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Welcome – Sharon Sherzinger

· For this project, we’re looking at the SCSs as a whole along with the entire transportation network
· We need a clear understanding of how the plans roll up and how models interact

· We’re looking at things at a different scale but they need to connect, we especially don’t want disconnect in the modeling data

· We’re going out to meet with the MPOs and other state agencies to try to all get on the same page.  We’re working closely with ARB
Opening Remarks and Overview of Project – Martin Tuttle

· We are consolidating the all the plans into one document and then we’ll model their performance

· This effort should be transparent and not duplicative

· The CTC Needs Assessment will be a building block for the CIB
· Methodology for Assessment
· Work closely with ARB, be consistent with their work and add value

· Reach consensus on interregional travel

· Forecasting goods movement (SFM will provide this)

· Ultimately, propose projects that complement SCSs

· Measuring performance of plans look at different scenarios at a state level

Timeline and Key Milestones – Pam Korte

· We need to develop a baseline assessment for the statewide system
· We’ll have about 5 meetings

· Next meeting we’d like each MPO to give a brief status on their SCS development

Roles and Responsibilities – Laurie Waters

· Revise the following:

· A statement that addressed the fact that we’ll include the rural areas of the State in the Interim Report “fill in gaps”

· Under responsibilities change represent on constituent issues to advise on

· Delete “secure endorsement” use agency support instead

Modal Plan Updates – Stuart Mori

· We are currently working on updates to each of our modal plans that will be completed or nearly completed by our December 2012 due date for the Interim Report.
· The Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan. -  identifies the road system that connects regions and urbanized areas statewide for the movement of people and freight.   Interim update of this plan to reflect current issues and changes in statutes by the end of the year.  Full ITSP plan will be developed using our new statewide modals and tools and will be released in 2015.

· The California Aviation System Plan - includes new projects and measures to protect airports from incompatible land uses.  

· The State Rail Plan - an expanded rail plan to meet new federal requirements for a comprehensive system.  This system will include intercity, commuter, freight, and high-speed rail, and connections to other modes, like transit  

· The California Freight Mobility Plan - formerly called the Goods Movement Action Plan, will identify priority corridors for investment to improve the State’s goods movement transportation infrastructure.    This draft of this plan will provide inputs in the interim report completed in 2013.

· The Statewide Transit Strategic Plan - will help State and transit agencies increase transit ridership, reduce traffic congestion, and identify roles and responsibilities to support public transportation in the state.

· Caltrans will coordinate all public outreach efforts for these modals plan
· Caltrans would like the working groups input as these plans are updated.  Specifically, we like to know how these plans can support your planning efforts. 

SCSs/APS Assessment Methodology – Mahmoud Mahdavi and Chad Baker

· Caltrans is proposing to do GHG assessment of SCS and we have explored various options
· There will be limited SCS completed within our timeline, so we won’t have a comprehensive assessment

· We could do an assessment of the RTPs using target setting data

Proposed methodology to assess GHG impacts of SCS/APSs on the statewide integrated multimodal transportation, but the group decided to not to proceed with this at this time.  Therefore this discussion has been moved to the end of these notes as an appendix.

Discussion by Topic
Freight

· SB 375 includes only passenger and light-duty trucks; was freight included by any of the MPOs in their analysis
· No, freight was not included in GHG accounting, but is addressed in some of the RTPs (e.g., SANDAG  and SCAG)
· MPOs are dealing with passenger only, State needs to deal with both passengers and freight.  We have always looked at adopted RTPs for the CTP but now we need to quantify.  We have an added technical piece now

· Freight industry is concerned about SB 375 not mentioning freight, so even if we don’t have data we need to discuss it in the Interim Report and say when and how we will address it later

· SB 391 states that we need to consider freight, SB 375 does not mention freight.  We need to be clear that SB 391 and SB 375 have different requirements, so stakeholders are not confused

Interregional Travel

· Current MPO approaches to interregional travel vary.  MPOs are waiting for STDM to clear up inconsistencies
· How will Caltrans measure interregional travel?
· Caltrans wants to be consistent with the MPOs
· The Big 4 MPOs are okay with splitting the interregional trips 50/50 (as agreed in RTAC process), however smaller MPOs think this method is unfair – prepare for this issue to come up at the workshops
· The new California Household Travel Survey (CHTS) will capture interregional travel
· The through trips are still not accounted for - 2012 Interim Report may need to address this
GHG Measurement

· Group pointed out SB 391 does not require GHG quantification for the 2012 Interim Report– we may not want to get to far out ahead of the MPO’s SCS

