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MTS Public Hearirgomments
1255 Imperial Avenue, Suite 1000
San Diego, CA 92101

RE: Proposed MTS Service Reductions
Dear MTS Board of Directors:

Please accept this letter on behalf of Save Our Forest and Rancht8@EAR O X |y 2 NBI yAl
dedicated to utilizing propeland use and transportation planning protect wilderness, watershed, and
agricultural resourcesas well as ensuring that citiggow in a sustainable manner $an Diego County.

The purpose of this letter is to submit the following comments on kietropolitan Transit System

(MTE) Service Reductiorroposed to take place starting February 28, 2010S@)-AR challenges the
GrtARAGE 2F ac¢{Qa Ofl AY (i BROFAR id dpfoded to MBpraposediserviedh & O
reductions becausesuch reductions will only harm the loigS NY @A GF t AGe@ 2F {ly B5A.
system () MTS needs to consider alternative means of funding to reduce their budget deficiency
without cutting service(d) MTS is obligated to complete further reseairalto public desire for transit

projects before making service reductioasid (e) failing to provide public transit as an adequate means

of transportation will continue texacerbatesocial, economic, and environmental problems throughout

San Diego.


http://www.sofar.org/
mailto:sofar@nethere.com

Fiscal Emergency

MTS seeks to avoid analyzing the significant air quality, traffic, global warming and other impacts caused

08 G(GKS LINPLRA&ASR NBRAZOGAZ2Y Ay o0dzAa aSNBBAOS o6& NBf e,
responses to revenue shortfallSee Pub. Res. Cod& 21080.33; CEQA Guidelin@s 15285. This
SESYLIiA2yS K26SOSNE 2yftée |LIWLXASE Ay AyaidlydSa s6KS
agency is projected to have negative working capital within one year from the datéhthagency finds

GKFG + FAa0rt SYSNHSyOe SEAatGadé DIdARStAYSa 2 wmp
unrestricted cash, unrestricted sheigrm investments, and unrestricted shewrm accounts

receivable, minus unrestricted accountsgph 6 1d.S @ ¢

MTS has provided no analysis to support its conclusion that a fiscal emergency exists. Its sole evidentiary
support consists of a oAgage memo dated November 25, 2009 (Attachment D to staff report), which
adzyYlF NAf & 02y O0f dzRiSapitalivilildiop feoh $6C2KI in dNavdldibar 2009 to negative
$0.5M in December 2009. No explanation or backup calculations are provided to support this
conclusion.

Furthermore, MTS fails to mention that other funding sources are available to solve 4tfisisd SR & FA a O
SYSNEBSyOedég C2NJ SEIFYLX ST Ay WdzyS at¢{ OK2asS yz2i
ordinance to provide $22M for transit operations but held open the possibility to reconsider this
amendment during migrear budget discussions. This fangf 3 | ft 2y S g2dzZ R az2f @S at¢
projection and should be requested immediately. In addition, as detailed below, in September 2009,

{1 b5 D TFAYFtAT SR AG&a ¢NIyaadi LYLISRAYSyGa {GdzRe
recommendations for potentia¢xisting, new, and future funding options. Finally, as recommended by
Councilmember Todd Gloria, MTS could achieve additional revenue by restoring commercial advertising

on MTS buses.

Before taking the draconian step of virtually eliminating Sunday seqva decision that would impact
roughly 145,000 churchgoers, shoppers, and workeMTS must evaluate these additional funding
options. If it does, MTS will conclude that no fiscal emergency exists.

Service Reductions and the Public Transit System

Cuthbacksand fare changes aneot new in the recent history of MTS, but rather how MES chosen to
handle budgeting issuesThe recent history of MTS includes the following service reductions and fare
price increases:

0 2007:0On September 27, 2007 the MTS Bbaf Directors adopted various service
changes and reductions to help reconcile a predicted $11 million dollar deficit for the
following fiscal year.

0 2008: In August and September of 2008 MTS implemented route and schedule
modifications in order to reconcile an operating deficit of more than $6 million.

o0 2009: On March 26, 2009, the MTS Board of Directors approved a proposal to cut
service by $4.7 millio andraise monthly pass fares for MTS customerbe service



reductionsand fare increases were deemed necessary to accommodate the |&BAof
funds from the State of California.

