP Mapping
BRT) Improvements)
Construct a new Metrolink regional rail line between Union Station and downtown
Long Beach. Trains would be powered using electrical multiple unit (EMU) traction
motors, which are anticipated to be required by the California Air Resources Board
after 2030. Specific EMU technology has yet to be determined, but could be
powered by overhead catenary, hydrogen fuel cell, or catenary/battery electric.
Trains would operate along the existing SCRRA Metrolink line between Los Angeles
and Commerce and then transition into Union Pacific (UP) railroad right of way
. X (potentially along the San Pedro Subdivision Corridor) for the segment between
High Capacity Metrolink Regional Rail Line between |Commerce and Lakewood. However, sections of a second track would likely need
Transit Transit (Rail &  |LB-ELA_0219 _ neg oot oo o Task Force (SCRRA) Multiple Jurisdictions
BRT) Union Station and Long Beach to be constructed in this middle section in order to operate up to four trains per
hour in each direction in the peak period. In addition, substantial portions of the
southern section of the alignment, between Lakewood and downtown Long Beach,
would require new right-of way to provide needed trackage to connect to the
downtown Long Beach area. New stations would be constructed and spaced every
1 to 3 miles depending upon the location. It is anticipated that these Metrolink
trains would interline through Link US (at Union Station) with the Antelope Valley
Line to the north.
Rail Line / Station Line A (Blue Line) Transit Priority/Signal | Enhanced signal prioritization/synchronization so that the A Line (Blue Line) has
Transit / LB-ELA_0160 ( - ) v/sig . R g R P /sy ) L ( R ) SPP Mapping, SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions
Improvements Synchronization higher priority in areas where the LRT trains operate in mixed flow traffic
. Rail Line / Station Commuter Rail Maintenance, Repair, Irn_pleme_nt planned repair, maintenance, and safety projects to Metro-ow.ne_d Annual Commuter Rail State of . L
Transit Imorovements LB-ELA_0171 and Safety Projects railroad infrastructure along the Los Angeles/Orange County commuter rail line Good Repair (SOGR) Program Multiple Jurisdictions
P ¥ Fro] within the LB-ELA Corridor study area. P 8
Improve train platforms, shift tracks, install pedestrian barriers and pedestria . .
i . . . e .ve rain piattorm etrac ”? 3 p estrian barr! ne pe _n n LA County Metrolink Station
. Rail Line / Station Commerce Metrolink Station crossing safety features, extend and widen sidewalks and walkways, add lighting,
Transit LB-ELA_0172 X . . . . Assessment & Improvement Commerce
Improvements - Improvements install new ADA accessibility features, replace equipment, provide bike path Plan
striping, add wayfinding signage, and provide new landscaping.
Rail Line / Station Grade Separation(s) of the A Line [Blue |Provide grade separation of the A Line [Blue Line] at the Washington St./Flower St. |Metro, SPP Survey, SPP
Transit / LB-ELA_0173 ? paration(s) [ rrovide g parat [ ] 8 / > ¥ Los Angeles
Improvements Line] at Washington Street junction and at Washington Street. Mapping
Rail Line / Station New Metrolink Station at planned Construct a new Metrolink Station on the Los Angeles — Riverside Metrolink
Transit LB-ELA_0174 . . P Commuter Rail Line at the planned Eastside Transit Corridor station at Metro Commerce
Improvements Commerce/Citadel Station )
Commerce/Citadel.
Rail Li Statio Install d Safety Gates at all A Line  [Install d Safety Gates at all A Line [Blue Line] Crossings for safety and increased
Transit il Line / on LB-ELA_0175 nsta gua @ e. Y n nstall Quad Safety ine [Blue Line] ings forsatety and increase Metro Multiple Jurisdictions
Improvements - [Blue Line] Crossings speed/safety zones
Install S i Control and Data Acquisition Syst SCADA] al the A Li
. Rail Line / Station Install Supervisory Control and Data nsta K upng|sory ontroland Pata Acquisition ys'em L ] along the A Line
Transit LB-ELA_0176 o . . {Blue Line] in the downtown area of Long Beach. This technology would allow Metro Long Beach
Improvements Acquisition System for A Line [Blue Line] i L ) ) N
Metro to better operate and manage the rail transit line to improve train reliability
Transit Rail Line / Station LB-ELA 0177 Add Second_ Elevator t.o Flresthe and Add second elevator to |_=|re_s_tone and Slauson A Line [Blue Line] Stations for Metro Florence-Graham
Improvements - Slauson A Line [Blue Line] Stations improved access and reliability
. . New express shuttle service between C Line Norwalk Station and Metrolink Norwalk -
Connecting C Line (Green) and Metro 2028 Mobility Concept
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0016 8 ( ) Station to close existing transit gap. Near term solution until C Line is extended Y P Norwalk

Metrolink Norwalk Station

eastward.

Plan
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LB-ELA Multimodal Corridor Plan - Draft Evaluation Results

Transit Benefit Scores

Draft - 10/3/2023

Goal Score

Principle Score

Draft Total
Score

10.6

Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description Project Source Jurisdiction
The project would convert the current bus parking area, at the agency’s main
L Beach Transit (LBT) Solar Chargi i i ili i i PIPO (L Beach Transit), SPP
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA 0130 ong Beach Transi (LBT) Sol arging opera}mg base, into a facility fc?r chargmg Battery Electric Buses (BEBs)through the (_ ong Beach Transit), Long Beach
= Electrification Project erection of solar-powered parking canopies, to enable Long Beach Transit to Mapping
transition to 100% emission bus fleet by 2030.
Implementation of new Metro on-demand, flexible transit service for the northern
section of the I-710 Study Area between Lynwood and Commerce.
) ) . ) - Rides ca_m be booked online, by app, or by phone. Rides are prescheduled,same COG Ad Hoc Committee, SPP ) o
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0140 Metro Micro Transit Zone(s) day/multiple days. Manpin Multiple Jurisdictions
- Uses small capacity vans (seats 7-10 riders). pping
- Pick-up/drop-off where safe (virtual stops). Targeted maximum wait time is 15
minutes.
Tmprove bus times, speeds, and reliability along Line 60 (Long Beach BIvd.).
. . Metro Bus Priority Lane Corridor along | Proposed improvements would include: transit signal prioritization, bus priority SPP Survey, COG Ad Hoc . -
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0141 Line 60 (Long Beach Blvd.) lanes and bus stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover Committee Multiple Jurisdictions
improvements.
| bus ti d d reliability along Line 108 (Sl .P d
. . Metro Bus Priority Lane Corridor along .mprove us times, sp_ee s, andre |_a I.I va on.g _|r.1e R { auso.n)_ ropose SPP Survey, COG Ad Hoc . I
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0142 ) improvements would include: transit signal prioritization, bus priority lanes and bus 3 Multiple Jurisdictions
Line 108 (Slauson) ) | Committee
stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover improvements.
| bus ti d d reliability along Line 110 (G. .P d
. . Metro Bus Priority Lane Corridor along ‘mprove us times, spfee s andre I,a I,I va or!g '|(1e R ( age)‘ rf)pose SPP Survey, COG Ad Hoc R o
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0143 ) improvements would include: transit signal prioritization, bus priority lanes and bus 3 Multiple Jurisdictions
Line 110 (Gage) | A Committee
stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover improvements.
) ) Metro Bus Priority Lane Corridor along !mprove bus times, spfeeds, and re|lf~]bl!lty anrTg It|(1e 1‘11 (Floren‘ce)'. Proposed SPP Survey, COG Ad Hoc ) o
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0144 . improvements would include: transit signal prioritization, bus priority lanes and bus 5 Multiple Jurisdictions
Line 111 (Florence) . . Committee
stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover improvements.
| bus ti d d reliability along Line 115 (Firest .P d
5 . Metro Bus Priority Lane Corridor along .mprove us times, sp_ee s, andre |_a I.I va on.g _|r.1e X (Fires o.ne_) ropose SPP Survey, COG Ad Hoc
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0145 ) ) improvements would include: transit signal prioritization, bus priority lanes and bus 3 South Gate / Downey
Line 115 (Firestone) ) | Committee
stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover improvements.
| bus ti d d reliability along Line 260 (Atlantic Blvd.). P d
. . Metro Bus Priority Lane Corridor along ‘mprove us times, spfee s andre I,a I,I va or!g '|(1e R (Atlan !c ,V ). Propose SPP Survey, COG Ad Hoc R o
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0146 ) . improvements would include: transit signal prioritization, bus priority lanes and bus 3 Multiple Jurisdictions
Line 260 (Atlantic Blvd.) | A Committee
stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover improvements.
Provide a 50 percent improvement on all Metro fixed bus routes greater than 10
Imoroved F o £ Metro Buses i minutes in the AM and PM peak periods. And, provide a 50 percent improvement
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0164 mproved Frequency ot e USESIN 1 on all Metro fixed bus routes greater than 15 minutes in the Midday and Evening | SPP Survey, SPP Mapping, CA-7 |Study Area Wide
the LB-ELA Study Area . X
periods. [For example, a bus route that has as frequency of a bus every 30 minutes
would improve to a bus arriving every 15 minutes.]
) ) Metro Bus Priority Lane Corridor along !mprove bus times, spfeeds, and re|lf~]bl!lty anrTg It|(1e 1‘8 (Whlttler B!vd.). Proposed
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0178 . - improvements would include: transit signal prioritization, bus priority lanes and bus|SPP Survey Los Angeles / East LA
Line 18 (Whittier Blvd.) . .
stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover improvements.
Improve bus times, speeds, and reliability al Line 66 (Ol ic Blvd.). Proposed
. . Metro Bus Priority Lane Corridor along .mp Ve bus time p_ © nare I? I.I v on.g .”.1 R ( ympl(.: .V ) P
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0179 . N improvements would include: transit signal prioritization, bus priority lanes and bus|SPP Survey Los Angeles / East LA
Line 66 (Olympic Blvd.) R .
stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover improvements.
. . . Installation of Bus shelters and benches at Metro and City of Commerce Transit City of Commerce/COG, SPP
Transit Transit Amenities |LB-ELA_0077 Bus Stop Improvements Stop (Various locations within the City of Commerce) Survey Commerce
5 5 - Installation of Bus shelters and benches at Metro and City of Maywood Transit Stop | City of Maywood/COG, SPP
Transit Transit Amenities |LB-ELA_0103 Bus Stop Improvements (Various locations within the City of Maywood) Survey Maywood
Transit Transit Amenities |LB-ELA_0118 Bus Shelter Upgrades Upgrade bus shelters at various locations within the City of Signal Hill. (S::'sz\fl&gnal Hill/cog, spp Signal Hill
Provide enhanced transit security measures and features on Metro trains, buses,
d at Met il stations including: ity devi h d call
Transit Transit Amenities |LB-ELA_0136 Enhanced Transit Security anda e roraits .a |<_:ns Inclucing: secunity t_eylces suc a.s cam_eras andca SPP Mapping Multiple Jurisdictions
buttons, improved incident response, and additional security officers and/or
plainclothes staff.
Transit Traveler Information System Integrated system and web-based application to provide real-time information to
Transit Transit Amenities |LB-ELA_0147 4 users on optimal transit routes and transit options based on time of day as well as  |SPP Survey Study Area Wide

Application (ITS)

estimated arrival times of buses under real time travelconditions.
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Transit Benefit Scores

Project Type

Project SubType

Project ID

Project Name

Project Description

Project Source

Jurisdiction

Transit

Transit Amenities

LB-ELA_0148

Transit Fare Discount Program

Expand Metro’s program to provide increased transit fare discounts for low-income
riders, students, and seniors. Target low income or disadvantaged communities
within the LB-ELA Corridor Study Area.

SPP Survey

Study Area Wide

Transit

Transit Amenities

LB-ELA_0149

Increased Security Features at Metro’s
Existing and Planned Light Rail Stations

Lighting, security cameras, improved line of sight, incident/emergency response
plans, and other safety features at Metro stations/parking structures.

SPP Survey

Multiple Jurisdictions

Transit

Transit Amenities

LB-ELA_0152

Transit Marketing and Education
Program

Expansion of Metro’s collaborative effort with Metrolink, Long Beach Transit, and
city municipal bus lines to promote transit and alternative modes of transportation
to the single occupant vehicle. Include features such as “free transit” day and
transit passes to employees or students to encourage transit use.

SPP Survey

Multiple Jurisdictions

Transit

Transit Amenities

LB-ELA_0161

Transit Ambassador Program

Enhance Metro’s Transit Ambassador Program within the LB-ELA Corridor to bring
non-law enforcement representatives to improve the customer experience,
reinforce public safety, and increase ridership on the transit system.

SPP Mapping

Study Area Wide

Transit

Transit Amenities

LB-ELA_0168

Compton Transit Management
Operations Center Enhancements

Project improvements would include: beautification, art, monuments, safety,
increased bike storage, bike parking, walkways, and bike paths (Phases 1-5).
Location: Compton Transit Management Operations Center: 275 N. Willowbrook
Ave., Compton.

Task Force

Compton

Transit

Transit Amenities

LB-ELA_0169

Southeast LA Transit Improvement
Program

Pending stakeholder input and local jurisdiction approval, this project could include
a “cloud-based” Countywide Signal Priority upgrade, 100 bus stop shelters at
existing bus stops with over 50 daily boardings but without an existing shelter, 100-
solar powered real-time arrival displays, 100 bus stop solar light upgrades for stops
without shelters that have lighting, terminal/layover expansion improvements at
the Norwalk, Artesia, and Compton Stations, and 100 Zero-Emissions Bus charging
masts.

PIPO (Southeast LA), SPP Survey

Multiple Jurisdictions

Transit

Transit Amenities

LB-ELA_0189

Transit System
Cleanliness/Maintenance

Strengthen policies committing Metro to regular cleaning and maintenance
activities on all transit vehicles and at bus and rail stations within the LB-ELA
Corridor. These activities consist of cleaning and disinfection of high touchpoint
surfaces, graffiti removal, cleanup of spills and biohazards, and trash removal.
Maintain station landscaping. Provide high-efficiency air filters on bus and rail
transit vehicles. Ensure that the agency dedicates sufficient resources for this
effort.

SPP Survey, SPP Mapping

Study Area Wide

Transit

Transit Amenities

LB-ELA_0203

Bus Stop Improvements

Collaborate with the local jurisdictions (cities, unincorporated areas of Los Angeles
County) to implement bus stop improvements within the LB-ELA Corridor. Bus stop
improvements would include items such as:

- Lighting

- Security Features

- Benches

Shade and shelters

Drinking Fountains

- Solar-powered arrival displays

- Trashcans

- Landscaping

- Signage

Crosswalks

- Improved ADA accessibility, including repositioning of utility boxes on the
sidewalk

Provide financial support in order to help leverage local funds for project
implementation. Funds would be made available based on criteria such as: project
need, project readiness, and project benefits relative to costs, among other factors.

SPP Survey, SPP Mapping, CA-7,
Community Leadership
Committee (CLC)

Study Area Wide

Draft - 10/3/2023

Goal Score | Principle Score! Draft Total
Score
8.4 2.6 11.0

9.8

2.5

12.3
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LB-ELA Multimodal Corridor Plan - Draft Evaluation Results

Active Transportation Concern Scores

Draft -10/3/2023

Design Constinel Outcome
Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description Project Source Jurisdiction 4 on
Concerns Concerns
Concerns
Active Transportation / TDM BICV'(?|.E Routes / LB-ELA_0007 LA River Path — Central LA An eight-mile bicycle and pedestrian path gap closure between Elysian Valley and Maywood, through downtown Los Metrq LRTP, SPP Survey, SPP Maywood to Elysian 1 1 1 3
Facilities Angeles. Mapping Valley
. . Bicycle Routes / Regionally significant bike projects from |Implement regionally significant active transportation projects adopted as part of the Metro Active Transportation Metro ATSP, SPP Survey, SPP . o
Active Transportation / TDM LB-ELA_0017 Multiple Jurisdictions 1 0
P / Facilities - the Metro Active Transportation Plan Plan (over 40 projects throughout the study area). See Attachment A for more detail. Mapping, CA-7 P > 6
Active Transportation / TDM E;ccxgﬁiieel:outes / LB-ELA_0055 1-710 LA River Bike Path Proposed walking/bicycling path along the LA River, specifically along I-710, which connects Maywood to Long Beach. |SHOPP, SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions 2 1 1 4
. . Bicycle Routes / " . . Randolph, from Bell western city limit to eastern city limit. Complete Phase 2 of the Randolph Metro Active . X
Active Transportation / TDM Facilities LB-ELA_0066 Randolph Bike & Pedestrian Project Transportation (MAT) Corridor. City of Bell/COG, SPP Mapping |Bell 2 1 0 3
X . Bicycle Routes / West Santa Ana Branch Bike & Implement Phases 1-4 of Bike & Pedestrian Trail (Class I) along RR ROW between LA River and Sommerset. Includes City of Paramount/COG, SPP . o
Active Transportation / TDM - LB-ELA_0111 . ) L . _ X R R X Multiple Jurisdictions 1 1 1 3
Facilities Pedestrian Trail lighting, fencing, landscaping, flashing beacons, decomposed granite, ADA curb ramps and street furniture. Mapping, PIPO
Active Transportation / TDM BICV'(?|.E Routes / LB-ELA_0128 Ranldlo'lph Str‘eet Bike and Pedestrian This project wlould |nyolve the construction of bike and pedestrian facilities on Randolph St from District Blvd to the PIPO (Flty of Maywood), SPP Maywood 3 1 0 4
Facilities Facilities Project Los Angeles River Trail System. Mapping
. Implement planned 8-to-80 bikeway projects adopted as part of the City of Long Beach Bicycle Master Plan within the . .
Bicycle Routes City of Long Beach Bicycle
Active Transportation / TDM y K / LB-ELA_0162 City of Long Beach 8-to-80 Bikeways LB-ELA Corridor, including gap closure projects, backbone facilities, and pipeline bikeways (over 40 projects within the v s v Long Beach 5 1 0 6
Facilities X Master Plan, SPP Survey, CA-7
study area). See Attachment A for more detail.
Implement regionally significant bicycle projects in areas with insufficient existing and planned bicycle infrastructure
Bicycle Routes LB-ELA Corridor Bicycle Gap Closure within the LB-ELA Corridor (several projects within the study area). See Attachment A for more detail. Would include
Active Transportation / TDM vee /" |iB-E1A_0163 ; yele Bap , A Corridor ( project: e study area) ! e e INCUSE5pp Mapping, CA-7 Multiple Jurisdictions 5 1 0 6
Facilities Projects potential routes identified by the community, but which will require further planning and design in cooperation with
the local jurisdictions (Cities, County of Los Angeles).
. . Pedestrian / First Rail to River Active Transportation A 5.6-mile active transportation path connecting the Fairview Height Station of the soon-to-be-open Crenshaw Line in . .
Active Transportation / TDM Last Mile LB-ELA_0005 Corridor Segment A Inglewood to the Slauson A (Blue) Line station in South Los Angeles. Metro LRTP, SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions 1 0 2 3
. . Pedestrian / First Rail to River Active Transportation An approximate 4.5-mile active transportation corridor between the LA River to the Slauson A (Blue) Line station that . s
Active Transportation / TDM Last Mile LB-ELA_0006 Corridor Segment B connects to Segment A. Metro LRTP, SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions 1 1 2 4
Implement projects identified in the Blue Line First/Last Mile Plan within the LB-ELA Corridor, with an emphasis on Del
Amo Station. Projects to include ramp reconfigurations, sidewalk and bike lane improvements, and crossing
Pedestrian / First Blue Line First Last Mile Pl improvements, among others. The First/Last Mile (FLM) Plan for the Blue Line was adopted in April 2018 and
Active Transportation / TDM Le te[\sﬂ;lan rs LB-ELA_0008 | uetine |rst astiviie Fan represents a first-of-its-kind effort to plan comprehensive access improvements for an entire transit line. The Plan Metro LRTP, SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions 5 1 0 6
astie mprovements covered all 22 stations on the Metro A (Blue) Line and piloted an inclusive, equity focused community engagement
process. The Plan included planning-level, community-identified pedestrian and bicycle improvements within walking
(1/2-mile) and biking (3-mile) distance of each A Line station.
. . Pedestrian / First . . . . . . .
Active Transportation / TDM Last Mile LB-ELA_0070 Pedestrian Bridge Construct Pedestrian Bridge (Connecting Asmus Park to planned West Santa Ana Branch LRT Station) City of Bell Gardens/COG Bell Gardens 3 1 0 4
Active Transportation / TDM Pedestrlan / First LB-ELA_0076 Pedestrian and Bike Facilities Provide pedestrian facility improvements. Provide safe routes for bike riders. (Various locations within the City of City of Commerce/COG, SPP Commerce 2 1 0 3
Last Mile Commerce) Survey
X . Pedestrian / First Enhanced Pedestrian Crosswalk (Rives . . .
Active Transportation / TDM Last Mile LB-ELA_0082 Ave. & Adwen St.) Enhance pedestrian cross walk at Rives Ave. & Adwen St. City of Downey/COG Downey 0 0 0 0
X . Pedestrian / First Hill Street Pedestrian Bridge X . X . . . City Pf Long Beach/COG,AI-710
Active Transportation / TDM Last Mile LB-ELA_0094 Overcrossin Construct bridge over the 1-710 and Los Angeles River at Hill Street for pedestrians and bicyclists. Motion 5.1/5.2 Early Action Long Beach 5 1 0 6
e Concept
Active Transportation / TDM Pedestrlan / First LB-ELA_0102 ?edestrlan and Bicycle Master Plan Provide pedestrian 'facylllty improvements. Provide safe routes for bike riders. (Various locations within the City of City of Maywood/COG, SPP Maywood 2 1 0 3
Last Mile improvements Maywood per the city’s master plan) Survey
Pedestri First City of Si | Hill/COG, SPP
Active Transportation / TDM Lsstel\s/lirllean /Firs LB-ELA_0114 Walnut Pedestrian Pathway Provide pedestrian pathway along 25th Street, from west of Walnut Avenue to Gundry Avenue SL:/vzy ignal Hill/ ! Signal Hill 2 1 0 3
) . Pedestrian / First Spring Avenue Pedestrian/Bicycle . . . . L 1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Active Transportation / TDM Last Mile LB-ELA_0138 Overcrossing Construct bridge over the I-710 and Los Angeles River at Spring Street for pedestrians and bicyclists. Action Concept Long Beach 5 2 0 7
Pedestrian / First Humphreys Avenue Pedestrian/Bicycle 1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Earl
Active Transportation / TDM ) / LB-ELA_0139 P y /Bicy Construct bridge over I-710 along Humphreys Avenue for pedestrians and bicyclists. R / y‘ East LA 4 2 0 6
Last Mile Overcrossing Action Concept, SPP Mapping
. . Pedestrian / First . . Provide sidewalks and lighting at Del Amo undercrossing at the I-710 freeway. Currently there are no existing . Ranch Dominguez /
Active Transportation / TDM Last Mile LB-ELA_0158 Del Amo Pedestrian Gap Closure Project sidewalks. Would also help those seeking walk access to Del Amo LRT Station. SPP Mapping Long Beach 3 1 0 4
. . Pedestrian / First Southern Ave. Pedestrian Connector New pedestrian path along Southern Ave./East Frontage Rd./Miller Way/West Frontage Road to connect Garfield Ave. .
Active Transportation / TDM Last Mile LB-ELA_0159 Project with Urban Orchard Park SPP Mapping South Gate 2 1 0 3
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LB-ELA Multimodal Corridor Plan - Draft Evaluation Results

Active Transportation Concern Scores

Draft -10/3/2023

Project Type

Project SubType

Project ID

Project Name

Project Description

Project Source

Jurisdiction

Design
Concerns

Constructi

on
Concerns

Outcome
Concerns

Active Transportation / TDM

Pedestrian / First
Last Mile

LB-ELA_0204

Pedestrian Gap Closure Projects

Close gaps within the pedestrian circulation network in communities within the LB-ELA Corridor through the
implementation of new pedestrian facilities. A funding program would be made available to award financial
resources to local jurisdictions (Cities, unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County) on a competitive basis to design
and construct new pedestrian facilities in areas where this infrastructure is currently missing. Projects would include:
- New sidewalks and pedestrian paths

- Extensions of existing pedestrian paths/trails

- Pedestrian/bicycle overpasses

- New Crosswalks/Signals for Pedestrians

- Provision of connections and access to existing trails (for example, greater access to Los Angeles/Rio Hondo River
Trail)

- Provision of pedestrian access/connections to existing and planned Metro transit stations/stops

- Implementation of Safe School Pedestrian/Biking Zones

SPP Survey, SPP Mapping, CA-7

Study Area Wide

Active Transportation / TDM

Pedestrian / First
Last Mile

LB-ELA_0211

City of Long Beach Mid-City Pedestrian
and Bicycle Connections

Create an interconnected network of walking and bicycle routes including creation of bicycle boulevards along 8th and
11th Streets. Includes active transportation network south of Anaheim Street, north of 7th Street, east of Long Beach
Boulevard, and west of Cherry Avenue within the City of Long Beach.

PIPO

Long Beach

Active Transportation / TDM

Pedestrian / First
Last Mile

LB-ELA_0213

West Santa Ana Branch [WSAB} Light
Rail Station First-Last Mile Bikeway
Safety and Access Project

Install 0.3 miles of sidewalk, 1.5 miles of bicycle lanes (Class I1), 2 miles of bike route sharrows (Class Ill), street
lighting, center median islands, curb ramps, and a rest area near the LA River Bike Path. Located in the eastern
quadrant of the City of South Gate, along the existing Union Pacific Railroad /future West Santa Ana Branch Transit
Corridor.

PIPO

Multiple Jurisdictions

Active Transportation / TDM

Pedestrian / First
Last Mile

LB-ELA_0220

Micromobility Pilot Project

Develop a pilot project along Long Beach Boulevard/Pacific Boulevard between Ocean Boulevard [Long Beach] and
East. 57th Street [Vernon] in order to evaluate the design and implementation of Micromobility features along this
planned Complete Streets Corridor. Micromobility is defined as any small, low-speed, human or electric-powered
device, including bicycles, scooters, electric-assist bicycles (e-bikes), electric scooters (e-scooters), and other small,
lightweight, wheeled conveyances. Micromobility devices help to close first- and last-mile gaps to transit and can
offer individuals greater access to jobs, health care, and other services. Powered and adaptive micromobility devices
may also increase mobility for older adults or individuals with disabilities, as they are less strenuous to operate than
traditional bicycles or scooters. The Micromobility Pilot Project would test and evaluate various concepts, including
but not limited to:

- Protected Bicycle Lanes. These lanes physically separate micromobility users from vehicles and pedestrians. These
should be designed to accommodate electric and non-electric modes. Streets with speed limits above 30 miles per
hour should include a protected lane.

- Speed Limits. For example, micromobility devices should self-regulate their speeds below 15 miles/hour to use the
protected lane or should ride in the road.

- Enforcement / Signage. Motorcycles and other high-speed devices not permitted in the protected lanes.

- Designated Parking Stations. Provide designated parking areas for all types of micromobility devices and keep
devices out of pedestrian rights of way.

- Examine policies and regulations that would permit private companies to operate shared micromobility services,
including e-scooters and e-bicycles, to the communities.

Task Force

Multiple Jurisdictions

NA

Active Transportation / TDM

Safety and
Amenities

LB-ELA_0090

Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons at
Pedestrian Crossings

Install rectangular rapid flashing beacons (RRFBs) at Pedestrian Crossings at various locations within the City of Long
Beach.

City of Long Beach/COG, SPP
Survey

Long Beach

Active Transportation / TDM

Safety and
Amenities

LB-ELA_0095

Pedestrian Crosswalk Improvements

Provide pedestrian crosswalk improvements (pedestrian buttons, signage, and electrical infrastructure) at
Rosewood/Abbott, MallisoNAbbott, Long Beach/Tecumseh, Imperial/Ruth & Atlantic/Brewster intersections. (Phase
1)

City of Lynwood/COG, SPP
Survey

Lynwood

Active Transportation / TDM

Safety and
Amenities

LB-ELA_0165

Compton Creek Bike Underpasses

Along Compton Creek Bike Path, between 120th Street and Greenleaf Blvd., construct bike path under-crossings at
120th Street, El Segundo Ave., Rosecrans Ave., Compton Ave., and Alondra Ave. Add lighting, landscaping, benches,
and shade to the existing path.

SPP Mapping, Community
Leadership Committee (CLC)

Compton

Active Transportation / TDM

Safety and
Amenities

LB-ELA_0170

Huntington Park Safe Routes for Seniors
& Students

Project will construct curb ramps, crossing improvements, sidewalks, wayfinding, speed-calming, and other active
transportation improvements for pedestrians on segments of Belgrave Ave., Clarendon Ave., E. 61st St., Randolph St.,
Seville St., Zoe Ave., State St., Yahualica Place, and walking/biking paths adjacent to Veteran’s Park. Includes 130 curb
ramps and high-visibility crosswalks, 3 raised islands, 1 HAWK beacon, 3,266 linear feet of sidewalks, 20 wayfinding
signs, 10 flashing beacons, 329 illuminated bollards, 20 speed humps, 10 raised crosswalks, wastebins, and shade
trees.

PIPO (Huntington Park), SPP
Survey

Huntington Park
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Active Transportation Concern Scores

Draft -10/3/2023

Design Constinel Outcome
Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description Project Source Jurisdiction g on
Concerns Concerns
Concerns
This initiative would build upon Metro’s existing Bike Share Program framework, focusing on the LB-ELA Corridor.
This involves collaboration with local jurisdictions (Cities, County of Los Angeles), non-profit organizations, and/or
N . creating public-private partnerships for purpose of expanding access to bike share programs and for the provision of
X . Safety and Bike Share Programs and Bicycle L. ) s . . . . . X
Active Transportation / TDM Amenities LB-ELA_0200 Amenities key amenities for bicycle users within the LB-ELA Corridor Study Area. Financial support would be provided to help SPP Survey, SPP Mapping, CA-7 |Study Area Wide 0 NA 0
leverage local funding for small scale capital projects such as: bicycle parking and storage lockers; lighting for bike
paths; bicycle repair/maintenance stations; signage and wayfinding; electric bicycle charging stations; and safety
features.
Work with the local jurisdictions (Cities, unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County) to improve safety and enhance
the walking/biking environment throughout the LB-ELA Corridor. Active transportation measures and features would
include items such as:
- Shade structures, trees, benches, and trash cans;
- Wider sidewalks, bulb outs, upgrades to crosswalks, and ADA accessibility improvements (including repositioning
utility boxes on sidewalks);
- Stop signs, traffic signals, pedestrian/bicycle signal phases, colored pavement markings, signage and striping; .
. . . _— . . “ B . . SPP Survey, SPP Mapping, CA-7,
. . Safety and Pedestrian / Bicycle Enhancements and |- Alternative traffic signal phasing options, such as “scramble” pedestrian crossings; K - .
Active Transportation / TDM . LB-ELA_0201 . y . . Community Leadership Study Area Wide 1 1 0
Amenities Safety Features - Flashing crosswalks, and other traffic controls such as pedestrian flashing beacons; X
. . . . . . Committee (CLC)
- Lighting along pedestrian/bicycle paths, including under-crossings;
- Landscaping, hardscaping, and other aesthetic features;
- Protection buffers and barriers, improved fencing
Provide technical and grant writing assistance to local jurisdictions, if requested, to define and develop potential
projects. Provide financial support in order to help leverage local funds for project construction and implementation.
Funds would be made available based on criteria such as: project need, project readiness, and project benefits
relative to costs, among other factors.
Citywide pedestrian, bike and traffic calming improvements to create a complete streets environment — cross walks,
Safety and City of Bell Gardens Pedestrian and mini traffic circles, HAWK pedestrian signals, curb extensions, Class 3 bike routes, ADA ramps, Leading Pedestrian
Active Transportation / TDM va LB-ELA_0206 ,y cles, AR P an sigl : : mps, Leacing e PIPO Bell Gardens 3 1 0
Amenities Bicycle Improvements Interval [LBI] signal timing, and striping improvements. Would be applied to various locations within the City of Bell
Gardens, including: Sprecht Ave., Live Oak St., Priority St., Purdy Ave., Gephart Ave., Perry Rd., and Hannon St.
safety and City of Carson Citvwide Communit Improve bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure and safety with Class 2 bike lanes, bike racks, crosswalk improvements,
Active Transportation / TDM y . LB-ELA_0207 Y v v Accessible Pedestrian Signal push buttons, countdown pedestrian signals, and curb ramps. Various locations within PIPO Carson 3 1 0
Amenities Safety Improvements .
the City of Carson and Santa Fe Avenue between 218th Place and Del Amo Boulevard.
Active Transportation / TDM SafetY a'md LB-ELA_0208 Salt Lall<e' Avenug Pedestrian East SI(.je of Salt Lake Avenu'e within the C'lty of Cudahy. Widen sidewalk, install pedestrian lighting, signage, curb PIPO Cudahy 2 1 0
Amenities Accessibility Project extensions, and ADA compliant wheelchair ramps.
Safety education and construction of sidewalks, crosswalks, and curb ramps. Various locations within South Downey:
X . Safety and South Downey Safe Routes to School R N X ) N )
Active Transportation / TDM " LB-ELA_0209 ) Brunache St., Laura St., Nada St., Pomering Rd, Quoit St., Lankin St., Orizaba Ave., Gneiss Ave., Devenir Ave., Blodgett PIPO Downey 2 1 0
Amenities Project (Phase 2) .
Ave. and Premiere Ave.
Active Transportation / TDM Safety a'md LB-ELA_0210 Gregnway Traffic Circle Improvement A't thel intersection of Rives Avenue / Phlox Strefat in the City of I?owney, construgt traffic circle, bulb outs with PIPO Downey 1 1 0
Amenities Project directional curb ramps, enhanced crosswalks, signage, landscaping, shade, and bioswales.
. ) Safety and Tweedy Boulevard Active Install |mprovemlents on Tweedy Boulevard to improve non-motorized user safety and promote walking, biking, and
Active Transportation / TDM " LB-ELA_0212 K use of local transit. Tweedy Boulevard, between Alameda Street and Dearborn Avenue and between Dorothy Avenue |PIPO South Gate 3 1 0
Amenities Transportation Improvements . . P )
and the Los Angeles River Bicycle Trail, within the City of South Gate.
A compendium of proposed projects and Improvements as outlined in the I- Vability Initiative conceptual plan.
Proposed projects include improvements such as:
- Lighting for people walking/biking.
- New/improved bike lanes and bike amenities.
safety and - New improved sidewalks and cross walks.
Active Transportation / TDM Amer:/ities LB-ELA_0214 1-710 Livability Initiative - Landscaping and shade. Public art. COG Ad Hoc Committee Multiple Jurisdictions 1 1 0

- Improved bus stops. Improved curbs. Street furniture.

- Traffic calming to slow speeds.

- New connections and crossings. Improve under/overpasses.

Proposals address improvements along a network of 21 east-west and 6 north-south roadway segments located
within one-mile of I-710.
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LB-ELA Multimodal Corridor Plan - Draft Evaluation Results

Active Transportation Concern Scores

Draft -10/3/2023

Design Constinel Outcome
Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description Project Source Jurisdiction 4 on
Concerns Concerns
Concerns
Expand Metro’s efforts to promote bicycle safety and improve roadway awareness for bicyclists, pedestrians, bus
operators, and motorists within the Long Beach-East Los Angeles Corridor communities. This program includes:
- Education and encouragement campaigns to promote a shift from driving to more walking, bicycling, and the use of
Safety and Bicycle Safety and Education Program public transit. Task Force, Communit
Active Transportation / TDM y A LB-ELA_0216 v ¥ 8 - Bicycle skills and traffic safety classes. - ) ¥ Study Area Wide 0 NA 0
Amenities (BEST) - . Leadership Committee (CLC)
- Community rides. Safe Routes to Schools rides.
- Collaboration with key stakeholders in the development of campaigns and printed materials such as safe riding kits
for bicycle safety class participants.
Travel Demand Extend Metro’s carpool and vanpool programs by focusing on the LB-ELA Study Area. Carpooling is an inexpensive
X . and effective travel option that involves finding nearby commuters to share the ride. Provide access to ride-matching .
Active Transportation / TDM Management LB-ELA_0198 Carpool/Vanpool Programs . . ) . " . . . L SPP Survey Study Area Wide 0 NA 0
(TDM) Strategies services to find nearby residents looking to carpool. In addition, promote vanpool services, including coordination,
8 administration support, and financial subsidies for commuters especially in areas less served by transit operators.
Building upon “lessons learned” during the COVID pandemic, encourage employers to modify their work policies to
retain hybrid work schedules, flexible work hours, and “work from home” options. Coordinate with public agencies
Travel Demand and large employers. Share research/promote studies on the effectiveness of telecommuting. In addition, identif
Active Transportation / TDM Management LB-ELA_0199 Telecommuting Programs g' . ployers. P . X . 'g. . ! ¥ SPP Survey Study Area Wide 0 NA 0
(TDM) Strategies supportive infrastructure for telecommuting. Expand broadband capacity and internet service provider (ISP)

capabilities within the LB-ELA Corridor by co-locating digital communications infrastructure (such as fiber optic cable)
with major public works projects and infrastructure.
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Arterial Roadway Concern Scores

Draft -10/3/2023

Project Type

Project SubType

Project ID

Project Name

Project Description

Project Source

Jurisdiction

Design
Concerns

Constructi

on
Concerns

Outcome
Concerns

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0010

Shoemaker Bridge/Shoreline Drive

1-710 Improvements/Shoemaker Bridge Replacement: Replace the Existing Shoemaker Bridge with a New Bridge. The
New Bridge Will Be Reduced to Have Two Mixed-Flow Lanes in the NB and in the SB Directions to Tie the Flow into I-
710. The New Bridge Will Also Include Pedestrian and Bicycle Access. Additionally, Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Street
Enhancements Will Be Provided on Adjacent Thoroughfares.

SCAG RTP, PIPO, City of Long
Beach/COG

Long Beach

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0056

Artesia Complete Street Corridor

Artesia Blvd., between Central Ave. and Lakewood Blvd. Reconstruct Artesia Blvd. to establish a Complete Street
Corridor, including: bicycle facilities, pedestrian facilities and crosswalks, transit stop features and amenities, safety
and traffic calming features, landscaping, hardscaping, public art (aesthetic treatments), public green spaces, trees,
and water quality features such as bioswales and tree wells.

COG/Cities/County, SPP Survey

Multiple Jurisdictions

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0057

Atlantic Complete Street Corridor

Atlantic Ave./Blvd., between Ocean Blvd. and SR-60. Reconstruct Atlantic Ave./Blvd. to establish a Complete Street
Corridor, including: bicycle facilities, pedestrian facilities and crosswalks, transit stop features and amenities, safety
and traffic calming features, landscaping, hardscaping, public art (aesthetic treatments), public green spaces, trees,
and water quality features such as bioswales and tree wells.

COG/Cities/County, SPP Survey

Multiple Jurisdictions

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0058

Florence Complete Street Corridor

Florence Ave., between Alameda St. and Lakewood Blvd. Reconstruct Florence Ave. to establish a Complete Street
Corridor, including: bicycle facilities, pedestrian facilities and crosswalks, transit stop features and amenities, safety
and traffic calming features, landscaping, hardscaping, public art (aesthetic treatments), public green spaces, trees,
and water quality features such as bioswales and tree wells.

COG/Cities/County, SPP Survey

Multiple Jurisdictions

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0059

Imperial Complete Street Corridor

Imperial Hwy., between Alameda St. and Lakewood Blvd. Reconstruct Imperial Hwy. to establish a Complete Street
Corridor, including: bicycle facilities, pedestrian facilities and crosswalks, transit stop features and amenities, safety
and traffic calming features, landscaping, hardscaping, public art (aesthetic treatments), public green spaces, trees,
and water quality features such as bioswales and tree wells.

COG/Cities/County, SPP Survey

Lynwood/South
Gate/Downey

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0060

Alondra Complete Street Corridor

Alondra Blvd., between Central Ave. and Lakewood Blvd. Reconstruct Alondra Blvd. to establish a Complete Street
Corridor, including: bicycle facilities, pedestrian facilities and crosswalks, transit stop features and amenities, safety
and traffic calming features, landscaping, hardscaping, public art (aesthetic treatments), public green spaces, trees,
and water quality features such as bioswales and tree wells.

COG/Cities/County, SPP Survey

Compton/ Paramount

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0061

Slauson Complete Street Corridor

Slauson Ave., between Alameda St. and Lakewood Blvd. Reconstruct Slauson Ave. to establish a Complete Street
Corridor, including: bicycle facilities, pedestrian facilities and crosswalks, transit stop features and amenities, safety
and traffic calming features, landscaping, hardscaping, public art (aesthetic treatments), public green spaces, trees,
and water quality features such as bioswales and tree wells.

COG/Cities/County, SPP Survey

Multiple Jurisdictions

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0062

Long Beach Complete Street Corridor

Long Beach Blvd./Pacific Blvd. Reconstruct Long Beach Blvd./Pacific Blvd., between Ocean Blvd. and Slauson Ave. to
establish a Complete Street Corridor, including: bicycle facilities, pedestrian facilities and crosswalks, transit stop
features and amenities, safety and traffic calming features, landscaping, hardscaping, public art (aesthetic
treatments), public green spaces, trees, and water quality features such as bioswales and tree wells.

COG/Cities/County, SPP Survey

Multiple Jurisdictions

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0064

Gage Avenue Street Improvements

Gage Ave., from Bell western city limit to eastern city limit. Upgrade Gage Ave. to provide safety and aesthetic
features (drought tolerant landscaping, hardscaping). Proposed improvements will include new pedestrian sidewalks,
street lighting, street furniture, bus shelters, parkway landscaping, monument entry signs, and drainage
enhancements with the installation of curb drains and drywells in the projectsite.

City of Bell/COG

Bell

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0086

Gage Avenue Operational and Safety
Improvements

Between Alameda Street and Atlantic Blvd., upgrade Gage Avenue to provide operational and safety improvements.

City of Huntington Park/COG

Bell/Huntington Park

1 10

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0126

Slauson Avenue Corridor & Citywide
Pedestrian, Bike, Transit Improvements

Project focuses on pedestrian, bike, & transit safety improvements along the Slauson Avenue, between 1-710 and I-5,
as well as 10 other unsignalized intersections or midblock crossings citywide. The project location includes the 2.6-
mile Slauson Avenue corridor between I-710 and I-5 freeways and 10 unsignalized intersections or midblock crossings
citywide.

PIPO (City of Commerce), SPP
Survey

Commerce

Arterial Roadway

Complete Streets

LB-ELA_0127

Lakewood Boulevard Improvement
Project

Lakewood Blvd., between Del Amo Blvd. and Ashworth Street. The project would install a Class | Bike Path and
pedestrian sidewalk in the parkway area and will construct minor roadway capacity enhancements on Lakewood
Boulevard. Project includes 1.5 miles of new bicycle and pedestrian facilities, utility undergrounding, traffic signal
improvements, LED street lighting, ADA enhancements, and green street improvements such as landscaped median
islands, parkway trees, and stormwater retention.

PIPO (City of Lakewood), SPP
Survey

Lakewood
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Arterial Roadway Concern Scores
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Design Constinel Outcome
Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description Project Source Jurisdiction g on
Concerns Concerns
Concerns
Garfield Avenue, between Century Boulevard and Firestone. The project would transform the corridor to a more
attractive and pedestrian and bike friendly environment. Improvements include: (a) implementing new bicycle PIPO (City of South Gate), SPP
Arterial Roadway Complete Streets [LB-ELA_0129 Garfield Avenue Improvement Project  |facilities including bike racks, Class Il Bike Lanes and Class Il Bike Routes, (b) pedestrian improvements including S ¥ ! South Gate 3 2 0
flashing beacons, curb extensions and sidewalks, (c) raised, landscape center road medians, (d) enhancing the bus urvey
shelters, and (e) adding roadway signing and striping.
. Burnett Street/Skyline Drive Improve Burnett'Street/lSkyIme Drive, mcludlng the addition of Bike Lanes, between East' Walnut Avenue and Dawson City of Signal Hill/COG, SPP ) )
Arterial Roadway Complete Streets |LB-ELA_0117 . Avenue. Installation of sidewalks between Gaviota Avenue and Cherry Avenue, Class 2 bike lanes between Walnut Signal Hill 4 1 0
Improvement Project L Survey
Avenue and Dawson Avenue, and related roadway amenities/improvements.
ICM is an Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) strategy to manage non-recurring congestion along a corridor by
Signal X utilizing advanced technologies and systems. ICM components include active monitoring of all transportation modes
. o Integrated Corridor Management (ICM) i~ L ! R . . - o . s
Arterial Roadway Coordination / LB-ELA_0003 Proiect and facilities within the corridor, on and off the freeway, including ramp metering, traffic signal coordination, incident |Metro LRTP, PIPO, SPP Survey |Multiple Jurisdictions 1 1 5
TSM /ITS ) traffic management, advanced traveler information system, and other advanced technologies and techniques. Would
be applied on I-710 and a network of key connecting arterials, within the LB-ELA Corridor between SR-91 and SR-60.
Signal Tweedy Boulevard Signal Synchronization Project: (1) Interconnects 18 Traffic Signals Using Fiber Optic Cable And
. L . Wireless Communications (2) Synchronizes Signal Timing To Improve Traffic Flow, And Reduces Delays Along The 2.7-
Arterial Roadwa Coordination LB-ELA_0013 Tweedy Blvd Signal Sync SCAG RTP, SPP Surve Lynwood/South Gate
Y TSM / ITS / - Y e Y Mile Arterial and (3) Install A Closed Circuit Television Camera (CCTV) At The Intersection Of Long Beach BI., to Y Y / 2 0 3
Support the Advance Transportation Management Systems (ATMS).
Signal Traffic signal controller and cabinets upgrades and the installation of fiber optic communication infrastructure to
Sports Park Transportation Performance |provide redundant high bandwidth network in Long Beach within the LB-ELA Corridor. The purpose of these Metro 2028 Mobility Concept
Arterial Roadway Coordination / LB-ELA_0020 P : P P ) g A - & . R purp R v P Long Beach 0 0 0
TSM /TS Modeling Network equipment upgrades is to improve traffic signal coordination and strengthen data connections among traffic Plan
management systems.
Signal Route 1. In Los Angeles County, on various routes at various locations. Upgrade existing fiber communication system
Arterial Roadway Coordination / LB-ELA_0051 and rehabilitate Transportation Management System (TMS) elements, including video cameras, ramp meters, and SHOPP, SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions 0 0 0
TSM / ITS Changeable Message Signs (CMS).
Signal . . L . .
Targeted upgrades to 38 intersections, citywide, in the City of Bell Gardens. Would replace outdated infrastructure .
Arterial Roadway Coordination / LB-ELA_0069 Traffic / Ped Signal Upgrades g . Pe R . Y . Y . P City of Bell Gardens/COG Bell Gardens 0 0 3
TSM /1T such as signal poles, cabinets, pedestrian poles, and vehicle detection systems.
Signal . - Traffic signal upgrade at Telegraph / Eastern / Atlantic. Also consider improvements such as turning lane pavement City of Commerce/COG,
X L Mixmaster Traffic signal Improvements X L ! . X N N . R .
Arterial Roadway Coordination / LB-ELA_0071 A markings, striping, and enhanced signage so that approaching traffic can get properly aligned well in advance of this Community Leadership Commerce 1 0 0
(Telegraph/ Eastern/ Atlantic) . ; .
TSM / ITS intersection. Committee (CLC)
Signal .
City of C COG, SPP
Arterial Roadway Coordination / LB-ELA_0072 Traffic Signal Coordination Projects Various arterials within the City of Commerce SI y of Commerce/ Commerce 2 0 3
TSM /ITS urvey
Signal
Arterial Roadway Coordination / LB-ELA_0074 Traffic Signal Upgrades Upgrade various signals within the City of Commerce City of Commerce/COG Commerce 0 0 3
TSM /ITS
Signal .
City of C COG, SPP
Arterial Roadway Coordination / LB-ELA_0075 Video Camera installation Video Camera installation on all Signalized intersections within the City of Commerce SI y of Commerce/ Commerce 0 0 2
TSM /ITS urvey
Signal . . . S . L
Firestone Blvd. Traffic Signal Upgrades |Along Firestone Boulevard between Downey West City Limit and Lakewood Boulevard, provide traffic signal updates
Arterial Roadway Coordination / LB-ELA_0081 8 Pg s v v P 8 P City of Downey/COG Downey 0 0 3
& Safety Enhancements and safety enhancements.
TSM /ITS
Signal
Arterial Roadway Coordination / LB-ELA_0083 Traffic Signal Upgrades Along Florence Ave., between Downey Ave. & Brookshire Ave., upgrade traffic signals City of Downey/COG Downey 0 0 0
TSM /ITS
Signal .
City of Downey/COG, SPP
Arterial Roadway Coordination / LB-ELA_0084 Video Detection Upgrades At 25 intersections in various locations within the City of Downey, provide video detection upgrades. Su:/ve v/ Downey 0 0 3
TSM /ITS v
Signal
Arterial Roadway Coordination / LB-ELA_0087 Traffic Signal Equipment Improvements |Upgrade traffic signal equipment at various locations within the City of Long Beach City of Long Beach/COG Long Beach 0 0 3
TSM /ITS
Signal
Arterial Roadway Coordination / LB-ELA_0089 Emergency Vehicle Pre-Emption Install emergency vehicle pre-emption (EMVE) for traffic signals at various locations within the City of Long Beach. City of Long Beach/COG Long Beach 0 0 2
TSM /ITS
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LB-ELA Multimodal Corridor Plan - Draft Evaluation Results

