Comments from SCAG to October 26, 2009 Working Draft

Chapter 1 - Page 20

3. Chapter 3 (Modeling) – General guidance on modeling issues has been increased to address how regional land use and greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions will have to be discussed in RTPs.

Suggested revised language:

3.  Chapter 3 (Modeling) – The modeling chapter has been revised to provide guidance on addressing SB 375 in RTPs.

Chapter 2 – page 28

Delete as indicated by strikethrough – add blue.

Federal Clean Air Act conformity requirements pursuant to the Amendments of 1990, apply in all MPO/RTPA nonattainment areas. Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act (CAA), as amended (42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq. ), and the related requirements of 23 U.S.C. 109(j), “transportation conformity” requirement ensures that Federal funding and approval are given to transportation plans, programs and projects that are consistent with the air quality goals established by a State Implementation Plan (SIP).  For MPO nonattainment regions, the MPO and FHWA are responsible for making the RTP conformity determination.  Both the MPO and FHWA must be able to determine that any new transportation projects will not cause or contribute to any new air quality violations, worsen existing violations or delay timely attainment of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards or interim milestones.  Under the U.S. DOT Metropolitan Planning Regulations and EPA’s Transportation Conformity Rule requirements, the RTP needs to meet four tests: Regional Emissions Analysis, Timely Implementation of Transportation Control Measures Analysis, Financial Constraints Analysis, and Interagency Consultation and Public Involvement Analysis.  The transportation conformity rule (40 CFR Part 93) sets forth policy, criteria, and procedures for demonstrating and assuring conformity of transportation activities.

Chapter 2 - Page 30

Add language in blue.

Consistency Between the RTP and FTIP

To promote better consistency between the RTP and the FTIP, at the MPO/RTPA’s discretion, an RTP project listing may omit the first 5-10 years of projects and replace them with a reference to the most recent amended FTIP only incorporating those aspects consistent with project descriptions in the RTP. The FTIP would need to show all missing years in the RTP including those years not in the 5-year planning band of the FTIP, but that would show up in the next 2-year cycle of the FTIP. Those extra years may be tracked as RTP projects in the FTIP.

Chapter 2 – page 36

Last step in last “column” includes “ARB has 60 days to review SCS/APS”.   This should be moved to second step.

Chapter 3 - page 48 (page 11 of separate Chapter 3 version)

Add language in blue.

8.     Household travel surveys should be activity-based and include a tour table.  GPS sampling is encouraged or extra emphasis should be placed on accurate geocoding of households, workplace locations, and stops.  Regions should take care in the design and data collection procedures of the survey to ensure survey results are appropriate to the type of model being utilized.  Coordination with Caltrans’ travel survey efforts is encouraged.  

Chapter 3 - page 49 (page 11 of separate Chapter 3 version)

The information included in the paragraph below seems a bit disjointed and includes info that is tangential (see green) to RTPs and associated analyses.  Are these the primary policy analysis capabilities that are important to identify?  Also, what specifically is meant “Economic measures from the land use model could be implemented.”  

1.     Economic measures from the land use model could be implemented.  These measures are more complete than those from the travel model and include locator welfare, wages, and exports.  Equity analysis could include change in welfare by household income class.  Water quality, housing affordability, and fire hazard analysis are examples of the measures that such model sets can also produce.  These microsimulation land use models can evaluate the energy use and GHGs produced by households and workers in building space.  Economic development impacts may be comprehensively evaluated with this model set.  Time-of-day road tolls can be evaluated. 

Suggested paragraph replacement language:  1. Integrating land use modeling with transportation demand modeling can provide a reliable assessment of complex interactions of proposed changes in land use, economic, and transportation systems.

Chapter 3 – page 50 (page 13 of separate Chapter 3 version):

Add as #s 8 and 9

8.     Agencies are encouraged to participate in the California Inter-Agency Modeling Forum.  This venue provide an excellent opportunity to share ideas and help to ensure agencies are informed of current modeling trends and requirements. 

9.     MPOs should work closely with State and Federal agencies to secure additional funds to research and implement the new land use and activity-based modeling methodologies.  Additional research and development is required to bring these new modeling approaches into main stream modeling practice.

Chapter 3 – page 55 (page 18 of separate Chapter 3 version)

Add language in blue to second paragraph re model validation:

Validation testing for a travel demand forecasting (TDF) model should include both static and dynamic tests. Static validation tests compare the model’s base year traffic volume estimates to traffic counts using the statistical measures listed below and the threshold criteria contained in Table 2 as specified in the Travel Forecasting Guidelines, Caltrans, 1992.  Below is a list of possible validation measures and thresholds.

Chapter 4 – page 93 - Section 4.26 Transportation Projects Exempted from Senate Bill 375

Strike out the words “through construction” in second paragraph.  SCAG believes that these words over interprets the language in the statute.  Alternatively, SCAG requests that the entire section be replaced by the language in the statute itself.

