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Summary of February 26, 2008 Meeting
File Number 1201508
Item #1: Approve Agenda

· Meeting convened 6:37
· Agenda approved MOTION: A Stasukevich, SECOND Theresa Quiroz
· Working Group members not present: Enrique Gandarilla, Jay Levine, Fred Lindahl, Jim Baross   
· Guests/other attendees included staff from Caltrans I-15 Corridor manager Gustavo Dallarda, Councilor Atkin’s’ office, CHCDC staff Juan Antonio Ramirez, KTUA staff Kim Wiley, Sarah Kern Wilson, AQMD and APCD staff, CH2MHill staff, Anna Daniels, and Tony LoPresti
Item #2: Communications
A. Chair Report – Steve noted previous handout provided by Theresa Quiroz on the City of San Diego, Council Policy 600-34 on Transit Planning and Development.  This policy references Facilities Financing Plans which provide developer impact fees to community transportation projects. There are no transit related projects proposed through this program which is currently being updated. These funds are intended to provide financing for projects identified in community plans. Steve has provided a review of the Mid-City Communities Plan, noting opportunities for transit facility improvements which could be funded from the developer impact fees.  Steve recommended that Working Group members could contact Vicki Burgess, City of San Diego project manager on the Facilities Financing program 1010 2nd Avenue, San Diego, CA 92101, Mail Station 606 with support for providing funding from the developer impact fees to transit facilities.
Steve also noted that he and Jay would be meeting on March 5th with Gary Gallegos, SANDAG CEO, to discuss funding strategies for the Mid-City transit stations
B. Approval of February 12th minutes –Minutes were distributed for review and approval. MOTION TO APPROVE Powell, SECOND –D Nelson, ABSTAIN - Quiroz
C. Working Group Comments

D. Jay Powell provided a summary of a recent California Transportation Commission meeting held in San Diego on Goods Movement. Jay testified on the status of the SANDAG Regional Transportation Plan and noted that the Goods Movement designation had been removed from the Mid-City portion of I-15 in the RTP

Item #3 Public Comment
None
Item #4 Air Quality
There were two presentations; one by Gary Rotto of Supervisor Roberts office about air quality monitoring at Wilson and Central Elementary Schools and a second one about air quality monitoring at Teralta Park a requirement of the Caltrans development of I-15 through the Mid-City area.


Air Quality Monitoring at Wilson and Central Elementary Schools
Representatives of the California Air Resources Board (CARB), San Diego Air Pollution Control District (SDAPCD), Supervisor Roberts office, and the City school district met to determine what could be done to analyze this issue. The SDAPCD speaker noted that portable monitoring stations will be established at the two schools for 30 days to measure particulates which can be compared to five permanent monitoring stations around the County, which would allow forecasts to be developed. Results will be presented to this group at a later date. As background it was noted that over recent years monitoring methods and standards have been revised. 
Theresa Quiroz asked whether the analysis can determine the source of the pollutants be determined. This is not possible through this method, however once the levels have been identified, it could be possible to determine the type of pollutants by their source (vehicles, etc.).

Al Stasukevich asked whether wind direction can be monitored to determine where pollutants are coming from (ie. Freeway). This can be done.

It was requested by Mr. Bowen(?) whether an additional school (Cherokee Point?) could be added to the monitoring program. It was noted that this would require additional funding. It was noted that Wilson and Central schools are on opposite sides of the freeway and this should shed light on the third school location issues, which wouldn’t have a significant different reading from the other schools. If significant air quality issues are identified, it is possible that grants could be pursued to further analyze this issue. 

The pollutant being monitored (PM 2.5) is regional source and measurement swill similar across the County. Relative to concern about freeway influence on pollution, PM 2.5 is a proxy for other pollutants and the analysis results will suggest whether further analysis is required.

Dave Nelson asked whether pollutants increase at freeways and which ones are generated by vehicles. Ozone is not a vehicle related pollutant. Carbon monoxide, Nitrous Oxide, and Sulfur Dioxide are. Lead has dropped significantly in recent years and is no longer an important measure. Overall pollutants have dropped drastically in the last 25 years. It has been noted in recent studies that pollution spikes within 300 feet of freeways. Again, the plan is to review the monitoring of PM 2.5 and see whether there is a significant concentration and see if that suggests further analysis. 