Arterial Roadway Concern Scores

Draft -10/3/2023

A A A A . ey . P Design Copstct Outcome
Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description Project Source Jurisdiction on
Concerns @GS Concerns
Signal Install new traffic signals and signage at the following locations: 1) Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd./Abbott Rd., 2)
. L e Arlington and Atlantic Ave., 3) El Segundo and State St., 4) Carlin and Bullis Rd., 5) Alameda St. and Industry Way, 6) .
Arterial Roadway Coordination / LB-ELA_0096 Traffic Signal Improvements . ) . X X . |City of Lynwood/COG Lynwood 0 0 3 3
TSM / ITS Alameda St. and Lynwood Rd., 7) Martin Luther King Bvd/ Norton Ave., 8) Martin Luther King Blvd/Bullis Rd., 9) Martin
Luther King Blvd/Ernestine St., 10) Martin Luther King Blvd and California, 11) State Street and Fernwood. (Phase 1)
Signal Provide traffic signal upgrades at the following locations: 1) Long Beach Blvd/Carlin, 2) Long Beach Blvd/El Segundo,
Arterial Roadway Coordination / LB-ELA_0097 Traffic Signal Improvements 3) Long Beach Blvd and Sanborn, 4) Long Beach Blvd./Euclid, 5) Long Beach Blvd/Imperial Hwy, 6) Atlantic City of Lynwood/COG Lynwood 0 0 3 3
TSM /ITS Ave/Cortland, 7) Atlantic Ave./Abbott Rd, 8) Alameda/Deputy Blaire. (Phase 2)
Signal .
Arterial Roadway Coordination / LB-ELA_0099 Traffic Signal Synchronization Projects  |Various arterials within the City of Maywood g:lt:/v:\f/Maywood/COG, SPP Maywood 2 0 3 5
TSM /ITS
Signal
Arterial Roadway Coordination / LB-ELA_0100 Traffic Signal Upgrade Projects Upgrade traffic signal equipment at various locations within the City of Maywood City of Maywood/COG Maywood 0 0 3 3
TSM /TS
Signal .
Arterial Roadway Coordination / LB-ELA_0101 Video Camera installation Video Camera installation at all Signalized intersections within the City of Maywood g:lt:/v:\f/Maywood/COG, sep Maywood 0 0 2 2
TSM /TS
Signal . . .
Arterial Roadway Coordination / LB-ELA_0112 Signal Coordination/ITS Projects Implement signal coordination and ITS projects at various locations within the City of Signal Hill. gjt:/v:\f/&gnal Hili/coe, spp Signal Hill 2 0 3 5
TSM /TS
Signal
Arterial Roadway Coordination / LB-ELA_0116 Traffic Signal Operational Upgrade Upgrade the traffic signal at Willow Street & Temple Avenue City of Signal Hill/COG Signal Hill 0 0 1 1
TSM /TS
Design and Implementation of Connected Vehicle Infrastructure to improve vulnerable road user safety within the LB-
Signal LB-ELA Corridor Vulnerable Road User  |ELA Corridor. This would allow units in vehicles to communicate with units built into transportation infrastructure.
Arterial Roadway Coordination / LB-ELA_0166 Connected Vehicle Infrastructure Additional technology applications would allow vehicles to communicate with other vehicles, data networks, or Metro Multiple Jurisdictions 0 1 5 6
TSM /ITS Deployment pedestrians. The main purpose of this technology is to share information related to items such as safety warnings,
roadway hazards, routing information, truck route restrictions, and pedestrian safety zones.
Arterial Roadway ngfcljination/ LB-ELA_0167 1-710 Arterial Signal Performance De[floy ar'terial signall pelrformance Tneasulres atall signallized ithersectio'nl within the LB-ELA Corridor to allow for the Metro, SPP Survey Study Area Wide 2 NA 5 7
TSM /1T Measurement optimization of traffic signal operation to improve arterial corridor mobility.
Arterial Roadway Zlfcr:?(;ination/ LB-ELA_0215 1-710 Am‘ariaI‘ Traffic Signal Control Design arAwd implement upgraded afterial traffic signal control interconnect and .central traffic management Metro, SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions 1 0 5 6
TSM /1T Communication Upgrades communications to elevate subregional traffic system management and operations.
Implement Traffic Calming Features within the LB-ELA Corridor to slow traffic on local streets or near schools.
Collaborate with local jurisdictions (Cities, unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County) to design, construct, and
implement traffic calming features in areas that experience frequent speed violations and/or high levels of accident
rates. Based on available funding, provide financial support in order to help leverage local funds for project
construction and implementation. Traffic calming features could include:
- Speed limit reductions, signage, variable speed signs, and enforcement devices
- Speed bumps .
- Truck restrictions (trucks over a certain weight) on non-designated truck routes, including signage and geofencing SPP Survey, SPP Mapping,
Arterial Roadway Traffic Calming LB-ELA_0202 Traffic Calming alerts Community Leadership Study Area Wide 1 2 1 4
- Roundabouts Committee (CLC)
- Trees, vegetation, landscaping features to help direct and slow traffic
- Bulb outs
- Stop signs, traffic signals, striping, raised decorative pavement, and other traffic controls
- Road diets
- Speed enforcement cameras
- Enhanced use of signage, striping, flashing crosswalks, other pedestrian warning devices in school zones
Garfield Avenue Improvements, from 70th Street to Howery Street. Widen Street 1 to 4 Feet for 2 Miles to
General Local / Accommodate a Third Lane in Each Direction during Peak Hours. Add Medians, Narrow Existing Medians, Add Second
Arterial Roadway Regional Roadway LB-ELA_0012 Garfield Widening Left Turn Lane in All Directions at Two Intersections, (Rosecrans Ave. And Alondra Blvd.), Resurface Street, Concrete SCAG RTP, PIPO Paramount 7 3 4 14
Intersections, and add Traffic Signal Improvements, Street Lights, Underground Utilities, Green Street Improvements,
and Stormwater and Watershed BMPs.
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Design Constinel Outcome
Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description Project Source Jurisdiction 4 on
Concerns @GS Concerns
X General Local / Route 1, In the cities of Long Beach and Los Angeles, install stormwater treatment Best Management Practices Wilmington/Long
Arterial Roadway . LB-ELA_0040 ) o R X R L SHOPP 0 1 0 1
Regional Roadway (BMPs), including bioswales and Design Pollution Prevention Infiltration Areas (DPPIAs). Beach
General Local / Route 1. In Long Beach, from Temple Avenue to De Forest Avenue. Upgrade traffic signals, crosswalks, curb ramps,
Arterial Roadwa LB-ELA_0041 SHOPP Long Beach 2 2 1 5
Y Regional Roadway - sidewalks, driveways, and Accessible Pedestrian Signals (APS) to Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) standards. e
General Local / Route 1, MP 7.0-7.2. In Long Beach, at Los Angeles River Bridge No. 53-0341 and De Forest Avenue Undercrossing No.
Arterial Roadway R LB-ELA_0044 53-1047. Seismic retrofit, upgrade bridge rails, and upgrade facilities to Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) SHOPP Long Beach 0 1 0 1
Regional Roadway standards
G | Local
Arterial Roadway enlera ocal / LB-ELA_0063 Gage Ave. Bridge Rehabilitate/replace Gage Avenue Bridge over the LA River City of Bell/COG Bell 1 2 0 3
Regional Roadway
General Local
Arterial Roadway R / LB-ELA_0065 Slauson Ave. Bridge Rehabilitate/replace Slauson Avenue Bridge over the LA River City of Bell/COG Bell 1 2 0 3
Regional Roadway
General Local
Arterial Roadway Regional Road(/vay LB-ELA_0067 Florence Ave. Bridges Replace Florence Ave. Bridges over LA River & 1-710 City of Bell/COG Bell 1 3 0 4
‘ General Local / Systematic Safety Analysis Report Target‘ed safety |mprovent1ents to ?8 intersections, atyw@e, |nA the C.lty of Bell G‘ard‘ens. Incllfdes |nst§II!ng signs; . City of Bell Gardens/COG, SPP
Arterial Roadway R LB-ELA_0068 changing pavement markings; adding protected turn phasing; installing channelization; parking restrictions; and signal Bell Gardens 0 0 0 0
Regional Roadway Program (SSARP) Improvements timing adjustments Survey
General Local
Arterial Roadway Regional R d/ LB-ELA_0073 Telegraph Road Improvements Improve Telegraph Road between Marianna Ave. and Atlantic Blvd (safety features and pedestrian circulation) City of Commerce/COG Commerce 5 1 0 6
egional Roadway
X General Local / Provide arterial roadway bridge over LA River and I-710 to connect Randolph Street west and east of the LA River/I- .
Arterial Roadway R LB-ELA_0078 Randolph Street Gap Closure City of Commerce/COG Commerce 5 3 0 8
Regional Roadway 710
General Local
Arterial Roadway Regional Road(Nay LB-ELA_0079 Florence Avenue Bridge Rehabilitation |Rehabilitate arterial bridge over the Rio Hondo River Channel City of Downey/COG Downey 0 2 0 2
R General Local / Florence Ave. & Paramount Blvd. Improve the intersection at Florence Ave. & Paramount Blvd. by adding turn lanes to reduce congestion and enhance  |City of Downey/COG, SPP
Arterial Roadway ) LB-ELA_0080 . Downey 1 1 0 2
Regional Roadway Intersection Improvement safety. Survey
General Local Intersection Improvements (Huntington City of Huntington Park/COG,
Arterial Roadway R / LB-ELA_0085 P ( 8 Provide intersection improvements at various locations within the City of Huntington Park v g / Huntington Park 5 1 1 7
Regional Roadway Park) SPP Survey
General Local City of Long Beach/COG, SPP
Arterial Roadway R / LB-ELA_0088 Protected Left Turns at Signals Implement protected left-turns along major arterials at various locations with the City of Long Beach. v s / Long Beach 3 1 0 4
Regional Roadway Survey
General Local
Arterial Roadway Regional Road(Nay LB-ELA_0098 City Re-Striping Projects Replace striping on major arterials (lane striping, school zone striping) at various locations within the City of Lynwood. |City of Lynwood/COG Lynwood 0 0 0 0
General Local
Arterial Roadway Regional Road{/vay LB-ELA_0104 Rosecrans Ave. Bridge Replace/rehabilitate Rosecrans Ave. Bridge over the LA River City of Paramount/COG Paramount 1 2 0 3
General Local
Arterial Roadway Regional Road(Nay LB-ELA_0105 Garfield Avenue Improvement Project  |Improve Garfield Avenue from South City Limit to North City Limit [City of Paramount] City of Paramount/COG Paramount 4 2 1 7
General Local
Arterial Roadway Regional Road(/vay LB-ELA_0107 Alondra Blvd. Bridges Replace Alondra Blvd. Bridges over the LA River and I-710 City of Paramount/COG Paramount 3 3 1 7
R General Local / Garfield Ave. Intersection Provide dual left turn lanes on all approaches for the following intersections along Garfield Avenue: 1) Rosecrans, 2) City of Paramount/COG, SPP
Arterial Roadway ) LB-ELA_0108 Paramount 3 2 0 5
Regional Roadway Improvements Somerset, and 3) Alondra. Survey
X General Local / Alondra Blvd. Intersection Provide dual left turn lanes on all approaches for the following intersections along Alondra Blvd: 1) Garfield, 2) City of Paramount/COG, SPP
Arterial Roadway ) LB-ELA_0109 Paramount 3 2 0 5
Regional Roadway Improvements Paramount, and 3) Downey. Survey
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Design Constinel Outcome
Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description Project Source Jurisdiction g on
Concerns C Concerns
oncerns
) General Local / A Provide dual left turn lanes on all approaches for the following intersections along Rosecrans Ave: 1) Garfield, 2) City of Paramount/COG, SPP
Arterial Roadway R LB-ELA_0110 Rosecrans Intersection Improvements Paramount 3 2 0 5
Regional Roadway Paramount, and 3) Downey. Survey
General Local City of Signal Hill/COG, SPP . .
Arterial Roadway R / LB-ELA_0113 Orange Avenue Improvement Project Improve Orange Avenue, including the addition of Bike Lanes, between 25th Street and Spring Street v 8 / Signal Hill 3 1 0 4
Regional Roadway Survey
General Local City of Signal Hill/COG, SPP . .
Arterial Roadway R / LB-ELA_0115 California Ave. Improvement Project Improve California Avenue, including the addition of Bike Lanes, between Willow Street and Spring Street Y g / Signal Hill 3 1 0 4
Regional Roadway Survey
General Local City of South Gate/COG, SPP
Arterial Roadway R / LB-ELA_0119 Wright Road Improvement Project Improve Wright Road, including the addition of Bike Lanes, between Imperial Hwy. and Atlantic Ave. v / South Gate 3 1 0 4
Regional Roadway Survey
Arterial Roadwa General Local / LB-ELA 0120 Safety-Related Road Improvement Within the East Rancho Dominguez (unincorporated LA County), implement safety-related improvement projects East Rancho Domingo (County |East Rancho 5 2 0 7
v Regional Roadway - Projects along the following roadways: Compton Boulevard, Atlantic Avenue, Rosecrans Avenue, and Alondra Boulevard of LA)/COG, SPP Survey Dominguez
Implement local roadway projects within the local jurisdictions and communities (cities, unincorporated areas of Los
Angeles County) which comprise the LB-ELA Corridor. The objective of these projects will be to improve mobility,
safety, and the travel experience for all users of the roadways (pedestrians, bicyclists, transit, and vehicles). This
program would help fund projects such as:
Arterial Roadway Genleral Local / LB-ELA_0205 Arterial/General Roadway - Intlersection improvements Metro, Gateway Clities COG, SPP Study Area Wide 5 P 1 8
Regional Roadway Improvements Program - Bridge replacements Survey, SPP Mapping
- Street widenings and enhancements including lighting, safety features, landscaped medians, and parkways
- Complete Streets projects and features, including active transportation (bicycle, pedestrian), and transit stop
improvements
- Traffic controls (traffic signals, stop signs), signal coordination, and Intelligent Transportation Systems
. General Local / Atlantic Blvd. widening Over I-5 at WouIc! widen Atlanltlc AverTue bridge structure over I-5 at |nltersect|o'n of Teleglraph Road, Elastern Avenue, and ]
Arterial Roadway R LB-ELA_0221 R R Atlantic Boulevard in the City of Commerce. Would help relieve traffic congestion and provide a safer roadway for all City of Commerce Commerce 5 3 1 9
Regional Roadway Mixmaster Intersection .
modes of transportation.
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Freeway ConcernScores

Draft-10/3/2023

Design Constinel Outcome
Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description Project Source Jurisdiction 4 on
Concerns @GS Concerns
. Reconfiguration of 1-710/Willow Interchange to improve operations, safety, and sight distance for traffic entering and |1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Freeway 1-710/Willow Interchange . ] - ) - . .
Freeway Imbrovements LB-ELA_0028 Improvements exiting the freeway. Improve traffic controls to address safety concerns of bicyclists, pedestrians at ramp termini. Action Concept, SPP Mapping, [Long Beach 5 3 1 9
P P Upgrade bridge structures to allow space for bicycle/pedestrian connections across I-710 and LA River Channel. City of Long Beach/COG
Reconfiguration of 1-710/Del Amo Interchange to improve operations, safety, and sight distance for traffic entering 1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Freeway 1-710/Del Amo Interchange . . .o . . . .
Freeway Imorovements LB-ELA_0029 Imbrovements and exiting the freeway. Improve traffic controls to address safety concerns of bicyclists, pedestrians at ramp termini. [Action Concept, SPP Mapping, |Long Beach/Carson 8 3 1 12
P P Upgrade bridge structures to allow space for bicycle/pedestrian connections across I-710 and LA River Channel. City of Long Beach/COG
Upgrade of I-710/Long Beach Blvd. Interchange to improve operations, safety, and sight distance for traffic entering .
Freeway 1-710/Long Beach Blvd. Interchange . ) ) N ) C. 1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Freeway LB-ELA_0030 and exiting the freeway. Improve traffic controls to address safety concerns of bicyclists, pedestrians at ramp termini. R Long Beach 5 3 1 9
Improvements Improvements . . . ) ) Action Concept
Upgrade bridge structures to allow space for bicycle/pedestrian connections across I-710 and LA River Channel.
i 1-710/Alondra Interchange 1I’?econflgulratlon of I-TlO/tAIc;r;dlr;ir(;ttercsh;riecto |mp£ovetoper;t|ons, an(?l safety for tratfflT enterlnf ar;g exm;\g Th«ta 1710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Er
reewa reeway. Improve, relocate SB |- 0 SR- onnectors to reduce weaving movements. Improve traffic controls to - otion 5.1/5.2 Ear
Freeway Y LB-ELA_0031 Improvements & Modification of SB |- V- mp o R o 8 . P . y, Compton 8 3 1 12
Improvements address safety concerns of bicyclists, pedestrians at ramp termini. Upgrade bridge structures to allow space for Action Concept, SPP Mapping
710 to SR-91 Connectors . . . .
bicycle/pedestrian connections across I-710 and LA River Channel.
X Reconfiguration of 1-710/Imperial Interchange to improve operations, safety, and sight distance for traffic entering .
Freeway 1-710/Imperial Interchange L . ) i R . 1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Freeway LB-ELA_0032 and exiting the freeway. Improve traffic controls to address safety concerns of bicyclists, pedestrians at ramp termini. R R Downey/Lynwood 8 3 1 12
Improvements Improvements . R . . . Action Concept, SPP Mapping
Upgrade bridge structures to allow space for bicycle/pedestrian connections across I-710 and LA River Channel.
) Upgrade of I-710/Firestone Blvd. Interchange to improve operations and safety for traffic entering and exiting the .
Freeway 1-710/Firestone Interchange . ) ) . . 1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Freeway LB-ELA_0033 freeway. Improve traffic controls to address safety concerns of bicyclists, pedestrians at ramp termini. Upgrade . . South Gate 3 3 1 7
Improvements Improvements R . . . X Action Concept, SPP Mapping
bridge structures to allow space for bicycle/pedestrian connections across I-710 and LA River Channel.
Reconfiguration of 1-710/Florence Interchange to improve operations, safety, and sight distance for traffic entering 1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Freeway 1-710/Florence Interchange - X Lo . . . !
Freeway Imorovements LB-ELA_0034 Imbrovements and exiting the freeway. Improve traffic controls to address safety concerns of bicyclists, pedestrians at ramp termini. [Action Concept, City of Bell Bell / Bell Gardens 7 3 1 11
P P Upgrade bridge structures to allow space for bicycle/pedestrian connections across I-710 and LA River Channel. Gardens/COG
Freeway 1-710 Auxiliary Lanes (Willow to Provide auxiliary lanes in the NB and SB directions of I-710, between Willow St. and I-405 Connectors at Wardlow 1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Freeway Improvements LB-ELA_0035 Wardlow) Road to better manage traffic weaving conflicts and related congestion. Action Concept Long Beach 8 3 3 14
Freeway 1-710 / 1-405 Connector Project Modify SB 1-710 Collector Distributor Road/Eliminate SB 1-710 to EB Wardlow Boulevard exit at Wardlow Road. 1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Freeway LB-ELA_0036 . . i Long Beach 5 3 1 9
Improvements Improvements Modify NB I-710 to SB 1-405 Connector/Eliminate WB Wardlow Boulevard on ramp to NB I-710/1-405 Connectors. Action Concept
Freeway 1-710/1-105 Connector Project Modify and relocate I-710 / I-105 Connectors along I-710 between 1-105 and Imperial Highway in both directions to 1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Freeway LB-ELA_0037 o X L , Lynwood / Paramount 4 3 1 8
Improvements Improvements resolve weaving issues and related congestion on I-710 between I-105 and Imperial Highway. Action Concept
Freeway 1-710 Auxiliary Lanes (Del Amo Provide auxiliary lanes in the NB and SB directions of 1-710, between Del Amo Boulevard and Long Beach Boulevard to |I-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early Rancho
Freeway LB-ELA_0038 . ) . . , Dominguez/Long 7 3 3 13
Improvements Boulevard to Long Beach Boulevard) better manage traffic weaving conflicts and related congestion. Action Concept Beach
Freeway 1-710, MP 22.2. In Commerce and Vernon, at Hobart Rail Yard Overhead No. 53-0840. Rehabilitate, clean, and paint
Freeway Improvements LB-ELA_0043 bridge. SHOPP Commerce/Vernon 0 1 0 1
Freeway Freeway LB-ELA_0045 unte 91, MP R11.7. In Long Beach, at LA River (W91 -N710 & S710) Bridge No. 53-2143F. Replace portions of the SHOPP Long Beach 0 1 0 1
Improvements bridge deck and apply polyester concrete overlay.
Freeway 1-405, MP 7.2. In Long Beach, at the Pacific Place Maintenance Station at 3725 Pacific Place. Replace a deteriorated
Freeway Improvements LB-ELA_0053 building with a new building at the maintenance station. SHOPP Long Beach 0 1 0 1
Freeway 1-710/Anaheim Interchange . . . . .
Freeway Improvements LB-ELA_0091 Improvement Reconstruct I-710/Anaheim Interchange to provide operational and safety improvements. City of Long Beach/COG Long Beach 8 3 0 11
Freeway Freeway LB-ELA_0092 1-710/PCH Interchange Improvement Reconstruct I-710/Pacific Coast Highway (PCH) Interchange to provide operational and safety improvements. City Of. Long Beach/COG, SPP Long Beach 8 3 1 12
Improvements Mapping
F Freeway LB-ELA 0093 | '-710/Wardiow Interchange Reconstruct I-710/Wardlow Interchange to provid tional and safety i t City of Long Beach/COG Long Beach 6 3 1 10
reeway Improvements -ELA_ Improvement econstruct |- ardlow Interchange to provide operational and safety improvements. ity of Long Beacl ong Beac
Freeway . Add traffic signals with protected pedestrian/bicycle phase(s), crosswalks, lighting, landscaping, signing and striping, . e
Freeway Improvements LB-ELA_0156 Traffic Controls at I-710 Freeway Ramps [~y "0 safety-related pedestrian features at the ramp termini of I-710. SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions 1 1 0 2
Freewa Construct truck bypass lanes on I-710 between Willow Street and Del Amo Boulevard. The purpose of the
Freeway m rovaents LB-ELA_0180 1-710 Truck Bypass Lanes improvement would be to separate cars from trucks through the congested 1-710/1-405 interchange for purposes of SPP Survey Long Beach 9 3 2 14
P safety and mobility.
Freeway Freeway LB-ELA_0181 Fr(‘eeway Lids, Caps, and Widened Y\/iden arterial b’r,idge fecks at ke\l/’ Iocationf over the I-710 Freeway/LAARiver Channel to prqvide ”IAand islands,” SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions 4 3 0 7
Improvements Bridge Decks urban parklets,” and “green belt” connections over I-710 and the LA River. Include pedestrian / bicycle pathways.
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Design Constinel Outcome
Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description Project Source Jurisdiction 4 on
Concerns @GS Concerns
Freewa 1-710, MP R6.0-14.1. In Long Beach and Compton, from Shoreline Drive to north of Alondra Boulevard. Enhance
Freeway Amenitiyes/ TS LB-ELA_0039 highway worker safety by constructing Maintenance Vehicle Pullouts (MVPs), upgrading guardrail and end SHOPP Long Beach/Compton 0 1 0 1
treatments, paving beyond the gore, installing erosion control and replacing pull boxes.
1-405. In and near the cities of Long Beach, Signal Hill, Los Angeles, and Carson, rehabilitate pavement, upgrade signs,
Freeway Freewla'y LB-ELA_0046 rehabilitate bridge, upgrade Iightir?g, irerro?/e safety, r.ehabilitate Transportation Manégément Systém (TM?) SHOPP Multiple Jurisdictions 2 1 0 3
Amenities / ITS elements and replace copper cabling with fiber, rehabilitate culverts, and upgrade facilities to Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) standards.
Freewa 1-105, MP R14.3. In Paramount, at Grove Street at the Garfield Avenue Pump Station. Replace pumps, add lighting,
Freeway 2y LB-ELA_0048 X ; ela ump Station. Replace pump enting SHOPP Paramount 0 1 0 1
Amenities / ITS construct Maintenance Vehicle Pullouts (MVPs), and provide a fiber optic connection to the pump house.
Freeway 1-710, MP 18.7-19.6. In South Gate and Bell Gardens, at the South Gate Pump Plant and the Florence Avenue Pump South Gate/Bell
Freeway ) LB-ELA_0049 R ) SHOPP 0 1 0 1
Amenities / ITS Plant; also in Downey on Route 105 at the Ardis Avenue Pump Plant (PM R16.48). Upgrade pump plants. Gardens/Downey
Freeway Route 91. In the cities of Carson, Compton, Long Beach, and Bellflower. Upgrade overhead signs and sign structures, . s
Freeway Amenities / ITS LB-ELA_0050 rehabilitate landscaping, and enhance highway worker safety. SHOPP Multiple Jurisdictions 0 1 0 1
Freewa Route 47. In Long Beach from Route 710 to north of Route 710 (PM 3.497/3.58). Upgrade Transportation
Freeway Amenitiyes /1Ts LB-ELA_0052 Management System (TMS) elements, replace fiber optic cable, and connect upgraded equipment to communication ~|SHOPP Wilmington 0 1 0 1
hubs.
Freeway 1-710, MP 24.7. Near the neighborhood of East Los Angeles, at Humphrey Maintenance Station at 102 South
Freeway Amenities / ITS LB-ELA_0054 Humphreys Avenue. Construct a new office building, an equipment storage building, and a Zero Emission Vehicle SHOPP, SPP Survey East Los Angeles 3 1 0 4
(ZEV) charging station and demolish an existing building.
Build higher soundwalls to protect residents from air pollution, noise, and other impacts (Design Package 2, Design
Freewa Package 3). Perform noise studies for all remaining walls along I-710 that are less than 16 feet high to identif
Freeway . y LB-ELA_0137 Freeway Soundwalls N ,g ) ) . g ) g ] . ‘g M SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions 2 2 0 4
Amenities / ITS additional, feasible soundwall projects that would realize the greatest benefits for impacted residents and other
sensitive receivers.
Drought Tolerant Landscaping, Provide drought tolerant landscaping within existing, available right-of-way along 1-710. Where needed, add context .
Freeway . . o ;, . i ) . SPP Survey, Task Force, Equity . N
Freeway L LB-ELA_0155 Hardscaping and Aesthetic Features sensitive lighting features and additional signage to improve safety. Include hardscaping and other aesthetic features . Multiple Jurisdictions 1 0 0 1
Amenities / ITS . 3 . . Working Group
along 1-710 to improve the attractiveness of the freeway for users and for adjacent land uses/communities.
Implement a pilot project on I-710 to deploy and evaluate measures to reduce exposure of nearby populations to
particulate matter, specifically localized sources of entrained/fugitive dust, tire wear, and brake wear associated with
. . traffic on the freeway. These measures may include roadside vegetation barriers within available Caltrans’ right-of-
Freeway 1-710 Particulate Matter (PM) Reduction L ) e K X . -
Freeway Amenities / ITS LB-ELA_0157 Pilot Project way, air filters for nearby schools or community facilities, pavement materials, frequent street-sweeping, and SPP Survey, Task Force Multiple Jurisdictions 0 0 0 0
) deployment of air quality monitoring systems, among others. In addition, include options to examine the
effectiveness of “cool pavement” applications to reduce heat island effects. As part of the work plan, the pilot project
would include a study element to assess and document the efficacy of the various measures.
r Ongoing Caltrans Program that ensures that maintenance projects and activities such as trash removal, landscaping,
reewa . . - . ; - N S -
Freeway Amenitiyes /TS LB-ELA_0188 Freeway Landscaping / Maintenance provision of drought-resistant vegetation, and graffiti removal take place on a regular basis within state, public rights SPP Survey Study Area Wide 0 0 0 0
of way in the LB-ELA Corridor. Ensure that the agency dedicates sufficient resources for this effort.
Zero Emissions 1-710 Zero-Emission Truck Travel Zone Est.:-zblls‘h a zero-emission truclf—t{nly travel zone on |-710. Only zero emissions trucks would be able to travel on I-710, SPP Survey, COG Ad Hoc ) o
Freeway LB-ELA_0154 L while diesel and near-zero emissions heavy duty trucks would be excluded. No new lanes would be added to the X Multiple Jurisdictions 0 0 1 1
Lanes on 1-710 Restriction L . - Committee
existing footprint of 1-710. No restrictions would be placed on autos.
Zero Emissions Explore options and assess the feasibility of converting the right-hand lane on I-710 to create a Zero Emissions Truck
Freeway Lanes on 1-710 LB-ELA_0183 Zero Emissions Truck Lane Lane. Only zero emissions trucks would be able to travel in this lane, while fossil fuel vehicles would be excluded. No Metro, SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions 0 0 1 1
new lanes would be added to the existing footprint of I-710.
Implement congestion pricing strategy for the I-710 freeway. No new lanes would be added to the existing footprint
of I-710. Rather single occupant vehicles and trucks entering and exiting the freeway would be tolled by deploying an
Freeway Congestion Pricing |LB-ELA_0153 Congestion Pricing automated readers and electronic toll collection system that allows users to conveniently pay tolls using a toll tag that |SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions 0 1 10 11
is mounted on the interior of their vehicle. Carpools, zero emission trucks, and zero emission autos would travel for
free.
Freeway Congestion Pricing [LB-ELA_0182 Express Lanes Strategic Initiative Q;ivance planning studies to implement express lanes on key freeways in the study area, including I-405, I-105, and SR- Metro, SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions 1 NA 8 9
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Concerns @GS Concerns
Under this program, funding would be made available to implement air quality projects to reduce exposure to air
pollution as well as health education and screening programs in areas adversely affected by existing and proposed
transportation infrastructure projects. The LB-ELA Community Health Benefit Program would serve the communities
‘ Air QuaIiFy / LB-ELA Corridor Community Health within the LET-FLAA Corridor StudY Areai This progrém would Aprovid.e subsidy fu(nd(ing to implement projects and I-71‘O Motion 5.1/5.2 Early ‘
Community Programs Community LB-ELA_0133 Benefit Program outreach activities to improve air quality and public health, including but not limited to: Action Concept, SPP Survey, CA- |Study Area Wide 0 NA 0 0
Health - Air Quality Projects for Schools and Community Facilities: air filtration, HVAC upgrades, replacement/sealing of 7
windows and doors, vegetation barriers or buffer landscaping.
- Health Education and Screening: community health screening and diagnosis, health education, training for
community health workers, outreach programs.
Air Quality / Work with local jurisdictions (Cities, County of Los Angeles), public agencies, and private-public partners to develop
X ) . and site additional charging stations for zero emissions vehicles within the LB-ELA Corridor. Provide grant writing ) X
Community Programs Community LB-ELA_0191 Zero Emission Infrastructure for Autos . . N . . . N SPP Survey, SPP Mapping, CA-7 |Study Area Wide 6 1 0 7
Health assistance in order to help secure funding. In addition, provide technical support to share best practices such as:
identification of incentives and/or policy requirements for new development.
Air Quality / Seek incentives to accelerate the deployment of zero emissions vehicles within the LB-ELA Corridor. Projects could
Community Programs Community LB-ELA_0192 Bus Electrification Projects include bus electrification (public transit buses, school buses) as well as zero emissions charging infrastructure. m::;f;zij;vey, spp Study Area Wide 1 0 0 1
Health Provide technical and grant writing assistance to define and develop potential projects. g
Air Quality / . . - . L . . P . . .
Community Programs Community LB-ELA_0218 Air Quality Monitoring Stations Add four, new air F]uallty. monitoring statlor?s VYIthIn the LB-ELA Study Area. Sites to be identified in cooperation with I-71‘0 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early Multiple Jurisdictions 0 0 0 0
Health the South Coast Air Quality Management District. Action Concept
Under the Energy Reduction / Greenhouse Gas Reduction (GHG) Program, funding would be made available to
implement energy reduction as well as greenhouse gas reduction projects in areas impacted by transportation
LB-ELA Corridor Energy Reduction / projects within the LB-ELA Corridor. This program would be an important element of any major transportation .
Community Programs Environment LB-ELA_0134 Greenhouse Gas Emissions Reduction initiative that takes place within the LB-ELA Corridor. The program would provide subsidy funding to implement |_71.0 Motion 5.1/5.2 Earlyl Study Area Wide 0 NA 0 0
. . s . L . Action Concept, SPP Mapping
Program projects and educational activities targeted to reducing greenhouse gas emissions. Examples of these projects
include: renewable energy projects, solar-power generation, energy efficient lighting, and tree planting, among
others.
Under this initiative, proposed projects implemented through the LB-ELA Corridor Investment Plan must consider
context sensitive solutions as part of the project design as well as “urban greening” elements that foster
environmental resilience. These “urban greening” elements may include items such as: provision of green
. . o, space/greenbelts; parklets; tree planting; community gardens and community farms; drought tolerant planting; .
X X LB-ELA Corridor “Urban Greening ) ) . K R . ! SPP Survey, SPP Mapping, CA-7, X
Community Programs Environment LB-ELA_0187 Initiative habitat restoration and connectivity; stormwater capture/flood diversion/water management projects; brownfield Equity Working Group Study Area Wide 0 NA 0 0
remediation, natural trail restoration, and green infrastructure, among others. Through the LB-ELA Urban Greening
Initiative, project proponents may also partner with other localities, non-profit organizations, or communities in order
to plan, design, and implement “green” projects that demonstrate that they provide publicly accessible open-space
and ecosystem benefits such as urban heat island reduction within the LB-ELA Corridor.
Policy initiative that would require that a percentage of transportation construction funds for major public work
Community Programs Environment LB-ELA_0190 Public Art / Aesthetics projects be earmarked for public art, landscaping, urban design elements, and other aesthetic features for the SPP Survey, SPP Mapping Study Area Wide 1 NA 0 1
projects.
Housing glest Sa:tDa Anla Branch;’ransit— The '(Ij'OD SIP provides an overarchinghvisizn anld stra:jegic ?uidancehfor local V\Ilest Sanlta Ana Zranch (WSA:) |
i . riented Development Strategic jurisdictions to use as a resource as they develop and implement their own plans, policies and economic development ) o
Community Programs i:&zjllbz::on/ LB-ELA_0009 Implementation Plan and Program (TOD |and mobility strategies in the 12 WSAB station areas along the alignment. Additionally, in 2019, the Metro Board Metro LRTP Multiple Jurisdictions 0 NA 0 0
SIP) approved a $1M implementation program to fund WSAB jurisdictions to implement TOD SIP recommendations.
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Project Name
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Project Source
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Design
Concerns

Constructi

on
Concerns

Outcome
Concerns

Community Programs

Housing
Stabilization /
Land Use

LB-ELA_0135

Housing Stabilization Policies

Applying an integrated approach, work with cities, County of Los Angeles, and public agencies to propose and pass
community stabilization policies to support disadvantaged communities within the LB-ELA Corridor, improve their
resilience, and address the social determinants of health. Provide grant writing assistance to secure needed funding.
Housing stabilization policies and incentives include measures such as:

- Mandates for process improvement: Engaging the community/forming partnerships with Community Based
Organizations;

- Community benefits: establish a framework/menu/equitable development scorecard for new development
projects;

- Develop community land trusts/land banks: for new housing and/or to support naturally occurring affordable
housing;

- Local wealth creation: encourage production of local for sale affordable housing, down payment assistance
programs, homeowner maintenance assistance programs;

- Inclusionary housing policies with or without option of in lieu fees;

- Housing Trust Fund to support and increase funding for affordable housing production;

- Density bonus programs to incentivize affordable and mixed income housing production;

- Affordable accessory dwelling unit (ADU) programs and ADU amnesty programs;

- Policies to reduce housing costs, such as parking reduction/unbundling, innovative construction techniques, fee
waivers, permit streamlining;

- Anti-displacement programs for tenants: tenant rights programs including anti-harassment policies/ just cause
eviction policies, legal assistance for tenants, no net loss housing policies for new development, limits on residential
demolition & conversion, tenant right-to-return policies, local resident preference programs for new housing;

- Rent stabilization policies;

- Low-income rental assistance programs, low interest loan programs for maintenance and improvement in rent
stabilized units;

- Anti-displacement programs for homeowners: tax relief/loans/grants for maintenance/foreclosure assistance;

- Basic Income Program

COG Ad Hoc Committee, SPP
Survey, SPP Mapping

Study Area Wide

NA

Community Programs

Housing
Stabilization /
Land Use

LB-ELA_0193

Transit Oriented Communities /Land
Use

Work with the local jurisdictions (Cities, County of Los Angeles) to apply best practices and design guidelines to
encourage transit-oriented development near rail stations and heavily utilized bus routes within the LB-ELA Corridor.
Provide technical resources such as grant writing assistance and technical assistance for community development and
land use planning. Assist local jurisdictions in coordination with property owners and developers to ensure safe
construction and strengthen connections to transit.

Metro, SPP Mapping

Study Area Wide

NA

Community Programs

Housing
Stabilization /
Land Use

LB-ELA_0194

Homeless Programs

Support homeless initiatives within the LB-ELA Corridor and efforts and recommendations that have emerged from
Metro’s Homeless Task Force, Reimagining Public Safety Initiatives, and other County initiatives and studies to
address homelessness in and around the transit system including provisions to: enhance the customer experience;
maintain a safe and secure system; and connect homeless persons in the transit system to services and resources.

SPP Survey, SPP Mapping

Study Area Wide

NA

Community Programs

Job Creation /
Work
Opportunities

LB-ELA_0186

Economic Stabilization Policies

Work with Cities, County of Los Angeles, and public agencies to propose and pass community stabilization policies to
support disadvantaged communities within the LB-ELA Corridor. Provide grant writing assistance to secure needed
funding. Economic stabilization policies and incentives include measures such as:

- Mandates for process improvement: Engaging the community/forming partnerships with Community Based
Organizations;

- Community financial empowerment programs: local hire agreements, workforce education & development, credit
improvement programs;

- Locally owned business support — small business interruption fund and loan funds during construction, guide for
business support services, zoning to encourage small businesses, lease to own programs for businesses and housing;
- Identify, protect and encourage legacy and culturally significant businesses, and historical and cultural landmarks,
mandate inclusion of arts and culture spaces in new development

COG Ad Hoc Committee

Study Area Wide

NA
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Concerns @GS Concerns
Support the development of targeted and local hire programs to increase the share of public dollars that is devoted to
Job Creation / creation of local jobs for community residents within the LB-ELA Study Area. Include measures such as the 1-710 Motion 5.1/5.2 Early
Community Programs Work LB-ELA_0195 Targeted Hire Programs establishment of Project Labor Agreements (PLAs) that specify local and targeted hire goals for specific construction Action Concept, SPP Survey, CA- |Study Area Wide 0 NA 0
Opportunities projects as well as first source hire requirements. Collaborate with local jurisdictions and public agencies to align local |7
and targeted hire policies, thresholds, and requirements.
Partner with public agencies, large employers, and local businesses to conduct recruitment drives at locations within
Job Creation / the LB-ELA Corridor (both virtual and in person.) This initiative would also include job fairs and workshops at
Community Programs Work LB-ELA_0196 Employment/Recruitment Initiatives community facilities and community colleges to provide information to local residents regarding work opportunities SPP Survey Study Area Wide 0 NA 0
Opportunities as well as networking resources. Conduct promotional campaigns to actively publicize these events within the LB-ELA
Corridor communities.
Partner with public agencies, private-sector employers, community colleges, labor organizations and non-profit
Job Creation / organizations to expand vocational and educational programs for community residents within the LB-ELA Corridor.
Community Programs Work LB-ELA_0197 Vocational Educational Programs Examples could include training for mechanics who work for small businesses that service zero emissions vehicles. SPP Survey Study Area Wide 0 NA 0

Opportunities

These programs would provide opportunities to establish a career pathway to work in key economic sectors and move
up through the ranks by focusing on workforce development and skills training.
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Design Constinel Outcome
Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description Project Source Jurisdiction 4 on
Concerns Concerns
Concerns
In January 2021, the Metro Board approved the 2021 Goods Movement Strategic Plan, which included a Countywide
Clean Truck Initiative, with the 710 South Clean Truck Program identified as a goods movement strategic priority. At
Truck L Beach-East Los Angeles Corrid its October 2021 meeting, the Metro Board acted to recommit $50 million from Measure R I-710 South Corridor funds Metro LRTP. SPP S <pp
rucl ong Beach-East Los Angeles Corridor etro ’ urvey, )
Goods Movement LB-ELA_0004 e e as seed funding for the 710 South Clean Truck Program, which has been subsequently renamed the LB-ELA Zero . v Study Area Wide 2 1 0 3
Programs/ITS Clean Truck Program L L X R K . . Mapping, CA-7
Emissions Truck Program. The objective of this program is to turn over diesel trucks in favor of zero emissions trucks
in the LB-ELA Corridor. The program would contribute subsidy funding to deploy a number of zero emissions trucks
on |-710 as well as seed funding to develop electric charging/refueling stations for zero emissions trucks.
Truck Metro 2028 Mobility Concept
Goods Movement LB-ELA_0023 Clean Truck Infrastructure Install charging infrastructure for zero emissions trucks. Y p Multiple Jurisdictions 4 1 0 5
Programs/ITS Plan, SPP Survey, SPP Mapping
Truck Provide a mix of incentives/fee penalties to encourage shippers/marine terminals to clear empty containers from
Goods Movement Programs/ITS LB-ELA_0184 Empty Container Management docks/near dock facilities at the Ports to reduce congestion and unnecessary truck trip movements. Extend use of off- |Ports Ports 0 0 0 0
g peak hours for empty returns.
Application of advanced technologies to manage drayage truck movements to and from the Ports. The system
Truck Freight Advanced Traveler Information |integrates real-time roadway traffic data, vessel/container tracking, real-time container terminal visit times, and GPS- . o
Goods Movement LB-ELA_0185 e e A . . 'y ) / . R E ) . X Ports, SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions 0 0 0 0
Programs/ITS Systems based information to optimize the sequencing of container delivery and pick-up. The purpose is to improve cargo
handling and efficiencies and reduce congestion near intermodal yards and Port facilities.
Freight Rail / ‘ ‘ o ) ) ) ) Metro 2028 Mobility Concept
Goods Movement Goods Movement |LB-ELA_0024 Pier 400 On Dock Rail Modernization On-dock railyard expansion to accommodate electric operated rail-mounted gantry cranes. Plan Port of LA 1 1 0 2
TDM
Freight Rail / Terminal Island Transfer Facility X X . X Metro 2028 Mobility Concept
Goods Movement Goods Movement |LB-ELA_0025 L On-dock railyard expansion to accommodate electric operated rail-mounted gantry cranes. Port of LA 1 1 0 2
Modernization Plan
TDM
Freight Rail / . . ’ . g
West Basin Container Terminal Railyard Metro 2028 Mobility Concept
Goods Movement Goods Movement |LB-ELA_0026 L v On-dock railyard expansion to accommodate electric operated rail-mounted gantry cranes. v P Port of LA 1 1 0 2
Modernization Plan
TDM
Freight Rail / :Aorltt'Of LZS ﬂng?list :attlonali Port of Los Angeles/COG, SPP
ultimodal Frei etworl ort of Los Angeles, ,
Goods Movement Goods Movement |LB-ELA_0124 e X Additional rail tracks in POLA to improve overall rail operations, including supporting on-dock railyards 8 Port of LA 1 1 0 2
DM Improvement Program: Rail System Survey
Improvement Projects
Conduct an assessment to evaluate options for deriving greater utilization of the Alameda Corridor as a potential
means for reducing truck trips within the Southern California subregion. This assessment would include options such
as: opportunities to increase on-dock freight rail mode share; implementation of short-haul, freight rail shuttle
Freight Rail / service to new inland rail facilities; and increased use/improved operational efficiencies of existing near dock and off
Goods Movement Goods Movement |LB-ELA_0151 Goods Movement Freight Rail Study dock intermodal facilities. This evaluation would take into account updated cargo forecasts, economic factors and SPP Survey Study Area 1 NA 0 1
DM projections, current trends associated with the goods movement logistics chain including transload truck trips, and
railroad and intermodal capacity constraints in the Southern California region. The Goods Movement Freight Rail
Study would assess options from a systemwide perspective and would include factors such as changes in truck trip
travel patterns, land use implications, and the potential for environmental impacts as well as institutional constraints.
Freight Rail / Work with the Union Pacific (UP) and BNSF railroads to develop and test battery electric locomotives for operation on Task Force, Equity Working
Goods Movement Goods Movement |LB-ELA_0217 Freight Rail Electrification Pilot Project [the Pacific Harbor Line and in the Alameda Corridor with an ultimate goal of advancing a zero-emissions technology Grou ! Multiple Jurisdictions 0 NA 0 0
TDM capable of entering commercial, revenue service operation. P
SR 47/Navy Way Interchange: Construction of Interchange At SR-47 / Navy Way, between SR-47 Vincent Thomas
Bridge and Pier S Avenue Interchange, to eliminate traffic signal and movement conflicts. This Project was a S. Cal
Goods Movement Ports LB-ELA_0011 SR-47 Navy Way Interchange K ] X . i i R SCAG RTP, PIPO, Ports Port of Los Angeles 3 1 0 4
Trade Corridor Tier Il TCIF Project as submitted to the CTC In 2008. This project would remove the last signal on SR 47
between Desmond and V. Thomas Bridges; NHS Intermodal Connector Route
Goods Movement Ports LB-ELA_0021 Alameda Corridor Terminus New Cerritos channel rail bridge and supporting connections throughout Port of LA. Metro 2028 Mobility Concept Port of Los Angeles 3 1 0 4
Enhancements Plan
Metro 2028 Mobility Concept
Goods Movement Ports LB-ELA_0022 Terminal Way Grade Separation New grade separation to replace at-grade crossing to improve freight traffic flow. Plan ¥ P Port of Los Angeles 3 1 0 4
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Concerns Concerns
Concerns
Realign Pier D Street, from Middle Harbor Exit gate to Pico Avenue. Currently Pier D Street has sight distance issues,
inadequate curve radii, and drainage/flooding issues at the low point. The Pier D Realignment project will provide
. ) redundancy through Pier D thereby improving safety and traffic flows. The scope of the project is to widen & Port of Long Beach/COG, SPP
Goods Movement Ports LB-ELA_0121 Pier D Street Realignment ) X . ; X X Port of Long Beach 4 2 0
reconstruct Pier D Street between the Middle Harbor Exit Gate and Pico Avenue and to reconfigure West Broadway. Mapping
Additional scope items includes construction of a new pump station, retaining walls, utility upgrades, striping, signage
and traffic signal work.
Improve Harbor Scenic Drive, from Harbor Plaza to Ocean Boulevard. The project would: increase the roadway
pavement structural section to replace the existing aged pavement; provide horizontal and vertical alignments
Harbor Scenic Drive Roadway & improvements for enhanced safety; improve striping, traffic signage and way-finding signage; improve highwa Port of Long Beach/COG, SPP
Goods Movement Ports LB-ELA_0122 Y i P . ) o Y ) P i P X & i ENag ¥ e g' e P ehway i e / Port of Long Beach 1 1 0 2
Infrastructure Improvements lighting; enhance drainage facilities (including the introduction of permanent water quality enhancements such as bio- |Survey
swales and catch basin inlet/pipe screens); revamp the parkway and median landscaping and irrigation; and provide
utility improvements and enhancements.
Improve Pico Avenue, between Pier D Street and Pier E Street. This roadway improvement project would: widen a
short segment of roadway; improve truck congestion and truck safety; reconstruct the pavement, improve the Port of Long Beach/COG, SPP
Goods Movement Ports LB-ELA_0123 Pico Avenue Street Improvement L g . i P g L. . Y ) pA . P . ) J / Port of Long Beach 1 1 0 2
existing surface drainage and upgrade the storm drain inlets; upsize the sewer line; provide continuous sidewalks with |Survey
ADA accessible features; upgrade street lighting; and extend landscaping and hardscape features.
Port of Los Angeles National
Multimodal Freight Network (NMFN) The project consists of constructing a four-lane, rail-roadway grade separation that eliminates a significant truck
Goods Movement Ports LB-ELA_0131 Improvement Program: Maritime access impediment to an important container terminal support facility located on Terminal Island, at the centroid of PIPO (Port of Los Angeles) Port of Los Angeles 3 1 0 4
Support Facility Access/Terminal Island |the Ports of Los Angeles-Long Beach (POLA-POLB).
Rail System Grade Separation
Pier 300 Wharf Expansion/Vessel Emission Reduction Project. This project constructs 1,250 lineal feet of container
Pier 300 Wharf Expansion/Vessel terminal wharf and supporting backland for Pier 300. It includes electrical infrastructure to operate ship-to-shore
Goods Movement Ports LB-ELA_0132 T - P X / . pp g . . P P o PIPO (Port of Los Angeles) Port of Los Angeles 4 1 0 5
Emission Reduction Project cranes and shore-side power to operate all necessary vessel systems, which will reduce about 80 percent of emissions
while at berth.
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Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description Project Source Jurisdiction 4 on
Concerns Concerns
Concerns
High Capacit The Project consists of 12 stations and is a 19-mile light rail transit corridor that will connect southeast LA County to
R e ) P X ¥ West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor |downtown Los Angeles, serving the cities and communities of Artesia, Cerritos, Bellflower, Paramount, Downey, Metro LRTP, SPP Survey, SPP . o
Transit Transit (Rail & LB-ELA_0001 > . . . Multiple Jurisdictions 12 3 1 16
BRT) (LRT) South Gate, Cudahy, Bell, Huntington Park, Vernon, unincorporated Florence-Graham community of LA County and Mapping
downtown Los Angeles. Complete 4.5-mile section between Slauson A Line and Union Station.
. High (;apacllty C Line (Green) Eastern Extension . . . . .
Transit Transit (Rail & LB-ELA_0002 (Norwalk) (LRT) Extends the C Line (Green) 2.8 miles from Norwalk to the Norwalk/Santa Fe Springs Metrolink Station. Metro LRTP Norwalk 9 3 1 13
BRT)
High Capacity Atlantic Bus Only Lane and Transit .
Metro 2028 Mobility Concept
Transit Transit (Rail & LB-ELA_0019 Signal Prioritization (Next Gen BRT project along Atlantic to provide improved speed, reliability, and frequency. Y p Multiple Jurisdictions 7 3 2 12
Plan, SPP Survey, SPP Mapping
BRT) Improvements)
Construct a new Metrolink regional rail line between Union Station and downtown Long Beach. Trains would be
powered using electrical multiple unit (EMU) traction motors, which are anticipated to be required by the California
Air Resources Board after 2030. Specific EMU technology has yet to be determined, but could be powered by
overhead catenary, hydrogen fuel cell, or catenary/battery electric. Trains would operate along the existing SCRRA
Metrolink line between Los Angeles and Commerce and then transition into Union Pacific (UP) railroad right of way
High Capacity . . L (potentially along the San Pedro Subdivision Corridor) for the segment between Commerce and Lakewood. However,
R . X Metrolink Regional Rail Line between . . . L L . o
Transit Transit (Rail & LB-ELA_0219 . . sections of a second track would likely need to be constructed in this middle section in order to operate up to four Task Force (SCRRA) Multiple Jurisdictions 15 3 1 19
Union Station and Long Beach R . N - . . . . .
BRT) trains per hour in each direction in the peak period. In addition, substantial portions of the southern section of the
alignment, between Lakewood and downtown Long Beach, would require new right-of way to provide needed
trackage to connect to the downtown Long Beach area. New stations would be constructed and spaced every 1 to 3
miles depending upon the location. It is anticipated that these Metrolink trains would interline through Link US (at
Union Station) with the Antelope Valley Line to the north.
. Rail Line / Station Line A (Blue Line) Transit Priority/Signal |Enhanced signal prioritization/synchronization so that the A Line (Blue Line) has higher priority in areas where the LRT . . o
Transit LB-ELA_0160 - A o X SPP Mapping, SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions 1 0 1 2
Improvements Synchronization trains operate in mixed flow traffic
i Rail Line / Station Commuter Rail Maintenance, Repair, Implement planned repair, maintenance, and safety projects to Metro-owned railroad infrastructure along the Los Annual Commuter Rail State of . o
Transit LB-ELA_0171 i L o R ) Multiple Jurisdictions 0 0 0 0
Improvements and Safety Projects Angeles/Orange County commuter rail line within the LB-ELA Corridor study area. Good Repair (SOGR) Program
‘ Rail Line / Station Commerce Metrolink Station In}prov&? train platforms, shift tracks, llnst'all p'edestrlan barriers and lpejzliestrlan crossing safety features, exte‘nd arﬁd LA County Metrolink Station
Transit LB-ELA_0172 widen sidewalks and walkways, add lighting, install new ADA accessibility features, replace equipment, provide bike Assessment & Improvement Commerce 1 1 0 2
Improvements Improvements - . . . .
path striping, add wayfinding signage, and provide new landscaping. Plan
Rail Line / Station Grade Separation(s) of the A Line [Blue Metro, SPP Survey, SPP
Transit / LB-ELA_0173 | P . (s) [ Provide grade separation of the A Line [Blue Line] at the Washington St./Flower St. junction and at Washington Street. . v Los Angeles 5 3 0 8
Improvements Line] at Washington Street Mapping
X Rail Line / Station New Metrolink Station at planned Construct a new Metrolink Station on the Los Angeles — Riverside Metrolink Commuter Rail Line at the planned
Transit LB-ELA_0174 . X . A X A N Metro Commerce 3 2 1 6
Improvements Commerce/Citadel Station Eastside Transit Corridor station at Commerce/Citadel.
Rail Line / Station Install Quad Safety Gates at all A Line
Transit / LB-ELA_0175 X R v Install Quad Safety Gates at all A Line [Blue Line] Crossings for safety and increased speed/safety zones Metro Multiple Jurisdictions 0 0 0 0
Improvements [Blue Line] Crossings
‘ Rail Line / Station Install Supervisory Control and Data Install Superwa)ry Control and Data Acquisition System [SCADA] along the A Line {Blu§ Llne]‘|nAthe d9wntown arga of
Transit LB-ELA_0176 L R . Long Beach. This technology would allow Metro to better operate and manage the rail transit line to improve train Metro Long Beach 1 NA 0 1
Improvements Acquisition System for A Line [Blue Line] o
reliability
Rail Li Stati Add S d Elevator to Firest d
Transit ail Line / Station LB-ELA_0177 econ K evator ,0 res ?ne an Add second elevator to Firestone and Slauson A Line [Blue Line] Stations for improved access and reliability Metro Florence-Graham 0 0 0 0
Improvements Slauson A Line [Blue Line] Stations
. . Connecting C Line (Green) and New express shuttle service between C Line Norwalk Station and Metrolink Norwalk Station to close existing transit Metro 2028 Mobility Concept
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0016 Metrolink Norwalk Station gap. Near term solution until C Line is extended eastward. Plan Norwalk 0 0 0 0
. . Long Beach Transit (LBT) Solar Charging The perJect would com{ert the current bus parking area,lat the agency’s main opel"atlng bas?, into a facility for PIPO (Long Beach Transit), SPP
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0130 L . charging Battery Electric Buses (BEBs) through the erection of solar-powered parking canopies, to enable Long Beach ) Long Beach 0 0 0 0
Electrification Project 5 . L. Mapping
Transit to transition to 100% emission bus fleet by 2030.
Implementation of new Metro on-demand, flexible transit service for the northern section of the I-710 Study Area
between Lynwood and Commerce.
R R . . . v . . . COG Ad Hoc Committee, SPP . o
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0140 Metro Micro Transit Zone(s) - Rides can be booked online, by app, or by phone. Rides are prescheduled, same day/multiple days. Mabbin Multiple Jurisdictions 0 NA 0 0
- Uses small capacity vans (seats 7-10 riders). pping
- Pick-up/drop-off where safe (virtual stops). Targeted maximum wait time is 15 minutes.
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Design Constinel Outcome
Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description Project Source Jurisdiction 4 on
Concerns Concerns
Concerns
‘ ‘ Metro Bus Priority Lane Corridor along Imprr:)vg bus tmfesi, ‘spe‘eds, and rgllaplllty along Line 60 (Long Beach Blvd.). Proposgd improvements would include: SPP Survey, COG Ad Hoc ) o
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0141 ) transit signal prioritization, bus priority lanes and bus stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover X Multiple Jurisdictions 4 2 2 8
Line 60 (Long Beach Blvd.) X Committee
improvements.
Metro Bus Priority Lane Corridor alon: Improve bus times, speeds, and reliability along Line 108 (Slauson). Proposed improvements would include: transit SPP Survey, COG Ad Hoc . o
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0142 R Y e A P B P C Y e ( ) P . P i ) i Multiple Jurisdictions 4 2 3 9
Line 108 (Slauson) signal prioritization, bus priority lanes and bus stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover improvements. |Committee
X R Metro Bus Priority Lane Corridor along |Improve bus times, speeds, and reliability along Line 110 (Gage). Proposed improvements would include: transit SPP Survey, COG Ad Hoc . -
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0143 A X oo " ) ) 3 Multiple Jurisdictions 4 2 3 9
Line 110 (Gage) signal prioritization, bus priority lanes and bus stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover improvements. |Committee
Metro Bus Priority Lane Corridor alon: Improve bus times, speeds, and reliability along Line 111 (Florence). Proposed improvements would include: transit SPP Survey, COG Ad Hoc . o
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0144 R Y e A P B P C Y e ( ) P R P R . Y Multiple Jurisdictions 4 2 3 9
Line 111 (Florence) signal prioritization, bus priority lanes and bus stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover improvements. |Committee
R R Metro Bus Priority Lane Corridor along |Improve bus times, speeds, and reliability along Line 115 (Firestone). Proposed improvements would include: transit SPP Survey, COG Ad Hoc
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0145 R ) ) o C X X ) South Gate / Downey 4 2 2 8
Line 115 (Firestone) signal prioritization, bus priority lanes and bus stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover improvements. |Committee
. . Metro Bus Priority Lane Corridor along Imprr:)ve' bus tm}es', lspeleds, and re'lla'blllty along Line 260 (Atlantic Blvd.). Proposed |‘mprovements would include: SPP Survey, COG Ad Hoc ) o
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0146 . X transit signal prioritization, bus priority lanes and bus stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover X Multiple Jurisdictions 4 2 3 9
Line 260 (Atlantic Blvd.) ) Committee
improvements.
Provide a 50 percent improvement on all Metro fixed bus routes greater than 10 minutes in the AM and PM peak
Improved Frequency of Metro Buses in eriods. And, provide a 50 percent improvement on all Metro fixed bus routes greater than 15 minutes in the Midda: ) i
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0164 P q ¥ P ) P . P P 8 R . Y SPP Survey, SPP Mapping, CA-7 |Study Area Wide 2 NA 0 2
the LB-ELA Study Area and Evening periods. [For example, a bus route that has as frequency of a bus every 30 minutes would improve to a
bus arriving every 15 minutes.]
Metro Bus Priority Lane Corridor along Improve bus times, speeds, and reliability along Line 18 (Whittier Blvd.). Proposed improvements would include:
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0178 Line 18 (Whittier Blvd.) transit signal prioritization, bus priority lanes and bus stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover SPP Survey Los Angeles / East LA 4 2 2 8
i improvements.
. . Metro Bus Priority Lane Corridor along Imprr:)vg bus tmfesi, ‘spe‘eds, and rgllaplllty along Line 66 (Olympic Blvd.). Proposed |mprovements would include:
Transit Bus Transit LB-ELA_0179 Line 66 (Olympic Blvd.) transit signal prioritization, bus priority lanes and bus stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover SPP Survey Los Angeles / East LA 4 2 4 10
ymp i improvements.
Transit Transit Amenities |LB-ELA_0077 Bus Stop Improvements Installation of Bus shelters and benches at Metro and City of Commerce Transit Stop (Various locations within the City |City of Commerce/COG, SPP Commerce 0 0 0 0
of Commerce) Survey
Transit Transit Amenities |LB-ELA_0103 Bus Stop Improvements Installation of Bus shelters and benches at Metro and City of Maywood Transit Stop (Various locations within the City |City of Maywood/COG, SPP Maywood 0 0 0 0
of Maywood) Survey
City of Si | Hill/COG, SPP
Transit Transit Amenities |LB-ELA_0118 Bus Shelter Upgrades Upgrade bus shelters at various locations within the City of Signal Hill. SL:/vzy ignal Hill/ ! Signal Hill 0 0 0 0
Provide enhanced transit security measures and features on Metro trains, buses, and at Metro rail stations including:
Transit Transit Amenities |LB-ELA_0136 Enhanced Transit Security security devices such as cameras and call buttons, improved incident response, and additional security officers and/or [SPP Mapping Multiple Jurisdictions 0 NA 0 0
plainclothes staff.
Transit Traveler Information System Integrated system and web-based application to provide real-time information to users on optimal transit routes and
Transit Transit Amenities |LB-ELA_0147 T ¥ gA i 4 K pp p X X X P o SPP Survey Study Area Wide 0 NA 0 0
Application (ITS) transit options based on time of day as well as estimated arrival times of buses under real time travel conditions.
R R " R . Expand Metro’s program to provide increased transit fare discounts for low-income riders, students, and seniors. X
Transit Transit Amenities |LB-ELA_0148 Transit Fare Discount Program Target low income or disadvantaged communities within the LB-ELA Corridor Study Area. SPP Survey Study Area Wide 0 NA 0 0
Increased Security Features at Metro’s |Lighting, security cameras, improved line of sight, incident/emergency response plans, and other safety features at . o
Transit Transit Amenities |LB-ELA_0149 o Y X | . enting, . Y . P e / gency resp P ¥ SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions 0 0 0 0
Existing and Planned Light Rail Stations |Metro stations/parking structures.
. . . Expansion of Metro’s collaborative effort with Metrolink, Long Beach Transit, and city municipal bus lines to promote
X X . Transit Marketing and Education ) . . R X " . ) o
Transit Transit Amenities |LB-ELA_0152 Program transit and alternative modes of transportation to the single occupant vehicle. Include features such as “free transit SPP Survey Multiple Jurisdictions 0 NA 0 0
g day and transit passes to employees or students to encourage transit use.
Enhance Metro’s Transit Ambassador Program within the LB-ELA Corridor to bring non-law enforcement
Transit Transit Amenities |LB-ELA_0161 Transit Ambassador Program representatives to improve the customer experience, reinforce public safety, and increase ridership on the transit SPP Mapping Study Area Wide 0 NA 0 0
system.
j Project improvements would include: beautification, art, monuments, safety, increased bike storage, bike parking,
. . - Compton Transit Management X R N ;
Transit Transit Amenities |LB-ELA_0168 K walkways, and bike paths (Phases 1 -5). Location: Compton Transit Management Operations Center: 275 N. Task Force Compton 2 0 0 2
Operations Center Enhancements )
Willowbrook Ave., Compton.
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Design Constinel Outcome
Project Type Project SubType Project ID Project Name Project Description Project Source Jurisdiction g on
Concerns Concerns
Concerns
Pending stakeholder input and local jurisdiction approval, this project could include a “cloud-based” Countywide
R Signal Priority upgrade, 100 bus stop shelters at existing bus stops with over 50 daily boardings but without an
X R . Southeast LA Transit Improvement L . . . . . . R
Transit Transit Amenities |LB-ELA_0169 P existing shelter, 100-solar powered real-time arrival displays, 100 bus stop solar light upgrades for stops without PIPO (Southeast LA), SPP Survey |Multiple Jurisdictions 0 1 0
rogram
8 shelters that have lighting, terminal/layover expansion improvements at the Norwalk, Artesia, and Compton Stations,
and 100 Zero-Emissions Bus charging masts.
Strengthen policies committing Metro to regular cleaning and maintenance activities on all transit vehicles and at bus
Transit Svstem and rail stations within the LB-ELA Corridor. These activities consist of cleaning and disinfection of high touchpoint
Transit Transit Amenities |LB-ELA_0189 . v . surfaces, graffiti removal, cleanup of spills and biohazards, and trash removal. Maintain station landscaping. Provide SPP Survey, SPP Mapping Study Area Wide 0 NA 0
Cleanliness/Maintenance . L e iy - . . - .
high-efficiency air filters on bus and rail transit vehicles. Ensure that the agency dedicates sufficient resources for this
effort.
Collaborate with the local jurisdictions (cities, unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County) to implement bus stop
improvements within the LB-ELA Corridor. Bus stop improvements would include items such as:
- Lighting
- Security Features
- Benches
- Shade and shelters
- Drinking Fountains .
. . SPP Survey, SPP Mapping, CA-7,
R R L. - Solar-powered arrival displays - i .
Transit Transit Amenities |LB-ELA_0203 Bus Stop Improvements Trashcans Community Leadership Study Area Wide 0 0 0
, Committee (CLC)
- Landscaping
- Signage
- Crosswalks