The recent history of MTS also includes positive events, such as on July2809o#hen MTS was

selected as the Outstanding Transit System of the year by the American Htdoligportation

' 3420AFGA2Y oO0a!t¢! é¢0d Ly |OOSLIIAY3 GKAA gk NRXZ (K
oOur goal is always to maintain theghiest level of service even when our funding is getting slashed. |

think our performance numbers show that we have become a very efficient andNdly | Sy O ¢

One has to wonder how a transit agency coaldim to beefficient when it responds to shoterm
budgeting issues by reducing service and increasing fares. Théelomdpistory of public transiin San
Diegosuggests that while there may be shdeerm lapsesin ridership, the use of public transit has
grown damatically over the past thirty years. According to SAND#A@sit ridership has grown i&an
DiegoCountyby more than150% over the past 30 years, when population during this time frame only
grew by 75%In addition, mblic opinion polls suggest thaéducing service and increasing fares only
reduces ridershigurther, and that such cutbacks taken by MTS make the system less effigi@08
transit public opiniorstudy conducted by SANDAG states,

GThe most commonly mentioned obstacle preventingréased ridership among those who
were interested was that the transit mode did not travel to the places they needed to go (20%),
followed by the locations of transit stops being inconvenient (15%), and a general reference to
transit being inconvenient (14%0ther frequently mentioned reasons for not increasing their
use of transit included that transit takes too much time (11%), there are few transit options near
their home (10%), transit schedules were inconvenient (9%), that they prefer to use a differen
mode (8%), and that transit is too expensive (3%).

In summary, 79% of San Diegans mentioned an error in the system itself, including inconvenience and
not enough service as being the obstacle that prevented ridership. In contrast, only 8% of people
mentioned that their obstacle to transit was that they preferred to use a different moale
transportation

Although MTS is currently facing budgeting issues due to the loss of STA and other funding sources, the
aforementioned information suggests that bgntinually reducing service; MTS is only further hindering

the efficiency and use of its public transit system in San Diego. Therefore, it is the responsibility of MTS
to find other means of funding and/or other ways to reduce its budget deficit thatatorequire service
reductions.

Potential Funding Sources

Due to the current economic climate, transit authorities throughout the United States have had to make
difficult decisions regarding how to reduce budget defitihile this is a challenging issue, it is not
imperative that transit authorities such as MTS reduce budgets by cutting transportation services. The
2009 report by SANDAG entitlddansit Impediments Study explored various methods of increasing

! http://www.sdmts.com/APTAaward.asp
2 hitp:/ivww.sandag.org/uploads/publicationid/publicationid_1428_9419.pdf
3 http://arti cles.latimes.com/2009/jan/27/nation/ndransit-crunch27?pg=3
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transit revenues? This report mentions three main arenas that should be explored to increase funding
for transit projects, including: reallocation of existing funding, new funding sources, and future federal
and date funding opportunities.

The first potential sorce of funding would consist of restructuring current transportation funding
sources, such as TralSi @ ¢KS ¢NIlyaAd LYLSRAYSyd {dGdzReée adal d
expenses, oversight, and funds for the bicycle/pedestrian/neighborhood safetygmmotapproximately

3%), theTransNet Extension Ordinance includes a -sside dollar amount comprising.1 percentof
revenues collected to operate new transit services developed by TiamsNet Major Corridors
LINE 3 NTFhe epgort goes on to explain thahifting Trandlet dollars, including increasing the
percentage of funding to transit projectwould be possible with twahirds approval from the SANDAG
Board of DirectorsTrandNet is funded by taxpayer money, and therefore should reflect the needs and
desires of the taxpayers. Therefor@s detailed belowSOFAR demands that MTS examines and analyzes
the current demand of taxpayers, and ensures that TransNet funds are being allocated in a way that
reflects taxpayeimterests

Public Desire for Transit

A public opinion poll conducted liie Public Policy1& G A (1 dzG S 2F / FE AF2NY AL 6dat t |
the following survey results with regards to transit:

1 77% of Californians say the state should focus transportation planniraysloth expanding

public transit.

18%of Californianssay the state should focus on building freeways and highways.