Air Quality Monitoring at Teralta Park

Gustavo Dallarda, Caltrans I-15 Corridor Director, noted that Caltrans will do Carbon Monoxide monitoring for three months starting in approximately 6 weeks. As winter is traditionally the best time of year for this type of monitoring, this analysis will be correlated to the data regularly gathered by the CARB and SDAPCD in an attempt to replicate data gathered during winter. 

It was noted that there will be overlap between the two data gathering exercises. It was noted that carbon monoxide levels have dropped to 10% of 1980s levels.
Karen Bucey noted an interest in this group staying informed of this issue over time, considering that the Working Group may conclude its work before all of the air quality analysis is complete.  Steve Russell noted that a sub group has been established (Steve, Jay Powell, Tony LoPresti) that will continue to monitor this issue for the community.

Tony LoPresti provided a handout suggesting features which should be included in the air quality analysis. Caltrans will provide the scope of work for their project to the sub-group and the sub-group would like the opportunity to meet with Caltrans environmental staff to discuss the scope.
The issue of who is qualified to determine potential mitigations was raised.

Anna Daniels noted that a 1984 study suggested a potential PM 10 problem by 2010, therefore Caltrans should monitor PM 2.5. It was noted that the adjacent monitoring a the schools should address this issue.

Jay Powell reinforced desire for the community (including the Environmental Heath Coalition) should meet with Caltrans on their scope. Jay was also concerned about correlating data based on regional readings versus more detailed on sight monitoring, because of the specific issue of the freeway tunnel. Also, Jay was concerned about the recent degradation of federal air quality standards.
Item #5: Mid-City Transit Plan
Barrow Emerson provided an overview of the future transit plan for the Mid-City area including:
· The bus services and their destinations from Mid City including Downtown San Diego, Sorrento Mesa/UTC/UCSD, Kearny Mesa, Euclid Trolley station, Mira Mesa, Escondido, and the South Bay

· The potential differences in bus service levels based on various future funding levels portrayed in the Regional Transportation Plan.

The assumed level of boardings at each station and how the people get to the bus (walk, transfer, dropped off). The predominant direction of travel in the morning is northbound and that their predominant way of accessing the stations is transferring from a local bus or walking. Both stations create approximately 1,600 daily boardings, which is similar to a medium sized trolley stations. These patronage assumptions are based on the lesser of two funding assumptions for bus operations. A more aggressive bus operations funding program would increase the boardings. The patronage assumptions are based on the land uses adopted in the City of San Diego General Plan. These patronage assumptions suggest the size of station platforms necessary to meet demand.

· The travel time from Mid-City to downtown via a freeway bus service is approximately 11 minutes, whereas via the El Cajon Blvd. Rapid service it is 19 minutes.
Dave Nelson noted a desire for better access to the trolley system if choice riders are to be attracted. Jay Powell noted an interest to other employment destinations including the Port and the 32nd Street Navel Base.  

Staff will bring back later details of the transit infrastructure (HOV and/or bus lanes, freeway to freeway HOV/transit connectors) assumed in the Regional Transportation Plan. 

Theresa Quiroz noted the probability that the lower bus operations funding scenario will be the reality. 

Steve Russell reminder that Working Group members that the issue  of funding for transit operations will last long beyond this project and that the community would be wise to continue to support increased bus service funding.

Item #6: Project Schedule
Barrow Emerson noted that our plan is to discuss the evaluation methodology and screening process at the March 25th and that we will attempt to reduce the options at our April 8th and April 22nd meetings.  Following the reduction in options we will need 6-8 weeks for detailed engineering of the remaining options. We will keep the group informed of dates as time unfolds.   

It was decided to not have a March 11th meeting, but rather a March 25th meeting.  Future agenda items include project funding and best practices (including the current SR 52/I-805 bus on shoulder project). There may be updates on the air quality issue.

Theresa Quiroz requested that the Working Group receive the design options in advance of meetings where we will be proposing reducing the number of options. Staff noted that the drawings and supporting reports will be provided in advance.

Item #7: Discussion of Alternatives 
Deferred

Item #8: Other Business 
Meeting Adjourned – MOTION: Sciarretta, SECOND A Stasukevich
Prepared:                 Barrow Emerson, Project Manager, SANDAG

Approved:                 Date: ______________        
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