- Improved ADA accessibility, including repositioning of utility boxes on the sidewalk

Provide financial support in order to help leverage local funds for project implementation. Funds would be made
available based on criteria such as: project need, project readiness, and project benefits relative to costs, among other
factors.
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Common Assumptions and Definitions

Project Scale

Definitions of Project Scales utilized in various rubrics:
> Localized: Intervention applies to small street segment or single location (contained within
1-mile extent /radius)

> Semi-Localized: Intervention applies to large street segment (> 1-mile) or multiple locations
within a defined area (of greater than 1-mile radius). This often applies to city-wide
programs

> Corridor-wide: Intervention potentially applies to all jurisdictions and neighborhoods within
the LB-ELA Corridor Study Area or applies to a transportation project or corridor that
traverses the majority of the length of the Study Area

Equity Focus Communities

Metro’s Equity Focus Communities (EFCS)?! identify where transportation needs aregreatest by
considering concentrations of resident and household demographics associated with mobility
barriers:

e Low-income households earning less than $60,000 per year

e Black, Indigenous or People of Color (BIPOC) population

e Households that do not have a car

For the prupose of the “Equity-lens” metrics, the following designations were applied to each
project to determine whether a project provides substantial benefit to EFCs:

0%: No part of project or program is located in an EFC

1-33% of project or program is located in an EFC

33-66% of project or program is located in an EFC (also applies to corridor-wide
programs)

67+% of the project or program is located in an EFC

Project Types and Sub Categories

Each project on the initial list was categorized into a project type (e.g. Highway, transit, goods
movement, etc) and a subtype. For the purposes of evaluation, some metric rubrics listed below
include qualitative scoring based on additional subclassification. These subclassifications and
scores can be found in Appendix A.

1 Metro: https://www.dropbox.com/s/ew25aelmuvwgizv/equity-focus-communities-overview.pdf?dI=0
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Air Quality

AQ1: Reduce Emissions (NOx, PM2.5)

Detailed Criteria Description: Reduces oxides of nitrogen (NOx) and fine particulate matter
(PMy.5) emissions from on-road vehicles or offroad mobile equipment.

Evaluation Method Description (Use of one or more of the following): Travel Demand
Forecasting Model (TDM) for a certain suite of projects; EMFAC Model; GIS-based project type
locations or other methods for individuals project scores

Data Sources Used:
> EMFAC Model? used to calculate on-road vehicle emissions, including changes in emissions

due to project implementation

> CARB adjustment factors for recently adopted regulations: Heavy-Duty Inspection and
Maintenance Program (HD I/M)3, Advanced Clean Cars Il (ACC 11) %, and Advanced Clean
Fleets (ACF) °

> California Air Resources Board (CARB) methodology® used to calculate entrained road dust

> OFFROAD Model” used to calculate off-road vehicle/equipment emissions, including
changes in emissions due to project implementation

> TDM used to model vehicle miles traveled (VMT) and speeds along analyzed roadways; used
as input to EMFAC model to determine changes in emissions

> ArcGIS map with project locations

> South Coast Air Quality Management District (South Coast AQMD) Air Quality Significance
Thresholds®

> South Coast AQMD Localized Significance Threshold Methodology®

2 CARB. EMFAC2021v1.02 Emissions Inventory - Onroad Emissions. Available at:

https://arb.ca.gov/emfac/emissions-inventory/. Accessed: May 2023.
3 CARB. HD I/M Regulation. December 9, 2021. Available here:

https://ww2.arb.ca.qgov/rulemaking/2021/hdim2021. Accessed: May 2023.
4 CARB- ACC Il Regulation. August 25, 2022. Available here:

https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/rulemaking/2022/advanced-clean-cars-ii. Accessed: May 2023.

5 CARB. ACF Regulation. April 28, 2023. Available here: https://ww2.arb.ca.qov/rulemaking/2022/acf2022.
Accessed: May 2023.
6 CARB. Miscellaneous Process Methodology 7.9 Entrained Road Travel, Paved Road Dust. March 2021. Available at:

https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/ei/areasrc/fullpdf/2021 paved roads 7 9.pdf. Accessed: May 2023.
7 CARB. Mobile Source Emissions Inventory Documentation — Off-Road — Diesel Equipment. Available at:

https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/mobile-source-emissions-inventory/road-
documentation/msei-documentation-road. Accessed: May 2023

8 South Coast AQMD. 2023. South Coast AQMD Air Quality Significance Thresholds. March. Available at:
http://www.agmd.qov/docs/default-source/ceqa/handbook/south-coast-agmd-air-quality-

significance-thresholds.pdf?sfvrsn=25. Accessed: May 2023.
9 South Coast AQMD. Final Localized Significance Threshold Methodology. July 2008. Available at:

http://www.agmd.qgov/home/rules-compliance/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/localized-
significance-thresholds. Accessed: May 2023.
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Assumptions:

Not all freeway or arterial roadway projects were included in the TDM modeling. See project
information matrix.

> According to the 2021 Metrolink Climate Action Plan?®, Metrolink has a target of becoming a
zero-emissions railroad by 2028. As such, this analysis assumes zero emissions from
passenger locomotive engines by 2045. Further, the proposed CARB In-Use Locomotive
Regulation?® requires all passenger locomotives to operate in a zero emissions configuration
by 2030. Under the proposed In-Use Locomotive Regulation, by 2047, all locomotives
operated by fleet operators must have 100% of annual fleet usage as zero emissions. Similar
to CARB regulatory analyses, this analysis does not include the indirect emissions that may
result from generation of electricity used to power these locomotives.

> As of August 2023, CARB does not consider or calculate non-exhaust emission factors for
locomotives in their locomotive models.!

SCORING METHODOLOGY*

Scoring

Example/Methodology

Exceptions / Adjustments

0 — No Benefit

Project’s measures provide no total
emission reductions

If total emissions are increased, indicate
concerns

1 - Low Benefit

Total emission reductions are less than 55
pounds per day (Ibs/day) for PM2.5 AND
NOx compared to future baselines

If total emission reductions are less

than 0.1 % of study area emissions,

then project should be scored as No
Benefit

2 — Medium
Benefit

Total emission reductions is greater than
or equal to 55 Ibs/day to less than 110
Ibs/day for PM2.5 or NOX compared to
future baselines

If the total emissions reductions for
both PM2.5 AND NOX are greater than
55 Ibs/days, upgrade to High Benefit

3 — High Benefit

Total emission reductions is greater than
or equal to 110 Ibs/day for PM2.5 or NOX
compared to future baselines

NA

Project that is not modeled by TDM or
does not affect vehicle type, VMT, speed,
idle time, or any other parameter
affecting emissions

*For Freeway, Arterial Roadway, and Transit Projects

For Active Transportation/TDM Projects
These projects will be accounted for in AQ3. Not sufficient information/methodologies to
calculate the impacts for AQ1, CH1, and EN2 therefore these projects will get a score of NA.

10 Metrolink. Climate Action Plan The Link to a Zero Emissions Future. March 26, 2021. Available here:
https://metrolinktrains.com/globalassets/about/agency/sustainability/climate-action-plan.pdyf.

Accessed: August 2023.

11 CARB. DRAFT Truck vs. Train Emissions Analysis FAQ. November 12, 2021.
https://ww2.arb.ca.qgov/resources/fact-sheets/draft-truck-vs-train-emissions-analysis-fag.

Accessed August 2023.
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For Good Movements Projects

Most of these projects will be accounted for in AQ2. Not sufficient information/methodologies
to calculate the impacts for AQ1, CH1, and EN2 therefore these projects will get a score of NA.

For Community Programs Projects

These projects will be accounted for in AQ2 or CH2 or EN6. Not sufficient
information/methodologies to calculate the impacts for AQ1, CH1, and EN2 therefore these
projects will get a score of NA.

Additional Documentation:

> Project emission inventory

> Localized impacts for freeway and arterial roadway suites of projects are provided in the
gridded emissions maps with the following legend. Study area and localized concerns are
discussed in the Con#5 Potential to localized emissions increases/emission shifting rubric.

PM_ 5 Incremental Emissions ..
25 NOx Incremental Emissions (Ib/day)

(Ib/day) Legend

<-5 <-55

<-5 >-55to0 <-5

<-5 >-5to <5 : No change

>-0.05 to <0.05 : No change <-55

>-5to <-0.05 <-55

>-5t0 <-0.05 >-551t0 <-5 Low Benefit

>-5t0 £-0.05 >-5to <5 : No change Low Benefit

>-0.05 to <0.05 : No change >-55 to <-5 Low Benefit

>-0.05 to <0.05 : No change >-5to <5 : No change No Benefit

<-0.05 >5 Mixed Benefit/Concern
>0.05 to <5 <5 Mixed Benefit/Concern
>-0.05 to <0.05 : No change 25 to <55 Low Concern

>0.05 to <5 >-5to <5 : No change Low Concern

20.05to <5 25 to <55 Low Concern

>-0.05 to <0.05 : No change >55

>5 >-5to <5 : No change

20.05to <5 255

>5 >5 to <55

>5 >55

AQ2: Facilitates clean technologies & lower emissions vehicles

Detailed Criteria Description: Facilitates the deployment of zero emission (ZE)
vehicles/equipment. Examples include but are not limited to funding clean vehicle/equipment
technology purchase and zero emission fueling infrastructure.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative
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Data Sources Used:

e Project descriptions

e (California Air Resources Board (CARB) and South Coast Air Quality Management District
(South Coast AQMD) rule documents have information on benefits of ZE
vehicles/equipment. Examples include but are not limited to rulemaking documents for
the Advanced Clean Cars Il (ACC Il) regulation??, the Advanced Clean Trucks (ACT)
regulation®3, the Advanced Clean Fleet (ACF) regulation!*, Warehouse Indirect Source
Rule (ISR)®.

Assumptions:

e ACCII, ACT, and ACF are adopted and implemented per their schedule

e Need for public charging facilities and local electrical generation/storage

e Need for local trade workforce to construct and maintain new ZE fueling infrastructure
and ZE vehicles/equipment

e  For ZE truck/car lanes, the benefits will be limited due to the accelerated regulatory ZE
purchase/implementation schedule that will result in a significant number of ZE vehicles
in 2045. In addition, these lanes would not specifically target the benefits to people in
the corridor, but these lanes would mostly benefit people throughout the region who
already have electrical cars and trucks.

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring

Example/Methodology

Exceptions / Adjustments

0 — No benefit

Project’s clean vehicle or
infrastructure component is already
captured by existing regulations

Potentially move to low/medium/high benefit
if the project implementation is ahead of the
regulatory schedule

1 - Low Benefit

Example Projects: ZE truck/car lanes

2 — Medium
Benefit

Example Projects: Workforce
training, demonstration projects,

grant writing assistance for ZE vehicle
and/or infrastructure projects

Grant writing projects that are not coupled
with electric vehicle (EV) infrastructure
projects or demonstration projects downgrade
to low benefit

3 — High Benefit

Example Projects: ZE
vehicle/equipment infrastructure

projects, ZEV funding projects

High benefit for difficult to electrify
equipment/vehicles or greater than 5
megawatts (MW) infrastructure projects,
otherwise downgrade to no benefit, low

12 CARB: ACC Il Regulation. August 25, 2022. Available here:
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/rulemaking/2022/advanced-clean-cars-ii. Accessed: May 2023.

13 CARB. ACT Regulation. June 25, 2020. Available here:
https://ww2.arb.ca.qgov/rulemaking/2019/advancedcleantrucks. Accessed: May 2023

14 CARB. ACF Regulation. April 28, 2023. Available here:
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/rulemaking/2022/acf2022. Accessed: May 2023.

15 South Coast AQMD. Warehouse ISR. May 7, 2021. Available here: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-
source/rule-book/req-xxiii/r2305.pdf?sfvrsn=15. Accessed: May 2023.
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benefit, or medium benefit (e.g.
vehicles/equipment in current regulation)

High benefit for public ZE vehicle infrastructure
projects greater than 1 MW, downgrade to no
benefit, low benefit, or medium benefit for
private ZE vehicle infrastructure

NA Projects that do not have any clean
vehicle or infrastructure component
and

Projects that include
equipment/technologies that are
currently and will continue to be all
zero emission, for example: Metro
Light Rail projects

AQ3: Mode Shift to cleaner modes

Detailed Criteria Description: Increases the share of trips made by transit, walking and bicycling.
Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative
Data Sources Used:

> SCAG Regional Travel Model, adapted for use in study area analysis.

Assumptions:

> Projects considered in the SCAG 2020 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) are modeled as
defined by the RTP.

> BRT projects assume a 25% increase in speed and a one-half lane reduction in vehicle
capacity.

> Transit priority projects assume a 15% increase in speed and a one-quarter lane reduction in
vehicle capacity.

> Projects are ranked on a per-mile basis so that large projects are not automatically ranked
higher than smaller but locally impactful projects.

> Ranking is considered separately for rail, bus, and active transportation projects.

> For projects that were not modeled, the results of the model were used to estimate benefits
of similar projects and programs

SCORING METHODOLOGY
Scoring Example/Methodology Exceptions / Adjustments

0 — No benefit Project does not increase transit ridership or

(vs no info) provide improve active transportation
opportunities.

1 - Low Benefit | Project results in a slight increase in transit
passengers served, generally in the lowest group
of projects. Or, project has a low potential to
improve non-motorized travel.
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2 — Medium Project results in a moderate increase in transit Project LB-ELA_0164, which
Benefit passengers served. Or, project has a moderate increases frequency of Metro
potential to improve non-motorized travel. buses that currently have low
3 — high Benefit | Project results in a high increase in transit frequency, is scored based on
passengers served, generally in the top 20%-30% the high overall ridership
of projects. Or, project has a high potential to increase instead of on a per-
improve non-motorized travel. mile basis.

Community and Health

CH1: Reduce Emissions (Health Effects metrics: DPM, PM2.5)

Detailed Criteria Description: Reduces diesel particulate matter (DPM) and fine particulate
matter (PM..s) emissions from on-road vehicles which in turn can generate health benefits.

Evaluation Method Description: (Use of one or more of the following): Travel Demand
Forecasting Model (TDM) for a certain suite of projects; EMFAC Model; GIS-based project type
locations or other methods for individuals project scores

Data Sources Used (see AQ1 for links to sources):

>

EMFAC Model used to calculate on-road vehicle emissions, including changes in emissions
due to project implementation

CARB adjustment factors for recently adopted regulations: Heavy-Duty Inspection and
Maintenance Program (HD 1/M), Advanced Clean Cars Il (ACC I1), and Advanced Clean Fleets
(ACF)

California Air Resources Board (CARB) methodology used to calculate entrained road dust

OFFROAD Model used to calculate off-road vehicle/equipment emissions, including changes
in emissions due to project implementation

TDM used to model vehicle miles traveled (VMT) and speeds along analyzed roadways; used
as input to EMFAC model to determine changes in emissions

ArcGIS map with project locations

South Coast Air Quality Management District (South Coast AQMD) Air Quality Significance
Thresholds

South Coast AQMD Localized Significance Threshold Methodology

South Coast AQMD Permit Application Package “N” for Use in Conjunction with the Risk
Assessment Procedures for Rules 1401, 1401.1, and 212

Assumptions:

>

>

Not all freeway or arterial roadway projects were included in the TDM modeling. See project
information matrix.

According to the 2021 Metrolink Climate Action Plan®, Metrolink has a target of becoming a
zero-emissions railroad by 2028. As such, this analysis assumes zero emissions from
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passenger locomotive engines by 2045. Further, the proposed CARB In-Use Locomotive
Regulation®! requires all passenger locomotives to operate in a zero emissions configuration
by 2030. Under the proposed In-Use Locomotive Regulation, by 2047, all locomotives
operated by fleet operators must have 100% of annual fleet usage as zero emissions. Similar
to CARB regulatory analyses, this analysis does not include the indirect emissions that may
result from generation of electricity used to power these locomotives.

> As of August 2023, CARB does not consider or calculate non-exhaust emission factors for
locomotives in their locomotive models.*

> Changes in PMy s have been associated with mortality/illness impacts. Changes in DPM have
been associated with cancer risk. For more information on health and air quality studies, see
South Coast AQMD 2022 Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) Appendix I: Health Effects®®
and South Coast AQMD Multiple Air Toxics Exposure Study V (MATES V) Final Report*.

SCORING METHODOLOGY*

Scoring Example/Methodology Exceptions / Adjustments

0 — No benefit Project’s measures provide no overall emission
reductions
If total emissions are increased, indicate concerns

1 - Low Benefit | Total PM2s emission reductions are less than 5 If total emission reductions are
pounds per day (Ibs/day) compared to future less than 0.1 % of study area
baselines emissions, then project should
OR be scored as No Benefit

Total DPM emission reductions are greater than
0 but less than 0.4 Ibs/day

2 — Medium Total PMa.s emission reductions are greater than
Benefit or equal to 5 Ibs/day compared to future
baselines
OR

Total DPM emission reductions are greater than
or equal to 0.4 Ibs/day

3 — High Benefit | Total PM2s emission reductions are greater than
5 Ibs/day compared to future baselines

AND

Total DPM emission reductions are greater than
0.4 Ibs/day

NA Project that is not modeled by TDM or does not
affect vehicle type, VMT, speed, idle time, or any
other parameter affecting emissions

*For Freeway, Arterial Roadway, and Transit Projects

For Active Transportation/TDM Projects

These projects will be accounted for in AQ3. Not sufficient information/methodologies to
calculate the impacts for AQ1, CH1, and EN2 therefore these projects will get a score of NA.

For Good Movements Projects

Most of these projects will be accounted for in AQ2. Not sufficient information/methodologies
to calculate the impacts for AQ1, CH1, and EN2 therefore these projects will get a score of NA.
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For Community Programs Projects

These projects will be accounted for in AQ2 or CH2 or EN6. Not sufficient
information/methodologies to calculate the impacts for AQ1, CH1, and EN2 therefore these
projects will get a score of NA.

Additional Documentation:
e Project emission inventory

e Localized impacts for freeway and arterial roadway suites of projects are provided in the
gridded emissions maps with the following legend. Study area and localized concerns are
discussed in the Con#5 Potential to localized emissions increases/emission shifting section
below.

PMzs Incremental Emissions ..
23 DPM Incremental Emissions (Ib/day)

(lb/day)

<-5 <-0.4

<-5 >-0.4 to <-0.004

<-5 >-0.004 to <0.004 : No change

>-0.05 to <0.05 : No change <-0.4

>-510<-0.05 <-04

>-5 to <-0.05 >-0.4 to <-0.004 Low Benefit

>-5t0 £-0.05 >-0.004 to <0.004 : No change Low Benefit

>-0.05 to <0.05 : No change >-0.4 to <-0.004 Low Benefit

>-0.05 to <0.05 : No change >-0.004 to <0.004 : No change No Benefit

<-0.05 >0.004 Mixed Benefit/Concern
>0.05 to <5 <-0.004 Mixed Benefit/Concern
>-0.05 to <0.05 : No change >0.004 to <0.4 Low Concern

20.05 to <5 >-0.004 to <0.004 : No change Low Concern

20.05to <5 >0.004 to <0.4 Low Concern

>-0.05 to <0.05 : No change 0.4

>5 >-0.004 to <0.004 : No change

20.05 to <5 0.4

25 20.004 to <0.4

>5 >0.4

CH2: Reduce exposure at receptors (HVAC/HEPA, near-roadway vegetation)

Detailed Criteria Description: Reduces exposure at sensitive receptors (e.g. schools and day
care centers, hospitals and healthcare clinics, senior centers, and residences) by installing
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filtration systems at these receptors and/or installing near-roadway vegetation between major
roadways and these receptors.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative
Data Sources Used:

> Project descriptions

> Heating, Ventilation, and Air Conditioning (HVAC)/High Efficiency Particulate Filter (HEPA)
guidance from the following source such as:

o South Coast Air Quality Management District’s (South Coast AQMD’s) Project
Plan Reducing Air Pollution Exposure in Schools and Other Facilities.®

> Near-roadway vegetation research and or recommendations from the following sources
such as:

o U.S. Environmental protection Agency’s (EPA’s) workshop on The Role of
Vegetation in Mitigating Air Quality Impacts from Traffic Emissions®’

o EPA’s Recommendations for Constructing Roadside Vegetation Barriers to
Improve Near-Road Air Quality?®

o California Air Resources Board’s (CARB’s) Strategies to Reduce Air Pollution
Exposure Near High-Volume Roadways®®

> ArcGIS map with project locations and locations of Equity-Focus Community (EFC) areas

o ArcGIS map of sensitive receptors (e.g. schools and day care centers, hospitals
and healthcare clinics, senior centers, residences) developed from the following
sources such as:

o Locations of day care centers, child care centers, adult residential facilities, and
senior centers from the Community Care Licensing Division website

o Location of health care centers from the State of California Office of Statewide
Health Planning & Development website, the Los Angeles County GIS Data
Portal, and the Network of Care for Mental/Behavioral Health website

o School locations in the form of point place markers from the GIS data file
provided by ESRI for ArcGIS, data from the Los Angeles County GIS Data Portal,
and from Google Earth

16 South Coast AQMD. Project Plan Reducing Air Pollution Exposure in Schools and Other Facilities. March 2022.
Available at: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-source/tao-capp-incentives/ab617---school-air-
filtration-project-plan.pdf. Accessed May 2023.

17 EPA The Role of Vegetation in Mitigating Air Quality Impacts from Traffic Emissions Seminar, EPA Campus, Research
Triangle Park, North Carolina, April 27-28, 2010. Available at: https://archive.epa.qov/nrmrl/archive-
appcd/web/html/workshop.html. Accessed May 2023.

18 EPA. “Recommendations for Constructing Roadside Vegetation Barriers to Improve Near-Road Air Quality”. July
2016. Available at: https://www.epa.qov/air-research/recommendations-constructing-roadside-
vegetation-barriers-improve-near-road-air

19 CARB. “Strategies to Reduce Air Pollution Exposure Near High-Volume Roadways”. April 2017. Available at:
https://ww2.arb.ca.qov/sites/default/files/2017-10/rd_technical advisory final.pdf
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O

Assumptions:

Location of nursing and convalescent centers from the Medicare website

> Not all projects will be able to use near-road vegetation because there are constraints for
planting vegetation that are related to safety, availability of water, and fires

> Near roadway vegetation must meet certain criteria to be considered effective at reducing
particulate matter (PM)

> HVAC/HEPA systems must meet certain design criteria to be considered effective at
reducing PM

SCORING METHODOLOGY:

Scoring Example/Methodology Exceptions / Adjustments
0-No Project’s specific design features unlikely
benefit to provide any benefit. For example,
project does not include filters or
vegetation. Additionally, project that
have these features but filters efficiency
is lower than Minimum Efficiency
Reporting Value (MERV) 13 or vegetation
barriers are not close enough to traffic or
not dense enough to reduce PM
emissions.
1-Low Example Projects: High-efficiency air If the soundwall does not meet specific
Benefit filters on bus and rail transit vehicles design criteria [distance from roadway,
[small time fraction in travel, is used by traffic level on roadway, barrier design and
sensitive population (children, ill, and composition, and length] downgrade rating
seniors)], soundwalls that meet specific
design criteria
2 —Medium | Example Projects: Roadway vegetation If the roadway vegetation barrier does not
Benefit barriers meet specific design criteria [distance from
roadway, traffic level on roadway, density
of vegetation, type of vegetation, and
length] downgrade rating
3 — High Example Projects: Air filters of MERV 13 If the air filtration does not reduce
Benefit or higher efficiency coupled with HVAC exposure for large groups of people and/or
upgrades as needed highly sensitive population (children, ill, and
seniors) downgrade rating
NA Projects do not physically modify the The following project types will also receive
roadway design. For example, signal a score of a NA:
coordination, TDM, and funding Bike lanes [no on-road vehicle emissions}
opportunities for zero emissions Bridges [above grade no opportunity for
infrastructure and vehicles vegetation]
Local roadway interchange improvements
[no opportunity for vegetation]
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CH3: Mode Shift to active transportation, transit
Detailed Criteria Description: Increases the share of trips made by transit, walking and bicycling.

Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative
Data Sources Used:

> SCAG Regional Travel Model, adapted for use in study area analysis.

Assumptions:

> Projects considered in the SCAG 2020 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) are modeled as
defined by the RTP.

> BRT projects assume a 25% increase in speed and a one-half lane reduction in vehicle
capacity.

> Transit priority projects assume a 15% increase in speed and a one-quarter lane reduction in
vehicle capacity.

> Projects are ranked on a per-mile basis so that large projects are not automatically ranked
higher than smaller but locally impactful projects.

> Ranking is considered separately for rail, bus, and active transportation projects.

> For projects that were not modeled, the results of the model were used to estimate benefits
of similar projects and programs

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring Example/Methodology Exceptions / Adjustments

0 — No benefit Project does not increase transit ridership or
(vs no info) provide improve active transportation
opportunities.

1 - Low Benefit | Project results in a slight increase in transit
passengers served, generally in the lowest group
of projects. Or, project has a low potential to
improve non-motorized travel.

2 — Medium Project results in a moderate increase in transit Project LB-ELA_0164, which
Benefit passengers served. Or, project has a moderate increases frequency of Metro
potential to improve non-motorized travel. buses that currently have low
3 — high Benefit | Project results in a high increase in transit frequency, is scored based on
passengers served, generally in the top 20%-30% the high overall ridership
of projects. Or, project has a high potential to increase instead of on a per-
improve non-motorized travel. mile basis.

CH4: Improve the User Experience (may be different metrics for different modes)

Detailed Criteria Description: Provides intuitive roadway network for all users, includes gap
closures, exclusive pathways for active transportation, provision of wayfinding, access to
information regarding directions or transportation options, includes technological solutions that
make travel information including directions and modal options more available to the user.
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Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative
Data Sources Used:

e Assessment of project’s impact on user experience based on project materials and
professional judgement — see project materials

Assumptions:

e The “user” is generally assumed to be a member of the public.

e Project score better when they specifically address a multimodal context and enhancing
the experience in some way for sustainable transportation options thus benefitting the
greater good.

e Improves experience of targeted user group and targeted travel mode of the
improvement

e User experience of all roadway users considered. For example, if one mode benefits at
the expense of other more sustainable modes, user experience of all modes is
considered.

e Also depends on area land uses. For example, pedestrian projects where there are
places to walk (such as businesses) will score better than projects without any public
destinations.

e Evaluation looks at how the system functions as a whole — longer bike routes benefit the
network more than shorter bike routes (for example)

e Individual connections within the bike network are important but rank lower without
significant jobs, housing or other attractors/generators (ex: Randolph rail to trail in Bell).

e Because this criterion is specific to the assumed user experience, its rating can be
subjective based on the perceived benefit of the project as it is described in the

materials.

Scoring Methodology:
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Scoring

Example/Methodology

Exceptions / Adjustments

0 — No benefit

Projects that attempt to address users
but may not be the appropriate solution
Project replaces or rehabilitates existing
infrastructure without indicating any
changes to design that improve
experience for existing or new user
groups

1 - Low Benefit

Fewer users may benefit due to the
location or configuration of the
improvement. Benefit may have a small
impact on individual user experience

> Active Transportation: Minor
improvements that facilitate safer
navigation of vehicle-oriented
roadways

> Arterial Roadway: Localized spot
improvements in low-traffic
locations; traffic system and
intersection improvements that
primarily benefit vehicle users

Benefits to freeway and electric vehicle
users (other than increasing traffic
speed) because investment should be
focus on promoting alternatives to
driving for most users

Spot-level roadway improvements
(examples: Greenway Traffic Circle, or
Telegraph Road Improvements) appear
they would not benefit many users due
to location and configuration of the
project

Traffic signal projects, intersection and
roadway improvements (such as
adding turn lanes or widening) only
benefit car drivers (and speeds them
up on city roads) unless project
specifically states that they will benefit
other modes.

Maintenance and rehabilitation
projects are assumed to have low
impact since system is unchanged
Video cameras for enforcement (red
light running) are assumed to have low
impact on the user experience
Pedestrian activation buttons because
they prioritize auto throughput and
require pedestrians to request the
ability to cross the street rather than
that being an entitlement

Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons
(RRFB) are a suitable treatment for
some locations.

2 — Medium
Benefit

Benefit appears moderate, or somewhat

but not significant, or does not appear to

be the right match for the area land uses

(eg, industrial land use context)

> Active Transportation: Localized

scale, low level of change in
infrastructure (no major roadway
reconfiguration)

> Arterial Roadway: Includes benefits
for all modes; does not increase
vehicle volume or speed near areas
of high pedestrian activity

Pedestrian improvements on
local/collector streets near schools are
assumed to have a medium impact
Ped/bike projects such as Class 2/3
facilities or education programs /
program-only solutions

Interchange improvements for all
modes that are NOT near a commercial
area, where people are likely to be
mostly driving

Creating a vehicle for economic benefit
such as jobs fairs is assumed to provide
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> Transit: Includes new or upgraded
amenities

> Various Programs: Contributes to
improved air quality

a moderate benefit to job seekers and
employers

Clean truck program and other
individual programs that provide air
quality benefits for the surrounding
community.

3 — High Benefit

Provides a clear benefit for more than
one modal user of the roadway, or at
least does not make conditions worse for
other users, in a location where multiple
types of modal users are likely to be
present. Projects that improve conditions
for sustainable transportation modes
where there demand based on land uses.
> Active Transportation: strong 1%t/
last mile connections to major transit
hubs, longer / regionally significant
class 1 or 4 bikeways, citywide / plan
level bike/ped improvements,
strongly beneficial projects in areas
with mixed land uses

> Arterial Roadway: roadway
improvements that strongly benefit
all users of the roadway such as
complete streets projects in mixed-
land-use areas, citywide or area
traffic calming

> Freeway: if the program benefits
freeway users without negative
impacting other members of the
public

> Transit: Major transit infrastructure
such as LRT expansions, BRT projects,
microtransit programs, systemwide
bus stop improvements

> Various Programs: promoting
telecommuting with local employers;
greening initiatives, public art, and
homeless programs

Larger scale projects that benefit
sustainable modes such as study area
wide traffic calming or bus stop safety
and amenity programs

Interchange improvements for all

modes that are near a commercial area

where people are likely to be using
various modes

All class | or IV bike lane
implementations are assumed to have
a high benefits to the users of those
facilities.

Gap closures for active modes
Economic programs such as local hire
and support for local small businesses
are assumed to have a high benefit to
their recipients (or “users”)

Any project that includes upgrade for
ADA accessibility

Most public transit improvements
(such as better buses, improved
reliability on LRT, signal priority), have
a positive but not necessarily a “high”
benefit to the community of transit
users.

NA

No clear impact on public users

Projects that are a “study” or creation
of a “plan” are assumed to have no
impact on the user (yet)

Projects that are internal to the port,
and do not directly impact the general

public users of the roadway network or

AQ impacts

Maintenance station projects, pump
plant projects are not assumed to
impact the using public
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CH5: Bike/Ped Access to parks, recreational areas, or open spaces

Detailed Criteria Description: Provides new or upgraded bike/ped facilities that connect with
parks, recreational areas, or open spaces. For the purposes of this analysis, this is defined as
within % mile of a recreational space.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative in its assessment of the impact of the project on
active transportation. Then quantitative if the project is within % mile of recreational space.

Data Sources Used:

e (Qualitative assessment (professional judgement based on knowledge of the research
and transportation conditions) of the impact of a project on conditions for active
transportation users (e.g., bike lanes or paths improve conditions for active
transportation users, road widening and increasing traffic speeds reduce the quality of
the conditions for the active transportation user)

e Quantitative assessment of the distance between the project and the nearest
recreational space using google maps directions

Assumptions:

e  This metric is binary:
o Either the project provides access to parks etc. or it does not.
= Note —the LA River path is proximate to most of the corridor, so it is
treated differently in the rubric below
o Eitheritis an active transportation project or it is not
= Active transportation projects were evaluated based on the level of
benefit they are likely to offer to bicyclists and pedestrians:
e Insignificant benefit — localized crosswalks, small-scale
pedestrian improvements
e Minor projects — such as class 2 bike lanes, bike/ped
undercrossing and bridges
e Major projects — class 1 and 4 bike and pedestrian paths,
corridor or city wide safety and/or bike/ped improvements

SCORING METHODOLOGY
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Scoring

Example/Methodology

Exceptions / Adjustments

0 — No benefit

Projects which would likely have a negative
impact on active transportation and are within %
mile of a recreational space

Any roadway design projects that don’t
incorporate active transportation infrastructure
due to missed opportunity to improve access.

1 - Low Benefit

Improvement considered to be insufficient to
provide improved safe conditions for active
transportation user and are within % mile of a
recreational space (example: push button
crossing, RRFB)

Projects that introduce minor benefits to the
bike/ped network but aren’t within %-mile of a
recreational space.

Exception is the micromobility
and bikeshare projects (LB-
ELA_0220 and LB-ELA_0200)
which have a very large, spread
out service area which may not
be successful in providing
enough equipment to serve the
community

2 — Medium
Benefit

Projects that will benefit the ped/bike network
but only serve the Los Angeles River (and 1-710)
and NOT near any other parks

Projects that introduce major benefits to the
bike/ped network but aren’t within %-mile of a
recreational space.

3 — High Benefit

Projects that provide significant benefit and are
within % mile of LA River or parks / recreational
areas

NA Applies to most non-active transportation
projects, including rehabilitation projects, with
the exception of general arterial projects

Mobility

MB1: Transit Ridership

Detailed Criteria Description: Increases transit ridership by shifting trips to transit from other

modes.

Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative

Data Sources Used:

> SCAG Regional Travel Model, adapted for use in study area analysis.

Assumptions:

> Projects considered in the SCAG 2020 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) are modeled as
defined by the RTP.

> Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) projects assume a 25% increase in speed and a one-half lane
reduction in auto capacity.
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> Transit priority projects assume a 15% increase in speed and a one-quarter lane reduction in
auto capacity.

> For projects that were not modeled, the results of the model were used to estimate benefits
of similar projects and programs

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring Example/Methodology Exceptions / Adjustments
NA — Not Project does not relate to transit mode.
Applicable

1 - Low Benefit | Project results in a slight increase in transit
passenger miles traveled per project mile,
generally in the lowest group of projects.
Ranking is considered separately for rail
and bus projects.

2 — Medium Project results in a moderate increase in

Benefit transit passenger miles traveled per project
mile.

3 —high Benefit | Project results in a high increase in transit Project LB-ELA_0164, which increases
passenger miles traveled per project mile, frequency of Metro busses that
generally in the top 20%-30% of projects. currently have low frequency, is
Ranking is considered separately for rail scored based on the high overall
and bus projects. ridership increase instead of on a per-

mile basis.

MB2: Speeds / Travel Times (people, goods)

Detailed Criteria Description: Increase roadway speeds (or reduce travel times) for people and
goods.

Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative
Data Sources Used:

> SCAG Regional Travel Model, adapted for use in study area analysis.

Assumptions:

> Projects considered in the SCAG 2020 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) are modeled as
defined by the RTP.

> Interchanges, auxiliary lanes, and truck lanes along I-710 were modeled using assumptions
consistent with past studies.

> Projects that improve arterial street operations without adding lanes were modeled by
increasing speed and capacity in a manner consistent with SCAG modeling practices.

> Project rankings consider project length so that large projects are not automatically ranked
higher than smaller but locally impactful projects.
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> For projects that were not modeled, the results of the model were used to estimate benefits
of similar projects and programs

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring Example/Methodology Exceptions / Adjustments
NA — Not Project does not impact travel times because it is
applicable non-mobility related or active transportation.

0 — No benefit Project does not reduce travel times and/or may
increase travel times.
1 - Low Benefit | Project results in a slight reduction in travel times | Interchanges were ranked

based on a weighted combination of passenger based on the number of
miles traveled, severity of congestion under no- vehicles served, as this high-
build conditions, and reduction in delay for level analysis does not compare
people and goods. the effectiveness of detailed

2 — Medium Project results in a moderate reduction in travel interchange designs.

Benefit times based on a weighted combination of

passenger miles traveled, severity of congestion
under no-build conditions, and reduction in delay
for people and goods.

3 — high Benefit | Project results in a significant reduction in travel
delay based on a weighted combination of
passenger miles traveled, severity of congestion
under no-build conditions, and reduction in delay
for people and goods.

MB3: Reduce Congestion (hours of delay for people & goods)

Detailed Criteria Description: Reduce hours of delay for people and goods.
Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative
Data Sources Used:

> SCAG Regional Travel Model, adapted for use in study area analysis.

Assumptions:

> Projects considered in the SCAG 2020 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) are modeled as
defined by the RTP.

> Interchanges, auxiliary lanes, and truck lanes along I-710 were modeled using assumptions
consistent with past studies.

> Projects that improve arterial street operations without adding lanes were modeled by
increasing auto speed and capacity in a manner consistent with SCAG modeling practices.

> For projects that were not modeled, the results of the model were used to estimate benefits
of similar projects and programs

DRAFT RUBRIC —10/3/2023



LB-ELA MULTIMODAL CORRIDOR INVESTMENT PLAN — PROJECT AND PROGRAM PERFORMANCE EVALUATION METHODOLOGY

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring Example/Methodology Exceptions / Adjustments
NA — Not Project does not impact travel delay because it is
applicable non-mobility related or active transportation.

0 — No benefit Project does not reduce delay and/or may
increase travel delay.

1 - Low Benefit | Project results in a slight reduction in travel Interchanges were ranked
delay. Projects are ranked based on a weighted based on the number of
combination of passenger miles traveled, severity | vehicles served, as this high-
of congestion under no-build conditions, and level analysis does not compare
reduction in auto and truck delay. the effectiveness of detailed

2 — Medium Project results in a moderate reduction in travel interchange design details.

Benefit delay. Projects are ranked based on a weighted

combination of passenger miles traveled, severity
of congestion under no-build conditions, and
reduction in auto and truck delay.

3 — high Benefit | Project results in a significant reduction in travel
delay. Projects are ranked based on a weighted
combination of passenger miles traveled, severity
of congestion under no-build conditions, and
reduction in auto and truck delay.

MB4: Modal Accessibility (by zone)

Detailed Criteria Description: Improves access to new transportation facilities for residents.
Quantifies the population benefiting from the improvement based on a % mile distance from the
new transportation facility.

Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative
Data Sources Used:

> Project descriptions/type
> Project location using GIS
> 2020 Census data for population by Census Block Group

Assumptions:

> The scale of the project (localized, semi-localized, corridor-wide) was used in the evaluation
of each project (see common definitions section above for definition of project scales)

> Projects were identified as a “new transportation facility” — see the applicability based on
sub classification in Appendix A.

Scoring Methodology:

> A% mile buffer was created around all projects
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> The population within the buffer was calculated using 2020 census data and the assumption
of uniform density throughout the block group

> Projects were scored based on the total population in the buffer

> Programs were evaluated based on the scale of the program

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring Example/Methodology
0 — No benefit There are no “No Benefit” for this metric
1 - Low Benefit | Project provides new access for:
1-19,999 people in % buffer
Or:
A program that is localized
2 — Medium Project provides new access for:
Benefit 20,000-79,999 people in % buffer
Or:
A program that is “semi-localized”
3 — High Project provides new access for:
Benefit >=80,000 people in % buffer
Or:
A program that is “Corridor-wide”
NA Project or program does not provide new transportation facilities

MB5: Reliability (transit, roadway, goods movement)

Detailed Criteria Description: Improves transportation travel time reliability, providing
consistent range of predictable travel times across all modes. Reliability is improved by
optimizing existing transportation systems and expanding travel capacity and reducing travel
delay. Examples of things that improve reliability include: improving safety (reducing

crashes/unexpected delay), signal timing, transit signal priority, dedicated transit lanes, separate

facilities for active modes, transportation demand management, and dynamic road user
charges.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative
Data Sources Used:

e Project descriptions and project location

Assumptions:

e Projects received scores based on their type, subtype, and additional sub-classification
(see Appendix A). Project descriptions were used to make adjustments to the sub-
classification scores if projects contain additional reliability features.