78% of Californians favor encouraging local governments to change land use and transportation

LX FyyAy3d a2 GKFG LiSexasdudr g2dZ Ry Qi KIFE @S (2 RNAD
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The aforementioned survey was conducted throughout the state of California, and therefore may not
directly correlate with the opinions held by San Diegans. As public officials, the Board of Directors for

at¢{ o0a.2FNR£0 | NB 20f MNifilsihé desiré @an Dizjanskhgrefdre, itvid thyey S NJ (1 K
responsibility of MTS to conduct surveys and polls to determine where San Diego taxpayers want their
TransNet money to go. If the Board finds a conclusion that even remotely mirrors the resultsbipund

the PPIC, they must urge the SANDAG Board of Directors-athooate TransNet funds such that

taxpayer moneyunds transit projects at emuchhigher level than 8%, and dramatically reduces highway

funding.

Social, Economic, and Environmental Prabie Caused by Reduced Public Transit System Capacity

The aforementioned points argue for the necessity of funding public transit projects throughout San
Diego in lieu of continuing to spend money on highway projects. While it has been suggested above that
public opinion would agree with this idea, research and lessons from other cities demonstrateShat

Diego does noimprove its development patterns and transit infrastructucemmunitylivability will be
jeopardized. The livability and/or sustainabilityof a communityare often addressed within three

* http:/Avww.sandag.org/uploads/publicationid/publicationid_1452 10128.pdf
® http://www.ppic.org/main/publication.asp?i=834
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categories of issuesocial, economic, and environmental issues. San Diego is currently experiencing
social, economic, and environmental crises at a regional level, intictat San Diego is ngbing to
succeed if it continues on its current cour&ich regional crises includeousing traffic, economy, and

the environment.These crises, as will be described further below, have one general causgensity
developmen within a system that is dependent othe automobile for the primary means of
transportation. Similarly, these crisearcbe resolved by one solution: higlensity development
structured around transibased infrastructure.

Housing:

There are two maircomponents to housing issues within San Diego, there lacka of affordable

housing, andhe housing market is unstable. Affordable housing has been an issue in San Diego for

many years, and according to SANDMNG Hnany  LJdzo fAKo@labié AHanyes il @ui f S R
Neighborhoods> & G KS K 2 dzéhd sysiem Yol pgedple finding places to liveis not working in

G§KS { Iy 5 A°Smates rendt BANDK@CHgnizes that despite the current economécession

affordable fousing continues to be an issue &gyingd 9 Sy A GK NBOSYy (i RtBesy (i dzNY &
cost to purchase or rent a home is well beyond what most residentseaon what they can expect to

SENY Ay (KS T NBia2608 repoi{ 2  TakiydaNKidkeS w S ISARDAGEtes] 2 dza A Y :
GKIFIGxX abS¢g K2YSa |NB 0SAy3 0 dzi fanily handsii andi lkx@ry Y I 2 2 N.
apartments and condominiums. The result is that many residents are commuting long distances to find
affordable homes, causing urban sprawl and contritl@tn i 2 Ay ONBI 8SR (G NITmEFAO 2y
last SANDAG statemeAtRSy 6 A FASa GKS {1S@& LINRofSY G2 {ly 5AS83z
sprawldevelopment of large singifamily homesin the region is continuing to provide homes that San

Diegans annot afford, and utilizing resources that the region cannot afford to waste. If SANDAG would

heed its own advice and stray away from sprawl development, investing in transit infrastructure to
support higher density development, San Diego would have thesihg units that are needed at a price

that citizens can afford.

Lowdensity, sprawl development that exists in San Diego is not only unaffordable, but also unstable. In
2007 San Diego scored twenty third on a list of 100 cities with theftwpclosure atesin the United

States,with a rate of 1 foreclosure for every 75 honfekr comparison, Portland Oregon, which is
considered to bethe most sustainable cityn the nation, scored eighty fourth on the list with a
foreclosure rate of 1 foreclosure for every 353 homek S RAFTFSNBY OS 06Si06SSy {I|y
foreclosure rate O2 dz2f R 6S 3INBlF Gt e FGidNROodziSR G2 {ly 5AS32C¢C
development when compared to PortlandStudies demonstrate that smart growth development,

defined as high density development with transit infrastructure, resint reduced vulnerability to

economic downturns and weak housing markets, thus resulting in more stabienunities’ The root

of this stability is founded in the facthat the price of personal automobile transportatiois
prohibitively expensivéor many people. Therefore, by utilizing public transportation, people sae

thousands of dollars gear in tansportation costs™ Reducing daily transportation cossslows for

