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Meeting Summary


Project Coordination Meeting

City of La Verne and City of Walnut
February 28, 2001, 4:00 p.m.
The meeting minutes presented below provide a summary of the topics discussed during a Stakeholder meeting with City of La Verne and City of Walnut staff regarding the Pomona Valley ITS (PVITS) project.  A list of the meeting attendees is provided below. The information contained in the meeting minutes will be incorporated into various PVITS project deliverables, including the Addendum Update to the 1995 Pomona Valley Forum Signal Synchronization Study.

In Attendance

City of La Verne: Dan Keesey; LD Johnson

City of Walnut: David Gilbertson, Deputy City Engineer

RKA: Dominic Milano; Ron Kranzer

Kimley-Horn: Bill Dvorak, Project Manager ; George B. Fares, Task Leader; Melissa Hewitt, Project Engineer/Task Leader

Advantec:  Bernard Li; Ted Pugh

Los Angeles County: Jane White, Supervising Civil Engineer III; Maged Soliman, Project Manager


Action Item

Kimley-Horn gave an introduction to the project and discussed the project’s background.

Existing Conditions 

1. Kimley-Horn described that the Pomona Valley Forum TOC will likely be jointly funded by Forum Members.

2. Dynamic Message Signs (DMS) were described as one strategy of disseminating information to travelers that may be implemented in the Pomona Valley.  These signs are likely to be located on both freeways and arterials.  The City of La Verne staff requested that the signs on arterials be smaller than the freeway-located signs and locations (if any) will be determined in concurrence with the City’s design review committee.

3. Kimley-Horn described that the Fairplex is a major stakeholder for this project, and that we have discussed this project with them in an effort to collect information and discuss goals and objectives of the project.  We will be coordinating with Jack Moriarty and Patrick Wright at the Fairplex throughout the project.

4. Los Angeles County maintains all of the signals in the City of Walnut; Ron (RKA) develops the timing plans.

5. Peek maintains all of the signals in the City of La Verne; Warren Sieke develops the traffic signal timing.

6. The City of La Verne has a portable controller that the Police Department utilizes to change signal timing on location as needed during events.

7. The City of La Verne feels that their traffic signals are synchronized well now.

8. The City of La Verne will obtain control of the traffic signals on Foothill after the I-210 opens.

9. Operational funding and/or manpower does not exist at the City of La Verne. It would not be feasible for the City to contribute staff or money to this project.

10. The City of Walnut receives complaints from the public regarding traffic signal timing.

11. The City of Walnut has several traffic signals interconnected - Two (2) on Grand; Three (3) on Temple.  The City will record which signals these are on the survey.

12. The Cities have existing web sites. There is no traveler information currently on those sites. 

13. Foothill Transit is the primary transit provider in the two cities. There are also a couple of  MTA lines in operation.

14. Cal Poly Pomona is disallowing transit from operating on campus.




Stakeholder’s Objectives

1. Neither City feels that there is a need for video from the field (from CCTV cameras). 

2. The subregional TMC could monitor traffic signals for the Cities, thereby lessening staff needs.

3. Both Cities feel that traveler information could be helpful to the public. 




Other Issues

1. The City of La Verne is concerned about the I-210 opening and how it will affect the traffic.

2. The City of La Verne is concerned about the aesthetics of arterial-based DMS; another issue will be going through City Planning Commission to get sign design/implementation approved. 

3. The biggest transportation issue to the City of La Verne is the 15-20 days per year during LA County Fair when traffic is a real issue; this is not often enough to warrant great expense to implement a management system.

4. The City of La Verne does not have any relationship issues with the Fairplex.  According to the City, traffic from the Fairplex seems to be minimal and the City doesn't see a need to be involved with any Fairplex-related ATIS or ATMS systems.

5. The City of La Verne has problems with signal interconnect.  They hope this project can help them resolve some of their issues.

6. The only congested roadway in the City of Walnut is Valley.  Valley flows freely except when incidents occur.

7. No issues with City of La Verne traffic were identified.  The City of La Verne continues to make roadway improvements as problems arise.
1. Dan Keesey will provide Caltrans EIS to Kimley-Horn.

Kimley-Horn to get a copy of 1995 Feasibility Study to Dominic Milano.

Don Allen & Dave Gilbertson will represent Walnut for this project.

LD Johnson will probably represent La Verne for this project.

Kimley-Horn will follow-up with La Verne to note the locations of interconnect problems.
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