SCORING METHODOLOGY
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Scoring

Example/Methodology

Exceptions / Adjustments

0 — No benefit

Project is likely to maintain existing reliability or
decrease system reliability. There are no
projects that fall into this category

1 - Low Benefit

Example Projects: Projects that provide small or
temporary improvements to reliability, such as
street widening, pilot projects, housing/jobs
projects, localized spot improvements to
connectivity, or maintenance projects that
would mitigate system failures in case of
emergency (bridge rehab, stormwater
improvements)

little opportunity to improve it such as emission
reduction program or ZE transition.

2 — Medium Example Projects: Projects that provide medium | If complete streets projects have
Benefit levels of reliability improvement potential, a major safety improvement,
upgrades to infrastructure/technology that they can receive a medium
could be used to improve reliability (i.e. new benefit
signals, fiber upgrades, safety projects.
3 — High Example Projects: Projects whose sole purpose Active Transportation projects
Benefit is to improve reliability, such as signal that just enhance existing
synchronization, bike network gap closures, infrastructure vs filling in gaps
transit signal prioritization, and separate are scored a 2
facilities
NA Projects that will not reduce reliability and have

MB6: Gap Closures

Detailed Criteria Description: Addresses a gap in the transportation network or removes a
transportation barrier, by providing a new service or new transportation facility

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative

Data Sources Used:

e Project descriptions and project location

Assumptions:

e Projects received scores based on their project descriptions. Projects described as new
facilities (ie. ‘construct,” ‘implement,’ ‘build’ ‘add’) were considered to be net new gap
closures and scored a 3, while ‘enhance’ ‘improve’ and ‘upgrade’ were scored as 1.
Project types were used to screen out project types that would not have any impact on
gap closures, for example, zero emission improvements. Anything that upgraded an
existing facility to be ADA compliant received a 2.

e Applied scores to all projects based on the sub classification scores (Appendix A) and
then adjusted rating based on details of the project description.
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SCORING METHDOLOGY

Scoring

Example/Methodology

Exceptions / Adjustments

0 — No benefit

Project is likely to increase gaps in the
transportation system

1 - Low Benefit

Infrastructure Project enhances
safety/accessibility to allow more people to use
a segment of the transportation system
comfortably (For example, upgrading an
unprotected bike lane to a buffered bike lane,
or adding in curb cuts)

Project that is
enhancing/updating a facility to
be ADA compliant gets bumped
uptoaz2

2 — Medium Project that provides a new service or expands

Benefit an existing transportation service option.

3 — High Infrastructure Projects closes a physical gap in

Benefit the transportation network or extends an
existing network to a new place

NA Projects that will not reduce or improve

transportation network gaps, including non-
infrastructure projects and those that do not
add new infrastructure.

MB7: Increase in travel options

Detailed Criteria Description: Makes a range of (sustainable, non-SOV) transportation options
more realistic for likely user trips

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative

Data Sources Used: Project descriptions

Assumptions:

e Projects are scored based on their relative benefit to people who may consider using
one or more sustainable transportation options instead of driving alone. Benefits are
quantified based on aggregating independent standards listed:

O

Geographic scale — corridors or areas will score better than spot improvements,
larger projects better than smaller projects (+/-1)

Level of impact — better improvements (eg class 1 or 4 bike facilities) score
better than lower impact improvements (class 2 or 3). New light rail service will
score better than bus stop improvements. (+/-1)

Multimodal — if a project benefits more than one sustainable modal option, it
will score better than a project that only benefits one sustainable mode (+/-1

per additional mode)
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o Land use — projects in areas where people are, and with a combination of
commercial and residential land uses, will score better than projects with just
one land use, especially if that is industrial. (+/-1)

o Type of improvement — infrastructure scores better than programmatic and
marketing improvements (+/-1)

By travel mode:
e Non-driving modes
o Investments include improvements to transit, bicycle or pedestrian networks
e Reliability
o Transit features that are known to prevent delays / increase headways

o Active transportation features are Class 1 or 4 bike facilities (separated or
shared use paths)

o Although reliability is typically used to quantitively measure transit and
vehicular trips, for the purpose of active transportation and bicycles in

particular, we consider direct routes that are comfortable for cyclists as reliable.

Since this criteria is qualitative for projects/programs where trip origins and
destinations are not evaluated, the class of bike facilities is used as a proxy for
comfort.

e Accessibility

o Features are known to improve safety for people with disabilities, the elderly or
children

o Protected bicycle lanes meet standards for All Ages and Abilities (AAA)

Other notes:

e Signal timing, unless for public transit, prioritizes automobile through-put, and speeds
up cars. Slowing down traffic fosters better harmony with other users of the roadway.

e Arealand uses play an important role. If there are places to go (eg shops) within a
reasonable walking distance of the improvement, the multimodal improvement has a
stronger impact on increasing travel options. Complete streets projects that benefit less
from MB7 might be because there is not significant non-automobile centric attractions
along the corridor such as retail and shops.

e Improvements in reliability and availability (frequency, coverage) of public transit and
active transportation options benefit travel options.

SCORING METHODOLOGY:
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Scoring

Example/Methodology

0 — No benefit

Disbenefits include project/program features known to add delays for sustainable travel
modes or that increase the speed of automobile traffic fostering an incentive to continue to
use only that one travel mode. Examples include:
> Traffic signal upgrades because they are an investment in automobiles rather than
multimodal. They effectively speed up traffic which reduces the roadway safety for
other modes (exception is if the timing change is for transit or bikes).

> Road widening, or adding turn lanes, projects or any project that prioritizes speeding
up traffic or improving traffic through-put.

> Freeway amenities unless they include upgrades that benefit other modes

1 - Low Benefit

Single-location (spot-level) multimodal improvements that are not in locations well
served by mixed area land uses. Examples include:

> Interchange improvements for all modes that are NOT near a commercial area (where
people are likely to be mostly driving)

> Roadway improvements for pedestrians and bicyclists that may not be the right
application for the need. Examples include RRFBs, pedestrian buttons, signage, and
electrical infrastructure, bike share program which are not likely to be the best solution
for the context.

> Projects that represent an improvement but are also potentially duplicative of existing
infrastructure.

> Marketing programs such as BEST, ridesharing, telecommuting likely have a low benefit
on travel options without companion infrastructure improvements (which would be
shown as a separate project).

> Restriping programs, and other non-specific roadway improvements, have a low
benefit on travel options by making it slightly safer to share the road between modes.

2 — Medium
Benefit

Moderate level of encouragement for one sustainable transportation mode. Examples
include
> Class 2 or 3 bicycle facilities

> Spot-level encouragement for multiple transportation modes. Examples include
interchange improvements for all modes that are near a commercial area where
people are likely to be using different modes

> Corridor-level encouragement for multiple modes but not necessarily in the most
efficient location. Examples include: complete streets projects in areas were there is
not a strong diversity of land uses

> Roadway (pavement) maintenance makes it possible for bicycle commuters to ride
safely (vs. on broken up pavement).

> Bus stop and shelter improvement programs at the zonal or corridor level (not just one
bus stop).

3 — High Benefit

High level of service and encouragement for at least one sustainable transportation mode.
Examples include:

> Class 1 or 4 bicycle facilities and new or improved high-quality public transit.

> Infrastructure that fosters multiple sustainable transportation modes together.
Examples include: complete streets in areas where there is existing mixed use
development.
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> Sustainable transportation and multimodal project that cover larger geographic areas
such as mixed use corridors or areas targeted for high quality improvements.

> Transit-Oriented Development (TOD)

NA Projects that do not impact individual travel modes

> Video camera installation

> Emergency vehicle preemption

> Community / Air quality / community health

> Community / environment projects

> Housing Stabilization / Land Use except when specific to TOD

> Congestion pricing provides discouragement for driving but does not assist with
providing new options on its own.

> Zero Emissions Lanes on 1-710

> Freight Rail / Goods Movement TDM

> Port projects unless they specific include improvements for sustainable transportation
modes for individuals

> Converting bus fleets to sustainable fuel

> Metro railyard and infrastructure improvements

Safety

SF1: Protections for Bike / Users (bike class)

Detailed Criteria Description: Provides exclusive and separated pathways for bikes

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative, binary based on project descriptions

Data Sources Used:

e Project descriptions

e Google maps for view of current roadway conditions

SCORING METHODOLOGY
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Scoring

Example/Methodology

Exceptions / Adjustments

0 — No benefit

Roadway improvements for traffic that
do not include protections for bikes

General beautification and safety
improvements may not apply, and we
categorized as “NA”

1 - Low Benefit

Class 3 bike facilities

Wide curb lanes only

2 — Medium
Benefit

Class 2 bike facilities

Projects that include both class 2 and 3
but also include other multimodal
design features such as traffic calming

3 — High Benefit

Class 1 or 4 facilities

Citywide or long corridor (5+ miles)
bicycle plans are assumed to provide an
integrated improvement in benefits for
bicycle protections.

Projects that include enhancements
for bike paths such as improved
lighting or fences

Pedestrian bridges are assumed to
provide access for bikes

Na

Projects that do not include any roadway
or pathway changes or reconfigurations

Applies to most traffic signal and ITS
projects

Bikeshare project does not include any
bicycle protections though it does
include other physical improvements
for bike riders

SF2: Traffic Protections (bike/ped)

Detailed Criteria Description: Provides new or upgraded separation between bikes/peds and

automobile traffic

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative, binary by project

Data Sources Used:

e Project descriptions

SCORING METHODOLOGY
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Scoring

Example/Methodology

Exceptions / Adjustments

0 — No benefit

Road widening or other modification
in favor of automobile throughput
without the addition of protections
for active modes

1 - Low Benefit

Projects that provide a low level of
improvement for pedestrians — see
examples

Generally “intersection improvements” are
assumed to have some (low) benefit for
pedestrian safety including pedestrian
crossings such as “pedestrian buttons,
signage, and electrical infrastructure”
Restriping alone provides a low level of
protections for bikes/peds

Undefined “safety” related roadway
improvements

2 — Medium
Benefit

Projects with a “medium benefit” are
generally projects that provide a
good protection but will only benefit
a relatively small number of people
given surrounding land uses

Sidewalk widening and crossing
improvements where there is not
commercial destinations to draw
pedestrians

3 — High Benefit

Physical separation for bicycles and
pedestrians such as exclusive paths,
widening sidewalks and providing
significant crossing improvements in
commercial areas

Sidewalk widening and curb extensions
provide protections for pedestrians
Projects that specifically bring a location
into compliance with ADA for pedestrians

Na

Projects that do not impact
pedestrian or bicycle conditions

Protected left turn lanes do not impact
pedestrian or bicycle protections
Applies to most traffic signal and ITS
projects

SF3: Personal Security

Detailed Criteria Description: Provides features and/or services to protect individual users from

crime and personal harm

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative and binary

Data Sources Used:

e Project Descriptions

Assumptions:

e High Capacity Transit (Rail & BRT) — Metro’s new transit line stations are
assumed/known to have safety features such as lighting and security cameras

e Improved maintenance programs are assumed to provide some increase sense of
personal security

e Bus Shelters are assumed to include lighting

e Improved transit headways and reliability minimizes time spent waiting at transit stops

for transfer passengers or from transit delays
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e Transit oriented development projects put more transit riders closer to transit and have
more pedestrian activity improving safety for users

e Video cameras are assumed to provide some surveillance and resulting personal
security benefit

e Upgrades to existing light is assumed to provide low personal security benefit

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring Example/Methodology
0-No Projects that do not directly mention providing personal security features in categories
benefit where other projects specifically mention personal security features
1-Low Examples include:
Benefit > Upgrades to existing lighting
> “Highway lighting” and “highway cameras” likely have a low impact
> Programs that include improved maintenance provide a low level of additional
personal security
> Arterial roadway cameras may provide some surveillance benefit improving personal
security after the fact.
2 — Medium | Smaller size or lower scale projects — such as lighting locations at a single point rather
Benefit than a corridor, lighting projects in areas with very low pedestrian traffic due to
surrounding land uses. Other examples include:
> High Capacity Transit (Rail & BRT) — new transit lines
> Bus shelters typically include lighting which would benefit personal security.
> Improved bus transit reliability and frequency reduces time waiting at bus stops for
transfers or from service delays.
> Housing stabilization and other economic stabilization programs
> Transit oriented development projects and programs
3 — High Projects with a specific personal security benefit
Benefit > Lighting projects along corridors or areas
> Personals security projects
> Projects that contain specific reference to “personal safety”, “security”, and
“lighting”
Na Categories where personal security features are not mentioned for any projects. These
included:
> Zero Emission Lanes
> Freight Rail / Goods Movement Projects
> Truck Programs/ITS
> Job training

SF4: Includes Safety Features

Detailed Criteria Description: Safety from automobile collisions primarily for other modes using
the roadway; includes roadway safety for truck use, but not Metro rail safety unless it is
interacting with roadway users in the project.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative and binary
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Data Sources Used:

e Project descriptions

Assumptions:

e Project descriptions are assumed to be an accurate reflection of if they address safety

e Professional judgement used when a project does not specifically mention safety, but
likely does contain safety features, or if the safety mentioned is actually personal

security

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring

Example/Methodology

Exceptions / Adjustments

0 — No benefit

Any physical project that does not
address the safety of users

1 - Low Benefit

Not used for this metric

2 — Medium
Benefit

Not used for this metric

3 — High Benefit

If the project says it is a safety
improvement project, we assumed it
was. There was not enough information
to distinguish between the effectiveness
of each “safety” project

We did distinguish between “safety”
projects (from collisions and road user
conflict) and “security” projects (crime,
theft, assault) though the words are
sometimes used interchangeably. This
metric is about “safety” as described in
the previous sentence.

Changeable message signs provide the
opportunity to convey safety-related
messages

NA

A program or project that does not have
a physical component, or where
multiple modes will not interact with
each other (such as a recreational multi-
use pathway)

Traffic signal projects are generally not
specific to safety

SF5: Reducing conflict points (vehicle safety)

Detailed Criteria Description: Reduces the number and severity of conflict points between
vehicles traveling on highways and roadways to improve vehicle safety. This metric focuses on
vehicle vs. vehicle safety and does not address any interactions of vehicles with active
transportation modes such as bicycles or pedestrians.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative

Data Sources Used:
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e Analysis of I-710 vehicle conflict locations as part of the assessment of Early Action

Projects

e FHWA Complete Streets web site?®

Assumptions:

e Focuses on projects that specifically address auto vehicle movements. Projects that do
not specifically address auto/truck movements are assumed to not have an impact on
vehicle conflicts

e Addresses vehicle to vehicle interactions and does not consider interactions between
auto and truck vehicles and other users of the roadway such as pedestrians or bicycles.

e Ranking is based on the number of vehicles impacted by the improvement as described
below. This is based on ADT of the roadways and number of roadways or intersections
included in the project.

SCORING METHODOLOGY

operational Projects that don’t reduce
vehicle conflict points

Scoring Example/Methodology Exceptions / Adjustments
N/A Projects that do not affect motorized

vehicle operations
0 — No benefit Roadway infrastructure or traffic

1 - Low Benefit

Has localized spot reduction in
vehicle/vehicle-conflicts (e.g., between
1-5 intersections with traffic signal
improvements or adding signal
controlled turn lanes)

2 — Medium
Benefit

Has arterial corridor reduction in
vehicle/ vehicle conflicts for facilities
with 20,000+ ADT and more than 5+
signalized intersections or adding signal
controlled turn lanes.

Arterial/freeway interchange
improvements with 1-3 existing
merge/weave conflict that project
improves through revised design

Applies to complete streets corridors
with more than 5 signalized intersections
Applies to arterial/freeway interchange
improvements (those with 1-3 existing
merge/weave conflicts that project
improves through revised design

3 — High Benefit

Has reduction in vehicle/vehicle
conflict locations for facilities with
75,000+ ADT

Applies to arterial/freeway interchange
improvements (those with 4 or more
existing merge/weave conflicts that
project improves through revised design,
e.g. DDl interchange

Improves mainline weave/merge by
addition of auxiliary lanes

20 https://highways.dot.gov/complete-streets
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SF6: Traffic Calming Features

Detailed Criteria Description: Has the effect of slowing down automobile traffic

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative

Data Sources Used: Project descriptions

Assumptions:

e Must impact city streets and interaction with traffic (rather than interstate only) — if no
impact, then project is “NA”

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring

Example/Methodology

0 — No benefit

Projects that reduce delay or improve flow. Any project that speeds up cars has does not
provide traffic calming benefits.

Examples include:

> Signal upgrades, synchronization and enhancements because the assumption is they
are aimed at speeding up cars rather than calming traffic (unless they specifically say
they would be timed for bikes),

Arterial improvements
Interchange reconfigurations
Protected turn lanes

Transit grade separation

ITS for congestion

V V.V V V

1 - Low Benefit

Low benefit examples include:

> RRFBs generally not considered an ideal application for calming traffic flows

> Roadway improvements surrounding the bike share system are likely to have a low
benefit to traffic calming

> “LB-ELA Corridor Vulnerable Road User Connected Vehicle Infrastructure
Deployment”(LB-ELA_0166) appears to support all users of the roadway but there
isn’t any indication that it would slow traffic significantly.

> Bus stop amenities such as shelters, benches and lighting — constitute pedestrian
amenities but are limited in geographic scope
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2 — Medium
Benefit

Medium benefit examples include:

> BRT and transit-oriented roadway improvements, including addition transit-priority
lanes (without additional lanes for car traffic) and transit signal priority and including
route-level, have a traffic calming impact.

> Projects adding sidewalks and class 3 bike lanes are assumed to have a medium

traffic calming affect

Roadway improvements for pedestrian circulation

School zone striping

Urban greening

Bike/Ped adaptation for traffic signals

Adding bike lanes

Intersection improvements for pedestrians at a single location

Bringing roadways into compliance with ADA without other, companion pedestrian

upgrades

> Public art projects are assumed to provide street-level interest having the effect of
drivers slowing down and improving street safety for pedestrians

V V V V V V V

3 — High Benefit

High benefit projects include:

> Widening sidewalks and curb extensions

> Implementing the regionally-significant bike network plans, active transportation
plans, bicycle gap closer projects

> Traffic lane reductions

> Complete Streets projects regardless of length or land uses because complete streets
will “calm” traffic by definition

> Corridor level bike/ped/safety projects including intersection improvements
(example: LB-ELA_0126)

> 1%/last mile transit improvement projects at for the entire transit line

> Citywide, zonal and study-area-wide bike/ped improvements and gap closures —
implementation of citywide pedestrian plans

NA

The following project categories are considered to be “not applicable” to the traffic
calming metric:

> Camera enforcement (when not combined with other signal improvements because
impact is after the speeding may have occurred)

> Increasing truck traffic speed in the highway because does not impact city streets

> Pedestrian bridges do not slow traffic because it does not interface with cars/trucks

> Exclusive ped/bike pathways that do not interact with traffic would not have a traffic

calming impact

Freeway and Goods movement improvements that do not interact with city streets

Ports projects

Rail line projects

Storm water management

Congestion Pricing

V V. V V V

SF7: Improves / rehabilitates existing infrastructure

Detailed Criteria Description: Contains elements specifically targeting state of good repair or
makes tangible improvements to existing transportation infrastructure

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative
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Data Sources Used: Project descriptions
Assumptions:

e Projects received scores based on their type, subtype, and additional sub-classification
(see Appendix A). Project descriptions were used to make adjustments to the sub-
classification scores if projects contain specific elements to maintain or upgrade existing
infrastructure.

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring Example/Methodology Exceptions / Adjustments

0 — No benefit 0 — Capital projects with physical infrastructure
component in a new right of way

1 - Low Benefit | Example Projects: Projects in existing rights-of-
way that make little improvement to existing
infrastructure and/or make no mention of
rehabilitation.

2 — Medium Example Projects: Projects that make some Projects with descriptions
Benefit improvement to existing infrastructure mention repair, upgrade,

maintain, and other terms that
otherwise would have gotten a

lower score
3 —High Example Projects: Projects that make significant
Benefit improvements to existing infrastructure on high-

use corridors. Examples include complete streets
projects that include roadway reconfiguration
and sewer and utility work.

NA Projects or programs that do not make physical
changes to infrastructure or built and natural
environment.

Environment

EN1: Improved Environment from Mode Shifts

Detailed Criteria Description: Considers the impact of the mode shift resulting from the project
on the surrounding community and environment, takes into consideration the likelihood of
mode shift from the project and the benefit of that particular mode shift on others in the
community.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative
Data Sources Used: Project descriptions
Assumptions:

e The following considerations influenced the development of this metrica:
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O

How Realistic mode shift would be based on project impact — that is, is it
physically possible or reasonable for people to make sustainable trips passing by
this location? Does a bus run between origins and destinations near this
location? Is bicycle infrastructure sufficient that normal people would
reasonably choose to bike for trips passing by here? Are there sidewalks and
crosswalks here? Is there anything within % mile of this location where people
are likely to be going such as schools or shops?

Likelihood of mode shift based on project impact — assuming it is physically
possible to use sustainable transportation in the project area, would people
actually do it? Are the transportation options travel modes that would be
attractive to most people? For example, rail transit is generally more appealing
than bus transit. Walking, for reasonable distances, is a more likely option than
bicycling for most travelers.

Impact of mode shift on the surrounding community and other users — this
metric is about how the mode shift resulting from the project benefits all of the
users of the roadway. Small shifts or shifts in more remote locations are less
beneficial to everyone. If more people are walking, does that mean they are also
shopping and bolstering the local economy? If fewer people are driving due to a
new rail transit option, does that mean there is less congestion on the road
network?

e Project characteristics that are assumed to provide mode shift benefits:

O

Mixed land use locations
Larger geographic area of impact

Impact of different modes: Pedestrian and rail projects are likely to have the
highest benefit, then bus transit projects, and bicycle projects are last because
some people will not be comfortable bicycling for transportation even with the
best available infrastructure.

Quality of the improvement relative to its target mode (example: class 1 or 4
bike facilities are better than class 2 or 3; wider sidewalks are better for
pedestrians then just push-bottom activation crossing facilities)

Complete streets projects that score lower in this metric may have fewer
destinations along the corridor

Safe routes to school programs with improved pedestrian infrastructure could
be significant in mitigating traffic impacts because of the single timepoint of
school start and end times

SCORING METHODOLOGY
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Scoring

Example/Methodology

0 — No benefit

If a project marginalizes other modes at the expense of speeding up cars, it has a
negative impact on potential for mode shift and associated improved environment.
Examples include roadway widening, auxiliary lanes, interchange and on-ramp
improvements (without bike/ped accommodations), adding turn lanes, signal
coordination unless specific to prioritizing public transit or bicycle speeds

1 - Low Benefit

Most projects will not immediately have a positive impact on mode shift

If project fosters positive mode shift but may have minimal impact

Bicycle projects without supporting mixed land uses
Programmatic/marketing/education programs

Bus stop or shelter improvements

Storm water management

Bridge projects with a pedestrian or bicycle component due to the wide area over

which the bridge must cover making it unlikely to be impactful in terms of mode
shift.

V V.V V V V V

2 — Medium
Benefit

> Class 1 or 4 bicycle projects along a corridor with mixed use development and/or
a large area/distance; area-wide bicycle plans

> Single-location (spot-level) pedestrian improvements in locations with mixed land
uses

> Complete Streets projects without supporting mixed-use development

New, or improved in frequency or hours, bus services

\

3 — High Benefit

\"

Pedestrian improvements in an area or corridor with mixed land uses and/or
serving a rail line

Complete Streets projects with existing mixed-use development

New rail transit services

Congestion pricing

Transit oriented development projects or projects supported by transportation-
efficient land use principles

vV V V V

NA

\"

Projects that do not impact individual travel decisions

> Freeway projects that do not speed up traffic and do not address pedestrian and
bicycle safety

> Metro maintenance projects

EN2: GHG Reduction Potential

Detailed Criteria Description: Reduces tailpipe greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from on-road
and off-road vehicles.

Evaluation Method Description: (Use of one or more of the following): Travel Demand
Forecasting Model (TDM) for a certain suite of projects; EMFAC Model; GIS-based project type
locations or other methods for individuals project scores

Data Sources Used:
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e For tailpipe, greenhouse gas emissions, EMFAC Model?! used to estimate on-road
vehicle tailpipe emissions including changes in emissions due to project implementation

e TDM used to model vehicle miles traveled (VMT) and speeds along analyzed roadways;
used as input to EMFAC model to determine changes in emissions

e OFFROAD Model? or other scientific models to calculate off-road vehicle/equipment
emissions, renewable energy projects, solar-power generation, energy efficient lighting,
etc.

e ArcGIS map with project locations

e Interim California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) GHG Significance Threshold for
Stationary Sources, Rules and Plans?

Assumptions:
o 2024 fleet mix and energy grid mix

e Not all freeway or arterial roadway projects were included in the TDM modeling. See
project information matrix.

e According to the 2021 Metrolink Climate Action Plan?*, Metrolink has a target of
becoming a zero-emissions railroad by 2028. As such, this analysis assumes zero emissions
from passenger locomotive engines by 2045. Further, the proposed CARB In-Use
Locomotive Regulation 2°> requires all passenger locomotives to operate in a zero
emissions configuration by 2030. Under the proposed In-Use Locomotive Regulation, by
2047, all locomotives operated by fleet operators must have 100% of annual fleet usage
as zero emissions. Similar to CARB regulatory analyses, this analysis does not include the
indirect emissions that may result from generation of electricity used to power these
locomotives.

e All emission reductions for MT CO2e/yr (metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalents per
year) are annualized.

SCORING METHODOLOGY*

21 CARB. EMFAC2021v1.02 Emissions Inventory - Onroad Emissions. Available at:
https://arb.ca.gov/emfac/emissions-inventory/

22 CARB. Mobile Source Emissions Inventory Documentation — Off-Road — Diesel Equipment. Available at:
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/mobile-source-emissions-inventory/road-
documentation/msei-documentation-road

23 South Coast AQMD. Interim CEQA GHG Significance Threshold for Stationary Sources, Rules and Plans. December
2008. Available at: http://www.agmd.qgov/docs/default-source/ceqa/handbook/qreenhouse-gases-
(ghg)-ceqa-significance-thresholds/ghgboardsynopsis.pdf?sfvrsn=2.

24 Metrolink. Climate Action Plan: The Link to a Zero Emissions Future. March 26, 2021. Available here:
https://metrolinktrains.com/globalassets/about/agency/sustainability/climate-action-plan.pdf.
Accessed: August 2023

25 CARB. In-Use Locomotive Regulation. November 17, 2022. Available here:
https://ww2.arb.ca.qgov/rulemaking/2022/locomotive
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Scoring Example/Methodology Exceptions / Adjustments

0 — No benefit Project’s measures provide no overall
emission reductions

If overall emissions are increased,
indicate concerns

1 - Low Benefit | Total emission reductions are less than | If total emission reductions are less than
3,000 MT COze/yr (metric tons of 0.1 % of study area emissions, then
carbon dioxide equivalents per year) project should be scored as No Benefit
compared to future baselines

2 — Medium Total emission reductions are greater
Benefit than or equal to 3,000 or less than
10,000 MT COze/yr compared to future
baselines

3 — High Benefit | Total emission reductions are greater
than or equal to 10,000 MT CO2e/yr
compared to future baselines

NA Project that is not modeled by TDM or
does not have a project element
related to GHG reduction

*For Freeway, Arterial Roadway, and Transit Projects
For Active Transportation/TDM Projects

These projects will be accounted for in AQ3. Not sufficient information/methodologies to
calculate the impacts for AQ1, CH1, and EN2 therefore these projects will get a score of NA.

For Good Movements Projects

Most of these projects will be accounted for in AQ2. Not sufficient information/methodologies to

calculate the impacts for AQ1, CH1, and EN2 therefore these projects will get a score of NA.

For Community Programs Projects

These projects will generally be accounted for in AQ2 or CH2 or EN6. Not sufficient
information/methodologies to calculate the impacts for AQ1, CH1, and EN2 therefore these
projects will get a score of NA. Explicit GHG reduction programs would be expected to provide
funding for projects resulting in a total GHG reductions of more than 10,000 MT CO,e/year.

EN3: Protects natural habitat (Greening Features)

Detailed Criteria Description: Supports improved health outcomes associated with clean air
and water by protecting or enhancing natural habitats through green infrastructure
investments, primarily through the provision of trees, parks and vegetation.
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Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative

Data Sources Used:

e Project description and location

e Additional project materials and information available

Assumptions:

e The scale of the project (localized, semi-localized, corridor-wide) was used in the
evaluation of each project (see common definitions section above for definition of
project scales)

e Greening opportunities exist for any project that includes provision of amenities within,
or redesign/rehabilitation/expansion of the roadway or sidewalk

e Projects related to railroad infrastructure only are not applicable

e Projects are not assumed to include greening features, unless the available project
description and/or documentation directly states that green/blue infrastructure is
included as part of the project.

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring

Example/Methodology

Exceptions/
Adjustments

0 — No benefit

0 — Project/program provides no green/blue
infrastructure despite opportunities for
greening within similar project types or has
potential to damage natural features

1 - Low Benefit

1 - Provides greening or landscaping
maintenance as a secondary element of a
localized or semi-localized intervention

2 — Medium
Benefit

2 - Provides greening as a secondary element
of a corridor-wide intervention; Provides
greening as a primary element of a localized
intervention

Corridor-wide freeway projects
with secondary landscaping
element receive a score of 1 —
benefits are primarily aesthetic,
and freeway environment provides
limited capacity for healthy tree
canopy growth or biodiversity

3 — High Benefit

3 - Provides greening as a primary element of
a corridor-wide or semi-localized intervention

Corridor-wide freeway projects
with primary landscaping element
receive a score of 2 — benefits are
primarily aesthetic, and freeway
environment provides limited
capacity for healthy tree canopy
growth or biodiversity
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NA N/A — Projects or programs do not make
physical changes to infrastructure or built and
natural environment, or project type involves
changes to the built environment without
opportunity for greening elements

EN4: Water Quality, Water Capture, Drainage, and Flood Management features

Detailed Criteria Description: Does the project improve water quality and/or improve drainage
and improve flood management

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative
Data Sources Used:
e Description of projects in the MSPP list

e (Caltrans Highway Design Guidelines

e Other information relevant that is not specific to our projects or project types

Assumptions:

e Arterial roadway improvements of greater than a mile in length will include water
quality, drainage and flood management features

e Complete streets include water quality and drainage features

e Freeway improvements are required by Caltrans to have features to manage run-off and
improve water quality, drainage and flood management

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring Example/Methodology Exceptions / Adjustments
0 — No benefit Project increases amount of impervious surface N/A if project does not include
(vs no info) but does not include features that affect features that affect water
drainage, water quality of flood management quality, drainage or flood
management
1 - Low Benefit Project provides localized improvement in water | (details for exceptions to rules,
quality, drainage or flood management bonus point systems, etc.)
2 — Medium Project provides semi-localized improvement in
Benefit water quality, drainage or flood management
3 — High Benefit | Project provides corridor- wide scale
improvement in water quality, drainage and
flood management
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EN5: Reducing energy use

Detailed Criteria Description: Does the project measurably reduce overall energy use in the
corridor (BTUs/passenger-mile (PMT) and/or BTUs/ ton-mile (TM)

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative.
Data Sources Used:

e Project descriptions
e US Dept. of Energy website

Assumptions:

e Roadway (BTU/PMT):

o Gas powered auto 3,000-4,000 BTUs per PMT
Diesel Bus 2,500-3,000 BTUs per PMT
Electric powered auto 1,000-2,000 BTUs per PMT
Trains (electric) 800-1,000 BTUs per PMT
Electric Bus 800-1,000 BTUs per PMT

o Active Transportation 0 BTUs per PMT
e Goods Movement (BTU/TM)

o Trucks average 2,000-6,000 BTUs per TM

o Trains (Diesel) 400-1,200 BTUs per TM

o Trains (Electric) 200-600 BTUs per TM

o Intermodal 200-600 BTUs per TM

O
O
O
O

e Projects that shift trips from higher energy usage powered vehicles per PMT or TM to
lower energy usage powered vehicles or modes per PMT or TM are ranked by project
type relative to the PMT or TM reduction potential scale of that mode in the corridor

e The horizon year of 2045 has a much higher percentage of autos, trucks and buses that
are EVs and therefore mode shifts have lesser impact on energy use than today’s mix of
vehicle types

o If project increases VMT or TMT it could use more energy than baseline condition (a
concern)

DRAFT RUBRIC —10/3/2023

44



LB-ELA MULTIMODAL CORRIDOR INVESTMENT PLAN — PROJECT AND PROGRAM PERFORMANCE EVALUATION METHODOLOGY

SCORING METHODOLOGY

corridor PMT or TM from higher energy use mode
to lower use mode

Scoring Example/MethodologyActive Exceptions / Adjustments
and Examples
NA — Not Project does not contain any features that would Non-mobility projects, such as
Applicable reduce total energy consumed by transportation soundwalls, rehabilitation
modes projects, and community
programs.
0 — No benefit the project is too small to measurably shift Individual bike projects do not

move the mode shift needle
from higher energy use modes
enough to have benefit. (0)
Bike Projects and programs
with multiple segments are
considered collectively to have
low benefit (1)

1 - Low Benefit

Project is judged to have a relatively small shift in
corridor PMT from higher energy usage mode(s)
to lower usage mode(s)

(details for exceptions to rules,
bonus point systems, etc.)

2 — Medium
Benefit

Project is judged to have moderate shift in BTUs/
PMT or TM from higher energy usage modes to
lower energy usage modes

Larger, corridor scale electric
powered transit projects (e.g.
LRT or EMU)

3 — High Benefit

Project is judged to have a high level shift of PMT
or TM from higher BTU/PMT or TM modes to
lower BTU/PMT or TM modes

Zero emission trucks;
conversion of diesel electric
locomotives to electric
locomotives

EN6: Reduce Heat Island Effect; Provide Cooling Features for Users

Detailed Criteria Description: Reduces heat island effect by deploying cooling features like
planting urban shade trees, installing reflective roofs, and using light-colored or high-albedo
pavements and surfaces.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative

Data Sources Used:

e Project descriptions

e ArcGIS map with project locations and locations of Equity-Focus Community (EFC) areas

e (California Air Pollution Control Officers Association’s Handbook for Analyzing
Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emission Reductions, Assessing Climate Vulnerabilities, and
Advancing Health and Equity?®

26 California Air Pollution Control Officers Association. “Handbook for Analyzing Greenhouse Gas Emission Reductions,
Assessing Climate Vulnerabilities, and Advancing Health and Equity”. December 2023. Available at:

https://www.airquality.org/ClimateChange/Documents/Final%20Handbook AB434.pdf
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e U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA’s) Cooling Summertime Temperatures
Strategies to Reduce Urban Heat Islands?’

e EPA’s Heat Island Community Actions Database?®

e Healthy Air Living’s Urban Heat Island Mitigation strategy?®

U.S. Green Building Council’s (USGBC)’s Heat island reduction strategy®
Assumptions:

e Not at projects will be able to add significant vegetation elements because there are
constraints for planting vegetation that are related to availability of water and space

e We are using the USGBC “Heat island reduction” requirements section options for scoring
below.3!

SCORING METHODOLOGY
Scoring Example/Methodology Exceptions / Adjustments

0 — No benefit Project’s heat island effect reduction
or cooling features for users is limited
due to acreage and size, or lack of
project information

1 - Low Benefit | Example Projects: Shade through If grant writing is not coupled with project
structures or trees, pilot project study, | studies, downgrade to no benefit

and grant writing assistance

2 — Medium Projects that meet USGBC guidelines If the project does not meet all the

Benefit for Option 1 or 2 can include tree requirements, downgrade to a low benefit
planting, public green spaces, and If the project exceeds requirements or is
changes in surface reflectance sizable, upgrade to high benefit

3 — High Benefit | See exceptions/adjustments for
medium benefit

NA Projects that do not have any heat
island effect reduction or cooling
features for users

27 EPA. “Cooling Summertime Temperatures Strategies to Reduce Urban Heat Islands”. September 2003. Available at:
https://www.epa.qov/sites/default/files/2014-06/documents/hiribrochure.pdf.

28 |JS States Environmental Protection Agency. “Heat Island Community Actions Database”. January 2023. Available at:
https://www.epa.qov/heatislands/heat-island-community-actions-database

29 Healthy Air Living. “Urban Heat Island Mitigation: An Innovative way to reduce air pollution and energy usage”.
March 2011. Available at:
http://www.valleyair.orq/programs/fasttrack/2011/urban%20heat%20island%20mitigation.pdf
30 USGBC. “Heat island reduction”. Available at: https://www.usgbc.orq/credits/ss7

31 USGBC. https://www.usgbc.org/credits/new-construction-core-and-shell-schools-new-construction-retail-new-
construction-data-cent-5
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EN7: Potential for Noise Reduction

Detailed Criteria Description: Reduces transportation noise pollution or includes noise
reduction features, such as sound barriers or low-noise technologies

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative
Data Sources Used: Project descriptions and project location
Assumptions:

e Projects received scores based on their type, subtype, and additional sub-classification
(see Appendix A). Project descriptions were used to make adjustments to the sub-
classification scores if projects contain certain noise mitigation features.

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring Example/Methodology Exceptions / Adjustments

0 — No benefit Project is likely to maintain or increase existing Some roadway or signal projects,
noise levels, for example roadway, transit, and like emergency vehicle pre-
freight projects without noise mitigation emption, would be “NA”
components

1 - Low Benefit | Example Projects: Projects that provide small Roadway projects that would
levels of ambient noise reduction potential, otherwise receive a “0” but
such as vegetation barriers, grade separations, include landscaping
and certain air quality programs

2 — Medium Example Projects: Projects that use low-noise

Benefit technology, such as fleet electrification projects

3 —High Example Projects: Projects whose sole purpose

Benefit is to reduce noise pollution, such as soundwall
projects

NA Projects that will not increase noise and have
little opportunity to reduce noise pollution, such
as active transportation and community
projects.

ENS8: Supports transportation efficient land use principles

Detailed Criteria Description: Benefits, and benefits from, surrounding land uses that foster
connectivity with public transit, multimodal trips, and high-density and mixed-use land
development

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative
Data Sources Used:

e Project description

e Google maps

DRAFT RUBRIC —10/3/2023



LB-ELA MULTIMODAL CORRIDOR INVESTMENT PLAN — PROJECT AND PROGRAM PERFORMANCE EVALUATION METHODOLOGY

e Employment density based on SCAG Regional Travel Demand Model

Assumptions:

e Defining transportation efficient land use principles -- Transportation and land use are
linked through guiding land development and community expansion with the goal of
coordination of land use and transportation that accommodates pedestrian and bike
safety, mobility, enhances public transportation service, improves road network
connectivity, and includes a multi-modal approach to transportation. That is, ensuring
that a human living, working, or shopping in this geographic location has more than one
option for traveling to, from and around that location, and specifically, can realistically
travel using sustainable transportation such as walking, bicycling, or riding public
transportation over being dependent on a private automobile. Typically, EN8 is
accomplished by concentrating land use development towards urban centers and by
making transportation investment in existing developed areas with a range of land uses
including commercial, residential and office. In the case of the LB-ELA project, which is
in an existing urban area, EN8 suggests that investment should be made in areas with
existing commercial and residential development in close proximity to each other. The
objective being to provide a balance of transportation investment in support of existing
land use activities (and in a few project cases, to support, grow or define land uses in
areas with strong transportation infrastructure). Ranking assumptions include the
following overarching premises:

e Area-wide or long corridor projects are assumed to benefit from strategic application
based on land uses — that is, the project is assumed to be implemented with high levels
of investment in mixed-use and/or dense land use portions of the project area.

e This metric benefits projects with a large geographic scale because the study area, as a
whole, is urban.

SCORING METHODOLOGY:
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Scoring Example/Methodology Exceptions / Adjustments
0 — No benefit Projects that work against or damage land-use- Telecommuting program
transportation balance because these policies do not
Projects that are inconsistent with land-use- leverage employment density
transportation principles, including: to concentrate activities.
> Freeway projects without a Infrastructure for private zero
pedestrian/bicycle or ADA component emission vehicles perpetuates
> Most traffic signal and ITS projects auto dependency when
> Roadway projects (arterials, bridges) that do | investing in sustainable travel
not indicate inclusion of infrastructure for modes instead would be more
sustainable transportation modes as they conducive to supporting land-
are reinforcing inefficient LU-T principles use-transportation principles.
(consistent with scores for traffic signal/ITS
projects)

1 - Low Benefit Projects that have a neutral impact on land use
transportation balance, including:
> Bridge projects crossing over rivers and/or
highways (space not occupied by human
activity centers), do not meaningfully
contribute to land-use-transportation
principles due to the large void of space
below them.
> Freeway projects with a pedestrian/bicycle
or ADA component

2 — Medium > Projects adjacent to a light rail station

Benefit regardless of area land uses

> Public art and other aesthetic urban design
improvements help support making urban
places more interesting to go, live, and shop
and encourage pedestrian activity/other
non-driving modes that allow for “path as
place” travel (journey-based vs. destination-
based travel)

3 — High Benefit > Projects in amenity rich locations including Rail quad gates make it possible
retail and commercial land uses combined for rail lines and other roadway
with housing users to coexist more safely

> Area-level or very long corridor projects are
assumed to benefit from strategic
application based on surrounding land uses

> Housing and economic programs in urban
areas foster land-use-transportation
principles.

> All High-Capacity Transit improvements

Na > Marketing and programmatic projects
except for those targeting housing, transit-
oriented development, transit ridership, and
economics.

> Bus vehicle fuel types
> Microtransit zones

> Freight Rail / Goods Movement TDM
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> Non-mobility enhancing projects, such as
stormwater projects and rehab projects

Opportunity and Prosperity

OP1: Access to jobs

Detailed Criteria Description: Average number of jobs accessible within a 30-minute time period
by transit or a 45-minute time period by auto.

Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative

Data Sources Used:

>

SCAG Regional Travel Model, adapted for use in study area analysis.

Assumptions:

>

Projects considered in the SCAG 2020 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) are modeled as
defined by the RTP.

Interchanges, auxiliary lanes, and truck lanes along I-710 were modeled using assumptions
consistent with past studies.

Projects that improve arterial street operations without adding lanes were modeled by
increasing auto speed and capacity in a manner consistent with SCAG modeling practices.

Bus Rapid Transit projects assume a 25% increase in transit speed and a one-half lane of
reduction in auto capacity.

Transit priority projects assume a 15% increase in transit speed and a one-quarter lane of
reduction in auto capacity.

For projects that were not modeled, the results of the model were used to estimate benefits
of similar projects and programs

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring Example/Methodology

0 — No benefit Project does not increase access to jobs.

1 - Low Benefit | Project provides a small improvement in access to jobs, with respect to improved

access, within the freeway, arterial, or transit project package. Packages of
projects are ranked by numbers of jobs that can be reached by study area
residents. Individual projects are ranked based on the magnitude of work travel

served.
2 — Medium Project provides a moderate improvement in access to jobs. Packages of projects
Benefit are ranked by numbers of jobs that can be reached by study area residents.

Individual projects are ranked based on the magnitude of work travel served.
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3 — high Benefit | Project provides a large improvement in access to jobs, with respect to improved
access, within the freeway, arterial, or transit project package. Packages of
projects are ranked by numbers of jobs that can be reached by study area
residents. Individual projects are ranked based on the magnitude of work travel
served.

OP2: Accessibility (improving mobility challenges for all ages and abilities)

Detailed Criteria Description: Provides new or improved transportation options, or removes
barriers, for users of all abilities, including serving people with disabilities, very young and very
old travelers. Projects include ADA accessibility, protected active transportation facilities
(example: 8 to 80), , and other programs that make the transportation network more available
to its most vulnerable users

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative
Data Sources Used: Project Descriptions
Assumptions:

e Accessibility is defined as providing additional transportation options for vulnerable
users or people with mobility limitations

e Mobility limitations may be physical, such as use of a wheelchair or other mobility
device, financial, such as lack of funds for a car, or intellectual such as needing
additional direction (wayfinding) or limitations (such as a child who might be tempted to
wander into traffic if that traffic is too close)

e Projects that serve a larger geographic area receive a higher ranking

e Projects that serve more mixed or dense land uses may score better, depending on the
type of project

SCORING METHODOLOGY:
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Scoring

Example/Methodology

Exceptions / Adjustments

0 — No benefit

Non -SOV projects that do not improve
accessibility of the transportation network

Laws protect accessible services;
thus, no projects should fall into
this category.

1 - Low Benefit

Projects that encourage the use of non-
motorized modes but have a low impact on the
accessibility of the network. Specific project
examples include:

> Bike education programs

> Transit amenities

2 — Medium
Benefit

Projects that encourage the use of non-

motorized modes but have a medium impact on

the accessibility of the network.

These projects include:
> Transportation Demand

Management (TDM, carpool and

telecommuting programs)

Transit TDM / fare programs

Bike Blvds

Class 2 and 3 bicycle facilities

First / Last Mile

Micro mobility including bike share

Connected / Autonomous Vehicles (arterial

roadway)

Transit Grade separation

Transit Increased service

Transit New station

Transit Real time / Customer Experience

(CX)

Transit Safety / Rehab

Transit Speed / Reliability

> Transit amenities / security / customer
experience

> Complete streets / greening — freeway caps
/ lids improve conditions for active
transportation

V V. V V V V

V V V V

vV Vv

Less effective active
transportation projects such as
RRFBs

Spot-level projects and/or
projects that do not have
significant or mixed land use
intensity around them

3 —High
Benefit

Projects that encourage the use of non-
motorized modes and have a high impact on
improving the accessibility of the network.
Projects that specifically address gaps in service
and provide high quality and safe facilities and
services for users of all abilities. Examples
include:
> Class 1 and 4 bikeways, new ADA
accommodations, complete streets projects,
on-demand transit service, new sidewalks,
and new bridges. Projects include:

> Housing — this is an urban area and housing
programs will improve mobility and
accessibility to opportunities/prosperity

Any project that specifically
addresses ADA

Projects that address bicycle and
pedestrian conditions over a
large geographic area such as a
citywide bicycle plan or a long
corridor
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> Class 1 or 4 Bikeway
> Pedestrian Improvements:
o Ped bridges
o Ped crossings
o Sidewalks
o Groups of bike improvements (eg area
bicycle plans)
Groups of bike/ped improvements (eg
area active transportation plans)
o Groups of Ped improvements (eg area
pedestrian plans)
> Complete Streets because they benefit all
sustainable modes using the network
> Complete streets / arterial improvements
> New bridges
> Traffic calming make the network safer for
more of the roadway users
> TOD projects bring more people closer to
transit options
> New Transit improvements /services
o Bus Rapid Transit
o Light Rail
o Metrolink
o Microtransit
o Shuttle

O

NA Projects focused solely on single occupant
vehicle travel and movement of freight are
generally not applicable for this metric. Specific
Project Types include:

e Goods Movement

e Community Programs

e Freeway (except complete streets /

greening projects)
e Zero emission transit projects

OP3: Increases Regional Competitiveness

Detailed description: Increase the region’s competitive economic advantage compared to other
locations in the U.S. Generates jobs throughout the five county LA region and stimulates
regional economic activity.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative.
Data Sources Used:

e LAEDC Reports

e Otherinformation relevant that is not specific to our projects or project types

Assumptions:
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e Components of Regional Competitiveness:

O O O O O

O

Economic Infrastructure

Human Capital

Innovation and Entrepreneurship
Business Environment
Connectivity and Access

Quality of Life

e Documenting any underlying assumptions to the process that are not project specific

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring Example/Methodology

N/A Project has no features that affect competitiveness of the region. This includes projects
that are considered “non-mobility” projects.

0 — No benefit Not used for this metric

1 - Low Benefit

Provides enhanced mobility for goods movement but confined to the corridor.
Improved goods movement mobility in the corridor

Provides somewhat better connections between jobs and workforce in and outside the
corridor, which can enhance corridor and regional employment

2 — Medium
Benefit

Provides moderate amount of enhanced mobility and reliability for goods movement in
the corridor and beyond which expands economic activity and employment and makes
the region more competitive in the sectors of the regional economy tied to goods
movement and logistics.

Provides comparatively medium improved connections between jobs and workforce in
and outside of the corridor, which can enhance corridor and regional employment

3 — High Benefit

Provides high amount of enhanced mobility and reliability for goods movement in the
corridor and beyond which expands economic activity and employment and makes the
region more competitive in the sectors of the regional economy tied to goods
movement and logistics.

Provides comparatively best connections between jobs in the region and workforce in
the corridor which can enhance corridor and regional employment

OP4: Work Force Development

Detailed Criteria Description: Project/program includes a workforce development component.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative

Data Sources Used:

e Project/program website and description

e Agencies with Worforce Development Programs:

Metro (link)
Caltrans (link)
LA County (link)
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e City of Long Beach (link)
e City of Los Angeles (link)
e City of Santa Ana (link)
e City of Maywood (link)
e City of South Gate (link)
e City of Carson (link)
e City of Bellflower (link)
e City of Huntington Park (link)
e City of Paramount (link)
e Metro (enlace)
e (Caltrans (enlace)
e Condado de Los Angeles (enlace)
e (Ciudad de Long Beach (enlace)
e Ciudad de Los Angeles (enlace)
Ciudad de Santa Ana (enlace)
Ciudad de Maywood (enlace)
Ciudad de South Gate (enlace)
Ciudad de Carson (enlace)
e Ciudad de Bellflower (enlace)
e Ciudad de Huntington Park (enlace)
e Ciudad de Paramount (enlace)

Assumptions:

e If a City/Agency has a workforce development program within one of its departments (e.g.,
public works, economic development) it does not mean that a specific program/project has a
workforce development component; the scale (large, medium/small) should be considered in
making this decision. Specifically, larger programs are more likely to have a WFD than smaller
projects.

SCORING METHODOLOGY
Scoring Example/Methodology

0 — No benefit Project/program is large in scale and does not include a WFD component, and the
lead agency/city does not have a WFD program specifically for program/project

1 - Low Benefit Project/program includes potential workforce opportunities for emerging
technologies (e.g., clean energy)

2 — Medium Project/program includes a workforce development component (e.g., training)
Benefit but it is not the primary purpose of project/program

3 — High Benefit | Primary purpose of project/program is workforce development and related
efforts (e.g., local hiring)

NA Any project/program that is small or medium sized infrastructure.

OP5: Potential Targeted Hire, New Construction Jobs
Evaluation Criteria: OP5: Potential Targeted hire, New Construction Jobs
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Detailed Criteria Description: The responsible agency/city has a targeted hiring policy, and scale
of construction/infrastructure project.

Evaluation Method Description: For programs, check if lead agency/city has a targeted hiring
policy (in general) and if project description mentions targeted hiring specifically in 710 Corridor
communities. For construction/infrastructure projects, qualitatively assess the scale of the
project based on size and scope.

Data Sources Used:

e Lead agency/city websites (Human Resources/Public Works / Project Site)
e Agencies with Targeted Hiring Policies:

Assumptions:

Metro (link)

Caltrans (link)

LA County (link)

City of Long Beach (link)
City of Los Angeles (link)

Larger projects are more likely to create new construction jobs, thus larger projects are given
more weight than smaller projects. Projects that cover a larger area receive a higher score
than smaller scale projects.

If not explicitly mentioned in project description, the assumption is that any lead agency/city
with a targeted hiring policy would apply that to any relevant programs.