® http:/Avww.sandag.org/uploads/publicationid/publicationid_1405_8963.pdf

" http:/Avww.sandag.org/uploads/publicationid/publicationid_42_1060.pdf

8 http://money.cnn.com/2007/08/14/real estate/California_cities lead foreclosure/index.htm

o LenbergerChristopher B. (2008Jhe Next Slum? The Subprime Crisis Is Just The Tip Of The Iceberg. Fundamental Changes In
' YSNAOIY [ATFTS adlad yaderly ¢FRIZe @2 Yhe Aubidigivarah 2008,y SYSy i a
www.theatlantic.com/doc/print/200803/subprime

% itman, Todd. 200&valuating Transportation Affordability. www.vtpi.org/affordability.pdf
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greater savings during economic downturns, as well as previmlereduced monthly expenses, and
therefore increased economic stability.

Traffic:

Many San Diego residents experience some form of traffic congestion on a daily basis, and such
congestion is easily visible during peak hours when many of the freeways are at full caphisty.
sentiment was firmly expressed in a 2004 survey conductethé\yCity of San Diego, in whi&%of
responders said that they felt it was either very important or somewhat important to reduce traffic
congestion:' The severity of traffic congestion can be estimated by total delay, which measures the
total differencebetween actual travel time and the amount of time it would take to travel at-fiee
speeds. In other words, this measure can estimate the amount of time people spend in their cars due to
traffic congestion. The Texas Transportation Institute estimalted in 2007 the total delay time for San
Diego waspproximately85 million hours? Such time spent behind the wheel in traffeduces quality

of life, and threatens the ability for San Diego to succeed as a community in the future.

Therefore, the main issue in San Diego is not whether or not tlsesetraffic issue, but how will this

issue be resolved. One obvious way would be to provide alternative means of transportation and reduce
vehicle miles travelled (VMT), thereby reducimge amount of driving doneeach day This is exactly

gKI G {!'b5! D &adaA3SaidSR Ay (KSANI Hndmficwdhgestignyin £ ¢ NI
urban areas like the San Diego region generally will worsen over time unless we take actions to directly
address travel demand and have options to get people out of their single occupant vehicles, especially
RdzNA y 3 LIS | HiltNseeth§ dbviduiSthek r2dRcing éransit funding and cutting service to

transit will only increase congestion and VMT, yétth O2y GAydz2Sa (2 6S {ly 5AS5S32
to transportation planning. The only way to alter this pattern and reduce traffic congestion is to make

transit competitive with the automobile so that people choose transit over driving.

Economy:

Thereis no doubt that San Diego is currently in an economic crisis. There are many indicators that point
toward this fact, but some important indicators are:

 March26,2009:a¢{ RSOfIINBa I aFA&Olf HwaadBSWoBiagE ¢ Y SI )
capitalby March 26, 2010.

1 November, 2009: The City of San Diego announces various budgeto cptblic services,
including libraries and police servidesaddress a $179 million deficit.

1 December, 2009: The County of San Diagemployment ratereachedapproximately 10.5%
which directly impacts local tax revenués.

¢tKS OdzNNBydG adlrasS 2F {Fy 5AS32Qa SO2y2Yeé RSyYz2yail
money on unnecessary resources. In addition, if governmental agencies have money tcaspiisd
time, it seems prudent thasuch money be spent on projects that benefit the public rather than

M http:/Iwww.sandiego.gov/environmentaservices/sustainable/pdf/ut 8 29 04.pdf
12http://mobilitv.tamu.edu/ums/conqestion data/tables/san_diego.pdf

13 http://www.sandag.org/programs/transportation/comprehensive_transportation_projects/2030rtp/2007rtp_3 final.pdf
14 http:/Iwww.signonsandiegacom/news/2009/nov/24/mayortakesaim-179-million-deficit/

15 http:/iwww.sandiegoreader.com/weblogs/financiarime-politics/2009/nov/20/locatunemploymentrate-risesto-105-in-
october/
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benefitting specialnterests. Historically, growth in San Diego County has been in an outward direction,
consisting ofsprawl development on previouslyindeveloped lands. This kind of growth is not only
expensive to the homeownersf suchdevelopmentprojects, but also costs taxpayers a considerable
amount of moneyto add public servicesn areas that do not have any infrastructurEor example,
studiesdemonstrate thatsprawl development (on undeveloped land) compared to infill development
(in developed areas) will increase local road tamikes by an average of 10%, which in San Diego would
require taxpayer money to fund® According to the County of San Diegdditional public service costs
(roads,sewer, water, schools, parks, etc.) associated wagidential developmentequire an estimated
$1.42 in expenses to the public for every dollar such projects generate intarues, and that such
costs are 74% greater for ledensity semiural development’

