Comments from California WALKS, (Wendy Alfsen) agreeing with comments of Mark Stivers of the Senate Transportation and Housing Committee on the Version 1.6 October 26, 2009 draft of the CTC guidelines (& suggesting one clarification & including language from MTC on sales tax with the statutory 2008 date). 
Mark Stivers’ language addresses the concern raised by SANDAG. California WALKS respectfully disagrees with the remainder of MTC’s proposal; MTC’s language (below) responds to and solves the sales tax expenditure issues raised by AAA, LA MTA and RCTC and should be included.  California WALKS respectfully disagrees with SCAG, OCTA, LA MTA and MTC to remove “through construction” and to expand the sales tax exemption to include sales tax measures adopted through 12/31/2010, By broadening the exemptions to the extent MPOs are seeking means “business as usual” for up to 50 more years WITHOUT DISCLOSURE TO THE PUBLIC OF THE GLOBAL WARMING IMPACT OF SUCH PLANS – and leaves California with no glimmer of  hope to comply with either SB 375 or AB32—thereby illegally divesting SB 375 of all practical  import.    

1.  On page 63 in the first paragraph on consistency and on page 116 in the first full paragraph on consistency, rewrite the second sentence to read as follows in order to reflect the equality of the various elements:

This means that the contents of the Policy, Action and Financial elements and the Sustainable Communities Strategy must be consistent with each other.
2.  On page 93, rewrite Section 4.26 regarding the SB 375 exemptions to read as follows:

Government Code Section 65080 (b) (2) (K) exempts any of the following classes of projects from the requirement that all the elements of the RTP be internally consistent SCS and APS requirements any of the following classes of projects that are programmed for funding through construction and are programmed on or before December 31, 2011  and are: 

· Projects included in the 2007 or 2009 Federal Statewide Transportation Improvement Program, 

· Projects funded pursuant to the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006 (projects funded from Proposition 1B).
· Projects specifically listed in a ballot measure prior to December 31, 2008 approving a sales tax increase for transportation projects. {refers to approval of funding by voters in a sales tax expenditure plan. Sales tax authorities cannot be required to change the funding allocations approved by voters for categories of transportation projects in a sales tax measure adopted prior to December 31, 2008.}
This exemption does not prevent MPOs from including An MPO shall include exempted projects from the exempted classes of projects in their SCS or APS for purposes of modeling the impacts of the RTP on regional greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions.  A project from one of the exempted classes of projects continues to be exempted regardless of its inclusion or exclusion from the SCS or APS.  These projects, however, are exempt from the internal consistency requirement.  In other words, these projects may be included in the RTP even if they are inconsistent with the SCS or APS or other policies or efforts to reduce GHG emissions so long as the RTP demonstrates how the region will comply with AB 32..

Also, this exemption does not require a transportation sales tax authority to change the funding allocations approved by the voters for categories of transportation projects in a sales tax measure adopted prior to December 31, 2010.
Mark Stivers’ language addresses the concern raised by SANDAG. California WALKS respectfully disagrees with the remainder of MTC’s proposal;. MTC’s language (above) responds and solves the sales tax expenditure issues raised by AAA, LA MTA and RCTC and should be included.  California WALKS respectfully disagrees with SCAG, OCTA, LA MTA and MTC to remove “through construction” and to expand the sales tax exemption to include sales tax measures adopted through 12/31/2010,  By broadening the exemptions to the extent MPOs are seeking means “business as usual” for up to 50 more years – and no glimmer of a hope to comply with either SB 375 or AB32—thereby illegally divesting SB 375 of all practical  import.    