If description is vague, assumption is it is a small-scale project (construction)

While OP5 addresses targeted hiring, EQ-OP8 is a different metric. EQ-OP8 asks the question
of whether a lead agency/program has a targeted hiring policy, while OP5 asks if a program
has a component that includes targeted hiring, OR a project is large enough to have the
potential to create new jobs which gets at the ability/potential to create new jobs. The issue
with OP5 is that it is, in essence, asking two different questions. EQ-OP8 is asking strictly about
targeted hiring, while OP5 is asking about not only targeted hiring, but the potential for new
job creation. Thus, OP5 and EQ-OP8 do not have to be consistent across the board.

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring

Example/Methodology

0 — No benefit

Infrastructure project but lead agency/city has no targeted hiring policy

1 - Low Benefit

Construction/Infrastructure:

Small scale project

Program:

Lead agency/city has a targeted hiring policy

2 — Medium
Benefit

Construction/Infrastructure:

Medium scale project

Program:

Lead agency/city has a targeted hiring policy

3 — High Benefit

Construction/Infrastructure:
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Large scale project
Program:
Lead agency/city has a specific targeted hiring policy for 710 Corridor communities

NA Non-infrasturcture project or program

OP6: Access to QoL amenities (grocery stores, healthcare services, schools)

Detailed Criteria Description: Provides new transportation facilities near QoL amenities.
Quantifies the number of quality of life amenities within % mile of new transportation facility.

Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative
Data Sources Used:
e Project descriptions/type

e Project location using GIS

e Quality of life amenities include grocery stores, hospitals, urgent care facilities, and
institutions of higher education, using data consistent with the Transit Center’s Equity
Dashboard?®?

Assumptions:

e The scale of the project (localized, semi-localized, corridor-wide) was used in the
evaluation of each project (see common definitions section above for definition of
project scales)

e Projects were identified as a “new transportation facility” — see the applicability column
in Appendix A.

Scoring Methodology:
o A% mile buffer was created around all projects
o The buffer was used to calculate the number of amenities within % mile of each project
e Projects were scored based on the total number of amenities in the buffer
e Programs were evaluated based on the project scales listed

SCORING METHDOLOGY

32 https://dashboard.transitcenter.org/methodology
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Scoring Example/Methodology

0 — No benefit There are no “No Benefit” for this metric

1 - Low Benefit | Project provides new access for:
1-139 amenities in % buffer

Or:
A program that is localized
2 — Medium Project provides new access for:
Benefit 140-599 amenities in % buffer
Or:

A program that is “semi-localized”

3 — High Benefit | Project provides new access for:
>=600 amenities in % buffer

Or:

A program that is “Corridor-wide”

NA Project or program does not provide new transportation facilities

OP7: Access to open space, recreation and parks, LA river, etc.

Detailed Criteria Description: Provides new transportation facilities near parks and open
spaces. Quantifies the acreage of parks within % mile of new transportation facility.

Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative
Data Sources Used:

e Project descriptions/type

e Project location using GIS

e Park shapefile downloaded from LA County GIS portal®
Assumptions:

e The scale of the project (localized, semi-localized, corridor-wide) was used in the
evaluation of each project (see common definitions section above for definition of
project scales)

e Projects were identified as a “new transportation facility” — see the applicability column
in Appendix A.

Scoring Methodology:

o A% mile buffer was created around all projects

e The buffer was used to calculate the acreage within % mile of each project

33https://eqis-lacounty.hub.arcgis.com/datasets/local-parks/explore?location=33.876317%2C-
118.170948%2C11.81
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e Projects were scored based on the total acreage of parks in the buffer
e Programs were evaluated based on the project scales listed

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring Example/Methodology

0 — No benefit There are no “No Benefit” for this metric

1 - Low Benefit | Project provides new access for:
1-24 acres of parks in % buffer

Or:
A program that is localized
2 — Medium Project provides new access for:
Benefit 25-80 acres of parks in % buffer
Or:

A program that is “semi-localized”

3 — High Benefit | Project provides new access for:
>=80 acres of parks in % buffer
Or:

A program that is “Corridor-wide”

NA Project or program does not provide new transportation facilities

Equity

EQ-AQ1: Reduce Emissions (NOx, PM2.5)

Detailed Criteria Description: Reduces oxides of nitrogen (NOx) and fine particulate matter
(PM35) emissions from on-road vehicles or offroad mobile equipment

Evaluation Method Description: (Use of one or more of the following): Travel Demand
Forecasting Model (TDM) for a certain suite of projects; EMFAC Model; GIS-based project type
locations or other methods for individuals project scores

Data Sources Used:

e See AQ1 above for data sources
e Results from AQ1 scoring evaluation

Scoring Methodology:

Relies on score from AQ1 and removes/adds points based on the percent of the project or
program that is located in an EFC accordingly:

e Project that is 0% in EFC: -2 from AQ1 score (with minimum value of 0 / No Benefit)

e Project that is 1-33% in EFC: -1 from AQ1 score (with minimum value of 0 / No Benefit)
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e Project that is 33-66% in EFC: Same as AQ1 score

e Project that is >66: +1 on top of AQ1 score (capped at maximum of 3 / High Benefit)

EQ-AQ3: Mode Shift to cleaner modes

Detailed Criteria Description: Increases the share of trips made by transit, walking and bicycling
for equity focused communities relative to non-EFC areas.

Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative

Data Sources Used:

>

SCAG Regional Travel Model, adapted for use in study area analysis.

Assumptions:

>

Projects considered in the SCAG 2020 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) are modeled as
defined by the RTP.

BRT projects assume a 25% increase in speed and a one-half lane reduction in vehicle
capacity.

Transit priority projects assume a 15% increase in speed and a one-quarter lane reduction in
vehicle capacity.

Projects are ranked on a per-mile basis so that large projects are not automatically ranked
higher than smaller but locally impactful projects.

Ranking is considered separately for rail, bus, and active transportation projects.

Project metrics are Evaluated for study area residents of Equity Focus Communities (EFCs)
relative to study area residents of non-EFCs

For projects that were not modeled, the results of the model were used to estimate benefits
of similar projects and programs

SCORING METHODOLOGY:

Scoring Example/Methodology

0 — No benefit Project does not increase transit ridership or provide improve active

transportation opportunities.

1 - Low Benefit | Improved transit serves a lower proportion of EFC residents as compared to

other projects in the study area.

2 — Medium Improved transit serves a similar proportion of EFC residents as compared to
Benefit other projects in the study area.

3 — high Benefit | Improved transit serves a higher proportion of EFC residents as compared to

other projects in the study area.
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EQ-CH1: Reduce Emissions (Health Effects metrics: DPM, PM2.5)

Detailed Criteria Description: Reduces diesel particulate matter (DPM) and fine particulate
matter (PM,s) emissions from on-road vehicles which in turn can generate health benefits.

Evaluation Method Description: (Use of one or more of the following): Travel Demand
Forecasting Model (TDM) for a certain suite of projects; EMFAC Model; GIS-based project type
locations or other methods for individuals project scores

Data Sources Used:

e See CH1 above for data sources
e Results from CH1 scoring evaluation

Scoring Methodology:

Relies on score from CH1 and removes/adds points based on the percent of the project or
program that is located in an EFC accordingly:

e Project that is 0% in EFC: -2 from CH1 score (with minimum value of 0 / No Benefit)
e Project that is 1-33% in EFC: -1 from CH1 score (with minimum value of 0 / No Benefit)
e Project that is 33-66% in EFC: Same as CH1 score

e Project that is >66: +1 on top of CH1 score (capped at maximum of 3 / High Benefit)

EQ-CH2: Reduces exposure to air pollution in communities facing high pollution burden and
asthma rates

Detailed Criteria Description: Reduces exposure at sensitive receptors (e.g. schools and day
care centers, hospitals and healthcare clinics, senior centers, and residences) by installing
filtration systems at these receptors and/or installing near-roadway vegetation between major
roadways and these receptors.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative
Data Sources Used:

> Project descriptions
> See CH2 sources above
> Scoring from CH2

Assumptions:
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> Not all projects will be able to use near-road vegetation because there are constraints for
planting vegetation that are related to safety, availability of water, and fires

> Near roadway vegetation must meet certain criteria to be considered effective at reducing
particulate matter (PM)

> HVAC/HEPA systems must meet certain design criteria to be considered effective at
reducing PM

> Equity score is based on the original CH2 score:

O

If the project is >66%located in an area of > to 80 percentile on the asthma or
cardiovascular disease indicator maps, the EQ-CH2 is maintained at the same
benefit.

If the project is not >66% located in an area of > to 80 percentile on the asthma
indicator or cardiovascular disease indicator map, the EQ-CH2 is downgraded to
a lower benefit.

If the project is a corridor-wide program, it is considered to overlap with an area
where the asthma or cardiovascular disease percentile > to 80.

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring

Example/Methodology

0 — No benefit

Project scores 0 in CH2 or
Project scores 1 in CH2 but doesn’t overlap areas where the asthma or
cardiovascular disease percentile >to 80.

1 - Low Benefit

Project scores 1 in CH2 and

Project extent overlaps some areas where the asthma or cardiovascular disease
percentile >to 80.

or

Project scores 2 in CH2 but doesn’t overlap areas where the asthma or
cardiovascular disease percentile >to 80.

2 — Medium
Benefit

Project scores 2 in CH2 and

Project extent overlaps some areas where the asthma or cardiovascular disease
percentile > to 80.

or

Project scores 3 in CH2 but doesn’t overlap areas where the asthma or
cardiovascular disease percentile > to 80.

3 — High Benefit

Project scores 3 in CH2 and
Project extent overlaps some areas where the asthma or cardiovascular disease
percentile > to 80.

NA

Project/program scores NA in CH2

EQ-CH3: Mode Shift to active transportation, transit
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Detailed Criteria Description: Increases the share of trips made by transit, walking and bicycling
for equity focused communities relative to non-EFC areas.

Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative

Data Sources Used:

>

SCAG Regional Travel Model, adapted for use in study area analysis.

Assumptions:

>

Projects considered in the SCAG 2020 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) are modeled as
defined by the RTP.

BRT projects assume a 25% increase in speed and a one-half lane reduction in vehicle
capacity.

Transit priority projects assume a 15% increase in speed and a one-quarter lane reduction in
vehicle capacity.

Projects are ranked on a per-mile basis so that large projects are not automatically ranked
higher than smaller but locally impactful projects.

Ranking is considered separately for rail, bus, and active transportation projects.

Project metrics are Evaluated for study area residents of Equity Focus Communities (EFCs)
relative to study area residents of non-EFCs

For projects that were not modeled, the results of the model were used to estimate benefits
of similar projects and programs

SCORING METHODOLOGY:

Scoring Example/Methodology

0 — No benefit Project does not increase transit ridership or provide improve active

transportation opportunities.

1 - Low Benefit | Improved transit serves a lower proportion of EFC residents as compared to

other projects in the study area.

2 — Medium Improved transit serves a similar proportion of EFC residents as compared to
Benefit other projects in the study area.

3 — high Benefit | Improved transit serves a higher proportion of EFC residents as compared to

other projects in the study area.
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EQ-CH5: Increases access to high gquality recreational facilities in areas lacking active
transportation infrastructure and parks

Detailed Criteria Description: Supports improved health outcomes associated with physical
activity and recreation by providing direct linkages to parks and recreation facilities and
providing active transportation infrastructure, particularly in areas lacking access to these
facilities and infrastructure elements.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative
Data Sources Used:
e Score for CH5: Bike/Ped Access to parks, recreational areas, or open spaces

e LA County Park Needs Assessment PNA+ Map Viewer (arcgis.com) - Priority Areas for
Increasing Access to Regional Recreation

e Existing Bike Routes

e Project description and location

Additional project materials and information available

Scoring Methodology:

Scoring Example/Methodology

0 — No benefit | 0- Projects/programs score 0 in CH5
Or
Project/program lacks bike/ped facilities when they could be included based on
project type

1-Low 1 - Project/program includes new active transportation (bike/ped) facilities

Benefit Or

Project/program adds transit or micro-mobility service in Priority Areas for
Increasing Access to Regional Recreation per the LA County Parks Needs
Assessment (PNA+)

2 — Medium 2 - Project scores 2 in CH5 and Project extent overlaps Priority Areas for
Benefit Increasing Access to Regional Recreation per the LA County Parks Needs
Assessment (PNA+)
Or

Project scores 3 in CH5 and project extent does not overlap with Priority Areas
for Increasing Access to Regional Recreation per PNA+

3 —High 3 - Project scores 3 in CH5 and

Benefit Project extent overlaps Priority Areas for Increasing Access to Regional
Recreation per the LA County Parks Needs Assessment (PNA+)

NA 4 - Project/program type does not have potential to impact active transportation
conditions or access to recreation
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EQ-MB1: Ridership

Detailed Criteria Description: Increases transit ridership by shifting trips to transit from other
modes, for equity focused communities relative to communities that are not equity focused.

Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative

Data Sources Used:

> SCAG Regional Travel Model, adapted for use in study area analysis.

Assumptions:

> Projects considered in the SCAG 2020 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) are modeled as
defined by the RTP.

> BRT projects assume a 25% increase in speed and a one-half lane reduction in auto capacity.

> Transit priority projects assume a 15% increase in speed and a one-quarter lane reduction in

auto capacity.

> For projects that were not modeled, the results of the model were used to estimate benefits
of similar projects and programs

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring

Example/Methodology

Exceptions / Adjustments

0 — No benefit

Project does not increase transit ridership for
persons in EFCs.

1 - Low Benefit

Project results in a slight increase in transit
passenger miles traveled per project mile,
generally in the group of projects with smallest
increases in transit passenger miles traveled per
mile, for persons in EFCs. Ranking is considered
separately for rail and bus projects.

2 — Medium
Benefit

Project results in a moderate increase in transit
passenger miles traveled per project mile, for
persons in EFCs.

3 — high Benefit

Project results in a high increase in transit
passenger miles traveled per project mile, for
persons in EFCs. Ranking is considered separately
for rail and bus projects.

Project LB-ELA_0164, which
increases frequency of Metro
busses that currently have low
frequency, is scored based on
the high overall ridership
increase, associated with
persons in EFCs, instead of on a
per-mile basis.

EQ-MB2: Speeds / Travel Times (people, goods)

Detailed Criteria Description: Increase roadway speeds (or reduce travel times) for people and
goods movement in equity focus communities.

Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative
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Data Sources Used:

> SCAG Regional Travel Model, adapted for use in study area analysis.

Assumptions:

> Projects considered in the SCAG 2020 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) are modeled as
defined by the RTP.

> Interchanges, auxiliary lanes, and truck lanes along I-710 were modeled using assumptions
consistent with past studies.

> Projects that improve arterial street operations without adding lanes were modeled by
increasing speed and capacity in a manner consistent with SCAG modeling practices.

> Project metrics are Evaluated for study area residents of Equity Focus Communities (EFCs)
relative to study area residents of non-EFCs

> For projects that were not modeled, the results of the model were used to estimate benefits
of similar projects and programs

SCORING METHODOLOGY
Scoring Example/Methodology

0 — No benefit Project does not improve roadway speeds for residents of Equity Focus
Communities (EFCs).

1 - Low Benefit | Project improves roadway speeds and serves a lower proportion of EFC
residents as compared to other projects in the study area.

2 — Medium Project improves roadway speeds and serves a similar proportion of EFC
Benefit residents as compared to other projects in the study area.

3 — high Benefit | Project improves roadway speeds and serves a higher proportion of EFC
residents as compared to other projects in the study area.

EQ-MB3: Reduce Congestion (hours of delay for people & goods)

Detailed Criteria Description: Reduce hours of delay for persons and goods, for equity focused
communities relative to communities that are not equity focused.

Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative
Data Sources Used:

> SCAG Regional Travel Model, adapted for use in study area analysis.

Assumptions:

> Projects considered in the SCAG 2020 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) are modeled as
defined by the RTP.

> BRT projects assume a 25% increase in speed and a one-half lane reduction in auto capacity.

DRAFT RUBRIC —10/3/2023



LB-ELA MULTIMODAL CORRIDOR INVESTMENT PLAN — PROJECT AND PROGRAM PERFORMANCE EVALUATION METHODOLOGY

> Transit priority projects assume a 15% increase in speed and a one-quarter lane reduction in
auto capacity.

> For projects that were not modeled, the results of the model were used to estimate benefits
of similar projects and programs

SCORING METHODOLOGY
Scoring Example/Methodology

0 — No benefit Project does not reduce delay for persons in EFCs.

1 - Low Benefit | Project results in a reduction of delay, generally in the group of projects with
smallest increases in transit passenger miles traveled per mile, for persons in
EFCs. Ranking is considered separately for rail and bus projects.

2 — Medium Project results in a moderate reduction in delay, for persons in EFCs.

Benefit
3 — high Benefit | Project results in a high reduction in delay, for persons in EFCs.

EQ-MB4: Modal Accessibility

Detailed Criteria Description: Improves access to new transportation facilities for residents.
Quantifies the population benefiting from the improvement based on a % mile distance from
the new transportation facility and the extent to which the facility substantially benefits
residents in EFC areas.

Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative
Related Metrics: MB4: Modal Accessibility
Data Sources Used:
e Project descriptions/type
e Project location using GIS
e Equity focus communities definition from LA Metro
e MB4 Score

Scoring Methodology:

Relies on score from MB4 and removes/adds points based on the percent of the project that is
located in an EFC based on this logic:

e Project or program that is 0% in EFC: -2 from MB4 score (with minimum value of 0 / No
Benefit)

e Project or program that is 1-33% in EFC: -1 from MB4 score (with minimum value of 0 /
No Benefit)

DRAFT RUBRIC —10/3/2023

67



LB-ELA MULTIMODAL CORRIDOR INVESTMENT PLAN — PROJECT AND PROGRAM PERFORMANCE EVALUATION METHODOLOGY

e Project or program that is 33-66% in EFC (includes corridor-wide programs): Same as
MB4 score

e Project that is >66% in EFC: +1 on top of MB4 score (capped at maximum of 3 / High
Benefit)

EQ-MB5: Reliability (Transit, Roadway, Goods Movement)

Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative
Related Metrics: MB5 - Reliability
Data Sources Used:
e Project descriptions/type
e Project location using GIS
e Equity focus communities definition from LA Metro
e MB5 Score

Scoring Methodology:

Relies on score from MB5 and removes/adds points based on the percent of the project that is
located in an EFC based on this logic:

e Project or program that is 0% in EFC: -2 from MBS5 score (with minimum value of 0 / No
Benefit)

e Project or program that is 1-33% in EFC: -1 from MB5 score (with minimum value of 0 /
No Benefit)

e Project or program that is 33-66% in EFC (includes corridor-wide programs): Same as
MBS score

e Project that is >66% in EFC: +1 on top of MB5 score (capped at maximum of 3 / High
Benefit)

EQ-MB6: Gap Closures

Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative
Related Metrics: MB6 — Gap Closure
Data Sources Used:

e Project descriptions/type

e Project location using GIS

e Equity focus communities definition from LA Metro
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e MB6 Score

Scoring Methodology:

Relies on score from MB6 and removes/adds points based on the percent of the project that is
located in an EFC based on this logic:

e Project or program that is 0% in EFC: -2 from MB6 score (with minimum value of 0 / No
Benefit)

e Project or program that is 1-33% in EFC: -1 from MB6 score (with minimum value of 0 /
No Benefit)

e Project or program that is 33-66% in EFC (includes corridor-wide programs): Same as
MB6 score

e Project that is >66% in EFC: +1 on top of MB6 score (capped at maximum of 3 / High
Benefit)

EQ-MB7: Increases reliable and accessible transportation options for those who cannot or
prefer not to drive

Detailed Criteria Description: Provides reliability and accessibility improvements to support the
viability of non-driving travel modes such as active transportation and transit for populations
currently marginalized by auto-centric infrastructure, including zero-vehicle households,
children, seniors, individuals with disabilities, and those who choose not to drive for
environmental, health-related, or other reasons.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative
Data Sources Used:
e Project descriptions

e Reference materials/literature: AAA design Guidance, NACTO

Assumptions:
Benefits are quantified based on aggregating independent standards listed below

Non-driving modes - investments include improvements to transit, bicycle or pedestrian
networks

Reliability
e Transit features are known to prevent delays / increase headways
e Active transportation features are Class 1 or 4 bike facilities (separated or shared use
paths)
e Although reliability is typically used to quantitively measure transit and vehicular trips,
for the purpose of active transportation and bicycles in particular, we as consider direct
routes that are comfortable for cyclists as reliable. Since this criteria is qualitative for
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projects/programs where trip origins and destinations are not evaluated, the class of
bike facilities is used as a proxy for comfort.

Accessibility
e Features are known to improve safety for people with disabilities, the elderly or children
e Protected bicycle lanes meet standards for All Ages and Abilities (AAA)
e Disbenefits include project/program features known to add delays for non-driving travel
modes

SCORING METHODOLOGY:

Scoring Example/Methodology

0 — No benefit | Projects/Programs that improve the movement people through driving
1-Low Project/Program relate to non-driving travel modes

Benefit

2 — Medium Project/Program meets [low benefit] requirement and either the reliability or
Benefit accessibility criteria

3 — High Project/Program meets [low benefit] requirement as well as the reliability and
Benefit accessibility criteria

NA Projects/Programs that are non-mobility related

EQ-SF1: Improves physical safety for people, walking, biking, and rolling

Detailed Criteria Description: Supports health outcomes associated with physical injuries and
fatalities by improving safety from automobile collisions or modal conflicts, primarily through
the provision of protected and separated pathways and ADA features

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative

Data Sources Used:

e Project descriptions

e Complete Street Design Guide.pdf (lacity.org)

Definitions of Bike Facilities:

e Class | - Bike Path / Shared use Path

e C(Class 2 — Striped bike lane

e C(Class 3 — Bike Route with mixed traffic

e Class 4 — Separated bike lane

e Complete Streets have Class 1 or 4 facilities

DRAFT RUBRIC —10/3/2023

70


https://planning.lacity.org/odocument/c9596f05-0f3a-4ada-93aa-e70bbde68b0b/Complete_Street_Design_Guide.pdf

LB-ELA MULTIMODAL CORRIDOR INVESTMENT PLAN — PROJECT AND PROGRAM PERFORMANCE EVALUATION METHODOLOGY

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring

Example/Methodology

Exceptions / Adjustments

0 — No benefit

Road widening or other modification in
favor of automobile throughput without
the addition of protections for active
modes

General beautification and safety
improvements may not apply, and we
categorized as “NA”

1 - Low Benefit

Class 3 bike facilities OR

Projects that provide a low level of
improvement for pedestrians (e.g RRFB’s,
Restriping, Undefined “safety” related
roadway improvements, general
“intersection improvements”

2 — Medium
Benefit

Class 2 bike facilities OR

Projects that provide a good protection
but will only benefit a relatively small
number of people given surrounding land
uses

Projects that include both class 2 and 3
but also include other multimodal
design features such as traffic calming
Sidewalk widening and crossing
improvements where there is not
commercial destinations to draw
pedestrians

Grade separation between rail and
other mode

3 — High Benefit

Class 1 or 4 facilities OR

Physical separation for bicycles and
pedestrians such as exclusive paths,
widening sidewalks and providing
significant crossing improvements in
commercial areas, near high capacity
transit or schools

Also projects that include
enhancements for bike paths such as
improved lighting or fences

Pedestrian bridges are assumed to
provide access for bikes

Sidewalk widening and curb extensions
provide protections for pedestrians
Projects that specifically bring a
location into compliance with ADA for
pedestrians

NA

Projects that do not include any roadway
or pathway changes or reconfigurations
Projects that do not impact pedestrian or
bicycle conditions

Applies to most traffic signal and ITS
projects

Bikeshare project does not include any
bicycle protections though it does
include other physical improvements
for bike riders

Protected left turn lanes do not impact
pedestrian or bicycle protections
Applies to most traffic signal and ITS
projects

EQ-SF3: Improves perceptions of personal security for people walking, biking, rolling, and

taking transit
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Detailed Criteria Description: Provides features and/or services that may increase the sense of
safety for pedestrians, bicyclists, transit riders, and particularly for those from marginalized
groups - from crime and personal harm.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative

Data Sources Used: Project Descriptions

Assumptions:

e Upgrades to existing light is assumed to provide low personal security benefit

e High-Capacity Transit (Rail & BRT) — Metro’s new transit line stations are
assumed/known to include safety features such as lighting and security cameras

e Assume “Transit stop features and amenities” in Complete Street projects include

lighting
Scoring Methodology:
Scoring Example/Methodology Exceptions / Adjustments
0 — No benefit Project/program has unmet potential to include

elements that increase feelings of personal
security for people walking, biking, rolling, and
taking transit

1 - Low Benefit

Project/Program includes increased maintenance
or improvements to existing features such as
upgraded lighting

and/or

Project/program includes dedicated, formalized
bike/pedestrian facilities that reduce the need to
use informal routes that are out of public view or
contain hazards, and help active transportation
users avoid confrontation with aggressive drivers

Features that only provide
lighting to drivers (e.g.,
Freeway lighting) score do not
contribute to score

2 — Medium
Benefit

Project/program includes one of the following:

> New features that improve perceptions of
personal security such as lighting or security
cameras

> Increases bus frequency or provide other
features or services to minimize time spent
waiting at transit stops, particularly after
dark

Features that only provide
lighting to drivers (e.g.,
Freeway lighting) do not
contribute to score
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3 — High Benefit | Program increases presence of personnel Features that only provide
dedicated to public safety, incident response, and | lighting to drivers (e.g.,
general assistance Freeway lighting) do not

contribute to score
And/or

Project/program includes two or more of the
following:

> New features that improve perceptions of
personal security such as lighting or security
cameras

> Increases bus frequency or provide other
features or services to minimize time spent
waiting at transit stops, particularly after

dark
> Dedicated, formalized bike/pedestrian
facilities
NA Project/program type does not have realistic
opportunity to increase feelings of personal
security

EQ-EN3: Contributes to remediation of environmental damage or loss of natural features

Detailed Criteria Description: Supports health outcomes associated with clean soil, air, and
water. Contributes to remediation or restoration of natural features such as vegetation, soil, or
bodies of water that have been lost or damaged due to previous infrastructure, development,
and land use decisions.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative

Data Sources Used:
e Project description and location
e Additional project materials and information available
e Low Tree Canopy data from CA Healthy Places Index3*

Assumptions:

34 https://www.healthyplacesindex.org/
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e Areas with <5% Tree Canopy land area coverage (below 50" percentile per CA Healthy
Places Index) to be used as a proxy indicator of ‘environmental damage or loss of
natural features’

e Corridor-wide programs are considered to overlap with area of low tree canopy as
overall corridor tree canopy is <5%

e Adding greenery or landscaping features to freeways does not meaningfully constitute
remediation of environmental damage or loss of natural features relative to past
environmental impact of freeway development on natural features and biodiversity.

Scoring Methodology:
Scoring Example/Methodology
0 — No benefit Project/program scores 0 in EN3 or

Project/program scores 1 in EN3 but doesn’t overlap areas of low tree canopy or
Project/program is part of Freeway infrastructure

1 - Low Benefit | 1 - Project/program scores 1in EN3 and

percentile per HPI data)
or
Project scores 2 in EN3 but does not overlap areas of low tree canopy.

Project extent overlaps areas of low tree canopy (under 5% tree canopy coverage = <50

2 — Medium 2 — Project/program scores 2 or 3 in EN3 and

percentile per HPI data)

Benefit Project extent overlaps areas of low tree canopy (under 5% tree canopy coverage = <50

remediation

3 — High Benefit | 3 —Project/program explicitly incorporates environmental restoration and/or brownfield

NA Project/program scores NA in EN3

EQ-EN6: Includes urban greening and cooling for areas of low tree canopy and high heat island
burden

Detailed Criteria Description: This equity metric builds off EN6. It adds a +1 benefit if a project is
located either in an area with low tree canopy and/or a +1 if located in an area with high heat
island temperatures (>= 40 degrees) to the original score in EN6 (added benefit). EN6 scores
were subtracted from EQ-ENG6.

Evaluation Method Description: Cross-checked location of projects with Urban Heat Island map
in the Existing Conditions folder, and checked for tree canopy coverage < 5% based on the
Healthy Place Index

Data Sources Used:

e Urban Heat Island Existing Conditions Map
e Healthy Places Tree Canopy indicator®

Assumptions:

35 Healthy Places Index. https.//policies.healthyplacesindex.org/neighborhood/tree-canopy/about
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e If a multi-project/program did not specify a specific location but did mention areas like “LB-
ELA Corridor” or “within 1-mile of the 1-710" or some other language that suggests projects
will impact communities around the 710 corridor, then this method assumed that at least one
of the projects would be located in an area with low tree canopy and one project in an area
with high Heat Island temperatures (thus receiving a +2 bonus)

Scoring Methodology:

Scoring Example/Methodology

1 - Low Benefit | One of these elements

> Project/program provides greening/cooling features, in general (same as EN6-
does not change)

> Project/program provides greening/cooling features in areas of low tree canopy,

or
> Project/program provides greening/cooling features in areas of high heat island
burdens
2 — Medium Two of these elements:
Benefit > Project/program provides greening/cooling features, in general (same as EN6-

does not change)

> Project/program provides greening/cooling features in areas of low tree canopy,
and/or

> Project/program provides greening/cooling features in areas of high heat island
burdens

3 — High Benefit | All three of these elements:

> Project/program provides greening/cooling features, in general (same as EN6-
does not change)

> Project/program provides greening/cooling features in areas of low tree canopy,
and

> Project/program provides greening/cooling features in areas of high heat island
burdens

NA Projects that receive N/A in EN6

EQ-EN7: Potential for Noise Reduction

Detailed Criteria Description: Reduces transportation noise pollution or includes noise
reduction features, such as sound barriers or low-noise technologies, in EFC areas

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative
Data Sources Used:
e Project descriptions and project location

e Equity focus communities definition from LA Metro

e EN& Score
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Scoring Methodology:

Relies on score from EN7 and removes/adds points based on the percent of the project that is
located in an EFC based on this logic:

e Project or program that is 0% in EFC: -2 from EN7 score (with minimum value of 0 / No
Benefit)

e Project or program that is 1-33% in EFC: -1 from EN7 score (with minimum value of 0 /
No Benefit)

e Project or program that is 33-66% in EFC (includes corridor-wide programs): Same as
EN7 score

e Project that is >66% in EFC: +1 on top of EN7 score (capped at maximum of 3 / High
Benefit)

EQ-OP1: Access to jobs

Detailed Criteria Description: Increases the average number of jobs accessible within a 30-
minute time period by transit or a 45-minute time period by auto, for equity focused
communities relative to communities that are not equity focused.

Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative
Data Sources Used:

> SCAG Regional Travel Model, adapted for use in study area analysis.

Assumptions:

> Projects considered in the SCAG 2020 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) are modeled as
defined by the RTP.

> BRT projects assume a 25% increase in speed and a one-half lane reduction in auto capacity.

> Transit priority projects assume a 15% increase in speed and a one-quarter lane reduction in
auto capacity.

> For projects that were not modeled, the results of the model were used to estimate benefits
of similar projects and programs

SCORING METHODOLOGY:

Scoring Example/Methodology

0 — No benefit Project does not increase access to jobs for persons in EFCs.

1 - Low Benefit | Project results in a slight increase in access to jobs, for persons in EFCs.

2 — Medium Project results in a moderate increase in access to jobs, for persons in EFCs.
Benefit

3 — high Benefit | Project results in a high increase in access to jobs, for persons in EFCs. Ranking is
considered separately for rail and bus projects.

EQ-OP6: Access to Quality-of-Life amenities (grocery stores, healthcare services, schools)

Detailed Criteria Description: Provides new transportation facilities near QoL amenities
(grocery stores, health care, and schools) and project is located substantially within an EFC area
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Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative

Related Metrics: OP6

Data Sources Used:

>

>

>

>

Project descriptions/type
Project location using GIS

Quality of life amenities include grocery stores, hospitals, urgent care facilities, and
institutions of higher education, using data consistent with the Transit Center’s Equity
Dashboard?®

Equity focus communities definition from LA Metro

OP6 Score

Scoring Methodology:

Relies on score from OP6 and removes/adds points based on the percent of the project that is

located in an EFC based on this logic:

Project or program that is 0% in EFC: -2 from OP6 score (with minimum value of 0 / No
Benefit)

Project or program that is 1-33% in EFC: -1 from OP6 score (with minimum value of 0 / No
Benefit)

Project or program that is 33-66% in EFC (includes corridor-wide programs): Same as OP6
score

Project that is >66% in EFC: +1 on top of OP6 score (capped at maximum of 3 / High Benefit)

EQ-OP7: Access to open space, recreation and parks, LA river, etc.

Detailed Criteria Description: Provides new transportation facilities near parks and open spaces
and project is located substantially within an EFC area

Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative

Related Metrics: OP7: Access to open space, recreation and parks

Data Sources Used:

>

>

Project descriptions/type

Project location using GIS

36 https://dashboard.transitcenter.org/methodology
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> Park shapefile downloaded from LA County GIS portal®’
> Equity focus communities definition from LA Metro
> OP7 Score

Scoring Methodology:

Relies on score from OP7 and removes/adds points based on the percent of the project that is
located in an EFC based on this logic:

> Project or program that is 0% in EFC: -2 from OP7 score (with minimum value of 0 / No
Benefit)

> Project or program that is 1-33% in EFC: -1 from OP7 score (with minimum value of 0 / No
Benefit)

> Project or program that is 33-66% in EFC (includes corridor-wide programs): Same as OP7
score

> Project that is >66% in EFC: +1 on top of OP7 score (capped at maximum of 3 / High Benefit)

EQ-OPS8: Increases quantity and quality of employment opportunities for underemployed and
low-income workforce

Detailed Criteria Description: Project/program provides new job opportunities for
underemployed and low-income individuals in the workforce that have the required level of
training or education and also live in a disadvantaged community.

Evaluation Method Description: Whether or not a project/program’s leady agency/city has a
targeted hiring policy, in general

Data Sources Used:
e Leady agency/city website (e.g., project/program site, HR)
Assumptions:

e Targeted hiring policies would provide job opportunities for residents in the 710 Corridor.
e C(Clean truck charging station infrastructure projects are construction projects that have the
potential to create job opportunities.

Scoring Methodology:

Scoring Example/Methodology Exceptions / Adjustments

1 - Low benefit Lead agency/city does not have a | If there is a specific program that has a
hiring policy targeted local hiring in place, even though the
city/lead agency as a whole does not.

37https://eqis-lacounty.hub.arcgis.com/datasets/local-parks/explore?location=33.876317%2C-
118.170948%2C11.81
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2 —Benefit 2- Lead agency/city has a targeted
hiring policy

NA Projects that do not add new
infrastructure

Additional Documentation: If program/project lead by Metro, Caltrans, City of LA or Long
Beach, or LA County, then with was given a moderate benefit score (they have targeted hiring
policies); All other agencies/cities were scored 0 due to cities not having a targeted hiring policy;
exceptions are made for programs specifically targeting local hire. Language may exist about
“inclusive” hiring practices, but that does not mean they are recruiting under employed or low-
income individuals.

Note: While OP5 addresses targeted hiring, EQ-OPS8 is a different metric. EQ-OP8 asks the
question of whether a lead agency/program has a targeted hiring policy, while OP5 asks if a
program has a component that includes targeted hiring, OR a project is large enough to have the
potential to create new jobs which gets at the ability/potential to create new jobs. The issue
with OP5 is that it is, in essence, asking two different questions. EQ-OP8 is asking strictly about
targeted hiring, while OP5 is asking about not only targeted hiring, but the potential for new job
creation. Thus, OP5 and EQ-OP8 are not necessarily scored the same.

Agencies with Targeted Hiring Policies:

e Metro (link)

e Caltrans (link)

e LA County (link)

e City of Long Beach (link)
e City of Los Angeles (link)

EQ-OP9: Reduces housing or transportation costs for low-income households
Evaluation Criteria: EQ-OP9: Reduces housing or transportation costs for low-income
households.

Detailed Criteria Description: Whether project reduces housing or transportation costs for low-
income households

Evaluation Method Description: Assessed whether program/project had the potential to reduce
housing or transportation costs through improvements in transit frequency, rail lines, pedestrian
projects, bike projects. Essentially, projects that made transportation more efficient or housing
costs, in general, were given a positive benefit.

Data Sources Used:
e Project Descriptions

Assumptions:
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Scoring Methodology:

Scoring

Example/Methodology

0 — No benefit

Not used for this metric

1 —Low Benefit

Not used for this metric

2 — Medium
Benefit

Project or program includes one of the following:
e Makes improvements on transit frequency, rail lines, pedestrian projects,
bike projects, or
Reduces housing costs in general

3 — High Benefit

Project or program includes both of of the following:
e Makes improvements on transit frequency, rail lines, pedestrian projects,
bike projects, and
e Reduces housing costs in general

NA

Project or program has no impact on housing or transportation costs

EQ-OP10: Reduces residential or commercial displacement risk

Detailed Criteria Description: Reduces risk of economic (as opposed to physical) displacement
as an adverse effect of infrastructure investment, which may result in new development
interest, increasing land prices, property values, and ultimately housing/business costs.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative

Data Sources Used:

o Project descriptions and additional project materials

o White Paper on Anti-Displacement Strategy Effectiveness (urbandisplacement.org)

(0]

Strategies - Small Business Anti-Displacement Network (SBAN) (antidisplacement.org)

o Transit-Oriented Displacement or Community Dividends? Understanding the Effects of

Smarter Growth on Communities | Books Gateway | MIT Press

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring Example/Methodology

0 — No benefit | 0- Project/Program broadly influences land use, business, or housing conditions
without incorporating protections/benefits targeted to at-risk groups
Project example: New light rail infrastructure (including stations) is known to have
potential for catalyzing speculative investment and economic neighborhood
change, which can increase displacement pressure.

1-Low 1 - Project/program supports indirect displacement prevention strategies such as

Benefit affordable housing production and workforce development
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2 — Medium 2 — Project/program incorporates direct/near-term displacement prevention
Benefit strategies such as affordable housing preservation, rent stabilization, small
business loans/business interruption funds

3 —High 3 — Project/program is specifically dedicated to establishing community
Benefit stabilization strategies and policies throughout the LB-ELA corridor, utilizing both
direct and indirect displacement prevention strategies

NA NA — Project/program type does not have opportunity to influence displacement
outcomes

Sustainability

SA1: Reduces reliance on polluting and energy-intensive modes of travel and goods movement

Detailed Criteria Description: Supports health outcomes associated with clean air by reducing
consumption of fossil fuels in mobility through projects or programs that support electrification,
cleaner fuels or travel behavior that reduces per capita VMT.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative
Data Sources Used: Project descriptions
Assumptions: Benefits are quantified based on aggregating independent standards listed below

e Improvements relate to active or public transportation networks

e Improvements are known to shift commute trips to cleaner modes / away from SOV
e Improvements are known to support clean goods movement

e |Improvements support only zero emission vehicles or equipment

SCORING METHODOLOGY:

Scoring Example/Methodology

0 — No benefit | Projects/Programs relate to moving people or goods but do not meet
any standards

1-Low Project/Program meets 1 of the standards
Benefit
2 — Medium Project/Program meets 2 of the standards
Benefit
3 —High Project/Program meets 3 of the standards
Benefit
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NA Projects/Programs that do not relate to moving people or goods

SA2: Promotes physical activity and health through active transportation and recreation
Evaluation Criteria:

Detailed Criteria Description: Supports physical and mental health outcomes associated with
activity by providing or enhancing access to infrastructure or services that promotes physical
activity.
Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative, based on project descriptions indicating scale
Data Sources Used: Project descriptions
Assumptions:

e The scale of the project (localized, semi-localized, corridor-wide) was used in the

evaluation of each project (see common definitions section above for definition of
project scales)

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring Example/Methodology Exceptions / Adjustments

0 — No benefit Arterial Projects where improvements are not
targeted to enhance active transportation

1 - Low Benefit | Projects enhance bike/ped infrastructure
networks at the localized scale

2 — Medium Projects enhance bike/ped infrastructure Although ped bike bridges are
Benefit networks at the semi-localized scale typically under a mile in length,
they typically make a
connection where there was no
access and are considered
medium benefit

3 — High Benefit | Projects enhance bike/ped infrastructure
networks at the corridor-wide scale

Na Projects that do not impact pedestrian or bicycle
conditions

SA3: Improves climate resilience through mitigation of flooding and extreme heat impacts

Detailed Criteria Description: Supports improved health outcomes associated with reducing
exposure to hazards. Improves community and infrastructure resilience by mitigating the risks
and impacts of flooding or extreme heat.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative

Data Sources Used: Project descriptions
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Assumptions:

e The scale of the project (localized, semi-localized, corridor-wide) was used in the
evaluation of each project (see common definitions section above for definition of
project scales)

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring

Example/Methodology

Exceptions / Adjustments

0 — No benefit

Physical projects with no mention of
greening/drainage

Although active transportation
projects may include these
features, they were scored 0O if
not mentioned

1 - Low Benefit

Projects reduce flood risk or extreme heat
through greening, cooling or drainage at the
localized scale

2 — Medium
Benefit

Projects reduce flood risk or extreme heat
through greening, cooling or drainage at the
semi-localized scale

3 — High Benefit

Projects reduce flood risk or extreme heat
through greening, cooling or drainage at the
corridor-wide scale

N/A

Programs that do not lead to physical
improvements/infrastructure

Physical projects where operational changes
are the primary improvement (e.g. freeway

lane configurations where no new lanes are

added, signal improvements)

SA4: Supports job creation in, and workforce transitions to green technology and

infrastructure sectors

Detailed Criteria Description: Provides workforce development opportunities and job training
in green sectors or supports the transition to green jobs.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative

Data Sources Used: Project descriptions; workforce opportunities related to green jobs

Definitions:

e Sustainable investments are any investments that build greener infrastructure for a
future without fossil fuels

e Green tech refers to any specific technology that is intended to reverse the effects of
human activity on the environment.
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Scoring Methodology:
Scoring Example/Methodology
N/A Projects that do not add new infrastructure
0 — No benefit Projects that add new infrastructure but do not support jobs or investments in

green sectors

1-

Low Benefit One of these elements:

e  Program creates jobs in sustainable investments,

e  Promotes green tech, or

e  Program supports workforce transitions to green tech/infra sectors

2 — Medium Two of these elements:
Benefit e  Program creates jobs in sustainable investments,

e Promotes green tech, and/or

e  Program supports workforce transitions to green tech/infra sectors
3 — High Benefit | All three of these elements:

e  Program creates jobs in sustainable investments,
e Promotes green tech, and
e  Program supports workforce transitions to green tech/infra sectors

SA5: Improves cargo efficiencies to minimize trip volumes and emissions from goods

movement activity

Detailed Criteria Description: Improves cargo efficiencies to minimize trip volumes and
emissions from goods movement activity.

Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative

Data Sources Used:

>

SCAG Regional Travel Model, adapted for use in study area analysis.

Assumptions:

>

Projects considered in the SCAG 2020 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) are modeled as
defined by the RTP.

Interchanges, auxiliary lanes, and truck lanes along I-710 were modeled using assumptions
consistent with past studies.

Projects that improve arterial street operations without adding lanes were modeled by
increasing auto speed and capacity in a manner consistent with SCAG modeling practices.

BRT projects assume a 25% increase in transit speed and a one-half lane of reduction in auto
capacity.

Transit priority projects assume a 15% increase in transit speed and a one-quarter lane of
reduction in auto capacity.

Truck VMT is used as an indicator for truck emissions

For projects that were not modeled, the results of the model were used to estimate benefits
of similar projects and programs
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SCORING METHODOLOGY:

Scoring Example/Methodology Exceptions / Adjustments
0 — No benefit Project does not reduce truck emissions.
(vs no info)

1 - Low Benefit

Project results in a slight reduction in truck
emissions. Projects are ranked based on truck
vehicle-miles traveled per mile.

2 — Medium
Benefit

Project results in a moderate reduction in truck
emissions. Projects are ranked based on truck
vehicle-miles traveled per mile.

Interchange projects were
ranked based on the number of
trucks served, as this high-level
analysis does not compare the
effectiveness of detailed
interchange design details.
Arterial operations projects
were ranked based on the
number of trucks served, as
arterial-level project were
modeled at a high level.

3 — high Benefit

Project results in a significant reduction in truck
emissions. Projects are ranked based on truck
vehicle-miles traveled per mile.

Concerns

CONZ1: Potential for Displacements

Detailed Criteria Description: This concern is intended to capture the potential displacements
of residences or businesses caused by the construction of a project.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative/Engineering Judgement

Related Criteria: CONZ2: Physical impacts to adjacent right of way

Data Sources Used:
> Project descriptions

> |-710 EIR/EIS Alternative 5C design drawings

Assumptions:

> The study area is highly developed and any transportation project or program that requires
additional right of way can cause displacement of adjacent residences and businesses.

> The type of project and its location and length can affect the potential number of
displacements

> See appendix A for the applicability of each project types for this metric; applicable projects
were reviewed individually to assess potential for adverse impacts.

SCORING METHODOLOGY:
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Scoring Example/Methodology

NA Project or Program does not add new infrastructure

(e.g. rehabilitation/maintenance to existing infrastructure, stations, freeways)

0 — No Impact  |Project or Program requires new physical infrastructure, but the improvements
are contained within existing ROW with 0 displacements

1 —Low Impact |Project or Program requires new physical infrastructure, but only short segments
of the project may require acquisition of adjacent residences or businesses, with a
total of less than 3 businesses or residences likely to be displaced

2 — Medium Project or Program requires new physical infrastructure where the project may
Impact require acquisition of adjacent businesses or residences with a total of less than 8
businesses or residences likely to be displaced

3 — High Impact [Project or Program requires new physical infrastructure where the project may
require acquisition of adjacent businesses or residences with a total of more than
8 businesses or residences likely to be displaced

CON2: Potential for Physical Impacts (ROW)

Detailed Criteria Description: This concern is intended to capture the potential physical impacts
to adjacent right of way (ROW) caused by the construction of a project.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative/Engineering Judgement
Related Criteria: CON1: Physical impacts to adjacent right of way
Data Sources Used:

> Project descriptions

> |-710 EIR/EIS Alternative 5C design drawings

Assumptions:
> The study area is highly developed and any transportation project or program that requires
additional right of way even without causing the displacement of adjacent residences and
businesses can impact adjacent properties.

> The type of project and its location and length can affect the potential number of
displacements

> See appendix A for the applicability of each project types for this metric that may cause
physical right of way impacts to adjacent properties; applicable projects were reviewed
individually to assess potential for adverse impacts.

SCORING METHODOLOGY:

Scoring Example/Methodology

NA Project or Program does not add new infrastructure
(e.g. rehabilitation/maintenance to existing infrastructure, stations, freeways).

0 — No Impact Project or Program requires new physical infrastructure but the improvements are
contained within existing ROW with no physical impacts.
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1— Low Impact Project or Program requires new physical infrastructure, but only localized
segments of the project may create physical right of way impacts to adjacent
properties.

2 — Medium Impact |Project or Program requires new physical infrastructure where several segments
of the project may create physical right of way impacts to adjacent properties.

3 — High Impact Project or Program requires new physical infrastructure where many segments of
the project may create physical right of way impacts to adjacent properties.

CONS3: Potential for Increased Commute Times

Detailed Criteria Description: Potential for increased commute times.
Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative
Data Sources Used:

e SCAG Regional Travel Model, adapted for use in study area analysis.

Assumptions:

e Projects considered in the SCAG 2020 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) are modeled as
defined by the RTP.

e Interchanges, auxiliary lanes, and truck lanes along 1-710 were modeled using
assumptions consistent with past studies.

e Projects that improve arterial street operations without adding lanes were modeled by
increasing speed and capacity in a manner consistent with SCAG modeling practices.

e BRT projects assume a 25% increase in transit speed and a one-half lane of reduction in
vehicle capacity.

e Transit priority projects assume a 15% increase in transit speed and a one-quarter lane of
reduction in vehicle capacity.

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring Example/Methodology

0 - No Concern | Project unlikely to increase commute times.

1-Low Project may result in slight increases to travel times for some commuters.
Concern

2 — Medium Project may result in moderate increases to travel times for some commuters.
Concern

3 —High Project may result in considerable increases to travel times for some commuters.
Concern
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CONA4: Potential for Traffic Diversion / Emissions Shifting

Detailed Criteria Description: Potential for Traffic Diversion / Emission Shifting
Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative
Data Sources Used:

o SCAG Regional Travel Model, adapted for use in study area analysis.

Assumptions:

e Projects considered in the SCAG 2020 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) are modeled as
defined by the RTP.

e Interchanges, auxiliary lanes, and truck lanes along 1-710 were modeled using
assumptions consistent with past studies.

e Projects that improve arterial street operations without adding lanes were modeled by
increasing speed and capacity in a manner consistent with SCAG modeling practices.

e BRT projects assume a 25% increase in transit speed and a one-half lane of reduction in
vehicle capacity.

e Transit priority projects assume a 15% increase in transit speed and a one-quarter lane of
reduction in vehicle capacity.

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring Example/Methodology

0 - No Concern | Project unlikely to cause traffic diversion or emission shifting.
1-Llow Slight potential to cause traffic diversion or emission shifting.
Concern

2 — Medium Moderate potential to cause traffic diversion or emission shifting.
Concern

3 — High High potential to cause traffic diversion or emission shifting.
Concern

CONS5: Potential to Increase Localized Emissions

Detailed Criteria Description: Increases in localized diesel particulate matter (DPM) and fine
particulate matter (PM2.5) emissions from on-road vehicles which may be related to health
concerns.

Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative

Data Sources Used:
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e See AQ1 and CH1 data sources. Additional data sources include:
e Gridded Emissions Map

e South Coast AQMD Permit Application Package “N” for Use in Conjunction with the Risk
Assessment Procedures for Rules 1401, 1401.1, and 21238

Assumptions:

e Not all freeway or arterial roadway projects were included in the TDM modeling. See
project information matrix.

e Changes in PM,s have been associated with mortality/illness impacts. Changes in DPM
have been associated with cancer risk. For more information on health and air quality
studies, see South Coast AQMD 2022 Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) Appendix I:
Health Effects3® and South Coast AQMD Multiple Air Toxics Exposure Study V (MATES V)
Final Report®.

Scoring Methodology:

e The highest concern ranking of any grid cell is assigned to the suite of modeled projects
based on the localized emission increases using scale/breakpoints shown in the legends
below. For transit projects, the maximum concern ranking is determined by regional
emission increases because localized emission increases and gridded maps are not
available.

38 South Coast AQMD. Permit Application Package “N” for Use in Conjunction with the Risk Assessment Procedures for
Rules 1401, 1401.1, and 212. October 1, 2017. Available here: http://www.agmd.gov/docs/default-

source/permitting/rule-1401-risk-assessment/attachmentn-v8-1.pdf?sfvrsn=4. Accessed: May 2023.
39 South Coast AQMD. 2022 AQMP Appendix I: Health Effects. December 2, 2022. Available here:
http://www.agmd.qov/docs/default-source/clean-air-plans/air-quality-management-
plans/2022-air-quality-management-plan/final-2022-agmp/appendix-i.pdf2sfvrsn=6. Accessed:
May 2023.