While sprawl development costs taxpayers money, transit can actugdiyerate money for
communities. Research demonstrates that over time, every $10 million investednisit saves more

than $15 million in transportation costs to highway and transit users due to reduced operating, fuel, and
congestion costs. In addition, losgrm transit investments have been shown to generate $31 million in
business output and persohincome for every $18 million investédA specific example of this is the
4.7-mile loop of the Portland Streetcar, which generated an estimated $1.4 hifliprst five years®

Given the current economic crisis that San Diego faces, it seems nectsstagovernment officials
direct funds into projectghat will continue to enhance the economypuch as transitather than
allocating tax dollars to fundighways that servicsprawldevelopment projects.

Environment;

SanDiego currently faces two n@j environmental crises: water availability and air qualitiiese issues
threaten the ability for San Diego to function as a community in the future, because they directly
threaten the health and welbeing of all San Diego citizens.

Water availability hs become an increasingly pressing issue in San Diego, and throughout most of
Southern CaliforniaThis fact is echoed in the response that many local municipalities have taken to
increase water conservation. For example, the City of San Diego, the leatiilgvater agency in the
county, implemented mandatory conservation measures on June 1, 2009 when they declared a Level 2
drought alert. Following this declaration, the majority of water agencies within San Diego County began
to implement various water conservation measuf&§Vater consevation has two major components:
availability and consumptignmeaning that municipalitiesan choose to increase availability, and/or
reduce consumption in order tmcrease future water securityWater conservation measurgsuch as

those taken by localmunicipalities generally aim at reducing water consumption by limiting and
restricting highly consumptive activitiesIn contrast proposed projects such as the Carlsbad
Desalination Projecattempt to increasewater supply in the region. This proposeédsdlination project
proposes to produce 50 million gallons of drinking wader day,at an estimated cost of approximately

18 Conventional Development versus Managed Growth: The Costs of Sprawl. American Journal of Public Healtol. 93, No. 9
(Www.ajph.oig), Sept. 2003, pp. 1534540.

Y http://www.sdcounty.ca.gov/dplu/gpupdate/docs/draftgp/ch2_vision.pdf

18 Cambridge Systematics, Inc. 19B@blic Transportation and the Nation's Economy.
http://www.camsys.com/pubs/publictransp _nationseconomy.pdf

19 http:/iwww.iedconline.org/Downloads/Smart_Growth.pdf

0 http://www3.signonsandiego.com/stories/2009/aug/28/1n28water0023ML8e-water-droppingdouble-digits/
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$2 billionjust for construction of the facility" While increasing water supply is one way to increase
water availability in the rgion, as exemplified in the Carlsbad Desalination Projeéatan comeat an
extremely high pricéo taxpayes and the environment.

As mentioned previously, water conservation measures generally aim at reducing consumption by
activities that use largamounts of water. In the San Diego regignunicipalities generally target
irrigation activities to reduce water consumption. Although such conservation measures can be
effective, they do not address the whole issue. Development patterns have a drastctiomp water
conservation in terms of water consumption and water supply. Studies demonstrate that per capita
water consumption is generally greater in lalensity development compared to high density
development, because lowensity development is correled with larger lot sizes and therefore
necessitates more outdoor water u$eln addition, increasing the impermeability of a surfayepaving

or compacting soils for development alters the hydrologic cgolé prevents water infiltration into the
ground,thereby decreasinguture watersupplies® Infill development, which consists of building within
already developedireas,does not generate additional impermeable surfaces, gederally includes
limited landscaped environments (limited outdoor water usE)erefore, increasing infill development
decreases water demand by providimglower demand foroutdoor water use and increases water
supply by reducing the amount of impermeable surfaces that would otlserthireaten future water
supply Proper infill avelopment is not possible without a transit infrastructurdhus changing
development patternsand providingransit infrastructure are necessary emsurea more secure water
supply ata reducedcost to taxpayers.