· We do need to some sense of GHG, but not the exact number

· Group agrees that SB 391 is pointing to an “infrastructure” assessment not a GHG measurement.  SB 391 Interim Report language focuses on the configuration of the system not GHG number.  The SCS generate certain infrastructure choices which should trigger a response from Caltrans.   How will Caltrans support the MPO’s SCS?
· The working group should lay the groundwork for how we will do a qualitative discussion in the 2012 Interim Report

· For the 2015 CTP, we need a suite of potential GHG reduction policies, some that would be used regionally and some statewide

· UCD conducted empirical literature review for ARB; study provides range of GHG reduction that could be expected from various strategies – This study will be useful in putting together a suite of policies

· For ARB’s assessment of the MPO’s SCS, they will only address if the SCS meets the target or not
· ARB cautions that we should not just total the estimated GHG for the State because we’ll miss the synergistic effect of combined strategies from across regions
Data 

· The STDM will not be available to use for the Interim Report; we will need to rely on other published data such as HPMS to provide metrics such as VMT
· The freeway volumes from the STDM 2008 baseline data could be helpful to the MPOs
· HSRA model going out for trip frequency survey.  Trip frequency survey will be well in advance of CHTS.  This is another data set.  
· Caltrans should be sure that in the 2012 Interim Report, it is very clear what data is final and what is draft. 

Other
· The SB 375 MPO/State Agency Groups is still meeting both at planning director level (every 2 months) and with the Executive Directors (quarterly)

· The next meeting is July 12

· Group is developing a research agenda for SB 375 implementation and how to coordinate with SGC funding

· Caltrans will benefit from some of SANDAG’s litigation outcomes

· Rail Plan will be done by Dec. 2012

· Guidance on how to present plans to the public

· Think about how to use Regional Blueprint data in the 2012 Interim Report to define future land uses for regions without SCS

Group Agreement

· We won’t have all the SCSs when we create our final draft; should we assess the last RTP for each agency?
· NO, as the legislation does not address pre-SB 375 RTPs
· Should we use data that was developed for SB 375 target setting?
· NO, this data was too preliminary 
· Caltrans should be sure that in the 2012 Interim Report, it is clear what data is final and what is draft. 

· Caltrans should work closely with ARB.  

· It was decided to coordinate the next CIB Working Group meeting with the July 12 SB 375 MPO/State Agency Group

· The Needs Assessment group is working toward a set of performance measures that can be used for statewide results – consensus on a set of measures is close
For next meeting

· Caltrans will provide a draft SB 391 Implementation Paper, focused on the Interim Report, for the next meeting
· Here’s the data (and tools we have now)

· Here’s what we’ll have later

· Here’s the research we have planned

· Clarify what’s for the Interim Report as opposed to 2015 CTP

· Discussion on SANDAG coordination with ARB
· CT Earth demo for the next meeting
For further discussion
· How will the 2012 Interim Report and the 2015 CTP consider freight

· How will the 2012 Interim Report and the 2015 CTP consider interregional travel

· How will the 2012 Interim Report qualitatively discuss GHG reductions

· How will the 2012 Interim Report discuss SCS impact on configuration of statewide transport system

· Is there any way we can use the 2008 baseline data from the STDM

· How will the 2012 Interim Report use Regional Blueprint data to define future land uses for regions without SCS

· How can the CTC Needs Assessment performance measures inform the 2012 Interim Report

Appendix

Proposed methodology to assess GHG impacts of SCS/APSs on the statewide integrated multimodal transportation would include the following:

1. Obtain 2005 VMT/GHG/Population numbers from MPOs. (freight and people, all modes)

2.
Obtain 2020/2035 VMT/GHG/Population estimates from MPOs that have an approved RTP/SCS in time for the interim report. (freight and people, all modes)

3.
Obtain 2020/2035 VMT/GHG/Population estimates from current adopted RTPs for those MPOs that don’t have an approved SCS. (freight and people, all modes)

4.
Assume those MPOs that have not completed a SCS will be able to meet their reduction target unless #2 above result in an APS being produced in which case the percent per capita reduction attained in #2 will be applied to the remaining MPOs in #3.

5.
Compile a statewide gross GHG number for 2020 and 2035 and compare to the 1990 and 80% of 1990 numbers for 2020 and 2050. Can extrapolate from 2005, 2020 and 2035 numbers to 2050 and draft a general discussion about where we are headed to get to 2050 target.

Notes: 

1.
Could use Cal-BC/EMFAC to generate GHG estimates based on VMT numbers from MPOs instead of using MPO GHG estimates.

2.
Need to decide how to handle the proposed reductions in emissions that can be applied to the transportation sector due to the expected use of alternative fuels, new vehicle technology and tailpipe emissions reductions for 2020 and 2050 as required by SB 391 for the 2015 CTP.
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