40 South Coast AQMD. MATES V Final Report. August 2021. Available here:

http://www.agmd.qgov/docs/default-source/planning/mates-v/mates-v-final-report-9-24-
21.pdf?sfvrsn=6. Accessed: May 2023.
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Emission Categories for AQ1 Evaluation - Freeway, Arterial Roadway, and Transit

Projects

PM> s Incremental Emissions

NOx Incremental

(Ib/day) Emissions (Ib/day)

<-5 <-55

<-5 >-55to <-5

<-5 >-5to <5 : No change

>-0.05 to <0.05 : No change <-55

>-5to <-0.05 <-55

>-5to <-0.05 >-55to <-5 Low Benefit

>-5to <-0.05 >-5to <5 : No change Low Benefit

>-0.05 to <0.05 : No change >-55to <-5 Low Benefit

>-0.05 to <0.05 : No change >-5to <5 : No change No Benefit

<-0.05 =5 Mixed Benefit/Concern
>0.05 to <5 <-5 Mixed Benefit/Concern
>-0.05 to <0.05 : No change >5 to <55 Low Concern

>0.05 to <5 >-5to <5 : No change Low Concern

>0.05 to <5 =5 to <55 Low Concern

>-0.05 to <0.05 : No change =55

25 >-5to <5 : No change
>0.05 to <5 >55

=5 >5 to <55

>5 >55
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Emission Categories for CH1 Evaluation - - Freeway, Arterial Roadway, and Transit Projects

PM:.s Incremental Emissions ..
25 DPM Incremental Emissions (Ib/day)

(Ib/day) Legend

<-5 <-0.4

<-5 >-0.4 to <-0.004

<-5 >-0.004 to <0.004 : No change

>-0.05 to <0.05 : No change <-0.4

>-5 to <-0.05 <-0.4

>-5 to <-0.05 >-0.4 to <-0.004 Low Benefit

>-5to <-0.05 >-0.004 to <0.004 : No change Low Benefit

>-0.05 to <0.05 : No change >-0.4 to <-0.004 Low Benefit

>-0.05 to <0.05 : No change >-0.004 to <0.004 : No change No Benefit

<-0.05 >0.004 Mixed Benefit/Concern
>0.05 to <5 <-0.004 Mixed Benefit/Concern
>-0.05 to <0.05 : No change >0.004 to <0.4 Low Concern

>0.05 to <5 >-0.004 to <0.004 : No change Low Concern

>0.05 to <5 >0.004 to <0.4 Low Concern

>-0.05 to <0.05 : No change =0.4

>5 >-0.004 to <0.004 : No change

>0.05 to <5 >0.4

>5 >0.004 to <0.4

=5 >0.4

For Active Transportation/TDM Projects

These projects will be accounted for in AQ3. Not sufficient information/methodologies to
calculate the impacts for AQ1, CH1, and EN2 therefore these projects will get a score of NA.

For Good Movements Projects

Most of these projects will be accounted for in AQ2. Not sufficient information/methodologies
to calculate the impacts for AQ1, CH1, and EN2 therefore these projects will get a score of NA.

For Community Programs Projects
These projects will be accounted for in AQ2 or CH2 or EN6. Not sufficient

information/methodologies to calculate the impacts for AQ1, CH1, and EN2 therefore these
projects will get a score of NA.

CONG6: Potential for bike/ped safety impacts

Detailed Criteria Description: Project or program has the potential to introduce new safety
hazards or modal conflicts for pedestrians and bicyclists or other active transportation users
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Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative

Data Sources Used: Project descriptions

Assumptions:

e Increased street widths encourage higher vehicle speeds, create longer crossing
distances, and reduce pedestrian/bike visibility

e Addition of vehicle travel lanes creates additional conflict points for active
transportation users navigating lane changes

e Projects that encourage uninterrupted vehicle traffic flow on arterial roadways (e.g.,
signal synchronization) encourage slightly higher vehicle speeds and lower levels of
driver awareness at intersections.

Scoring Methodology:

Scoring Example/Methodology Exceptions
N/A Project or Program does not have opportunity to influence safety
of roadway conditions for pedestrians or bike/active
transportation users
0-No Project or Program improves or maintains safety of roadway
Impact conditions for pedestrians or bike/active transportation users
1-Low Project/Program includes road widening or addition of vehicle
Impact travel lanes in favor of automobile throughput without the
addition of protections for active modes — Localized Scale
Project/program encourages uninterrupted vehicle traffic flow
(e.g., signal synchronization)
2 — Medium | Project/Program includes road widening or addition of vehicle
Impact travel lanes in favor of automobile throughput without the
addition of protections for active modes — Semi-Localized Scale
3 — High Project/Program includes road widening or addition of vehicle Project or program
Impact travel lanes in favor of automobile throughput without the that has bike/ped
addition of protections for active modes — Corridor-Wide Scale accomodations
receivesa l

CON7: Potential for concentrated congestion impacts

Evaluation Method Description: Quantitative

Detailed Criteria Description: Potential for concentrated congestion impacts

Data Sources Used:
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e SCAG Regional Travel Model, adapted for use in study area analysis.

Assumption

e Proj

S:

ects considered in the SCAG 2020 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) are modeled as

defined by the RTP.

e |nte

rchanges, auxiliary lanes, and truck lanes along 1-710 were modeled using

assumptions consistent with past studies.

e Proj

ects that improve arterial street operations without adding lanes were modeled by

increasing speed and capacity in a manner consistent with SCAG modeling practices.

e BRT
vehi

projects assume a 25% increase in transit speed and a one-half lane of reduction in
cle capacity.

e Transit priority projects assume a 15% increase in transit speed and a one-quarter lane of
reduction in vehicle capacity.

SCORING METHODOLOGY
Scoring Example/Methodology
0 - No Concern | Project unlikely to cause concentrated congestion.
1-Low Slight potential to cause concentrated congestion.
Concern
2 — Medium Moderate potential to cause concentrated congestion.
Concern
3 — High High potential to cause concentrated congestion.
Concern

CONS8: Potential Construction Impacts

Detailed Criteria Description: This concern is intended to capture the potential for construction

impactsto c

ommunities and travelers caused by the construction of a project.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative/Engineering Judgement
Data Sources Used:

e Project descriptions
e |-710 EIR/EIS Alternative 5C design drawings

Assumptions:

SCORING M

e The study area is highly developed and any transportation project or program
that requires construction has the potential to create construction impacts while
being built.

e The type of project, its complexity, its location and its scale will affect the
duration and the magnitude of potential construction impacts.

ETHODOLOGY
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Scoring Example/Methodology

NA Project or Program does not add new infrastructure (e.g. rehabilitation/maintenance
to existing infrastructure, stations, freeways).

0 — No Impact Project or Program requires new physical infrastructure, but the improvements are

small in scale and take a short time to construct.

1 —Low Impact

Project or Program requires new physical infrastructure, but the scale and duration of
construction is localized and is of short duration.

2 — Medium Impact

Project or Program requires new physical infrastructure where the scale and duration
of construction will impact several communities for several months.

3 — High Impact

Project or Program requires new physical infrastructure where the scale and duration
of construction affects many communities and travelers for a duration of nine months
or more.

CON9: Potential for VMT Increases

Detailed Criteria Description: Evaluates whether a project or program has the potential to
increase vehicle miles traveled (VMT)

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative

Data Sources Used:

e Project Description and type

Assumptions:

e Projects that promote single occupant vehicle travel are have the potential to increase VMT

e Projects and programs were evaluated based on the type and sub classification (See
appendix A) as well as the scale of the project.

e The scale of the project (localized, semi-localized, corridor-wide) was used in the evaluation
of each project (see common definitions section above for definition of project scales)

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring

Example/Methodology

NA

A project or program that does not impact vehicle miles traveled (generally
non-roadway projects)

0— No Concern

A mobilty project or program that is unlikely to increase VMT

1-Low Concern

Project or program that has the potential to impact VMT at a semi-localized
scale

2 — Medium Project or program that has the potential to impact VMT at a corridor-wide
Concern scale

3 —High Not used for this metric

Concern
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CON10: Potential to increase user costs
Detailed Criteria Description: Evaluates whether a project or program has the potential to
increase user costs, either directly or indirectly.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative

Related Criteria: EQ-OP9 (Reduces Housing or Transportation Costs for Low-Income
Households)

Data Sources Used:
e Project Description
Assumptions:

e |nitial concern focused around increases in direct user costs, i.e., congestion pricing

e Concerns capture “direct” and “indirect” impacts on user costs. Direct impacts refer to
projects/programs that directly impact user costs (i.e., congestion pricing). Indirect impacts
refer to projects/programs that are assumed to decrease user cost due to more efficient
transportation/transit systems, reduced wait times, etc.

SCORING METHODOLOGY
Scoring Example/Methodology

0 - No Concern Project/program has no impact on user costs related to transportation or
housing

1 - Low Concern | Project/program minimally and indirectly increases user costs related to
transportation or housing (e.g., congestion pricing)

2 — Medium Project/program moderately and directly or indirectly increases user costs
Concern related to transportation or housing (e.g., congestion pricing)

3 — High Project/program directly and substantially increases user costs related to
Concern transportation or housing (e.g., congestion pricing)

CON11: Potential to increase impervious cover

Detailed Criteria Description: This concern is intended to capture the potential negative
impacts related to the addition of impervious surfaces that could increase stormwater run-off,
environmental heat gain, or worsen water quality — all of which have negative impacts on
ecosystems and human health.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative
Related Criteria:

> EN-3: Protects natural habitat (Greening Features)
> EN-4: Water Quality, Water Capture, Drainage, and Flood Management features

> EN-6: Reduce Heat Island Effect; Provide Cooling Features for Users
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> EQ-ENG: Includes urban greening and cooling for areas of low tree canopy and high heat

island burden

> SA3: Improves climate resilience through infrastructure that mitigates the impacts of
flooding and increased heat

Data Sources Used:

e Project descriptions

Assumptions:

e The study area is highly developed with little to no projects occurring on greenfield,
agricultural or open space land.

e Any project which mentioned the addition of landscaping, vegetation or greening were
not considered as concerns.

e This criterion does not consider land cover change, which would require more detailed
design information but rather whether projects - by their scale and type, are likely to
increase heat gain and stormwater run-off or hinder stormwater absorption.

e The scale of the project (localized, semi-localized, corridor-wide) was used in the
evaluation of each project (see common definitions section above for definition of
project scales)

SCORING METHODOLOGY:

infrastructure but includes landscaping, storm water
mitigation, or porous surfaces.

Scoring Example/Methodology Exceptions /
Adjustments
NA Project or Program does not add new infrastructure
(e.g. rehabilitation/maintenance to existing
infrastructure, stations, freeways)
0 — No Impact Project or Program requires new physical Includes street furniture

and transit amenities -
which are not assumed to
have a negative impact

1 - Low Impact

Project or Program requires new physical
infrastructure at the localized scale (roadway,
freeway, transit) or localized / semi-localized scale
(active transportation, pedestrian)

Some semi-localized or
corridor-wide
projects/programs that
add miminal

infrastructure at the corridor wide scale (roadway,
freeway, transit)

infrasctructure
2 — Medium Project or Program requires new physical
Impact infrastructure at the semi- localized scale (roadway,
freeway, transit) or corridor wide scale (active
transportation, pedestrian)
3 —High Impact | Project or Program requires new physical

CON12: Potential to increase economic displacement
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Detailed Criteria Description: This concern is intended to capture potential for increased
vulnerability to economic (as opposed to physical) displacement of residents or businesses as an
adverse effect of infrastructure investment, which may result in new development interest,
increasing land prices, property values, and ultimately housing/business costs.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative/GIS
Related Criteria: EQ-OP10: Reduces residential or commercial displacement risk
Data Sources Used:

e Project descriptions
e Estimated Displacement Risk Model (Urban Displacement Project)

o Estimated Displacement Risk - Overall Displacement | Estimated Displacement
Risk - Overall Displacement | AFFH Data and Mapping Resources (arcgis.com)

o California Estimated Displacement Risk Model — Urban Displacement

e Reference materials/literature

o Transit-Oriented Displacement or Community Dividends? Understanding the
Effects of Smarter Growth on Communities | Books Gateway | MIT Press (Karen
Chapple & Anastasia Loukaitou-Sideris)

o Green gentrification or ‘just green enough’: Do park location, size and function
affect whether a place gentrifies or not? - Alessandro Rigolon, Jeremy Németh,
2020 (sagepub.com) (Alessandro Rigolon & Jeremy Nemeth)

Assumptions:

e This metric is applicable to new class 1 and 4 bike paths and rail transit projects:

o Major transit investment (new rail lines and stations) is one of many factors
associated with gentrification and displacement in urban areas. While a simple
causal relationship has not been established between transit investment and
displacement, research based in Los Angeles and beyond demonstrates that
housing instability can be exacerbated by transit investment. (Chapple &
Loukaitou-Sideris)

o New greenway parks with an active transportation component may foster
gentrification and increase vulnerability to displacement (Rigolon & Nemeth).

=  “Greenway” refers to a recreational active transportation corridor of
longer than 1-mile.

e The Urban Displacement Project’s Estimated Displacement Risk Methodology is the best
available assessment of displacement risk for all communities within the LB-ELA
corridor.

e Levels of residential displacement risk established in EDR model scores can be assumed
to reflect relative levels of commercial displacement risk for disadvantaged/small
business tenants as well.
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e Projects are mapped against the Estimated Displacement Risk map, and joined with
associated census tracts (those overlapping and within 500 feet of the project).
Displacement risk scores for associated census tracts will be averaged using a numeric
scale as described in the scoring matrix

EDR Model Methdology

The Urban Displacement Project’s Estimated Displacement Risk (EDR) model uses several
household-level and census tract-level metrics including 2014 & 2019 American Community
Survey (ACS) data to identify vulnerability to displacement for low-income renter
households within each census tract. Using machine learning, the model identifies variables
closely associated with household-level displacement to estimate displacement risk at the
census tract level. Each census tract is scored for Overall Displacement Risk, with categories
of “None,” “Probable Displacement,” “1 Income Group,” or “2 Income Groups.” These
scores are explained in more detail in the table at the end of this rubric.

The model uses net loss of extremely low-income (ELI: 0-30% of Area Median Income), very
low-income (VLI: 30-50% of AMI) and low-income (LI: 50-80% of AMI) households as a proxy
for displacement. In the EDR mapping tool, ELI and VLI groups are consolidated into one
“very low-income” group (0%-50% of AMI). If the model predicts a net loss within these
income groups, the tract is categorized into three degrees of displacement (in order of
decreasing severity: ‘Extreme,” ‘High,” or ‘Elevated’); if net loss is uncertain, tracts are
categorized as experiencing ‘Probable’ displacement.

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring Example/Methodology
0 — No Impact Project does not include a new transit or greenway investment (No displacement
risk)

1 - Low Impact Project includes a new transit or greenway investment, and average estimated
displacement risk of associated census tracts is none to low (0-1)

2 — Medium Project includes a new transit or greenway investment, and average estimated
Impact displacement risk of associated census tracts is low to moderate (1.1-2.0)

3 — High Impact Project includes a new transit or greenway investment, and average estimated
displacement risk of associated census tracts is moderate to high (2.1-3.0)

CON13: Potential to increase noise pollution

Detailed Criteria Description: Evaluates whether a project or program has the potential to
increase noise pollution

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative
Related Criteria: EN7

Data Sources Used:
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e Project Description

e Rating from

Assumptions:

EN7

e The scale of the project (localized, semi-localized, corridor-wide) was used in the
evaluation of each project (see common definitions section above for definition of
project scales)

e Projects that scored a “0” or “No Benefit” on EN7 were screened to determine if they
have the potential to increase noise beyond the status quo. This screening occurred at
the sub category level first and was refined in the actual rating. See Appendix A below
for the applicability of each sub category.

SCORING METHODOLOGY

(Rated 1-3 on EN-7)

or

Projects with no noise mitigation benefit (Rated
0 on EN7) and is “localized”

Scoring Example/Methodology Exceptions / Adjustments
NA Project/program does not have the potential to
increase or decrease noise (Rated NA on EN-7)
0 - No Impact Project includes noise mitigation features Projects located within the Ports of LA/LB

1-Low Impact

Projects with no noise mitigation benefit (Rated
0 on EN7) and is semi-localized

Corridor-wide or projects that shift from one

mode to another (e.g. trucks to freight rail)
where noise impacts are unclear

Signal synchronization and bus ITS projects
are “Low impact” regardless of scale

2 — Medium Projects with no noise mitigation benefit (Rated
Impact 0 on EN7) and is corridor-wide
3 — High Impact No High Concerns

CON14: Potential for reduced transit ridership

Detailed Criteria Description: Evaluates whether a project or program has the potential to
decrease transit ridership

Evaluation Method

Data Sources Used:

Description: Qualitative

e Project Description and type

Assumptions:
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Projects and programs were evaluated based on the type and sub classification (See appendix A)

as well as the scale of the project.

e The scale of the project (localized, semi-localized, corridor-wide) was used in the evaluation
of each project (see common definitions section above for definition of project scales)

SCORING METHODOLOGY

Scoring Example/Methodology
NA A project or program that does not impact transit ridership (non-mobility
projects)

0 - No Concern A mobilty project or program that is unlikely to decrease transit ridership
(transit and active transportation projects)

1-Low Concern | Project or program that has the potential to reduce transit ridership at a
semi-localized scale

2 — Medium Project or program that has the potential to reduce transit ridership at a
Concern corridor-wide scale

3 —High Not used for this metric

Concern

CON15: Potential for new physical transportation barriers

Detailed Criteria Description: Evaluates whether a project or program has the potential to
decrease access through the addition of a new physical barrier

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative
Data Sources Used:

e Project Description and type
Assumptions:

e Only transit rail projects are applicable for this concern. There are no new roadway
projects that add barriers (no new freeways) and no new active transportation projects
that add new barriers

[ ]

SCORING METHODOLOGY
Scoring Example/Methodology

NA A project or program that does not have new physical infrastructure

0 - No Concern Infrastructure projects that do not have access barriers (arterial roadways,
bus projects, active transportation projects)
1 —Low Concern | Transit projects that mostly use existing rights of way and/or are likely to be

elevated
2 — Medium Transit projects with new right of way and likely to be at-grade
Concern
3 — High Not used for this metric
Concern
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CON16: Potential increased storm water runoff and/or increased flood risk

Detailed Criteria Description: This concern is intended to capture the potential negative
impacts related to the addition of infrastructure that does not include specific features that
address storm water run off or flood management. Risk of flooding is increased when water
cannot soak into the ground and instead runs off of impervious surfaces. When rain is heavy,
this can lead to flooding, erosion and damage to surrounding infrastructure. These risks increase
with weather changes associated with global warming.

Evaluation Method Description: Qualitative

Related Criteria:

\

EN-3: Protects natural habitat (Greening Features)

\

EN-4: Water Quality, Water Capture, Drainage, and Flood Management features

\

EN-6: Reduce Heat Island Effect; Provide Cooling Features for Users

\

EQ-ENG6: Includes urban greening and cooling for areas of low tree canopy and high heat
island burden

> SA3: Improves climate resilience through infrastructure that mitigates the impacts of
flooding and increased heat

Data Sources Used:
e Project descriptions
Assumptions:

e The study area is highly developed with little to no projects occurring on greenfield,
agricultural or open space land.

e Any project which mentioned the addition of landscaping, vegetation or greening were
not considered as concerns.

e This criterion does not consider land cover change, which would require more detailed
design information but rather whether projects - by their scale and type, are likely to
increase heat gain and stormwater run-off or hinder stormwater absorption.

e The scale of the project (localized, semi-localized, corridor-wide) was used in the
evaluation of each project (see common definitions section above for definition of
project scales)

SCORING METHODOLOGY:

Scoring Example/Methodology Exceptions /
Adjustments
NA Project or Program does not add new infrastructure
(e.g. rehabilitation/maintenance to existing
infrastructure, stations, freeways)
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0— No Impact

Project or Program requires new physical
infrastructure but includes landscaping, storm water
mitigation, or porous surfaces.

Includes street furniture
and transit amenities -
which are not assumed to
have a negative impact

1 - Low Impact

Project or Program requires new physical
infrastructure at the localized scale (roadway,
freeway, transit) or localized / semi-localized scale
(active transportation, pedestrian)

Some semi-localized or
corridor-wide
projects/programs that
add miminal

infrastructure at the corridor wide scale (roadway,
freeway, transit)

infrasctructure
2 — Medium Project or Program requires new physical
Impact infrastructure at the semi- localized scale (roadway,
freeway, transit) or corridor wide scale (active
transportation, pedestrian)
3 —High Impact | Project or Program requires new physical
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Appendix A - Sub Classification Scoring and Applicability

Sub Classification Scoring Metric Applicability
Project Type Sub Classification T VIEE = ENT
mB4 |ope |op7  |CON1 |CON2  lcong |cON9 |CON14 |CON13
Bike Blvds 1 lor3 1 |NA Y Y Y [NA NA NA NA NA NA
Bike education NA NA NA | NA NA NA INA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Class 1 or 4 Bikeway 2 lor3 1 NA Y Y Y Y Y Y NA NA NA
First Last Mile 1 lor3 1 NA Y Y Y NA NA Y NA NA NA
Micro mobility 1 NA NA | NA Y Y Y NA NA NA NA NA NA
Pedestrian (ped) bridge 2 lor3 NA NA Y Y Y Y Y Y NA NA NA
Active Pedestrian crossing 1 lor3 1 NA Y Y Y NA NA NA NA NA NA
Transportation [\ ik 2 lor3 | 2 NA | Y Y Y Y Y Y NA | NA | NA
/ TDM
Sidewalk, Class 2, other 1 lor3 2 NA Y Y Y NA NA NA NA NA NA
Transportation Demand 1 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Management
' Various bike 5 lor3 5 NA Y Y Y NA NA NA NA NA NA
improvements
' Various bike/ped 5 lor3 5 NA Y Y Y NA NA NA NA NA NA
improvements
- Various Ped ? lor3 ? NA Y Y Y NA NA NA NA NA NA
improvements
Arterial improvement 2 NA 3 0 NA NA NA Y Y Y Y Y NA
Arterial Arterial widening 2 NA 1 0 NA NA NA Y Y Y Y Y Y
Roadway Connected/Autonomous NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | ¥ Y NA
Vehicles 1 NA 1 NA
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Sub Classification Scoring Metric Applicability
Project Type Sub Classification T VIEE = ENT
mBa |ope |op7 |CON1 |CONZ fcong |cON9 |cON14 |CON13
Complete Streets 1 Varies 3 NA Y Y Y Y Y Y NA NA NA
Co'mp'lete streets / 1 Varies 3 NA Y Y Y Y Y Y NA NA NA
arterial improvements
Fiber 2 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Integrated Corridor 5 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Y Y NA
Management
- Intersection ) NA ) 0 NA NA NA Y Y Y NA NA NA
improvement
Upgrade Bridge 1 NA 3 0 NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | Y NA | NA | NA
New Bridge 2 3 0 0 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y NA Y
Restriping 2 NA 2 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Safety/Operational 2 Varies 2 NA NA NA NA NA NA Y NA NA NA
Signal Synchronization 3 NA NA 0 NA NA NA NA NA NA Y Y Y
Signal upgrade 2 NA 2 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Y Y NA
Storm water 1 NA 2 NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA
Traffic calming 1 Varies 1 1 NA NA NA Y Y Y NA NA NA
Video 2 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Y Y NA
Communit NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
y Emissions mitigation NA NA NA 1
Programs
Housing NA* NA NA| NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA NA
Jobs NA* NA NA| NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA NA
Landscaping/amenities NA NA 1 1 NA NA NA NA NA Y NA NA NA
Zero Emission Autos NA NA NA | 2 NA NA NA NA | NA NA NA NA NA
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Sub Classification Scoring

Metric Applicability

Project Type Sub Classification T VIEE = ENT PR P

MB4 OP6 OP7 CON8 |CON9 |CON14 |CON13
Zero Emission Transit NA NA NA | 2 NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA NA

Auxiliary lanes 2 NA 1 0 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Upgrade Bridge 2 1 3 NA NA NA NA NA NA Y NA NA NA
Building 1 NA NA NA NA NA NA Y Y Y NA NA NA
Congestion Pricing 3 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Emissions mitigation NA NA NA 1 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Express Lanes 3 NA 1 0 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Interchange 1 Varies 1 0 NA NA NA Y Y Y Y Y NA
Landscaping/amenities NA NA 1 1 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Maintenance 1 NA 3 NA NA NA NA Y NA NA NA NA NA
Freeway Rehab (Freeway signs) 0 NA 3 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Safety/Operational 2 Varies 2 NA NA NA NA Y Y Y NA NA NA
Signal upgrade 2 NA 2 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Soundwalls NA NA NA | 3 NA | NA | NA | Y Y Y NA | NA NA
Storm water NA NA 2 NA | NA | NA © NA | Y Y Y NA | NA NA
Transportation NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Management System 3 NA NA NA
upgrade

Truck bypass 2 Varies 0 0 NA NA NA Y Y Y Y NA Y
Zero Emission Trucks NA NA NA 2 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Greening NA 1 1 1 Y Y Y NA Y Y NA NA NA
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Sub Classification Scoring Metric Applicability
Project Type Sub Classification VIS NTY: s o~

mBa |ope |op7 |CON1 |CONZ fcong |cON9 |cON14 |CON13
Rehab (Freeway) 2 NA 3 NA NA NA NA NA NA Y NA NA NA
Arterial improvement 1 Varies | 3 0 NA NA NA Y Y Y Y NA NA
Emissions mitigation NA NA NA | 1 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Freight operation 3 Varies NA | O NA NA NA Y Y Y NA NA NA

Freight rail 1 Varies | 0O 0 NA NA NA Y Y Y NA NA Y
NA NA NA Y Y Y NA NA NA

Goods Grade sep 3 1 1 1

Movement Interchange 2 Varies 1 0 NA NA NA Y Y Y Y NA Y
New Bridge 2 3 0 0 NA NA NA Y Y Y NA NA NA
Zero Emission Trucks NA NA NA 2 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Zero Emission Freight NA NA NA | 2 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Zero Emission Rail NA NA NA 2 NA NA NA Y NA NA NA NA NA

Bus Rapid Transit 3 1 1 0 Y Y Y Y Y Y NA NA Y

First Last Mile / 2 3 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Customer Experience

Grade separation 3 1 1 1 NA NA NA Y Y Y NA NA NA

. Increased service 2 3 NA 0 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Y

Transit

Light Rail 3 3 0 0 Y Y Y Y Y Y NA NA Y

Metrolink 3 3 0 0 Y Y Y Y Y Y NA NA Y

Microtransit 2 3 NA | O Y Y Y NA | NA NA NA NA  |NA

New station 3 3 0 0 Y Y Y Y Y Y NA NA Y
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Project Type

Sub Classification

Sub Classification Scoring

Metric Applicability

MB>  |MB6 SF7EN7 | ea |ops  |op7  |CONL |CON2 |cons [cons |conia |conis

Rea.I time /Customer ? 1 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Experience

Safety/Rehab 2 NA 3 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

Shuttle 1 2 NA 0 Y Y Y NA NA NA NA NA NA

Speed/Reliability 3 NA NA 0 Y Y Y NA NA NA NA NA Y
Improvements

Speed/Reliability & NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

. " 3 1 NA 0

Transit amenities

Transportation Demand NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

. 1 1 NA NA

Management / Fare Policy

Transit amenities 1 1 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA Y NA NA NA

Tra.n5|t amenities & 1 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Security

Tra.n_5|t . 1 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
amenities/security/CX

Zero Emission Transit NA NA NA 2 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
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ATTACHMENT C

EVALUATION SUMMARY

The LB-ELA Project Team released a draft of the Full Evaluation Results to the Task Force and CLC on
Wednesday, October 4, 2023. These materials summarized both the process and the results of the
project evaluation. The evaluation process involved the creation and application of the evaluation
criteria (metrics), in the form of benefits and potential concerns, towards assessing the projects and
programs in terms of attaining the goals, values and principles of the corridor planning efforts and their
potential impacts. This process created the draft evaluation results, project ranking by mode which will
lead to the next step, the assignment of the projects and programs to tiers.

The LB-ELA Corridor Goals and Guiding Principles provide the foundation for this process. The evaluation
criteria metrics aim to create summary findings for each project/program, so that the Task Force and the
community can better understand how well each project/program meets the LB ELA Corridor Goals and
Guiding Principles.

The evaluation criteria metrics were established, based on these project goals and principles, through
collaboration and input among the project team, the CLC, TF, EWG, other stakeholders, and the
community. Likewise, the project list is compiled through existing plans and programs and community
inputs. The project list includes a wide range of concepts at all stages of development from the concept
level to being “shovel-ready” or under construction. As such, the level of information available for each
project under review varied widely. Through the evaluation process, the project team used all available
information for each project and program to determine the rating of each metric.

Rubrics were developed for each project benefit to define how each of the evaluation criteria would be
applied to rate the performance of each project and program. The project team assigned experienced
technical staff, who applied their expertise, judgment and available tools, to develop each rubric based
on their area of expertise. Some metrics were able to be quantitatively assessed while others were not.
The project’s evaluation process was formed by the availability of data to assess each individual metric.
Specifically, quantitative assessments are based on information that was able to be provided by data
from the SCAG Travel Demand Forecasting Model (TDM), Air-Quality Modeling, and Geographic
Information Systems (GIS) analysis. Qualitative assessments are based on past experience with similar
projects, literature reviews on expected benefits, and intentions of the project or program based on the
information available.

Each evaluation criteria rubric assigns each project or program a ranking between 0 (No Benefit ) and 3
(High Benefit) A benefit metric can also be determined to be “Not Applicable” or NA with respect to a
project or program. The individual rubric for each criterion describe how each project or program was
assessed for that criterion.

After the metric scoring of benefits was complete, the technical team proceeded with rating the
potential concerns. These potential concerns are developed to capture the possible negative impacts of
each project and program. They were developed with input from the TF, CLC and EWG based on
observations through the metric ranking and input from leadership, the CLC and TF. Potential Project
concerns are scored under the same scale as the benefit metrics to ensure that all factors can be
considered before a project is ranked in the investment plan. Projects are assessed to identify if there
are additional considerations or potential concerns that are tied to a project.
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Community Leadership Committee (CLC)
Meeting #20 Summary of Comments Received

The October Community Leadership Committee Meeting for the Long Beach — East LA Corridor Mobility
Investment Plan was held on Tuesday, October 10, 2023, from 5 — 7:30pm. The intent of this meeting was
to: (1) Give an overview of where the project is and where it is going; (2) Present Draft Evaluation Results;
and (3) Discuss the draft evaluation in small groups. There were 25 CLC members in attendance.

The CLC split into four discussion groups after the presentation, which were primarily based on corridor

geographies:

> Spanish Language Group (All communities)

> North Corridor Group (Bell, Bell Gardens, Boyle Heights, Commerce, Cudahy, East LA, Huntington Park,
Maywood, Montebello, Vernon, Walnut Park)

> Central Corridor Group (Bellflower, Compton, East Rancho Dominguez, Lakewood, Lynwood, South
Gate)

> South Corridor Group (Carson, Long Beach, San Pedro, Signal Hill, Wilmington)

The comments and questions received during the meeting relating to the Draft Evaluation Results are listed
below.

1 For prioritizing and tiering, is one more important than the other or are they basically even?
When considering the tiering of the projects, is there any weighting aside from the weighting
already considered in the evaluation?

3 I am impressed with the tools as a decent way of supporting prioritization going into the tier
process.

4 Is the project team tracking the geographic distribution of projects all around the corridor?

5 Will the Project Dashboard be publicly accessible?

6 The table we received doesn’t account for project readiness and it’s entirely possible for some
projects to score well according to these metrics but not be considered due to lack of readiness,
right?

7 | live in West Long Beach; will any projects be taking place there? It is always forgotten.

8 With the analysis going on, will that push things back further from the deadline or will the
deadline remain the same?
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| 9 | Who is part of reviewing the analysis that will come next? Is the CLC a part of that review?
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10 The information is being shared too quickly; please slow down.

11 The LB-ELA Multimodal Corridor Plan Draft Eval Results document that was mailed to us is not
filtered/ordered from highest scoring to lowest scoring, right?

12 Has there been an analysis done on how the projects are distributed across the region
geographically? What about an analysis of the distribution of dollars across the different
project/program categories? Distribution of dollars geographically?

SPANISH LANGUAGE GROUP SUMMARY

This group discussed projects that are not immediately ready but will need to provide a path forward on
how these projects can move forward to implementation at a later date. There was concern that this
process would be used to eliminate projects. Staff emphasized that the evaluation process is not designed
to eliminate projects. Rather, what we are aiming to do is to provide a process for what a project sponsor
would need to do to move the project forward and qualify for funding. The group then discussed how to
use the evaluation criteria results on few of projects to understand the process.

Someone asked if the projects that are not relevant are going to be eliminated, and we will keep

1 only the practical ones. Is that accurate? Will projects be deleted?
| believe projects that are the most practical need to be adopted. The Metro Staff need to visit
2 and tour these areas affected by these projects.

My concern is regarding the 103 Highway through Long Beach. This space is ugly and of high
3 concern since there are schools there.

In the past meeting, we spoke about how those projects that aren't ready yet and how they
4 could return. Is that the case?

5 Are there projects for West Long Beach?

| won't believe it until | see it. In Long Beach it is super dangerous to ride a bicycle. Let's not
6 forget there are two freeway exits in that location. It is very dangerous.

My general question is what involvement do the adjacent cities have? How will they contribute?
7 Will they contribute? It is my understanding that cities are another avenue to get funds.

NORTH CORRIDOR GROUP SUMMARY

This group mainly discussed how to use the spreadsheet (most people were using the hard copies), then
they discussed scoring concerns vs benefits, scoring by mode, and the benefits and concerns around ZET
project LB-ELA..0004: Long.Beach-East Los.Angeles.Corridor.Clean. Truck-Program, for.example.

| actually have a question about what Amber shared about community projects - something
about them being considered along the lines of equity or something. Do you mind going over
1 that info again?

| also have concerns about anything “zero emissions” because | worry about the use of hydrogen
2 and I’'m not sure if the detrimental impacts of hydrogen are considered.

I would like to be part of the ZET group, as | drive an electric vehicle for work and commute on
3 the 710 daily.

4 Can you demonstrate how to sort by the highest scoring to lowest?

| can't maneuver the tabs so that they are side by side with benefits and concerns. | can't imagine
5 how those with hard copies will flip back and forth.
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6 It's good to see how the concern factors correlate to benefits.

There was a slide earlier that discussed how equity was incorporated into the Community
7 Programs, can we revisit that?

8 | don't see any projects that benefit the East LA area.

The ZET Program project description is a lot of money. The project description should be clear
and considered. There is too much traffic congestion in this area. Thinking long-term: where is
the area/location? What will be displaced? Would we put charging stations over a park? This
9 needs much more information and clarity because it is the highest rated.

CENTRAL CORRIDOR GROUP SUMMARY

This group spent time talking about how the spreadsheet is organized, looked at different ways to organize
the data, and discussed different ways to review at the spreadsheet (e.g. jurisdiction, projects you’ve been
tracking throughout), and how/when to provide feedback.

1 What are the abbreviations at the top of the sheet?

As far as scoring, were the professionals on the project team in their particular field such as "Air
2 Quality" the experts pulled in to qualify the scoring and ensure the accuracy of the scores?

In terms of the Task Force, were there any stakeholders there that are transportation
3 professionals that helped craft these scores?

It appears that the programs are concepts while projects are actual infrastructure ideas that will
4 have a higher chance to be implemented, is this true?

Are we just conducting the scoring now or will there be analysis of these scores being done
5 coincidently?

What is the best suggestion to help digest and go through all the scores to make sure | know how
6 to properly analyze this document?

7 How long do we have to analyze and digest all this information?

SOUTH CORRIDOR GROUP SUMMARY

This group noted that the projects prioritized are forward-looking. They looked at Freeway and Goods
Movement projects to see what ranked high/low. The initial feeling of some of the group members was
that scoring seemed accurate and reflected the goals of the project. The group also had a discussion about
equity, relating to geographic distribution and whether economic programs/job creation programs would
be spread.-equally.

Carson had one project in there with 4 concerns. | want to make sure the Carson project made it
1 through and got funding. The project has benefits but it also has concerns; is this an issue?

On a broad level | understand the criteria. | want to make sure the investments being made will
be beneficial in the long term and keep away from further freeway expansion that has larger
detrimental effects. Investments need to create communities that are people-oriented rather
2 than car-oriented.

Why wasn’t the Draft Evaluation document printed on legal paper? It's more challenging for me
3 to digest. The ledger size made it easier for me to write notes.

How will "Equity" benefit the community. How will equity be distributed so there is more
revenue to the city and there is less debt?
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In the beginning we also talked about housing, health access, and sustainability. How can we
ensure the success of projects in the long term, instead of just being a flash in the pan?

Can we look at the Goods Movement projects, Freeway Projects, and Active Transportation?

(Freeway projects) Can we scroll up and see what the highest scoring freeway projects are?

(Community Programs) Since you mentioned the community, is there a project or program that
stresses the importance of using community members for the jobs that will be created?
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The Task Force Meeting for the Long Beach — East LA Corridor Mobility Investment Plan was held on

Monday, October 23, 2023, from 5 — 7:00pm. The intent of this meeting was to provide a live

demonstration and interactive discussion with the Task Force Members on the Draft Evaluation Results and
Rubrics for a sampling of projects within each transportation mode. There were 17 Task Force Members
and 1 Ex-Officio Member in attendance. 11 Members of the Public were also present.

The comments and questions received during the meeting relating to the Draft Evaluation Results are listed
below by category and subcategory.

WRITTEN & VERBAL COMMENTS/QUESTIONS

NAME AND
AFFILIATION QUESTION/COMMENT CATEGORY | SUBCATEGORY
| saw small groups are happening with TF members,
Laura Cortez, TF, | will CLC members receive an invitation to those Community CLC/Small
EYCEJ group meetings as well. Will it be open to CLC Engagement groups
members?
Use proxies for health and equity. The proxy
. connections should be explicitly explained in the
$|I:m:\)1:gyc Leefatt, report, to the extent it will be used as (1) a basis for Tiering Health & Equity
’ tiering, or (2) as a justification for elevating projects
that have high concerns score for recommendation.
Natalia Ospina, I'm not sure I'm seeing the distinction either . :
TF, NRDC (referring to Kimberly Leefatt’s comment) Tiering Health & Equity
Regarding readiness and evaluation, | am worried
about how the results will be weighted or not
Laura Cortez, TF, . . .
EYCEJ yvelghted the same. | want to vocalize the Tiering Health
importance of health concerns and | want to see
how the metric will truly uplift health.
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(Freeway)- Now that we have received the results of
the application of this convoluted, complex
evaluation methodology, | am sure that many TF
members and agencies are also concerned

regarding this process moving forward. | know we
are going to have a subsequent discussion with the
team for our projects. | have concerns with the
layout of the concerns.

| can highlight some of my concerns and
recommendations for moving forward. For
example, regarding clean truck infrastructure LB-
ELA 0023. You should be aware about the huge
amount of effort on charging infrastructure by the

Projects that
have funding

Kerry Cartwright ports, the state, Go Biz, CARB, CTC (SB 671 Report), support :?md
POLA. TF " | CEC, LA Metro, Federal Government, and an EPA Concerns are moving
’ Program (nationwide $3 billion for ports) are all forward should
working on this endeavor. Its inappropriate to have not have
concerns for charging infrastructure. That needs to concerns
be revisited.
LB-ELA 0011 SR 47 Navy Way Interchange -this
project should be deleted. We're moving forward
with that. The state has supported this effort
through the Port Infrastructure Program. It’s
frustrating. This is not appropriate. The program is
showing concerns.
Same with LB-ELA 0131 Port of LA NMPN
Improvement Program. This project also has
funding.
Projects that
have funding
Kerry Cartwright, The Terminal Island Rail system project should be support :?md
POLA. TF removed due to the tot.al support by the state and Concerns are moving
' federal government, this should be taken out. forward should
not have
concerns
| feel as if the issues regarding health have not been
covered in a way that is meaningful so if we are
ey e, | SISO e e T e T et | Y
TF, NRDC ’ Transparency

recategorize all criteria and categories and not
specific ones that some TF members are concerned
with.
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Laura Cortez, TF,

It is important to make that clear for everyone
though- that there should be no score changing

EYCE] behind closed doors Final Results Transparency
Hector De La These scores are out—anyone can question any Final Results Transparenc
Torre, GCCOG changes going forward and why. P y
Thank you for clarifying that any updates and
. refinements to scoring will be brought to the Task
Connell Dunning, . .
. Force and explained. It makes sense that those Final Results Transparency
EPA, Ex-Officio L . . .
familiar with each project have further input to
share as the Investment Plan is finalized.
. | appreciate additional information describing the
Connell Dunning, . . .
. stage of development (e.g., Design, Construction, Concerns Readiness
EPA, Ex-Officio
and Outcome)
| would advocate that any offline questions and
Connell Dunning, | changes to the list should be made available to all Final Results Transparenc
EPA, Ex-Officio TF members. We shouldn't be negotiating these P y
things offline in silos we should be transparent.
. . It might be more efficient to explain the goods
Natalia Ospina, . . .
movement project first and then hear Final Results Transparency
TF, NRDC .
recommendations
There is no expansion. Caltrans submitted the
Hector De La . . . .
Torre. GCCOG notice of No Build to Army Corps of Engineers and Freeway Expansion
' US EPA about the previous/ended project.
Natalia Ospina, The information Connell/USEPA is asking for should Freewa 5C comparison
TF, NRDC be shared with the full Task Force. y P
When will be given a representation of what
freeway projects that are in this initial list are
different and which ones are the same from the
ones that were originally listed in the 710
Connell Dunning, | Alternative 5C? It looks like there are some projects Freewa 5C comparison
EPA, Ex-Officio that include auxiliary lanes that are directly y P
connected to interchange improvements that are
connected to more auxiliary lanes that are going for
many miles. | want to know why these are not
combined into one project.
Chris Chavez, | want to see what projects that are listed were Freewa 5C comparison
CCA, TF once part of the original 5C expansion. y P
In general, I'd like to better understand how the
proposed projects relate to the I-710 corridor, per
the Measures R arjo! M funding programs (proximity Measure R/M
to the corridor, eligibility to use Measures R & M . L
Theresa Dau-Ngo, funding vs. reliance on other funding sources, which Funding criteria,
TF, POLB gvs. J ’ Strategy Roles &

projects will be implemented by Metro vs. others,
etc.). That will give a better picture of how any of
these projects would move towards
implementation.

Responsibilities
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Laura Cortez, TF,

| feel as if some projects will bring harm to the
environment will pass through because of the
funding and other readiness metrics when in reality

EYCE) those projects may actually bring more harm to the Concerns Readiness
health of the stakeholders of the corridor. | want to
uplift the equity metrics to ensure they are
weighted in the same regard as other metrics.
. | want to understand what potential emission
Chris Chavez, . . . .
CCA TF reductions will be created from these potential Concerns Readiness
' projects.
Natalia Ospina, What is the threshold for projects to be placed into Concerns Tierin
NRDC. TF Tier 37 g
How will concerns be factored into the final results?
Laura Cortez, TF, . . .
Will they be added or are the concerns scores being Concerns Tiering
EYCEJ .
looked at independently from the overall score?
So, there will be a score for benefits, a score for
Laura Cortez, TF, . . .
EYCE) concerns and a section to describe the flags for each Concerns Tiering
project?
| am unsure of the stage of development .
. e . . Readiness/
Connell Dunning, | classifications (design, construction, and outcome) Concerns Stages of
EPA, Ex-Officio as it relates to the concerns. Are these new g
Development
concerns that were developed?
Is there a document that will be distributed with an
explanation of how the concerns will be compared
to the benefits of a project. Is there an assessment
being done to compare some concerns that may be .
. o . Readiness/
Kimberly Leefatt, | mitigated or that will completely negate the
Concerns Stages of

TF, NRDC

benefits of a specific project that is going to be
potentially prioritized. | would love to see a
document shared to the public that explains the
rational used to understand how to view the
benefits and concerns together.

Development
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Tiering Analysis

Overview
This document describes the process proposed to establish the project tiers for the Long Beach to East
Los Angeles Corridor Mobility Investment Plan (LB-ELA CMIP). This process, called the “Tiering Analysis”,
establishes four tiers for the initial list of projects and programs:

e Tier 1A: Higher scoring / More ready for implementation

e Tier 1B: Higher scoring / Less ready for implementation

e Tier 2A: Lower scoring / More ready for implementation

e Tier 2B: Lower scoring / Less ready for implementation

Figure 1: Example of Tiering Analysis Outcomes

TIER 1B TIER 1A
» EEEN

é_ Tier 1B: Good alignment with corridor vision, goals, Tier 1A: Good alignment with corridor vision, goals,
S and principles, but longer-term projects, programs, or and principles and ready for implementation.
= groups of projects. May require more definition, Strong grant application candidates for both
o planning, and other steps foward alignment implementation and planning.
nw and implementation.
=]
2°
Q o
el
c
o2 TIER 2B TIER 2A
® e . . .
g < Tier 2B: Partial alignment with corridor vision, goals, Tier 2A: Ready for implementation but only partial
S < and principles and not yet ready for implementation. alignment with corridor vision, goals, and
w s May require more definition, planning, and other steps principles. Could be enhanced or packaged for better
§ toward implementation. alignment or positioned for other funding strategies.
£
o0
<

Project Readiness
Funding potential, feasibility, and schedule

Additionally, some projects were removed from the initial list prior to evaluation, such as the mainline
capacity improvements on I-710, and some projects were removed during the tiering process that are in
construction or fully funded (see attachment F).

The results of the tiering analysis, included in Attachment E, will be used to inform the funding strategy
and recommendations included in the Draft CMIP. Figure 2 describes the process for the tiering analysis
and how it will be leveraged in the funding recommendations.



Figure 2: Overview of Prioritization Process

Determines project

tier (1A, 1B, 2A, 2B)
Tiering 1
Analysis 1A
B A
2
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Based on:

1. Evaluation Results

= Evaluation scores/alignment
with goals & principles

2. Project Readiness

= Implementable within a certain
number of years?

Funding Strategy Includes:

funding priorities

Funding A ‘
Strategy .

The sections below describe how the evaluation results and project readiness are combined to complete

the draft tiering analysis.

1. Evaluation Results

Cost & local match required for grants
Funding potential

Construction feasibility
Political/institutional/agency support
Equity considerations and concerns

The results of the evaluation determine if a project is Tier 1 or Tier 2. Within each mode (Active

Transportation, Arterial, Community, Freeway, Goods Movement, Transit), the top scoring 40% of
projects are included in Tier 1. Two factors were used to determine the top scoring projects, the Total

Benefit Score and the Total Outcome Score:

e Total Benefit Score: The Total Benefit Score is based on the results of the quantitative and
qualitative metric evaluations (see Attachment A). The total benefit score is a sum of the six goal

summary scores and the two principal summary scores.!

e Total Outcome Concerns: Outcome Concerns are defined as the unintended externalities of a
project that are more difficult to mitigate in the design process. Eight of the sixteen Concerns
are designated as Outcome Concerns (shown below). The Total Outcome Score is a sum of the

Concern scores for each of those eight metrics.

Concern Criteria

Con3: Potential for Increased Commute Times

Con4: Potential for Traffic Diversion

Con5: Potential to Increase Localized Emissions / Emissions shifting

1 Summary scores are based on an average of the individual metric scores, adjusted for the number of

metrics within a goal that the project addresses.



Con7: Potential for concentrated congestion impacts
Con9: Potential for VMT Increases

Con10: Potential to increase user costs

Con12: Potential to increase economic displacement
Con14: Potential for reduced transit ridership

e Final Ranking Score: To create the final ranking score used in the tiering analysis, the Total
Benefit Score for projects is reduced by a factor depending on the project’s Total Outcome

Concern score, as follows:

Total Outcome Score*  # Projects/

Benefit Score
Reduction

Programs
0 144
1-2 42
3-4 20
5-10 6

0%

5%

10%

15%

*See Attachment A for a description of how the Concerns are evaluated. Each concern has the potential for a score of 3 (high
potential adverse impact). Therefore, the highest possible Outcome Concern Total would be a total score of 24.

The Final Ranking Score was used for the identification of the top 40% of projects in each mode
that are classified as Tier 1 projects or programs. The other 60% of projects in each mode are

classified as Tier 2 projects.

2. Project Readiness

For the purpose of tiering, project readiness is defined by how soon a project could break ground.
Project sponsors provided the project readiness and phasing information to Metro. If no information
was available, the project team used their professional judgment to determine the likely timeframe for a

given project or program.

e Projects. For defined projects, the following thresholds were used to determine if a project
timeline is short, medium, or long-term. The number of years in each of these categories vary by

project mode as described below.

Time Frame

(years to begin construction)

Short
Active Transportation/ TDM 0to 2
Transit Oto3
Goods Movement Oto3
Arterial Roadway Oto3

Med
3to6
4t08
4t0 8
4t08

Long
7+
9+
9+
9+



Freeway Oto5 6tol10 10+
Community Programs NA NA NA

e Programs. Each program was classified as short, medium, or long-term based on the following
characteristics:

Timeframe Program Type

Short-term Expansion of on-going program, a pilot program, or study
Medium-term Collections of defined or semi-defined projects
Long-term Collections of undefined strategies or project ideas

)

For the tiering analysis, Tier “A” projects or programs are those that are designated as “short-term.”
Medium and long-term projects and programs are classified as Tier B.
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Tiered CMIP Candidate Project List

The tables below include the Tiered project list organized by mode. There are four separate tables, including:
e Tier 1 Projects and Programs (Sorted by mode and draft ranking score) — Pages 2-18
e Tier 2 Projects and Programs (Sorted by mode and draft ranking score) — Pages 19-34
e Community Programs (All programs ranked by score) — Pages 35-39

e Removed projects and programs — Page 40



Tier 1 Projects and Programs

Draft

Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking _I:;:ft
Score

Work with the local jurisdictions (Cities, unincorporated areas of Los Angeles

County) to improve safety and enhance the walking/biking environment

throughout the LB-ELA Corridor. Active transportation measures and features

would include items such as:

- Shade structures, trees, benches, and trash cans;

- Wider sidewalks, bulb outs, upgrades to crosswalks, and ADA accessibility

improvements (including repositioning utility boxes on sidewalks);

- Stop signs, traffic signals, pedestrian/bicycle signal phases, colored pavement

markings, signage and striping;
Active LB- Pedestrian / Bicycle - Alternative traffic signal phasing options, such as “scramble” pedestrian Tier
Transportation ELA_0201 Enhancements and crossings; 18.3 1B

/ TDM

Safety Features

- Flashing crosswalks, and other traffic controls such as pedestrian flashing
beacons;

- Lighting along pedestrian/bicycle paths, including under-crossings;

- Landscaping, hardscaping, and other aesthetic features;

- Protection buffers and barriers, improved fencing

Provide technical and grant writing assistance to local jurisdictions, if requested,
to define and develop potential projects. Provide financial support in order to
help leverage local funds for project construction and implementation. Funds
would be made available based on criteria such as: project need, project
readiness, and project benefits relative to costs, among other factors.