At a time whereCalifornian governments are being presseatlniress global climate change due to the
inceptionof Senate At f 6a{. €0 oTp YR !l aasSvyofe .Aff o6a!. €0
needing to comply with basic air quality standards of the ClaéanAct. Currently, San Diego is in
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aidl yRI NRa F #immajor 2oyhfoneatcotmog.Due to this lack of compliance, San Diego
NEOSA PSR Irof thé BndericAn\NLLingG AsscoEiation in the 2009 report tifiesde of the Air.?

Both @G and PM pollution in San Diego would be greatly improved by significantly red\ditig
throughout the region According to the United States Environmental ProtecAgency US EP#, the

source forat least half of the pollutants contributing toz@ollution in urban areas includesars,buses,

trucks, and ofhighway mobile sources such as constructiehicles and boat$. Furthermore, the San

Diego Air PollutonZY G NRf 5Aa0NAROG 6a!t/ 560 adlrasSa GKIFIGX af:
powered by internal combustion engines produce about thgearters of the smodorming emissions,

about onehalf of the greenhouse gases, and they contribute significdattjiesel particulate matter, a
known carcinogen, in the air we breatBé® In the 2030 Regional Transportation Plan produced in 2007,
SANDAG estimated that in 2009 yearly average VMT for the entire region would be approximately 89
million, and that thisnumber would grow to approximately 115 million by 203@iven that mobile
sources of air pollution are the leading causes of boita@ PM pollution, it does not seem that San

A http://www.sdnn.com/sandiego/20096-07/specialsections/water/desalinatiorhasmajor-role-in-sandiegowater-
plans#ixzzOYUC7EoQy

2 hitp:/Avww.westernresourceadvocates.org/medipdf/ SWChapter4. pdf

= http://www.epa.gov/ednnrmrl/publications/reports/epa600r00016/epa600r00016.pdf

2 http://www.stateoftheair.org/2009/states/california/sardiego-06073.html

5 hitp:/Avww.epa.gov/otag/consumer/04ozone. pdf

26 hitp:/Avww.sdapcd.org/info/reports/ ANNUAL . pdf

" hitp://www.sandag.org/@ograms/transportation/comprehensive_transportation_projects/2030rtp/2007rtp_E final.pdf
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Diego will ever meet air pollution requirements by continuing to base land plsening around
automobile driving. The only way to reduce these emissions and directly reduce -helaliéd air
quality issues within the region is to increase transit infrastructure and reduce VMT.

Future:

The regional crises described above all point to the fact if San Diego is going to have a viable future, land
use and transportation planning mushange in a fundamental way. Currently, transportation and land

use are disjointed planning efforts where areas are developed, then roads are built to provide access.
Due to the regional crises caused by this sort of ad hoc planning, San Diego mustpiaectae
planning approach that recognizes the inherent connection between land use, transportation, and
sustainability. Several initiatives and publications throughout San Diego demonstrate that the region has
begun, albeit on a preliminary level, to beguch changesA publication produced by the APCD and
entitled Tools for Reducing Vehicle Trips through Land Use Design states,

G[ 26 RSyaArde aLINIT gf OFyQli O2yiAydzsS FT2NBIGSN® Ly Tl
the region will run otiof urban residential land by 2010. Consequently, growth will be more compact in

the future. To keep vehicle emissions and congestion in check, we need to provide ways to travel
without a car. The Tools recommend 37 land use and transportation stratdgiesities and
YSAIKO2NK22Ra (G2 SyO2dN) 3% 41 f1Ay3aT 6A1AY3II YR

In addition, SANDAG is currently working on an Urban Core Transit Strategy that has the overarching
32Kt 2F ONBFGAYy3 | Go2NI R Of | ddordérhlaghi@dve duchdsadgdall SY T2
SANDAG is looking at various cities with \delteloped transit systems and finding out how such transit
adaiusSvya oSNBE | OKASOSR® hyS 2F GKS fSaazya tSINYyS
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These examples demonstrate that now is the time to be investing in transit infrastructure and planning
for development and growth that would be supported by such infrastructure. Theydalswmnstrate

that cutting transit service will only lead San Diego down a wrong path that will ultimately lead to failure
and exacerbate regiowide crises.
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Conclusion:

In sum,if MTS moves forward with their proposed service cuts without furte&aminingtheir
supposed fiscal emergenand ensuring that SANDAG TransNet funding reflealdic opinions they

will have sidestepped their duties as public servants and will have threatened the viability of San Diego
to exist as a livable community.

Sincerely,

Save Our Forest and Ranchlands

Shcoarn We sl

Duncan McFetridge



