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POLICY ADVISORY COMMITTEE (PAC) – MEETING NOTES
Tuesday, October 15, 2013



Participants:

	Heather Adamson
	Christian Bushong
	La Keda Huckabay
	Diane Nguyen
	Mardy Thomas

	Rose Agacer-Solis
	Matt Carpenter
	Allison Jo
	Liz O’Donoghue
	Laurie Waters

	Kome Ajise
	Sarah Cheseboro
	Pam Korte
	Ryan Ong
	Dan Wayne

	Naresh Amatya
	Gabriel Corley
	Huasha Liu
	Laura Pennebaker
	Ron West

	Anise Bahreinan
	Jacquolyn Duerr
	Ed Long
	Jane Perez
	Linda Wheaton

	Mark Barry
	Chris Gansen
	Jack Lord
	Carrie Pourvahidi
	Kate White

	Jerry Barton
	Austin Hicks
	Doug MacIvor
	David Priebe
	

	Louise Bedsworth
	Bill Higgins
	Ann Mahaney
	Muggs Stoll
	

	Katie Benouar
	Justin Horner
	Josh Meyer
	Jonathon Taylor
	

	
	
	
	
	



Action Items

	#
	Agenda Item
	Action Item
	Responsible Party

	1
	CSTDM Discussion
	Determine the extent of outdated RTP data in the model
	Caltrans/Cambridge Systematics

	2
	Goal Area Break-Out Session
	Assemble notes from each session and send out to PAC
	Caltrans



Decisions

	#
	Agenda Item
	Decision
	Responsible Party

	1
	GHG Reduction Strategies Survey Results
	Consensus to move forward with top GHG reduction strategies from PAC survey
	Caltrans




1) Introductions and Welcome – Katie Benouar

· Thank you to the PAC for their continued interest and attention 

2) Goal Area Break-Out Session – All

· The PAC broke into 5 small groups to discuss Goal Areas 1, 2, 3, 5, and 6 in more detail
· The input from the small groups will be used to help CTP staff prepare the 1st draft of the document

3) California Statewide Travel Demand Model and Discussion – Ron West, Cambridge Systematics

Discussion

· How will we reconcile the CSTDM interregional travel numbers with local/regional models?
· One of the weakest areas of the regional models is their interregional travel numbers.  The CSTDM should get better interregional numbers. 
· Transit travel time, bus lines, and horizon years are factored into the model, but what about case trips such as transit to LAX?  Will the model show anticipated rail projects that will occur in the next five years?  Does the model include transit planning, future networks, and future plans?
· The model will include all SCS projects.  The model covers future base years
· What MPO socio economic forecasts are you using?  Some of this data is very outdated.  
· CSTDM uses what is official.  Each MPO is on a different cycle, but the CTP will be updated every five years.  The model will “catch-up” in future CTP updates.
· Modeling has to be completed about a year before the CTP is finalized, so modeling results can be incorporated in the document.  
· We need to figure out the magnitude of this issue – the difference between official data versus updated data.  We’ll come back with a process for this.
· Update cycle needs to be established for the model and the data
· What year are you using for job and population forecasts?
· The job forecast year is from 2012-13.  Data was gathered from EDD, Moody’s and MPOs.

Travel data in the model comes from the California Household Travel Survey (CHTS).  Travel less than 50 miles is classified as short-distance travel and over 50 miles is classified as long-distance travel.  

· Many trips are much short – 5 to 10 miles.  The 50 mile classification misses out on biking and walking trips.  There should be some kind of middle distance.
· The model isn’t losing out on complexity.  The middle distance trips are fully accounted for.  The CSTDM breaks out every day trips and long trips and captures a significant amount of VMT and VHT.
· The data for trips under 50 miles won’t be lost.  The information is still there is we need to do a comprehensive analysis.
· The trips are there in the model, but it is meant to capture long distance
· The statewide model does not replace the regional models.  
· How are transit trips and bike/ped trips captured?
· Transit trips are being captured.  We’re trying to model travel behavior in a comprehensive way.
· We need to use the right tool for the job.  Regional or local models might be better tools to answer some questions.
· The CSTDM is not unique in not being able to model bike/ped trips.  Bike/ped models are the next wave of transportation modeling

4) GHG Reduction Strategies Survey Results – Austin Hicks

Discussion

· HOV/HOT lanes, does the model distinguish between new lanes or lanes that have been converted to HOV/HOT
· The model can distinguish between existing and new capacity.  However it is rare to convert lanes.
· Is operational efficiency measured as a vehicle measure or as a person measure?
· This is typically viewed as a vehicle measure, but we can analyze people too.
· How will the off-model vs. on-model strategies be assessed.  Will the reduction results be combined?
· Yes, the two results will be compiled and reported as one overall reduction.  We’ll also be asking the PAC for guidance on how to depict the reduction.
· Why are we using the distinction of off-model vs. on-model for selecting the strategies.  What if all of the PAC’s top strategies are outside the model?
· We want to be able to highlight the CSTDM capabilities and take full advantage of the tool, but we also wanted to be open to other strategies that can’t be modeled.
· We could be open to looking at other strategies if the ones we initially analyze don’t produce adequate GHG emission reductions
· Are we comfortable with moving ahead based on the results of the survey?
· PAC agrees to move forward on the top strategies from the survey results.

5) Wrap-up and Next Meeting – Pam Korte

· We’ll assemble notes from the Goal Area break-out groups and send those out with the meeting notes
· Next meeting
· Next meeting in January
· Could have results from initial model runs
· Should have 1st draft of document
· Discuss with PAC how the TAC thinks we should define and analyze the GHG reduction strategies
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