Tier 1 Projects and Programs

Draft

Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking _I:;:ft
Score
A compendium of proposed projects and improvements as outlined in the 1-710
Livability Initiative conceptual plan. Proposed projects include improvements
such as:
- Lighting for people walking/biking.
. - New/improved bike lanes and bike amenities.
Active . . .
Transportation LB- I-710 Livability Initiative - Newimproved sidewalks and cross walks. 17.9 Tier
/TDM ELA_0214 - Landscaping and shade. Public art. 1B
- Improved bus stops. Improved curbs. Street furniture.
- Traffic calming to slow speeds.
- New connections and crossings. Improve under/overpasses.
Proposals address improvements along a network of 21 east-west and 6 north-
south roadway segments located within one-mile of I-710.
. Regionally significant . N . . .
Active . . Implement regionally significant active transportation projects adopted as part of .
Transportation LB- bike prOJeFts from the the Metro Active Transportation Plan (over 40 projects throughout the study 16.5 Tier
/ TDM ELA_0017 | Metro ACtIV.e area). See Attachment A for more detail. 18
Transportation Plan
Implement regionally significant bicycle projects in areas with insufficient existing
Active and planned bicycle infrastructure within the LB-ELA Corridor (several projects
Transportation LB- LB-ELA Corridor .Bicycle within Fhe study 'area).. .See Attachment A for more dgtail. .Would. include 16.3 Tier
/TDM ELA_0163 | Gap Closure Projects potential routes identified by the community, but which will require further 1B
planning and design in cooperation with the local jurisdictions (Cities, County of
Los Angeles).
Implement projects identified in the Blue Line First/Last Mile Plan within the LB-
ELA Corridor, with an emphasis on Del Amo Station. Projects to include ramp
Active reconfigurations, sidewalk and bike lane improvements, and crossing
Transportation LB- Blue Line First Last Mile | improvements, among others. The First/Last Mile (FLM) Plan for the Blue Line 16.0 Tier
ELA_0008 | Plan Improvements was adopted in April 2018 and represents a first-of-its-kind effort to plan 1A

/TDM

comprehensive access improvements for an entire transit line. The Plan covered
all 22 stations on the Metro A (Blue) Line and piloted an inclusive, equity focused
community engagement process. The Plan included planning-level, community-




Tier 1 Projects and Programs

Project Type

Project ID

Project Name

Project Description

Draft
Ranking
Score

Draft
Tier

identified pedestrian and bicycle improvements within walking (1/2-mile) and
biking (3-mile) distance of each A Line station.

Active
Transportation
/TDM

LB-
ELA_0162

City of Long Beach 8-to-
80 Bikeways

Implement planned 8-to-80 bikeway projects adopted as part of the City of Long
Beach Bicycle Master Plan within the LB-ELA Corridor, including gap closure
projects, backbone facilities, and pipeline bikeways (over 40 projects within the
study area). See Attachment A for more detail.

15.8

Tier
1B

Active
Transportation
/ TDM

LB-
ELA_0204

Pedestrian Gap Closure
Projects

Close gaps within the pedestrian circulation network in communities within the
LB-ELA Corridor through the implementation of new pedestrian facilities. A
funding program would be made available to award financial resources to local
jurisdictions (Cities, unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County) on a competitive
basis to design and construct new pedestrian facilities in areas where this
infrastructure is currently missing. Projects would include:

- New sidewalks and pedestrian paths

- Extensions of existing pedestrian paths/trails

- Pedestrian/bicycle overpasses

- New Crosswalks/Signals for Pedestrians

- Provision of connections and access to existing trails (for example, greater
access to Los Angeles/Rio Hondo River Trail)

- Provision of pedestrian access/connections to existing and planned Metro
transit stations/stops

- Implementation of Safe School Pedestrian/Biking Zones

154

Tier
1B

Active
Transportation
/ TDM

LB-
ELA_0165

Compton Creek Bike
Underpasses

Along Compton Creek Bike Path, between 120th Street and Greenleaf Blvd.,
construct bike path under-crossings at 120th Street, El Segundo Ave., Rosecrans
Ave., Compton Ave., and Alondra Ave. Add lighting, landscaping, benches, and
shade to the existing path.

15.1

Tier
1B




Tier 1 Projects and Programs

Draft

Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking _I:;:ft
Score
. Install improvements on Tweedy Boulevard to improve non-motorized user safety
Active Tweedy Boulevard . . . .
Transportation LB- Active Transportation and promote walking, biking, and use of local transit. Tweedy Boulevard, between 14.4 Tier
/TDM ELA_0212 Improvements Alameda Street and Dearborn Avenue and between Dorothy Avenue and the Los 1A
Angeles River Bicycle Trail, within the City of South Gate.
Active . LB- West Santa Ana Branch Implgment Phases 1-4 of Bike & Pef:lest.rian Trai! (Class 1) anr?g RR ROW between Tier
Transportation ELA 0111 | Bike & Pedestrian Trail LA River and Sommerset. Includes lighting, fencing, landscaping, flashing beacons, | 14.3 1B
/ TDM - decomposed granite, ADA curb ramps and street furniture.
West Santa Ana Branch Install 0.3 miles of sidewalk, 1.5 miles of bicycle lanes (Class I1), 2 miles of bike
Active LB- [WSAB} Light Rail route sharrows (Class Ill), street lighting, center median islands, curb ramps, and a Tier
Transportation ELA 0213 Station First-Last Mile rest area near the LA River Bike Path. Located in the eastern quadrant of the City 14.0 1A
/ TDM - Bikeway Safety and of South Gate, along the existing Union Pacific Railroad /future West Santa Ana
Access Project Branch Transit Corridor.
This initiative would build upon Metro’s existing Bike Share Program framework,
focusing on the LB-ELA Corridor. This involves collaboration with local
jurisdictions (Cities, County of Los Angeles), non-profit organizations, and/or
Active . LB- Bike Share Programs creating public-private parjcn.erships for purpqse of expanding acces.s tF) bike share Tier
Transportation ELA_0200 | and Bicycle Amenities programs and for the provision of key amenities for bicycle users within the LB- 13.9 1A
/ TDM - ELA Corridor Study Area. Financial support would be provided to help leverage
local funding for small scale capital projects such as: bicycle parking and storage
lockers; lighting for bike paths; bicycle repair/maintenance stations; signage and
wayfinding; electric bicycle charging stations; and safety features.
Project will construct curb ramps, crossing improvements, sidewalks, wayfinding,
speed-calming, and other active transportation improvements for pedestrians on
. . segments of Belgrave Ave., Clarendon Ave., E. 61st St., Randolph St., Seville St.,
Active Huntington Park Safe . . [ . .
Transportation LB- Routes for Seniors & Zoe Ave., State St., Yahualica Place, and walkmg./blkl.n.g .p.aths adjacent to . 13.9 Tier
ELA_0170 Veteran’s Park. Includes 130 curb ramps and high-visibility crosswalks, 3 raised 1B

/TDM

Students

islands, 1 HAWK beacon, 3,266 linear feet of sidewalks, 20 wayfinding signs, 10
flashing beacons, 329 illuminated bollards, 20 speed humps, 10 raised crosswalks,
wastebins, and shade trees.




Tier 1 Projects and Programs

Draft

Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking _I:;:ft
Score
Acti Rail to River Acti
T:alr:/se ortation LB- Tra:nso o:'\tlaetiorf (IZ\;erridor An approximate 4.5-mile active transportation corridor between the LA River to 13.9 Tier
P ELA_0006 P the Slauson A (Blue) Line station that connects to Segment A. ) 1B
/ TDM Segment B
i k of walki icycl includi i
Active City of Long Beach Mid- CreaTte an interconnected network of walking and bicycle rout.es including crgatlon _
Transportation LB- Citv Pedestrian and of bicycle boulevards along 8th and 11th Streets. Includes active transportation 13.7 Tier
/TDIV? ELA_0211 Bicycle Connections network south of Anaheim Street, north of 7th Street, east of Long Beach ’ 1A
¥ Boulevard, and west of Cherry Avenue within the City of Long Beach.
Citywide pedestrian, bike and traffic calming improvements to create a complete
. . streets environment — cross walks, mini traffic circles, HAWK pedestrian signals,
Active City of Bell Gardens . . . . .

. LB- j . curb extensions, Class 3 bike routes, ADA ramps, Leading Pedestrian Interval [LBI] Tier
Transportation Pedestrian and Bicycle . . o . . . 135
/TDM ELA_0206 Improvements signal timing, and striping improvements. Would be applied to various locations 1A

within the City of Bell Gardens, including: Sprecht Ave., Live Oak St., Priority St.,
Purdy Ave., Gephart Ave., Perry Rd., and Hannon St.
Active Pedestrian and Bicycle . . I . Lo .

. LB- Provide pedestrian facility improvements. Provide safe routes for bike riders. Tier
Transportation ELA_0102 Master Plan (Various locations within the City of Maywood per the city’s master plan) 135 1B
/ TDM - improvements 4 4 P ¥ P

Atlantic Ave./Blvd., between Ocean Blvd. and SR-60. Reconstruct Atlantic

Ave./Blvd. to establish a Complete Street Corridor, including: bicycle facilities,
Arterial LB- Atlantic Complete Street | pedestrian facilities and crosswalks, transit stop features and amenities, safety 177 Tier
Roadway ELA_0057 | Corridor and traffic calming features, landscaping, hardscaping, public art (aesthetic ' 1A

treatments), public green spaces, trees, and water quality features such as

bioswales and tree wells.

Long Beach Blvd./Pacific Blvd. Reconstruct Long Beach Blvd./Pacific Blvd.,

between Ocean Blvd. and Slauson Ave. to establish a Complete Street Corridor,
Arterial LB- Long Beach Complete including: bicycle facilities, pedestrian facilities and crosswalks, transit stop 175 Tier
Roadway ELA_0062 | Street Corridor features and amenities, safety and traffic calming features, landscaping, ’ 1B

hardscaping, public art (aesthetic treatments), public green spaces, trees, and
water quality features such as bioswales and tree wells.
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Project Type

Project ID

Project Name

Project Description

Draft
Ranking
Score

Draft
Tier

Arterial
Roadway

LB-
ELA_0064

Gage Avenue Street
Improvements

Gage Ave., from Bell western city limit to eastern city limit. Upgrade Gage Ave. to

provide safety and aesthetic features (drought tolerant landscaping, hardscaping).

Proposed improvements will include new pedestrian sidewalks, street lighting,
street furniture, bus shelters, parkway landscaping, monument entry signs, and
drainage enhancements with the installation of curb drains and drywells in the
project site.

16.9

Tier
1A

Arterial
Roadway

LB-
ELA_0058

Florence Complete
Street Corridor

Florence Ave., between Alameda St. and Lakewood Blvd. Reconstruct Florence
Ave. to establish a Complete Street Corridor, including: bicycle facilities,
pedestrian facilities and crosswalks, transit stop features and amenities, safety
and traffic calming features, landscaping, hardscaping, public art (aesthetic
treatments), public green spaces, trees, and water quality features such as
bioswales and tree wells.

16.8

Tier
1A

Arterial
Roadway

LB-
ELA_0060

Alondra Complete
Street Corridor

Alondra Blvd., between Central Ave. and Lakewood Blvd. Reconstruct Alondra
Blvd. to establish a Complete Street Corridor, including: bicycle facilities,
pedestrian facilities and crosswalks, transit stop features and amenities, safety
and traffic calming features, landscaping, hardscaping, public art (aesthetic
treatments), public green spaces, trees, and water quality features such as
bioswales and tree wells.

16.3

Tier
1A

Arterial
Roadway

LB-
ELA_0059

Imperial Complete
Street Corridor

Imperial Hwy., between Alameda St. and Lakewood Blvd. Reconstruct Imperial
Hwy. to establish a Complete Street Corridor, including: bicycle facilities,
pedestrian facilities and crosswalks, transit stop features and amenities, safety
and traffic calming features, landscaping, hardscaping, public art (aesthetic
treatments), public green spaces, trees, and water quality features such as
bioswales and tree wells.

16.2

Tier
1A

Arterial
Roadway

LB-
ELA_0061

Slauson Complete Street
Corridor

Slauson Ave., between Alameda St. and Lakewood Blvd. Reconstruct Slauson Ave.

to establish a Complete Street Corridor, including: bicycle facilities, pedestrian
facilities and crosswalks, transit stop features and amenities, safety and traffic
calming features, landscaping, hardscaping, public art (aesthetic treatments),
public green spaces, trees, and water quality features such as bioswales and tree
wells.

15.7

Tier
1A




Tier 1 Projects and Programs

Draft

Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking 'Il?i::rft
Score
Artesia Blvd., between Central Ave. and Lakewood Blvd. Reconstruct Artesia Blvd.
to establish a Complete Street Corridor, including: bicycle facilities, pedestrian
Arterial LB- Artesia Complete Street | facilities and crosswalks, transit stop features and amenities, safety and traffic 15.0 Tier
Roadway ELA_0056 | Corridor calming features, landscaping, hardscaping, public art (aesthetic treatments), ' 1B
public green spaces, trees, and water quality features such as bioswales and tree
wells.
Garfield Avenue, between Century Boulevard and Firestone. The project would
transform the corridor to a more attractive and pedestrian and bike friendly
Arterial LB- Garfield Avenue fanviro'nmeht. Improvements.include: (a) implementi'ng new bicycle facilitie.s Tier
. including bike racks, Class Il Bike Lanes and Class Il Bike Routes, (b) pedestrian 14.9
Roadway ELA_0129 | Improvement Project . ) . . . . 1B
improvements including flashing beacons, curb extensions and sidewalks, (c)
raised, landscape center road medians, (d) enhancing the bus shelters, and (e)
adding roadway signing and striping.
I-710 Improvements/Shoemaker Bridge Replacement: Replace the Existing
Shoemaker Bridge with a New Bridge. The New Bridge Will Be Reduced to Have
Arterial LB- Shoemaker Two Mixed-Flow Lanes in the NB and in the SB Directions to Tie the Flow into I- 13.3 Tier
Roadway ELA_0010 | Bridge/Shoreline Drive 710. The New Bridge Will Also Include Pedestrian and Bicycle Access. Additionally, ) 1A

Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Street Enhancements Will Be Provided on Adjacent
Thoroughfares.
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Project Type

Project ID

Project Name

Project Description

Draft
Ranking
Score

Draft
Tier

Arterial
Roadway

LB-
ELA_0202

Traffic Calming

Implement Traffic Calming Features within the LB-ELA Corridor to slow traffic on
local streets or near schools. Collaborate with local jurisdictions (Cities,
unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County) to design, construct, and implement
traffic calming features in areas that experience frequent speed violations and/or
high levels of accident rates. Based on available funding, provide financial support
in order to help leverage local funds for project construction and implementation.
Traffic calming features could include:

- Speed limit reductions, signage, variable speed signs, and enforcement devices
- Speed bumps

- Truck restrictions (trucks over a certain weight) on non-designated truck routes,
including signage and geofencing alerts

- Roundabouts

- Trees, vegetation, landscaping features to help direct and slow traffic

- Bulb outs

- Stop signs, traffic signals, striping, raised decorative pavement, and other traffic
controls

- Road diets

- Speed enforcement cameras

- Enhanced use of signage, striping, flashing crosswalks, other pedestrian warning
devices in school zones

131

Tier
1B

Arterial
Roadway

LB-
ELA_0044

Route 1, MP 7.0-7.2. In Long Beach, at Los Angeles River Bridge No. 53-0341 and
De Forest Avenue Undercrossing No. 53-1047. Seismic retrofit, upgrade bridge
rails, and upgrade facilities to Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) standards.

12.7

Tier
1A

Arterial
Roadway

LB-
ELA_ 0127

Lakewood Boulevard
Improvement Project

Lakewood Blvd., between Del Amo Blvd. and Ashworth Street. The project would
install a Class | Bike Path and pedestrian sidewalk in the parkway area and will
construct minor roadway capacity enhancements on Lakewood Boulevard. Project
includes 1.5 miles of new bicycle and pedestrian facilities, utility undergrounding,
traffic signal improvements, LED street lighting, ADA enhancements, and green
street improvements such as landscaped median islands, parkway trees, and
stormwater retention.

12.5

Tier
1A




Tier 1 Projects and Programs

Draft

Project Type Project ID | Project Name Project Description Ranking _I:;:ft
Score
Arterial LB- Wright Road Improve Wright Road, including the addition of Bike Lanes, between Imperial Hwy. 121 Tier
Roadway ELA_0119 | Improvement Project and Atlantic Ave. ' 1A
Implement local roadway projects within the local jurisdictions and communities
(cities, unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County) which comprise the LB-ELA
Corridor. The objective of these projects will be to improve mobility, safety, and
the travel experience for all users of the roadways (pedestrians, bicyclists, transit,
and vehicles). This program would help fund projects such as:
Arterial LB- Arterial/General - In’sersection improvements Tier
Roadway Improvements | - Bridge replacements 12.1
Roadway ELA_0205 . . R 1B
Program - Street widenings and enhancements including lighting, safety features,
landscaped medians, and parkways
- Complete Streets projects and features, including active transportation (bicycle,
pedestrian), and transit stop improvements
- Traffic controls (traffic signals, stop signs), signal coordination, and Intelligent
Transportation Systems
. Route 1. In Long Beach, from Temple Avenue to De Forest Avenue. Upgrade traffic .
Arterial LB- . . . . . Tier
Roadwa ELA 0041 signals, crosswalks, curb ramps, sidewalks, driveways, and Accessible Pedestrian 11.8 1A
¥ - Signals (APS) to Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) standards.
Within the E Rancho Domi i LA impl
Arterial LB- Safety-Related Road ithin the asjc ancho omlngL.Jez (unincorporated : County), implement Tier
Roadwa ELA 0120 | Imorovement Proiects safety-related improvement projects along the following roadways: Compton 11.6 1B
Y - P ! Boulevard, Atlantic Avenue, Rosecrans Avenue, and Alondra Boulevard
Project focuses on pedestrian, bike, & transit safety improvements along the
Slauson Avenue . .
. . L Slauson Avenue, between 1-710 and I-5, as well as 10 other unsignalized .
Arterial LB- Corridor & Citywide . . . . . . L Tier
. . . intersections or midblock crossings citywide. The project location includes the 2.6- | 11.5
Roadway ELA_0126 | Pedestrian, Bike, Transit . . . . 1A
mile Slauson Avenue corridor between I-710 and I-5 freeways and 10 unsignalized
Improvements . . . . R
intersections or midblock crossings citywide.
Arterial LB- Tier
. Bri ili . Bri LA Ri 10.
Roadway ELA_0104 Rosecrans Ave. Bridge Replace/rehabilitate Rosecrans Ave. Bridge over the LA River 0.6 1B
Arterial LB- Orange Avenue Improve Orange Avenue, including the addition of Bike Lanes, between 25th 10.5 Tier
Roadway ELA_0113 | Improvement Project Street and Spring Street ' 1B

-10 -




Tier 1 Projects and Programs

Draft

Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking _I:;:ft
Score
Arterial LB- . - . . Tier
Roadway ELA_0063 Gage Ave. Bridge Rehabilitate/replace Gage Avenue Bridge over the LA River 10.4 1A
Arterial LB- Telegraph Road Improve Telegraph Road between Marianna Ave. and Atlantic Blvd (safety 103 Tier
Roadway ELA_0073 | Improvements features and pedestrian circulation) ' 1A
Arterial LB- . . . Tier
Roadway ELA_0067 Florence Ave. Bridges Replace Florence Ave. Bridges over LA River & I-710 9.8 1B
Arterial LB- Florence Avenue Bridge . . . . . Tier
Roadway ELA_0079 | Rehabilitation Rehabilitate arterial bridge over the Rio Hondo River Channel 9.8 1A
Arterial LB- California Ave. Improve California Avenue, including the addition of Bike Lanes, between Willow 93 Tier
Roadway ELA_0115 | Improvement Project Street and Spring Street ' 1B
. Improve Burnett Street/Skyline Drive, including the addition of Bike Lanes,
Arterial LB- Et:i:/r;eltrtnStrr;a:et{nS:r\:Llne between East Walnut Avenue and Dawson Avenue. Installation of sidewalks 9.2 Tier
Roadway ELA_0117 Proiect P between Gaviota Avenue and Cherry Avenue, Class 2 bike lanes between Walnut ' 1A
J Avenue and Dawson Avenue, and related roadway amenities/improvements.
Arterial LB- Route 1, In the cities of Long Beach and Los Angeles, install stormwater treatment Tier
Best Management Practices (BMPs), including bioswales and Design Pollution 8.8
Roadway ELA_0040 . e 1A
Prevention Infiltration Areas (DPPIAs).
reovey || ToffcConvolsrit0 | MG Sk it ot et e st ol e | g | e
y ELA_0156 | Freeway Ramps PIng, sighing . ¥ P ’ 1A
the ramp termini of I-710.
LB- Freeway Lids, Caps, and Widen arterial b.ridg:e dec!<s at ke),/ !Iocations over tfle I-71”O Freeway/”LA River . Tier
Freeway ELA 0181 | Widened Bridee Decks Channel to provide “land islands,” “urban parklets,” and “green belt” connections | 12.7 1B
- & over |-710 and the LA River. Include pedestrian / bicycle pathways.
Reconfiguration of 1-710/Alondra Interchange to improve operations, and safety
[-710/Alondra ; . "
Interchange for traffic entering and exiting the freeway. Improve, relocate SB I-710 to SR-91
LB- & Connectors to reduce weaving movements. Improve traffic controls to address Tier
Freeway Improvements & o . . : 11.8
ELA_0031 safety concerns of bicyclists, pedestrians at ramp termini. Upgrade bridge 1B

Modification of SB I-710
to SR-91 Connectors

structures to allow space for bicycle/pedestrian connections across I-710 and LA
River Channel.

-11 -
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Draft

Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description :anking _I:;:ft
core
Reconfiguration of 1-710/Florence Interchange to improve operations, safety, and
LB- I-710/Florence sight distance for traffic entering and exiting the freeway. Improve traffic controls Tier
Freeway ELA 0034 Interchange to address safety concerns of bicyclists, pedestrians at ramp termini. Upgrade 10.9 1B
- Improvements bridge structures to allow space for bicycle/pedestrian connections across 1-710
and LA River Channel.
LB- 1-710/1-105 Connector Modif}/ an(.:l reloca.te 1-710 / I—1QS Connectors along I.—71.0 between I-105 and Tier
Freeway ELA_0037 | Project Improvements Imperla! Highway in both directions to resolvg wea'vmg issues and related 10.8 1B
- congestion on I-710 between |-105 and Imperial Highway.
LB- I-710/PCH Interchange Reconstruct 1-710/Pacific Coast Highway (PCH) Interchange to provide operational Tier
Freeway . 10.6
ELA_0092 | Improvement and safety improvements. 1B
-710/Firestone Upgrade of I-710/Firestone Blvd. Interchange to improve operations and safety for
Freeway LB- Interchange traffic entering and exiting the freeway. Improve traffic controls to address safety 10.5 Tier
ELA_0033 Improvements concerns of bicyclists, pedestrians at ramp termini. Upgrade bridge structures to 1B
allow space for bicycle/pedestrian connections across I-710 and LA River Channel.
Implement congestion pricing strategy for the 1-710 freeway. No new lanes would
be added to the existing footprint of I-710. Rather single occupant vehicles and
LB- trucks entering and exiting the freeway would be tolled by deploying an Tier
Freeway ELA 0153 Congestion Pricing automated readers and electronic toll collection system that allows users to 10.1 1A
- conveniently pay tolls using a toll tag that is mounted on the interior of their
vehicle. Carpools, zero emission trucks, and zero emission autos would travel for
free.
Upgrade of I-710/Long Beach Blvd. Interchange to improve operations, safety, and
LB- I-710/Long Beach Blvd. sight distance for traffic entering and exiting the freeway. Improve traffic controls Tier
Freeway ELA 0030 Interchange to address safety concerns of bicyclists, pedestrians at ramp termini. Upgrade 10.1 1B
- Improvements bridge structures to allow space for bicycle/pedestrian connections across 1-710
and LA River Channel.
Reconfiguration of 1-710/Willow Interchange to improve operations, safety, and
LB- I-710/Willow sight distance for traffic entering and exiting the freeway. Improve traffic controls Tier
Freeway ELA 0028 Interchange to address safety concerns of bicyclists, pedestrians at ramp termini. Upgrade 10.0 1B
- Improvements bridge structures to allow space for bicycle/pedestrian connections across 1-710

and LA River Channel.

-12 -
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Draft

Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking _I:;:ft
Score
I-405. In and near the cities of Long Beach, Signal Hill, Los Angeles, and Carson,
rehabilitate pavement, upgrade signs, rehabilitate bridge, upgrade lighting, .
LB- . . . Tier
Freeway ELA 0046 improve safety, rehabilitate Transportation Management System (TMS) elements 9.9 1A
- and replace copper cabling with fiber, rehabilitate culverts, and upgrade facilities
to Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) standards.
Reconfiguration of 1-710/Del Amo Interchange to improve operations, safety, and
LB- I-710/Del Amo sight distance for traffic entering and exiting the freeway. Improve traffic controls Tier
Freeway ELA 0029 Interchange to address safety concerns of bicyclists, pedestrians at ramp termini. Upgrade 9.9 1B
- Improvements bridge structures to allow space for bicycle/pedestrian connections across 1-710
and LA River Channel.
Reconfiguration of 1-710/Imperial Interchange to improve operations, safety, and
LB- [-710/Imperial sight distance for traffic entering and exiting the freeway. Improve traffic controls Tier
Freeway ELA 0032 Interchange to address safety concerns of bicyclists, pedestrians at ramp termini. Upgrade 9.9 1B
- Improvements bridge structures to allow space for bicycle/pedestrian connections across 1-710
and LA River Channel.
Freeway LB- Express Lanes Strategic | Advance planning studies to implement express lanes on key freeways in the 9.9 Tier
ELA_0182 | Initiative study area, including I-405, I-105, and SR-91. 1A
In January 2021, the Metro Board approved the 2021 Goods Movement Strategic
Plan, which included a Countywide Clean Truck Initiative, with the 710 South
Clean Truck Program identified as a goods movement strategic priority. At its
October 2021 meeting, the Metro Board acted to recommit $50 million from
Goods LB- Long Beach-East Los Measure R 1-710 South Corridor funds as seed funding for the 710 South Clean Tier
Angeles Corridor Clean Truck Program, which has been subsequently renamed the LB-ELA Zero Emissions | 11.5
Movement ELA_0004 . . . . . 1B
- Truck Program Truck Program. The objective of this program is to turn over diesel trucks in favor
of zero emissions trucks in the LB-ELA Corridor. The program would contribute
subsidy funding to deploy a number of zero emissions trucks on I-710 as well as
seed funding to develop electric charging/refueling stations for zero emissions
trucks.
Goods L8- Clean Truck Install charging infrastructure for zero emissions trucks 10.2 Tier
Movement ELA_0023 | Infrastructure ’ ’ 1B

-13 -
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Draft

Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking 'Il?i::rft
Score
. . Work with the Union Pacific (UP) and BNSF railroads to develop and test battery
Freight Rail . . . e . . .
Goods LB- e . electric locomotives for operation on the Pacific Harbor Line and in the Alameda Tier
Electrification Pilot . . . . . 9.7
Movement ELA_0217 Proiect Corridor with an ultimate goal of advancing a zero-emissions technology capable 1A
) of entering commercial, revenue service operation.
Improve Pico Avenue, between Pier D Street and Pier E Street. This roadway
improvement project would: widen a short segment of roadway; improve truck
Goods LB- Pico Avenue Street congestion and truck safety; reconstruct the pavement, improve the existing 95 Tier
Movement ELA_0123 | Improvement surface drainage and upgrade the storm drain inlets; upsize the sewer line; ’ 1B
provide continuous sidewalks with ADA accessible features; upgrade street
lighting; and extend landscaping and hardscape features.
Goods LB- Pier 400 On Dock Rail On-dock railyard expansion to accommodate electric operated rail-mounted 8.3 Tier
Movement ELA_0024 | Modernization gantry cranes. ’ 1B
Implementation of new Metro on-demand, flexible transit service for the northern
section of the 1-710 Study Area between Lynwood and Commerce.
. LB- Metro Micro Transit - Rides c:fm be booked online, by app, or by phone. Rides are prescheduled, same Tier
Transit day/multiple days. 15.0
ELA_0140 | Zone(s) . . 1B
- Uses small capacity vans (seats 7-10 riders).
- Pick-up/drop-off where safe (virtual stops). Targeted maximum wait time is 15
minutes.
Provide a 50 percent improvement on all Metro fixed bus routes greater than 10
LB Improved Frequency of minutes in the AM and PM peak periods. And, provide a 50 percent improvement Tier
Transit ELA 0164 Metro Buses in the LB- on all Metro fixed bus routes greater than 15 minutes in the Midday and Evening 14.6 1B

ELA Study Area

periods. [For example, a bus route that has as frequency of a bus every 30
minutes would improve to a bus arriving every 15 minutes.]

-14 -
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Project ID

Project Name

Project Description

Draft
Ranking
Score

Draft
Tier

Transit

LB-
ELA_0203

Bus Stop Improvements

Collaborate with the local jurisdictions (cities, unincorporated areas of Los Angeles
County) to implement bus stop improvements within the LB-ELA Corridor. Bus
stop improvements would include items such as:

- Lighting

- Security Features

- Benches

- Shade and shelters

- Drinking Fountains

- Solar-powered arrival displays

- Trashcans

- Landscaping

- Signage

- Crosswalks

- Improved ADA accessibility, including repositioning of utility boxes on the
sidewalk

Provide financial support in order to help leverage local funds for project
implementation. Funds would be made available based on criteria such as:
project need, project readiness, and project benefits relative to costs, among
other factors.

14.1

Tier
1A

-15 -
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Project ID

Project Name

Project Description

Draft
Ranking
Score

Draft
Tier

Transit

LB-
ELA_0219

Metrolink Regional Rail
Line between Union
Station and Long Beach

Construct a new Metrolink regional rail line between Union Station and
downtown Long Beach. Trains would be powered using electrical multiple unit
(EMU) traction motors, which are anticipated to be required by the California Air
Resources Board after 2030. Specific EMU technology has yet to be determined,
but could be powered by overhead catenary, hydrogen fuel cell, or
catenary/battery electric. Trains would operate along the existing SCRRA
Metrolink line between Los Angeles and Commerce and then transition into Union
Pacific (UP) railroad right of way (potentially along the San Pedro Subdivision
Corridor) for the segment between Commerce and Lakewood. However, sections
of a second track would likely need to be constructed in this middle section in
order to operate up to four trains per hour in each direction in the peak period. In
addition, substantial portions of the southern section of the alignment, between
Lakewood and downtown Long Beach, would require new right-of way to provide
needed trackage to connect to the downtown Long Beach area. New stations
would be constructed and spaced every 1 to 3 miles depending upon the location.
It is anticipated that these Metrolink trains would interline through Link US (at
Union Station) with the Antelope Valley Line to the north.

13.9

Tier
1B

Transit

LB-
ELA_0001

West Santa Ana Branch
Transit Corridor (LRT)

The Project consists of 12 stations and is a 19-mile light rail transit corridor that
will connect southeast LA County to downtown Los Angeles, serving the cities and
communities of Artesia, Cerritos, Bellflower, Paramount, Downey, South Gate,
Cudahy, Bell, Huntington Park, Vernon, unincorporated Florence-Graham
community of LA County and downtown Los Angeles. Complete 4.5-mile section
between Slauson A Line and Union Station.

13.9

Tier
1B

Transit

LB-
ELA_0169

Southeast LA Transit
Improvement Program

Pending stakeholder input and local jurisdiction approval, this project could
include a “cloud-based” Countywide Signal Priority upgrade, 100 bus stop shelters
at existing bus stops with over 50 daily boardings but without an existing shelter,
100-solar powered real-time arrival displays, 100 bus stop solar light upgrades for
stops without shelters that have lighting, terminal/layover expansion
improvements at the Norwalk, Artesia, and Compton Stations, and 100 Zero-
Emissions Bus charging masts.

13.7

Tier
1B

-16 -
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Draft

Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking _I:;:ft
Score
Compton Transit Project improvements would include: beautification, art, monuments, safety,
Transit LB- Management increased bike storage, bike parking, walkways, and bike paths (Phases 1 -5). 131 Tier
ELA_0168 | Operations Center Location: Compton Transit Management Operations Center: 275 N. Willowbrook ) 1B
Enhancements Ave., Compton.
Install Quad Safety ) . . .
. LB- . Install Quad Safety Gates at all A Line [Blue Line] Crossings for safety and Tier
Transit Gates at all A Line [Blue | . 12.7
ELA_0175 | . . increased speed/safety zones 1B
Line] Crossings
LB- Metro Bus Priority Lane | Improve bus times, speeds, and reliability along Line 18 (Whittier Blvd.). Proposed Tier
Transit ELA 0178 Corridor along Line 18 improvements would include: transit signal prioritization, bus priority lanes and 125 1B
- (Whittier Blvd.) bus stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover improvements.
Provide enhanced transit security measures and features on Metro trains, buses,
Transit LB- Enhanced Transit and at Metro rail stations including: security devices such as cameras and call 124 Tier
ELA_0136 | Security buttons, improved incident response, and additional security officers and/or ’ 1A
plainclothes staff.
Atlantic Bus Only Lane
) LB- and Transit Signal . ) . - Tier
Transit ELA_0019 | Prioritization (Next Gen BRT project along Atlantic to provide improved speed, reliability, and frequency. 12.3 1B
Improvements)
I i liability al Li L Beach Blvd.).
Metro Bus Priority Lane mprove b.us times, speeds, and .re iability a on.g !ne 60 (. orjg. e.ac vd.) . .
. LB- . . Proposed improvements would include: transit signal prioritization, bus priority Tier
Transit Corridor along Line 60 . 12.3
ELA_0141 lanes and bus stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover 1B
(Long Beach Blvd.) .
improvements.
Increased Security
Transit LB- Features at Metro’s Lighting, security cameras, improved line of sight, incident/emergency response 123 Tier
ELA_0149 | Existing and Planned plans, and other safety features at Metro stations/parking structures. ’ 1A
Light Rail Stations
B Metro Bus Priority Lane | Improve bus times, speeds, and reliability along Line 111 (Florence). Proposed Tier
Transit ELA 0144 Corridor along Line 111 improvements would include: transit signal prioritization, bus priority lanes and 12.2 1B

(Florence)

bus stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover improvements.
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Metro Bus Priority Lane | Improve bus times, speeds, and reliability along Line 260 (Atlantic Blvd.). Proposed
Transit Corridor along Line 260 | improvements would include: transit signal prioritization, bus priority lanes and 12.1

LB- Tier

ELA_0146 1B

(Atlantic Blvd.) bus stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover improvements.
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Tier 2 Projects and Programs

Project Type

Project ID

Project Name

Project Description

Draft
Ranking
Score

Draft
Tier

Active
Transportation
/TDM

LB-ELA_0076

Pedestrian and Bike
Facilities

Provide pedestrian facility improvements. Provide safe routes for bike riders.
(Various locations within the City of Commerce)

12.9

Tier 2B

Active
Transportation
/TDM

LB-ELA_0220

Micromobility Pilot
Project

Develop a pilot project along Long Beach Boulevard/Pacific Boulevard between
Ocean Boulevard [Long Beach] and East. 57th Street [Vernon] in order to
evaluate the design and implementation of Micromobility features along this
planned Complete Streets Corridor. Micromobility is defined as any small, low-
speed, human or electric-powered device, including bicycles, scooters, electric-
assist bicycles (e-bikes), electric scooters (e-scooters), and other small,
lightweight, wheeled conveyances. Micromobility devices help to close first- and
last-mile gaps to transit and can offer individuals greater access to jobs, health
care, and other services. Powered and adaptive micromobility devices may also
increase mobility for older adults or individuals with disabilities, as they are less
strenuous to operate than traditional bicycles or scooters. The Micromobility
Pilot Project would test and evaluate various concepts, including but not limited
to:

- Protected Bicycle Lanes. These lanes physically separate micromobility users
from vehicles and pedestrians. These should be designed to accommodate
electric and non-electric modes. Streets with speed limits above 30 miles per
hour should include a protected lane.

- Speed Limits. For example, micromobility devices should self-regulate their
speeds below 15 miles/hour to use the protected lane or should ride in the road.
- Enforcement / Signage. Motorcycles and other high-speed devices not
permitted in the protected lanes.

- Designated Parking Stations. Provide designated parking areas for all types of
micromobility devices and keep devices out of pedestrian rights of way.

- Examine policies and regulations that would permit private companies to
operate shared micromobility services, including e-scooters and e-bicycles, to the
communities.

12.8

Tier 2A
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Tier 2 Projects and Programs

Draft Draft
Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking Tier
Score
Active Hill Street Pedestrian Construct bridge over the I-710 and Los Angeles River at Hill Street for
Transportation | LB-ELA_0094 . . . & . . 8 12.6 Tier 2B
Bridge Overcrossing pedestrians and bicyclists.
/TDM
Active Randolph Bike & Randolph, from Bell western city limit to eastern city limit. Complete Phase 2 of
T i LB-ELA ! ) 12. Tier 2A
/r_;]gaaortatlon 0066 Pedestrian Project the Randolph Metro Active Transportation (MAT) Corridor. > 1er
Active Proposed walking/bicycling path along the LA River, specifically along I-710
Transportation | LB-ELA_0055 | I-710 LA River Bike Path P g/0icycling p & »SP y along I=/25 122 | Tier28
which connects Maywood to Long Beach.
/TDM
Active LA River Path — Central An eight-mile bicycle and pedestrian path gap closure between Elysian Valley and
Transportation | LB-ELA_0007 & B P path £3ap y y 122 | Tier28
LA Maywood, through downtown Los Angeles.
/TDM
Active Construct Pedestrian Bridge (Connecting Asmus Park to planned West Santa Ana
Transportation | LB-ELA_0070 | Pedestrian Bridge . & & P 12.2 Tier 2B
Branch LRT Station)
/ TDM
Active Humphreys Avenue . .
Transportation | LB-ELA_0139 | Pedestrian/Bicycle Ef)cnif.r;? bridge over |-710 along Humphreys Avenue for pedestrians and 12.0 Tier 2B
/ TDM Overcrossing ¥ '
Active Salt Lake Avenue East side of Salt Lake Avenue within the City of Cudahy. Widen sidewalk, install
Transportation | LB-ELA_0208 | Pedestrian Accessibility pedestrian lighting, signage, curb extensions, and ADA compliant wheelchair 11.6 Tier 2B
/ TDM Project ramps.
| icycl ian inf f ith Class 2 bike |
Active City of Carson Citywide mprove bicycle and pedestrlan in rastructu.re and sa etY Wlt. Class 2 bike lanes,

. . bike racks, crosswalk improvements, Accessible Pedestrian Signal push buttons, .
Transportation | LB-ELA_0207 | Community Safety . . . . s . 11.2 Tier 2B
/TDM Imbrovements countdown pedestrian signals, and curb ramps. Various locations within the City

P of Carson and Santa Fe Avenue between 218th Place and Del Amo Boulevard.
Active Southern Ave.
i JE JMi
Transportation | LB-ELA_0159 | Pedestrian Connector New pedestrian path along Southern Ave./East Frontage Rd./Miller Way/West 111 Tier 2A

/TDM

Project

Frontage Road to connect Garfield Ave. with Urban Orchard Park
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Tier 2 Projects and Programs

Draft Draft
Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking Tier
Score
Active . Randolph Stregt' I,Blke and This project would involve the construction of bike and pedestrian facilities on .
Transportation | LB-ELA_0128 | Pedestrian Facilities L . . 11.0 Tier 2B
. Randolph St from District Blvd to the Los Angeles River Trail System.
/TDM Project
Active Spring Avenue Construct bridge over the 1-710 and Los Angeles River at Spring Street for
Transportation | LB-ELA_0138 | Pedestrian/Bicycle . & L & pring 10.8 Tier 2B
. pedestrians and bicyclists.
/ TDM Overcrossing
Active Del Amo Pedestrian Ga Provide sidewalks and lighting at Del Amo undercrossing at the 1-710 freeway.
Transportation | LB-ELA_0158 Closure Proiect P Currently there are no existing sidewalks. Would also help those seeking walk 10.8 Tier 2B
/ TDM J access to Del Amo LRT Station.
Building upon “lessons learned” during the COVID pandemic, encourage
employers to modify their work policies to retain hybrid work schedules, flexible
work hours, and “work from home” options. Coordinate with public agencies and
Active Telecommutin large employers. Share research/promote studies on the effectiveness of
Transportation | LB-ELA_0199 Programs & telecommuting. In addition, identify supportive infrastructure for 10.7 Tier 2B
/ TDM & telecommuting. Expand broadband capacity and internet service provider (ISP)
capabilities within the LB-ELA Corridor by co-locating digital communications
infrastructure (such as fiber optic cable) with major public works projects and
infrastructure.
. Safety education and construction of sidewalks, crosswalks, and curb ramps.
Active South Downey Safe . . o
. . Various locations within South Downey: Brunache St., Laura St., Nada St., .
Transportation | LB-ELA_0209 | Routes to School Project . . . . . . 10.3 Tier 2B
Pomering Rd, Quoit St., Lankin St., Orizaba Ave., Gneiss Ave., Devenir Ave.,
/ TDM (Phase 2) .
Blodgett Ave. and Premiere Ave.
Active . . .
Transportation | LB-ELA_0114 Walnut Pedestrian Provide pedestrian pathway along 25th Street, from west of Walnut Avenue to 9.7 Tier 2B
Pathway Gundry Avenue
/ TDM
Active . Provide pedestrian crosswalk improvements (pedestrian buttons, signage, and
. Pedestrian Crosswalk L . .
Transportation | LB-ELA_0095 electrical infrastructure) at Rosewood/Abbott, Mallison/Abbott, Long 9.1 Tier 2A

/ TDM

Improvements

Beach/Tecumseh, Imperial/Ruth & Atlantic/Brewster intersections. (Phase 1)
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Tier 2 Projects and Programs

Draft Draft
Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking Tier
Score

Expand Metro’s efforts to promote bicycle safety and improve roadway

awareness for bicyclists, pedestrians, bus operators, and motorists within the

Long Beach-East Los Angeles Corridor communities. This program includes:
Active Bicycle Safety and - Education and encouragement campaigns to promote a shift from driving to
Transportation | LB-ELA_0216 | Education Program more walking, bicycling, and the use of public transit. 8.5 Tier 2A
/ TDM (BEST) - Bicycle skills and traffic safety classes.

- Community rides. Safe Routes to Schools rides.

- Collaboration with key stakeholders in the development of campaigns and

printed materials such as safe riding kits for bicycle safety class participants.

Extend Metro’s carpool and vanpool programs by focusing on the LB-ELA Study
Active A'rea.\. Carpooling is an inexpensive and e.ffective t'ravel option that involvgs
Transportation | LB-ELA_0198 Carpool/Vanpool flndl.ng nearpy commuters.to share the ride. Provide access. t.o ride-matching 8.2 Tier 2A
/TDM Programs services to flr.wd ngarby r.eS|dents I.ook.lng to ca.rp.ool. !n addition, promgte .

vanpool services, including coordination, administration support, and financial

subsidies for commuters especially in areas less served by transit operators.
'Ip"rc:r:/seportation LB-ELA_0090 Elzcst:i:iuézgsjridat Inst'aII rectan.gular r.ap.id ﬂashi.ng beacons (RRFBs) at Pedestrian Crossings at 77 Tier 2A

. . various locations within the City of Long Beach.
/ TDM Pedestrian Crossings
Active Enhanced Pedestrian
Transportation | LB-ELA_0082 | Crosswalk (Rives Ave. & Enhance pedestrian cross walk at Rives Ave. & Adwen St. 7.7 Tier 2A
/ TDM Adwen St.)
Active Greenway Traffic Circle At the intersection of Rives Avenue / Phlox Street in the City of Downey,
Transportation | LB-ELA_0210 . construct traffic circle, bulb outs with directional curb ramps, enhanced 7.7 Tier 2A
Improvement Project . . .

/ TDM crosswalks, signage, landscaping, shade, and bioswales.
:;t:dr\lzgy LB-ELA_0065 | Slauson Ave. Bridge Rehabilitate/replace Slauson Avenue Bridge over the LA River 8.8 Tier 2A
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Tier 2 Projects and Programs

Draft Draft
Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking Tier
Score
ICM is an Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) strategy to manage non-
recurring congestion along a corridor by utilizing advanced technologies and
. systems. ICM components include active monitoring of all transportation modes
. Integrated Corridor s - . . .
Arterial and facilities within the corridor, on and off the freeway, including ramp .
LB-ELA_0003 | Management (ICM) . - S . 8.6 Tier 2A
Roadway Proiect metering, traffic signal coordination, incident traffic management, advanced
) traveler information system, and other advanced technologies and techniques.
Would be applied on I-710 and a network of key connecting arterials, within the
LB-ELA Corridor between SR-91 and SR-60.
. Alondra Blvd. . S .
Arterial . Provide dual left turn lanes on all approaches for the following intersections .
LB-ELA_0109 | Intersection ) 8.3 Tier 2A
Roadway along Alondra Blvd: 1) Garfield, 2) Paramount, and 3) Downey.
Improvements
. Targeted safety improvements to 38 intersections, citywide, in the City of Bell
. Systematic Safety . . . ; . .
Arterial . Gardens. Includes installing signs; changing pavement markings; adding .
LB-ELA_0068 | Analysis Report Program L . . . L . 8.2 Tier 2B
Roadway protected turn phasing; installing channelization; parking restrictions; and signal
(SSARP) Improvements L .
timing adjustments.
Arterial . . . .
Rcr>:dr\lljay LB-ELA_0107 | Alondra Blvd. Bridges Replace Alondra Blvd. Bridges over the LA River and I-710 7.8 Tier 2B
. Garfield Ave. . L .
Arterial arte . ve Provide dual left turn lanes on all approaches for the following intersections .
LB-ELA_0108 | Intersection . 7.5 Tier 2A
Roadway - along Garfield Avenue: 1) Rosecrans, 2) Somerset, and 3) Alondra.
Improvements
. Gage Avenue . .
Arterial LB-ELA_0086 Opgerational and Safety Betwe?n Alameda Stre'et and Atlantic Blvd., upgrade Gage Avenue to provide 75 Tier 2A
Roadway operational and safety improvements.
Improvements
Arterial LB-ELA 0110 Rosecrans Intersection Provide dual left turn lanes or.1 all approaches for the following intersections 79 Tier 2A
Roadway - Improvements along Rosecrans Ave: 1) Garfield, 2) Paramount, and 3) Downey.
Route 1. In Los Angeles County, on various routes at various locations. Upgrade
Arterial LB-ELA 0051 existing fiber communication system ar.1d reh.ablllt.ate Transportation 70 Tier 2A
Roadway - Management System (TMS) elements, including video cameras, ramp meters,

and Changeable Message Signs (CMS).
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Tier 2 Projects and Programs

Draft Draft
Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking Tier
Score
Soorts Park Traffic signal controller and cabinets upgrades and the installation of fiber optic
Arterial Tfans ortation communication infrastructure to provide redundant high bandwidth network in
LB-ELA_0020 P . Long Beach within the LB-ELA Corridor. The purpose of these equipment 6.5 Tier 2B
Roadway Performance Modeling . . . s
Network upgrades is to improve traffic signal coordination and strengthen data
connections among traffic management systems.
Arterial LB-ELA_0078 Randolph Street Gap Provide arterial roadway bridge .over LA River and I-710 to connect Randolph 6.5 Tier 2B
Roadway Closure Street west and east of the LA River/I-710
. . Would widen Atlantic Avenue bridge structure over I-5 at intersection of
. Atlantic Blvd. widening . . .
Arterial . Telegraph Road, Eastern Avenue, and Atlantic Boulevard in the City of .
LB-ELA_0221 | Over I-5 at Mixmaster . . . . 6.3 Tier 2B
Roadway . Commerce. Would help relieve traffic congestion and provide a safer roadway
Intersection .
for all modes of transportation.
Arterial LB-ELA_0105 Garfield Avenue ' Improve Garfield Avenue from South City Limit to North City Limit [City of 6.3 Tier 2A
Roadway Improvement Project Paramount]
Garfield Avenue Improvements, from 70th Street to Howery Street. Widen
Street 1 to 4 Feet for 2 Miles to Accommodate a Third Lane in Each Direction
Arterial during Peak Hours. Add Medians, Narrow Existing Medians, Add Second Left
Roadwa LB-ELA_0012 | Garfield Widening Turn Lane in All Directions at Two Intersections, (Rosecrans Ave. And Alondra 6.1 Tier 2A
y Blvd.), Resurface Street, Concrete Intersections, and add Traffic Signal
Improvements, Street Lights, Underground Utilities, Green Street Improvements,
and Stormwater and Watershed BMPs.
Design and Implementation of Connected Vehicle Infrastructure to improve
. vulnerable road user safety within the LB-ELA Corridor. This would allow units in
LB-ELA Corridor . . . . e Lo
vehicles to communicate with units built into transportation infrastructure.
. Vulnerable Road User . L . . .
Arterial . Additional technology applications would allow vehicles to communicate with .
LB-ELA_0166 | Connected Vehicle . . . . 5.9 Tier 2B
Roadway Infrastructure other vehicles, data networks, or pedestrians. The main purpose of this
technology is to share information related to items such as safety warnings,
Deployment L . - .
roadway hazards, routing information, truck route restrictions, and pedestrian
safety zones.
Arterial Intersection Provide intersection improvements at various locations within the City of
LB-ELA_0085 | Improvements . P ¥ 59 Tier 2A
Roadway Huntington Park

(Huntington Park)
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Tier 2 Projects and Programs

Draft Draft
Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking Tier
Score
. ) . Targeted upgrades to 38 intersections, citywide, in the City of Bell Gardens.
Arterial LB-ELA_0069 Traffic / Ped Signal Would replace outdated infrastructure such as signal poles, cabinets, pedestrian 5.4 Tier 2B
Roadway Upgrades . .
poles, and vehicle detection systems.
Arterial
R(r)t:dr:;ay LB-ELA_0074 | Traffic Signal Upgrades Upgrade various signals within the City of Commerce 5.4 Tier 2A
Arterial LB-ELA 0088 P'rotected Left Turns at Implgment protected left-turns along major arterials at various locations with 5.4 Tier 2A
Roadway - Signals the City of Long Beach.
Arterial LB-ELA_0101 Y|deo Cémera Video Camera installation at all Signalized intersections within the City of 54 Tier 2A
Roadway installation Maywood
Mixmaster Traffic signal | Traffic signal upgrade at Telegraph / Eastern / Atlantic. Also consider
e e | e et s i i pnenert s e gt (s | vecan
R
Atlantic) this intersection.
Arterial I-710 Arterial Signal Deploy arterial signal performance measures at all signalized intersection within
Roadwa LB-ELA_0167 | Performance the LB-ELA Corridor to allow for the optimization of traffic signal operation to 5.2 Tier 2A
¥ Measurement improve arterial corridor mobility.
I-710 Arterial Traffic . . . _— .
. . Design and implement upgraded arterial traffic signal control interconnect and
Arterial Signal Control . . . . .
LB-ELA_0215 L central traffic management communications to elevate subregional traffic 5.2 Tier 2A
Roadway Communication .
system management and operations.
Upgrades
Arterial LB-ELA_0083 | Traffic Signal Upgrades Along Florence Ave., between Downey Ave. & Brookshire Ave., upgrade traffic 59 Tier 2A
Roadway signals
Arterial Traffic Signal
rteria LB-ELA_0100 ra' ic Signal Upgrade Upgrade traffic signal equipment at various locations within the City of Maywood | 5.2 Tier 2A
Roadway Projects
Tweedy Boulevard Signal Synchronization Project: (1) Interconnects 18 Traffic
Signals Using Fiber Optic Cable And Wireless Communications (2) Synchronizes
Arterial . Signal Timing To Improve Traffic Flow, And Reduces Delays Along The 2.7-Mile .
LB-ELA_0013 T dy Blvd S IS 5.2 Tier 2A
Roadway - weedy Blvd sighal sync Arterial and (3) Install A Closed Circuit Television Camera (CCTV) At The ter

Intersection Of Long Beach BI., to Support the Advance Transportation
Management Systems (ATMS).
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Tier 2 Projects and Programs

Draft

Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking 1I?ir:rft
Score
Arterial LB-ELA_0072 Trafflc. Slgr'1al . Various arterials within the City of Commerce 5.2 Tier 2A
Roadway Coordination Projects
Provide traffic signal upgrades at the following locations: 1) Long Beach
Arterial LB-ELA 0097 Traffic Signal Blvd/Carlin, 2) Long B(-?ach Blvd/El Segundo, 3) Long Beach Blvd and §anborn, 4) 52 Tier 2A
Roadway - Improvements Long Beach Blvd./Euclid, 5) Long Beach Blvd/Imperial Hwy, 6) Atlantic
Ave/Cortland, 7) Atlantic Ave./Abbott Rd, 8) Alameda/Deputy Blaire. (Phase 2)
Arterial LB-ELA 0084 Video Detection At 25 |!'1tersect|ons in various locations within the City of Downey, provide video 52 Tier 2A
Roadway - Upgrades detection upgrades.
Arterial Firestone Blvd. Traffic Along Firestone Boulevard between Downey West City Limit and Lakewood
LB-ELA_0081 | Signal Upgrades & Safety & . ra v y 5.0 Tier 2A
Roadway Boulevard, provide traffic signal updates and safety enhancements.
Enhancements
Florence Ave. &
Arterial LB-ELA_0080 Paramou.nt Blvd. Improve the |ntersect|or.1 at Florence Ave. & Paramount Blvd. by adding turn 50 Tier 2B
Roadway Intersection lanes to reduce congestion and enhance safety.
Improvement
Arterial LB-ELA_0099 Traffic Slg.nal. . Various arterials within the City of Maywood 4.9 Tier 2A
Roadway Synchronization Projects
Arterial LB-ELA_0075 Yideo Ca.|mera Video Camera installation on all Signalized intersections within the City of 49 Tier 2A
Roadway installation Commerce
Install new traffic signals and signage at the following locations: 1) Martin Luther
King Jr. Blvd./Abbott Rd., 2) Arlington and Atlantic Ave., 3) El Segundo and State
Arterial Traffic Signal St., 4) Carlin and Bullis Rd., 5) Alameda St. and Industry Way, 6) Alameda St. and .
Roadway LB-ELA_0096 Improvements Lynwood Rd., 7) Martin Luther King Bvd/ Norton Ave., 8) Martin Luther King 4.7 Tier 2A
Blvd/Bullis Rd., 9) Martin Luther King Blvd/Ernestine St., 10) Martin Luther King
Blvd and California, 11) State Street and Fernwood. (Phase 1)
Arterial LB-ELA_0098 | City Re-Striping Projects Repla?ce stri.pir?g on méjor arterials (lane striping, school zone striping) at various 47 Tier 2A
Roadway locations within the City of Lynwood.
- £ - ) - N ion (EMVE . -
Arterial LB-ELA_0089 mergency Vehicle Pre Insta!l emer'ge'ncy veh'lcle pre-emption (EMVE) for traffic signals at various 46 Tier 2A
Roadway Emption locations within the City of Long Beach.
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Tier 2 Projects and Programs

Draft Draft
Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking Tier
Score
Arterial LB-ELA 0087 Traffic Signal Equipment | Upgrade traffic signal equipment at various locations within the City of Long 45 Tier 2A
Roadway - Improvements Beach
Arterial Traffic Signal tional
reria LB-ELA_0116 raffic Signal Operationa Upgrade the traffic signal at Willow Street & Temple Avenue 4.0 Tier 2A
Roadway Upgrade
Arterial LB-ELA_0112 Slgr?al Coordination/ITS Irppleme.nt 5|gn.al coordination and ITS projects at various locations within the 38 Tier 2A
Roadway Projects City of Signal Hill.
Modify SB 1-710 Collector Distributor Road/Eliminate SB 1-710 to EB Wardlow
I-710 / 1-405 Connector Boulevard exit at Wardlow Road. Modify NB I-710 to SB I-405 .
Freeway LB-ELA_0036 Project Improvements Connector/Eliminate WB Wardlow Boulevard on ramp to NB 1-710/1-405 9.6 Tier 28
Connectors.
L Establish a zero-emission truck-only travel zone on I-710. Only zero emissions
[-710 Zero-Emission . . Lo
Freewa LB-ELA 0154 | Truck Travel Zone trucks would be able to travel on I-710, while diesel and near-zero emissions 9.3 Tier 2B
y - Restriction heavy duty trucks would be excluded. No new lanes would be added to the )
existing footprint of 1-710. No restrictions would be placed on autos.
Ongoing Caltrans Program that ensures that maintenance projects and activities
Freeway Landscaping / such as trash removal, landscaping, provision of drought-resistant vegetation,
Freeway LB-ELA_0188 ) v ping and graffiti removal take place on a regular basis within state, public rights of 9.1 Tier 2A
Maintenance - . . -
way in the LB-ELA Corridor. Ensure that the agency dedicates sufficient
resources for this effort.
Explore options and assess the feasibility of converting the right-hand lane on I-
Freeway LB-ELA_0183 Zero Emissions Truck 710 to create ? Zer.o Em|55|on's Trucl'< Lane. Or.1Iy zero emissions trucks would be 91 Tier 2B
Lane able to travel in this lane, while fossil fuel vehicles would be excluded. No new
lanes would be added to the existing footprint of I-710.
I-710/Anaheim Reconstruct I-710/Anaheim Interchange to provide operational and safet
Freeway LB-ELA_0091 Interchange . & P P ¥ 8.9 Tier 2B
improvements.
Improvement
71
Freeway LB-ELA_0093 :n?ce(r)c/l\:\;irgdelow f{econstruct I-710/Wardlow Interchange to provide operational and safety 3.8 Tier 2B
improvements.
Improvement
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Project Type

Project ID

Project Name

Project Description

Draft
Ranking
Score

Draft
Tier

Freeway

LB-ELA_0039

I-710, MP R6.0-14.1. In Long Beach and Compton, from Shoreline Drive to north
of Alondra Boulevard. Enhance highway worker safety by constructing
Maintenance Vehicle Pullouts (MVPs), upgrading guardrail and end treatments,
paving beyond the gore, installing erosion control and replacing pull boxes.

8.4

Tier 2A

Freeway

LB-ELA_0157

I-710 Particulate Matter
(PM) Reduction Pilot
Project

Implement a pilot project on I-710 to deploy and evaluate measures to reduce
exposure of nearby populations to particulate matter, specifically localized
sources of entrained/fugitive dust, tire wear, and brake wear associated with
traffic on the freeway. These measures may include roadside vegetation barriers
within available Caltrans’ right-of-way, air filters for nearby schools or
community facilities, pavement materials, frequent street-sweeping, and
deployment of air quality monitoring systems, among others. In addition,
include options to examine the effectiveness of “cool pavement” applications to
reduce heat island effects. As part of the work plan, the pilot project would
include a study element to assess and document the efficacy of the various
measures.

8.1

Tier 2A

Freeway

LB-ELA_0180

[-710 Truck Bypass Lanes

Construct truck bypass lanes on |I-710 between Willow Street and Del Amo
Boulevard. The purpose of the improvement would be to separate cars from
trucks through the congested 1-710/1-405 interchange for purposes of safety and
mobility.

7.8

Tier 2B

Freeway

LB-ELA_0035

[-710 Auxiliary Lanes
(Willow to Wardlow)

Provide auxiliary lanes in the NB and SB directions of 1-710, between Willow St.
and 1-405 Connectors at Wardlow Road to better manage traffic weaving
conflicts and related congestion.

7.3

Tier 2B

Freeway

LB-ELA_0045

Route 91, MP R11.7. In Long Beach, at LA River (W91 -N710 & S710) Bridge No.
53-2143F. Replace portions of the bridge deck and apply polyester concrete
overlay.

6.8

Tier 2A

Freeway

LB-ELA_0043

I1-710, MP 22.2. In Commerce and Vernon, at Hobart Rail Yard Overhead No. 53-
0840. Rehabilitate, clean, and paint bridge.

6.8

Tier 2A

Freeway

LB-ELA_0038

I-710 Auxiliary Lanes (Del
Amo Boulevard to Long
Beach Boulevard)

Provide auxiliary lanes in the NB and SB directions of I-710, between Del Amo
Boulevard and Long Beach Boulevard to better manage traffic weaving conflicts
and related congestion.

6.6

Tier 2B
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Project Type

Project ID

Project Name

Project Description

Draft
Ranking
Score

Draft
Tier

Freeway

LB-ELA_0137

Freeway Soundwalls

Build higher soundwalls to protect residents from air pollution, noise, and other
impacts (Design Package 2, Design Package 3). Perform noise studies for all
remaining walls along I-710 that are less than 16 feet high to identify additional,
feasible soundwall projects that would realize the greatest benefits for impacted
residents and other sensitive receivers.

6.6

Tier 2A

Freeway

LB-ELA_0155

Drought Tolerant
Landscaping,
Hardscaping and
Aesthetic Features along
I-710

Provide drought tolerant landscaping within existing, available right-of-way along
I-710. Where needed, add context sensitive lighting features and additional
signage to improve safety. Include hardscaping and other aesthetic features to
improve the attractiveness of the freeway for users and for adjacent land
uses/communities.

5.6

Tier 2A

Freeway

LB-ELA_0050

Route 91. In the cities of Carson, Compton, Long Beach, and Bellflower. Upgrade
overhead signs and sign structures, rehabilitate landscaping, and enhance
highway worker safety.

5.0

Tier 2A

Freeway

LB-ELA_0048

I-105, MP R14.3. In Paramount, at Grove Street at the Garfield Avenue Pump
Station. Replace pumps, add lighting, construct Maintenance Vehicle Pullouts
(MVPs), and provide a fiber optic connection to the pump house.

4.5

Tier 2A

Freeway

LB-ELA_0052

Route 47. In Long Beach from Route 710 to north of Route 710 (PM 3.497/3.58).
Upgrade Transportation Management System (TMS) elements, replace fiber
optic cable, and connect upgraded equipment to communication hubs.

4.2

Tier 2A

Freeway

LB-ELA_0054

I-710, MP 24.7. Near the neighborhood of East Los Angeles, at Humphrey
Maintenance Station at 102 South Humphreys Avenue. Construct a new office
building, an equipment storage building, and a Zero Emission Vehicle (ZEV)
charging station and demolish an existing building.

3.7

Tier 2A

Freeway

LB-ELA_0053

1-405, MP 7.2. In Long Beach, at the Pacific Place Maintenance Station at 3725
Pacific Place. Replace a deteriorated building with a new building at the
maintenance station.

3.6

Tier 2A

Freeway

LB-ELA_0049

1-710, MP 18.7-19.6. In South Gate and Bell Gardens, at the South Gate Pump
Plant and the Florence Avenue Pump Plant; also in Downey on Route 105 at the
Ardis Avenue Pump Plant (PM R16.48). Upgrade pump plants.

2.9

Tier 2A
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Tier 2 Projects and Programs

Draft Draft
Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking Tier
Score
West Basin Container
Goods . . On-dock railyard expansion to accommodate electric operated rail-mounted .
LB-ELA_0026 | Terminal Railyard y P P 8.2 Tier 28
Movement o gantry cranes.
Modernization
Application of advanced technologies to manage drayage truck movements to
. and from the Ports. The system integrates real-time roadway traffic data,
Freight Advanced . . . . . s
Goods . vessel/container tracking, real-time container terminal visit times, and GPS- .
LB-ELA_0185 | Traveler Information . ] - . . . . 8.1 Tier 2A
Movement - Svstems based information to optimize the sequencing of container delivery and pick-up.
y The purpose is to improve cargo handling and efficiencies and reduce congestion
near intermodal yards and Port facilities.
Goods LB-ELA_0025 Ter.rr?inal Island .Tra.nsfer On-dock railyard expansion to accommodate electric operated rail-mounted 81 Tier 2B
Movement Facility Modernization gantry cranes.
Improve Harbor Scenic Drive, from Harbor Plaza to Ocean Boulevard. The
project would: increase the roadway pavement structural section to replace the
Harbor Scenic Drive existing aged pavement; provide horizontal and vertical alignments
Goods LB-ELA_0122 Roadway & irnp.rovernents ft?r enhancgd safety.; im.prove striping, tr.affic sign'a'g.e an.d way.- 6.1 Tier 2B
Movement Infrastructure finding signage; improve highway lighting; enhance drainage facilities (including
Improvements the introduction of permanent water quality enhancements such as bio-swales
and catch basin inlet/pipe screens); revamp the parkway and median landscaping
and irrigation; and provide utility improvements and enhancements.
Conduct an assessment to evaluate options for deriving greater utilization of the
Alameda Corridor as a potential means for reducing truck trips within the
Southern California subregion. This assessment would include options such as:
opportunities to increase on-dock freight rail mode share; implementation of
short-haul, freight rail shuttle service to new inland rail facilities; and increased
Goods Goods Movement use/improved operational efficiencies of existing near dock and off dock
LB-ELA_0151 : ! use/imp operational efticiencl IStng | 5.7 Tier 2A
Movement Freight Rail Study intermodal facilities. This evaluation would take into account updated cargo

forecasts, economic factors and projections, current trends associated with the
goods movement logistics chain including transload truck trips, and railroad and
intermodal capacity constraints in the Southern California region. The Goods
Movement Freight Rail Study would assess options from a systemwide
perspective and would include factors such as changes in truck trip travel
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Tier 2 Projects and Programs

Draft Draft
Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking Tier
Score
patterns, land use implications, and the potential for environmental impacts as
well as institutional constraints.
Realign Pier D Street, from Middle Harbor Exit gate to Pico Avenue. Currently
Pier D Street has sight distance issues, inadequate curve radii, and
drainage/flooding issues at the low point. The Pier D Realignment project will
Goods LB-ELA_0121 Pier .D Street provide redundancy jchro.ugh Pi(?r D thereby improvipg safety and traffic flows. 59 Tier 2B
Movement Realignment The scope of the project is to widen & reconstruct Pier D Street between the
Middle Harbor Exit Gate and Pico Avenue and to reconfigure West Broadway.
Additional scope items includes construction of a new pump station, retaining
walls, utility upgrades, striping, signage and traffic signal work.
Goods LB-ELA 0021 Alamfeda Corridor New Cerritos channel rail bridge and supporting connections throughout Port of 59 Tier 2B
Movement - Terminus Enhancements | LA.
Port of Los Angeles
National Multimodal
Goods LB-ELA_0124 Freight Network Addltlor?al rail tracks |r.1 POLA to improve overall rail operations, including 49 Tier 2B
Movement Improvement Program: supporting on-dock railyards
Rail System
Improvement Projects
. Enhance Metro’s Transit Ambassador Program within the LB-ELA Corridor to
. Transit Ambassador . . . . .
Transit LB-ELA_0161 bring non-law enforcement representatives to improve the customer experience, | 12.1 Tier 2A

Program

reinforce public safety, and increase ridership on the transit system.
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Tier 2 Projects and Programs

Draft Draft
Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking Tier
Score
Metro Bus Priority Lane Improve bus times, speeds, and reliability along Line 110 (Gage). Proposed
Transit LB-ELA_0143 | Corridor along Line 110 improvements would include: transit signal prioritization, bus priority lanes and 12.0 Tier 2B
(Gage) bus stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover improvements.
Improve train platforms, shift tracks, install pedestrian barriers and pedestrian
Transit LB-ELA 0172 Commerce Metrolink Frossmg safety feature.s, .e'xtend and widen S|dewa.lks and walk\{vays,.add lighting, 11.8 Tier 2B
- Station Improvements install new ADA accessibility features, replace equipment, provide bike path
striping, add wayfinding signage, and provide new landscaping.
Line A (Blue Line) Transit . o o . .
. - ( . ) Enhanced signal prioritization/synchronization so that the A Line (Blue Line) has .
Transit LB-ELA_0160 | Priority/Signal . L . . . . 11.8 Tier 2B
L higher priority in areas where the LRT trains operate in mixed flow traffic
Synchronization
Transit Traveler Integrated system and web-based application to provide real-time information to
Transit LB-ELA_0147 | Information System users on optimal transit routes and transit options based on time of day as well 11.8 Tier 2B
Application (ITS) as estimated arrival times of buses under real time travel conditions.
Metro Bus Priority Lane Improve bus times, speeds, and reliability along Line 115 (Firestone). Proposed
Transit LB-ELA_0145 | Corridor along Line 115 improvements would include: transit signal prioritization, bus priority lanes and 11.0 Tier 2B
(Firestone) bus stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover improvements.
. . Expand Metro’s program to provide increased transit fare discounts for low-
. Transit Fare Discount . . . . . .
Transit LB-ELA_0148 Program income riders, students, and seniors. Target low income or disadvantaged 11.0 Tier 2A
& communities within the LB-ELA Corridor Study Area.
Commuter Rail Implement planned repair, maintenance, and safety projects to Metro-owned
Transit LB-ELA_0171 | Maintenance, Repair, railroad infrastructure along the Los Angeles/Orange County commuter rail line 10.9 Tier 2A
and Safety Projects within the LB-ELA Corridor study area.
Add Second Elevator to
Add d elevator to Firest dsl A Line [Blue Line] Stati f
Transit LB-ELA_0177 | Firestone and Slauson A | ~:dd second elevator to Firestone and Slauson A Line [Blue Line] Stations for 107 | Tier2A
. . . improved access and reliability
Line [Blue Line] Stations
Connecting C Line New express shuttle service between C Line Norwalk Station and Metrolink
Transit LB-ELA_0016 | (Green) and Metrolink Norwalk Station to close existing transit gap. Near term solution until C Line is 10.7 Tier 2A

Norwalk Station

extended eastward.
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Tier 2 Projects and Programs

Draft Draft
Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking Tier
Score
Expansion of Metro’s collaborative effort with Metrolink, Long Beach Transit,
. . and city municipal bus lines to promote transit and alternative modes of
. Transit Marketing and . . . “ .
Transit LB-ELA_0152 Education Program transportation to the single occupant vehicle. Include features such as “free 10.7 Tier 2A
& transit” day and transit passes to employees or students to encourage transit
use.
Metro Bus PriortyLane | L8 00e 2 e anet signal iontaation. bus prioi
Transit LB-ELA_0179 | Corridor along Line 66 P P C gna'p ’ P Y 107 Tier 2B
. lanes and bus stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover
(Olympic Blvd.) .
improvements.
Metro Bus Priority Lane Improve bus times, speeds, and reliability along Line 108 (Slauson). Proposed
Transit LB-ELA_0142 | Corridor along Line 108 improvements would include: transit signal prioritization, bus priority lanes and 10.6 Tier 2B
(Slauson) bus stop bulb outs, all door boarding, bus stop and layover improvements.
ong B Trnsi LaT) | e
Transit LB-ELA_0130 | Solar Charging perating base, ¥ JOT CATSIME BATEr BN 1106 | Tier28B
Electrification Proiect the erection of solar-powered parking canopies, to enable Long Beach Transit to
J transition to 100% emission bus fleet by 2030.
C Line (Green) Eastern . .
E heCL 2. les f N Ik to the N Ik F
Transit LB-ELA_0002 | Extension (Norwalk) xt(.endst ec .|ne (Grgen) 8 miles from Norwalk to the Norwalk/Santa Fe 10.3 Tier 2B
Springs Metrolink Station.
(LRT)
Install Supervisory Install Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition System [SCADA] along the A Line
I D Blue Line] in th fL Beach. Thi hnol Id all
Transit LB-ELA_0176 Contr.o. f'and ata {Blue Line] in the downtown area of Long (?ac . |s. tec n.o ogy wou d allow 102 Tier 2B
Acquisition System for A | Metro to better operate and manage the rail transit line to improve train
Line [Blue Line] reliability
Grade Separation(s) of . . . . .
L B L .
Transit LB-ELA_0173 | the A Line [Blue Line] at Proylde grade separatlor} of the A Line [Blue Line] at the Washington St./Flower 9.7 Tier 2B
. St. junction and at Washington Street.
Washington Street
Strengthen policies committing Metro to regular cleaning and maintenance
Transit Svstem activities on all transit vehicles and at bus and rail stations within the LB-ELA
Transit LB-ELA_0189 y Corridor. These activities consist of cleaning and disinfection of high touchpoint 9.7 Tier 2A

Cleanliness/Maintenance

surfaces, graffiti removal, cleanup of spills and biohazards, and trash removal.
Maintain station landscaping. Provide high-efficiency air filters on bus and rail
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Tier 2 Projects and Programs

Draft Draft
Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking Tier
Score
transit vehicles. Ensure that the agency dedicates sufficient resources for this
effort.
. Installati f Bus shelt d benches at Met d City of C T it .
Transit LB-ELA_0077 Bus Stop Improvements nstaiia |9n © uss. © er.s a.n enti es at Vietro and Lty of Lommerce fransi 8.8 Tier 2A
Stop (Various locations within the City of Commerce)
. Installati f Bus shelt d benches at Met d City of M dT it .
Transit LB-ELA_0103 Bus Stop Improvements nstatta |o.n © uss- © er_s a.n enc. es at Vietro and Lty ot Maywood franst 8.7 Tier 2A
Stop (Various locations within the City of Maywood)
New Metrolink Station at . . . . .
lanned Construct a new Metrolink Station on the Los Angeles — Riverside Metrolink
Transit LB-ELA_0174 P . Commuter Rail Line at the planned Eastside Transit Corridor station at 8.3 Tier 2B
- Commerce/Citadel .
. Commerce/Citadel.
Station
Transit LB-ELA_0118 | Bus Shelter Upgrades Upgrade bus shelters at various locations within the City of Signal Hill. 7.6 Tier 2A
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Community Programs

Draft
Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Ranking
Score
The TOD SIP provides an rarching vision and strategic guidance for local West Santa
West Santa Ana Branch eTO p owde. . gvg ing visio d egic guidance oc _ e
Transit-Oriented Ana Branch (WSAB) jurisdictions to use as a resource as they develop and implement
Community . their own plans, policies and economic development and mobility strategies in the 12
LB-ELA_0009 Development Strategic ) . i . 15.1
Programs . WSAB station areas along the alignment. Additionally, in 2019, the Metro Board
Implementation Plan and . . . .
approved a $1M implementation program to fund WSAB jurisdictions to implement TOD
Program (TOD SIP) .
SIP recommendations.
Work with the local jurisdictions (Cities, County of Los Angeles) to apply best practices
and design guidelines to encourage transit-oriented development near rail stations and
Community LB-ELA 0193 Transit Oriented heavily utilized bus routes within the LB-ELA Corridor. Provide technical resources such 126
Programs - Communities /Land Use as grant writing assistance and technical assistance for community development and '
land use planning. Assist local jurisdictions in coordination with property owners and
developers to ensure safe construction and strengthen connections to transit.
Under the Energy Reduction / Greenhouse Gas Reduction (GHG) Program, funding would
be made available to implement energy reduction as well as greenhouse gas reduction
LB-ELA Corridor Energy projects in areas impacted by transportation projects within the LB-ELA Corridor. This
Community Reduction / Greenhouse program would be an important element of any major transportation initiative that
LB-ELA_0134 o ) - ) . . . 12.5
Programs Gas Emissions Reduction | takes place within the LB-ELA Corridor. The program would provide subsidy funding to

Program

implement projects and educational activities targeted to reducing greenhouse gas
emissions. Examples of these projects include: renewable energy projects, solar-power
generation, energy efficient lighting, and tree planting, among others.
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Community Programs

Project Type

Project ID

Project Name

Project Description

Draft
Ranking
Score

Community
Programs

LB-ELA_0187

LB-ELA Corridor “Urban
Greening” Initiative

Under this initiative, proposed projects implemented through the LB-ELA Corridor
Investment Plan must consider context sensitive solutions as part of the project design
as well as “urban greening” elements that foster environmental resilience. These “urban
greening” elements may include items such as: provision of green space/greenbelts;
parklets; tree planting; community gardens and community farms; drought tolerant
planting; habitat restoration and connectivity; stormwater capture/flood
diversion/water management projects; brownfield remediation, natural trail restoration,
and green infrastructure, among others. Through the LB-ELA Urban Greening Initiative,
project proponents may also partner with other localities, non-profit organizations, or
communities in order to plan, design, and implement “green” projects that demonstrate
that they provide publicly accessible open-space and ecosystem benefits such as urban
heat island reduction within the LB-ELA Corridor.

11.8

Community
Programs

LB-ELA_0194

Homeless Programs

Support homeless initiatives within the LB-ELA Corridor and efforts and
recommendations that have emerged from Metro’s Homeless Task Force, Reimagining
Public Safety Initiatives, and other County initiatives and studies to address
homelessness in and around the transit system including provisions to: enhance the
customer experience; maintain a safe and secure system; and connect homeless persons
in the transit system to services and resources.

9.2

Community
Programs

LB-ELA_0192

Bus Electrification
Projects

Seek incentives to accelerate the deployment of zero emissions vehicles within the LB-
ELA Corridor. Projects could include bus electrification (public transit buses, school
buses) as well as zero emissions charging infrastructure. Provide technical and grant
writing assistance to define and develop potential projects.

8.9
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Community Programs

Project Type

Project ID

Project Name

Project Description

Draft
Ranking
Score

Community
Programs

LB-ELA_0133

LB-ELA Corridor
Community Health
Benefit Program

Under this program, funding would be made available to implement air quality projects
to reduce exposure to air pollution as well as health education and screening programs
in areas adversely affected by existing and proposed transportation infrastructure
projects. The LB-ELA Community Health Benefit Program would serve the communities
within the LB-ELA Corridor Study Area. This program would provide subsidy funding to
implement projects and outreach activities to improve air quality and public health,
including but not limited to:

- Air Quality Projects for Schools and Community Facilities: air filtration, HVAC
upgrades, replacement/sealing of windows and doors, vegetation barriers or buffer
landscaping.

- Health Education and Screening: community health screening and diagnosis, health
education, training for community health workers, outreach programs.

8.5

Community
Programs

LB-ELA_0197

Vocational Educational
Programs

Partner with public agencies, private-sector employers, community colleges, labor
organizations and non-profit organizations to expand vocational and educational
programs for community residents within the LB-ELA Corridor. Examples could include
training for mechanics who work for small businesses that service zero emissions
vehicles. These programs would provide opportunities to establish a career pathway to
work in key economic sectors and move up through the ranks by focusing on workforce
development and skills training.

8.0

Community
Programs

LB-ELA_0190

Public Art / Aesthetics

Policy initiative that would require that a percentage of transportation construction
funds for major public work projects be earmarked for public art, landscaping, urban
design elements, and other aesthetic features for the projects.

8.0

Community
Programs

LB-ELA_0191

Zero Emission
Infrastructure for Autos

Work with local jurisdictions (Cities, County of Los Angeles), public agencies, and private-
public partners to develop and site additional charging stations for zero emissions
vehicles within the LB-ELA Corridor. Provide grant writing assistance in order to help
secure funding. In addition, provide technical support to share best practices such as:
identification of incentives and/or policy requirements for new development.

7.7
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Community Programs

Project Type

Project ID

Project Name

Project Description

Draft
Ranking
Score

Community
Programs

LB-ELA_0135

Housing Stabilization
Policies

Applying an integrated approach, work with cities, County of Los Angeles, and public
agencies to propose and pass community stabilization policies to support disadvantaged
communities within the LB-ELA Corridor, improve their resilience, and address the social
determinants of health. Provide grant writing assistance to secure needed funding.
Housing stabilization policies and incentives include measures such as:

- Mandates for process improvement: Engaging the community/forming partnerships
with Community Based Organizations;

- Community benefits: establish a framework/menu/equitable development scorecard
for new development projects;

- Develop community land trusts/land banks: for new housing and/or to support
naturally occurring affordable housing;

- Local wealth creation: encourage production of local for sale affordable housing,
down payment assistance programs, homeowner maintenance assistance programs;

- Inclusionary housing policies with or without option of in lieu fees;

- Housing Trust Fund to support and increase funding for affordable housing production;
- Density bonus programs to incentivize affordable and mixed income housing
production;

- Affordable accessory dwelling unit (ADU) programs and ADU amnesty programs;

- Policies to reduce housing costs, such as parking reduction/unbundling, innovative
construction techniques, fee waivers, permit streamlining;

- Anti-displacement programs for tenants: tenant rights programs including anti-
harassment policies/ just cause eviction policies, legal assistance for tenants, no net loss
housing policies for new development, limits on residential demolition & conversion,
tenant right-to-return policies, local resident preference programs for new housing;

- Rent stabilization policies;

- Low-income rental assistance programs, low interest loan programs for maintenance
and improvement in rent stabilized units;

- Anti-displacement programs for homeowners: tax relief/loans/grants for
maintenance/foreclosure assistance;

- Basic Income Program

7.5
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Community Programs

Project Type

Project ID

Project Name

Project Description

Draft
Ranking
Score

Community
Programs

LB-ELA_0195

Targeted Hire Programs

Support the development of targeted and local hire programs to increase the share of
public dollars that is devoted to creation of local jobs for community residents within the
LB-ELA Study Area. Include measures such as the establishment of Project Labor
Agreements (PLAs) that specify local and targeted hire goals for specific construction
projects as well as first source hire requirements. Collaborate with local jurisdictions and
public agencies to align local and targeted hire policies, thresholds, and requirements.

6.9

Community
Programs

LB-ELA_0196

Employment/Recruitment
Initiatives

Partner with public agencies, large employers, and local businesses to conduct
recruitment drives at locations within the LB-ELA Corridor (both virtual and in person.)
This initiative would also include job fairs and workshops at community facilities and
community colleges to provide information to local residents regarding work
opportunities as well as networking resources. Conduct promotional campaigns to
actively publicize these events within the LB-ELA Corridor communities.

6.9

Community
Programs

LB-ELA_0186

Economic Stabilization
Policies

Work with Cities, County of Los Angeles, and public agencies to propose and pass
community stabilization policies to support disadvantaged communities within the LB-
ELA Corridor. Provide grant writing assistance to secure needed funding. Economic
stabilization policies and incentives include measures such as:

- Mandates for process improvement: Engaging the community/forming partnerships
with Community Based Organizations;

- Community financial empowerment programs: local hire agreements, workforce
education & development, credit improvement programs;

- Locally owned business support — small business interruption fund and loan funds
during construction, guide for business support services, zoning to encourage small
businesses, lease to own programs for businesses and housing;

- Identify, protect and encourage legacy and culturally significant businesses, and
historical and cultural landmarks, mandate inclusion of arts and culture spaces in new
development

6.7

Community
Programs

LB-ELA_0218

Air Quality Monitoring
Stations

Add four, new air quality monitoring stations within the LB-ELA Study Area. Sites to be
identified in cooperation with the South Coast Air Quality Management District.

1.6
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Projects Removed during Tiering Analysis

Project Type Project ID Project Name Project Description Note
. . . . A 5.6-mile active transportation path connecting the Fairview Under construction
Active Rail to River Active . . L
. . . Height Station of the soon-to-be-open Crenshaw Line in
Transportation | LB-ELA_0005 Transportation Corridor . L
Inglewood to the Slauson A (Blue) Line station in South Los
/TDM Segment A
Angeles.
Pier 300 Wharf Expansion/Vessel Emission Reduction Project. Fully Funded
Pier 300 Wharf This project constrycts 1,250 lineal f(?et of cont.alner termlnal.
Goods . L wharf and supporting backland for Pier 300. It includes electrical
LB-ELA_0132 Expansion/Vessel Emission | . . .
Movement . . infrastructure to operate ship-to-shore cranes and shore-side
Reduction Project . .
power to operate all necessary vessel systems, which will reduce
about 80 percent of emissions while at berth.
Provide a mix of incentives/fee penalties to encourage Fully Funded
. shippers/marine terminals to clear empty containers from
Good Empty Cont . .
00ds LB-ELA_0184 mpty Lontainer docks/near dock facilities at the Ports to reduce congestion and
Movement Management .
unnecessary truck trip movements. Extend use of off-peak
hours for empty returns.
Port of Los Angeles Fully Funded
National Multimodal The project consists of constructing a four-lane, rail-roadway
Goods Freight Network (NMFN) grade separation that eliminates a significant truck access
LB-ELA_0131 Improvement Program: impediment to an important container terminal support facility
Movement .. - . .
Maritime Support Facility located on Terminal Island, at the centroid of the Ports of Los
Access/Terminal Island Rail | Angeles-Long Beach (POLA-POLB).
System Grade Separation
SR 47/Navy Way Interchange: Construction of Interchange At SR- | Fully funded
47 / Navy Way, between SR-47 Vincent Thomas Bridge and Pier
S Avenue Interchange, to eliminate traffic signal and movement
R-47 N W
f/l%?/(::sment LB-ELA_0011 Isnterchaanvye ay conflicts. This Project was a S. Cal Trade Corridor Tier Il TCIF
& Project as submitted to the CTC In 2008. This project would
remove the last signal on SR 47 between Desmond and V.
Thomas Bridges; NHS Intermodal Connector Route
Goods Terminal Way Grade New grade separation to replace at-grade crossing to improve Redundant
LB-ELA_0022 . . .
Movement - Separation freight traffic flow.
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Metro’s Roles in Implementing the Investment Plan

M

Number of Projects

Metro Role Description
and Programs
Lead Metro plans, funds, and implements the project or program 26
Metro partners with another agency to help develop and fund transportation
Partner : : : : 35
projects or programs but will rely on the other agency for implementation.
Metro helps provide partial funding for transportation projects or programs
Fund : 128
led by other agencies.
Metro provides political and/or technical grant support for transportation
Support L > / e - P 13
projects led and funded by other agencies.
Metro collaborates with other agencies and helps them identify, develop, and
Collaborate lead Community and other programs outside of Metro’s purview and/or not 10
eligible for corridor-specific measure funding.
TOTAL: 212

pe revieweda 0O elro ana/or pa -




ATTACHMENT H

Grant Pursuit Strategy Implementation Steps

The development of a grant pursuit strategy to supplement funding is a multi-step
process that requires a targeted approach. The following stages of analysis are
ongoing or planned:

1.

Program evaluation (ongoing - see Table 1 below for more detail on factors
used in evaluation);

SO

Table 1. Factors used

Project evaluation (ongoing);

Interim Steps to Improve Competitiveness and Project Readiness;
Understanding the Grant Funding Lifecycle;

Project Positioning; and

Evaluate Partnership Opportunities.

for grant funding program evaluation criteria

Attribute

Description

Issuing Agency

Federal or State agency responsible for issuing and
distributing the grant

Transportation
Infrastructure Type

Transportation facilities considered as eligible projects

Key Program
Objectives

Stated objectives from Notice of Funding Opportunity
(NOFO) or Guidelines

Program Scoring
Criteria

Evaluation criteria stated in the NOFO or Guidelines

Eligible Activities

Capital, Planning, and/or Operational

Eligible Applicants
and Metro Role

Eligible Agencies to Lead, Partner, Fund, Support, and/or
Collaborate

Annual Funding
Amount

Total annual funding available

Typical Award Size

Average funding award amount and range

Success rate

Qualitative review of selection rate from applicant pool as
available (high/medium/low)

Minimum Match
Requirement

Local match requirement, with detail on differences for
planning or capital or specific terms about the source of the
match funding

Anticipated funding
availability timing

Date if available, otherwise estimated quarter and year

(e.g., Q2 2024)




How Much Metro Funding is Available?

Measure R Measure MV Measure M
S197M S250M S250M

This is only enough money to fund a small amount of the overall need.

@ Metrd 2015 dollars. See www.metro.net/about/measure-m/



http://www.metro.net/about/measure-m/

How Will Projects Be Fully Funded?

City, Jurisdiction, Projects NOT Eligible for
Metro-Led Projects & County Led Projects Measure R & M Funding
Other Funding Needed Metro Role:

support grant funding
(e.g. letters of support, technical assistance,

Metro Role: Metro Role: application partnership)
lead grant applications lead or support
grant applications

Measures R & M Eligible p— S 6 9 7 M

@ Metro- Metro must leverage Measure R & M Funds to fully fund eligible projects



ATTACHMENT J

CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY GAVIN NEWSOM, GOVERNOR

California Department of Transportation

DISTRICT 7
100 S. MAIN STREET, SUITE 100
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
PHONE (213) 507-4301

FAX (213) 897-0360 TTY 711

www.dot.ca.gov

October 4, 2023

Ms. Veronica Li

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
915 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 930
Los Angeles, CA 90017-3401

Dear Ms. Li:

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is pleased to inform you of our
continued assignment of consultation responsibilities under the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) for federally funded highway projects. An important step in this
assignment is the transmittal of the enclosed I-710 South Administrative Final
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (Admin. FEIR/FEIS). This
project is covered by the NEPA Assignment MOU, FHWA has assigned and Caltrans has
assumed FHWA responsibility for environmental review, consultation, and coordination
on this project.

Caltrans, in cooperation with our partners, the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (Metro), the Gateway Cities Council of Governments, the
Southern California Association of Governments, the Ports of Los Angeles and Long
Beach, and the Interstate 5 Joint Powers Authority, are proposing to improve Interstate
710 (I-710) in Los Angeles County between Ocean Blvd. and State Route 60 (SR-60).
Caltrans is the lead agency under NEPA as well as the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA).

The Interstate 710 Corridor Administrative Final EIR/EIS has been uploaded through the
link provided by USACE.

This document is currently undergoing final refinements. Caltrans identified the “No
Build/No Action” alternative as the preferred alternative. As such, the project is not
anticipated to have impacts. However, the analysis of the build alternatives is
preserved in the Admin. FEIR/FEIS to show a complete record of the process. Please
note there are several Spanish tfranslations of responses to comments included in
Appendix V which have not yet been updated. The translations will be updated prior
to public availability of the Final EIR/EIS. Caltrans is inviting you for an early review of
the document. Per 23 CFR 771, as a Cooperating and Participating Agency, you are

“Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment”


http://www.dot.ca.gov/

Ms. Veronica Li
October 4, 2023
Page 2

enabled to discharge your jurisdictional responsibilities or expertise. Caltrans expects
that at the end of the process, the EIS will satisfy your NEPA requirements.

Please provide any comments on the Administrative Final EIR/EIS by November 1st,
2023.

If you have questions regarding the proposed project or attachments, please contact
Jason Roach at (213) 310-2653.

Sincerely,

Kelly Gsing7olects
KELLY EWING-TOLEDO
Deputy District Director (Acting)

Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans, District 7

Enclosures
1. Administrative Final EIR/EIS (via USACE safe link)

“Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment”



ATTACHMENT K

CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY GAVIN NEWSOM, GOVERNOR

California Department of Transportation

DISTRICT 7

100 S. MAIN STREET, SUITE 100
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
PHONE (213) 507-4301

FAX (213) 897-0360 TTY 711
www.dot.ca.gov

October 4, 2023

Ms. Connell Dunning

Environmental Review Branch

Tribal, Intergovernmental & Policy Division

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 9
75 Hawthorne Street (TIP-2)

San Francisco, CA 94105

Dear Ms. Dunning:

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is pleased to inform you of our
continued assignment of consultation responsibilities under the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) for federally funded highway projects. An important step in this
assignment is the transmittal of the enclosed I-710 South Administrative Final
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (Admin. FEIR/FEIS). This
project is covered by the NEPA Assignment MOU, FHWA has assigned and Caltrans has
assumed FHWA responsibility for environmental review, consultation, and coordination
on this project.

Caltrans, in cooperation with our partners, the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (Metro), the Gateway Cities Council of Governments, the
Southern California Association of Governments, the Ports of Los Angeles and Long
Beach, and the Interstate 5 Joint Powers Authority, are proposing to improve Interstate
710 (I-710) in Los Angeles County between Ocean Blvd. and State Route 60 (SR-60).
Caltrans is the lead agency under NEPA as well as the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA).

Please access the Interstate 710 Corridor Administrative Final EIR/EIS through the
following link:
https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fo/ij8Imy40mé3idexeywdcv/h2rikey=0ulo3rd?2050vxvox9li
nynpea&d|=0

This document is currently undergoing final refinements. Caltrans identified the “No
Build/No Action” alternative as the preferred alternative. As such, the project is not
anticipated to have impacts. However, the analysis of the build alternatives is

“Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment”


http://www.dot.ca.gov/
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Ms. Connell Dunning
October 4, 2023
Page 2

preserved in the Admin. FEIR/FEIS to show a complete record of the process. Please
note there are several Spanish franslations of responses fo comments included in
Appendix V which have not yet been updated. The translations will be updated prior
to public availability of the Final EIR/EIS. Caltrans is inviting you for an early review of
the document. Per 23 CFR 771, as a Cooperating and Participating Agency, you are
enabled to discharge your jurisdictional responsibilities or expertise. Caltrans expects
that at the end of the process, the EIS will satisfy your NEPA requirements.

Please provide any comments on the Administrative Final EIR/EIS by November 1st,
2023.

If you have questions regarding the proposed project or attachments, please contact
Jason Roach at (213) 310-2653.

Sincerely,

Kﬁ% (‘“W?;M

KELLY EWING-TOLEDO

Deputy District Director (Acting)
Division of Environmental Planning
Caltrans, District 7

Enclosures
1. Administrative Final EIR/EIS (via Dropbox link)

“Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment”



ATTACHMENT L

LB-ELA CORRIDOR GRANT ACTIVITIES

Project Name: I-710 Humphreys Avenue Crossing: A Pedestrian and Bicycle Project to Bridge the
Divide in the East Los Angeles Community

Grant Program: Reconnecting Communities and Neighborhoods Program (Capital Construction)
Grantor Agency: U.S. Department of Transportation

Grant Request Amount: $9.96 million

Total Project Cost: $19.9 million

Project Partners: California Department of Transportation, Los Angeles County Public Works
Project Location(s): East Los Angeles

Project Scope: The I-710 Humphreys Avenue Crossing Project will construct a separate
pedestrian and bicyclist overcrossing on Humphreys Avenue over the I-710 freeway to connect
the disadvantaged community of East Los Angeles, helping mitigate a barrier for its residents.
The Project would be adjacent to an existing vehicular crossing for Humphreys Avenue and
would provide a safe passage, free of vehicular traffic, to Humphreys Avenue Elementary School
and to the Whittier Boulevard commercial corridor to the south. The scope also includes
additional complementary active transportation improvements on both sides of the bridge to
improve access, safety, and comfort.

Project Name: I-710 Planning Study: Reconnecting the Long Beach-East LA Corridor
Communities

Grant Program: Reconnecting Communities and Neighborhoods Program (Community Planning)
Grantor Agency: U.S. Department of Transportation

Grant Request Amount: $2 million

Total Project Cost: $2.5 million

Project Partners: California Department of Transportation, METRANS Transportation Center
Project Location(s): Long Beach to East Los Angeles Corridor

Project Scope: The Project is for planning activities for the I-710 Long Beach-East Los Angeles
Corridor. The I-710 Planning Study: Reconnecting the Long Beach-East LA (LB-ELA) Corridor
Communities Plan seeks to identify future capital projects to bridge the communities divided by
the I-710 freeway over the past 50 years. A vital stakeholder-identified program of Metro’s Long
Beach-East LA Corridor Mobility Investment Plan (CMIP), this Plan is a partnership with local
communities and corridor stakeholders. Reconnecting Communities and Neighborhoods
funding will allow Metro to carry forth the vision of the CMIP’s stakeholders to improve
outcomes for residents of communities impacted by I-710.

Project Name: Humphreys and Florence Avenue Active Transportation Crossings to Bridge the I-
710 Divide in East LA

Grant Program: Reconnecting Communities: Highways to Boulevards

Grantor Agency: California Department of Transportation

Grant Request Amount: To be determined



Total Project Cost: To be determined

Project Partners: California Department of Transportation

Project Location(s): Bell, Bell Gardens, East Los Angeles

Project Scope: Metro is seeking funding to bring together a group of Community-Based
Organizations (CBOs) to serve as an advisory group that will begin community engagement
activities in developing a concept plan throughout the planning, design, and implementation
process for both Florence Avenue and Humphreys Avenue Transportation Crossings. These two
identified proposed improvement areas are supported by the community and directly address
the historical harms caused by separated homes and commercial areas, direct exposure to
diesel exhaust and proximity to industrial areas, increasing traffic volumes, and lack of
community connectivity.
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Community Engagement Activities Summary

Q
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CBO Partnership

Community
Meetings

Informational
Booths

Informational
Campaign

’—% * Executive Committee- Thurs. 1/18
Board-Thurs. 1/25

January 2024

Roundtable #2- Coordination, Week of 1/8

Virtual Meeting #1- Lunch, Thurs. 1/18
Community Meeting #1- Paramount, Mon. 1/22
Community Meeting #2- Long Beach, Wed. 1/24
Community Meeting #3- Commerce, Tues. 1/30
Virtual Meeting #2- Evening, Wed. 1/31

Signal Hill, TBD

Paramount, Friday Night Paramount
Bellflower, Farmers Market
Lynwood, TBD

East LA, Farmers Market, TBD
Downey, TBD

Bell Gardens, Farmers Market

Cudahy, Clara Street Park
South Gate, Northgate Market

Compton, Free Fresh Fruit and Vegetable Distribution

East LA, East Los Angeles College
Commerce, Rosewood Park

Monthly E-Newsletter Part 1- Early Jan,
Engagement Preview

Monthly E-Newsletter Part 2- Mid Jan, Full
StoryMap Launch

TF & CLC Engagement-TBD

February 2024

Virtual Meeting #3- Weekend, Sat. 2/3
Virtual Meeting #4- Evening, Mon. 2/5
Community Meeting #4- Compton, Thurs. 2/8

Huntington Park, TBD
Bell, TBD

Cudahy, TBD
Paramount, TBD
Carson, TBD
Montebello, TBD

Bell Gardens, TBD

Wilmington, Farmers Market

Boyle Heights, Vallarta Supermarkets

Bell, Northgate Gonzalez Market

Lynwood, WIC Center

East/Dominguez, East Rancho Dominguez Park
Carson, SouthBay Pavilion Farmers Market
Commerce, Veteran’s Memorial Park

Monthly E-Newsletter- Early Feb,
Upcoming Engagement Activities

® 9 @ . ryccutive Committee- Wed. 3/13

d * Board-Thurs.3/21

March 2024

All datesreflected are tentativeand
are subjecttochange.

* Monthly E-Newsletter- Late March,
Summary & Next Steps
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Long Beach-East Los Angeles Corridor Statu-s. Report on the LB-ELA Corridor
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November 2023




LB-ELA Corridor Investment Plan Milestones

WE
ARE

Stakeholder

Engagement Defining Vision,
Goals & Guiding
Principles

Developing Evaluating & Creating an
Multimodal Strategies valuating Investment & Reporting to the

& ldentifying gegnlng Projects Policy Strategy for Metro Board
Projects & Programs rograms Implementation

Building Trust &
Defining Consensus

STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT & PUBLIC OUTREACH

Caltrans is working concurrently to finalize the “No Build”
designation for the prior I-710 South Corridor project

’ Board Action and Milestone Decision

’ Board Status Report

@ MetrO' *Metro staff will deliver the Draft Investment Plan by January 2024



Project Tiering / Prioritization of Projects

TIER 1A
g PUEED | TER1A

% Tier 1B: Good alignment with corridor vision, goals, Tier 1A: Good alignment with corridor vision, goals,
E and principles, but longer-term projects, programs, or and principles and ready for implementation.
= groups of projects. May require more definition, Strong grant application candidates for both
ao planning, and other steps toward alignment implementation and planning.
no and implementation.
EEC
Q o
© 3
S
= o
L:B g’ Tier 2B: Partial alignment with corridor vision, goals, Tier 2A: Ready for implementation but only partial
¢ < and principles and not yet ready for implementation. alignment with corridor vision, goals, and
Wz May require more definition, planning, and other steps principles. Could be enhanced or packaged for better
‘qc'; toward implementation. alignment or positioned for other funding strategies.
£
a0
<

Project Readiness
Funding potential, feasibility, and schedule



What’s the Path Forward for Projects?

Determines project

B n:
tier (1A, 1B, 2A, 2B) AL
Tiering . 1. Evaluation Results
 Evaluation scores/alignment
Analysis 1A with goals & principles
B A 2. Project Readiness
* Implementable within a certain
2 number of years?

Helps identify )
funding priorities Funding Strategy Includes:

Funding * Cost & local match required for grants
1A * Funding potential
Strategy * Construction feasibility
» Political/institutional/agency support
* Equity considerations and concerns

D Metro



How Will We Fund the Projects?

Metro-Led City, Jurisdiction, or Projects NOT Eligible for
Projects County-Led Projects Measures R/M Funding
Other Funding Needed
Metro Role: Metro Role: Metro Role:
Lead grant applications Lead or Support Support gra nt funding
grant applications (e.g. letters of support, technical assistance,

application partnership)

Measures R/M Eligible e $693 M *

This is only enough money to fund a small amount of the overall need.
Metro must leverage Measure R & M Funds to fully fund eligible projects

*Funding will be available in the following tranches:
$193M (FY2023) from Measure R
D Metro $250M (FY2026) and $250M (FY2032) from Measure M



Funding and Development Pathway

for Projects & Programs

Active
Transportation

Arterial
Roadway

Freeway

Goods
Movement

Transit

D Metro

Higher Scoring

More Ready
1A
r I . A I N .y
2A % Packaged Projects I
(V) I N . I . ’
£ v
S
8 Modal Programs ) Prioritized for Funding
m .
o Support further development of project Pre-Construction E Construction,
S concepts over time (Planning, Design, Environmental) ! Implementation
3 ;
2B
1B
Less Ready

*A separate pathway for Community Programs will be developed



How We’ve Employed Metro’s Equity Platform

Define and Measure

Understanding Equity

* Equity Guiding Principle
adopted to apply across all
project goals.

* Informs both participatory
and technical aspects of the
planning process.

* Metro’s Equity Focus
Communities designation
used throughout the process
to understand existing
disparities and apply Equity
evaluation criteria.

Equitable Processes

Listen and Learn

Task Force Process

* Task Force of Diverse Stakeholders
* Comm. Leadership Committee
(CLC)
o Compensated through Advisory
Body Compensation Policy
* CBO Partnering Strategy
* Equity Working Group

* Zero-Emission Truck Working Group

* Comm. Engagement Strategy W.G.

Train and Grow

OER Leadership

* Active and committed leadership
role from Metro’s Office of Equity
and Race through the entire
planning process.

Project Idea Collection

* Project ideas gathered through
extensive multilingual public
outreach process

* Virtual participation through Social
Pinpoint Mapping Tool and Survey

* Collected suggestions from local
and regional jurisdictions

Equity Planning + Evaluation Tool

* Key opportunity to apply Metro’s
Pilot Equity Planning and
Evaluation Tool (EPET) as a guide
for facilitating equitable processes
and delivering equitable outcomes

* EPET has also served as a tool for
documenting and holding the
project team accountable to
implement the equity platform
throughout the investment plan
process

Equitable Outcomes

Focus and Deliver

Equity Evaluation

* 24 equity evaluation criteria used
to determine likely potential
project or program benefits in
communities of highest need

Concerns Evaluation

* QOutcome concerns (tiering):
Potential unintended/adverse long-
term impacts

* Design & construction concerns
(prioritization): Prevent/mitigate
potential impacts through project
design or during construction

Technical Assistance

* Metro will support lower-resource
jurisdictions to develop future
projects through Modal programs




