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“ Smart Passport”
Ventura County Trangportation Commission’s
Demonstration Project

In January 1996 the Ventura County Transportation Commission (VCTC) began the
implementation of an advanced bus pass (fare card media), or Smartcard, called the “Passport,”
on al Ventura County transit systems which incorporated a number of emerging technologies.
This paper discussesthe history of the VCTC * Smart Passport” demonstration project, the
problems encountered, the successes, some of the valuable lessons learned from its continuing
operation and some possible future directions. It isexpected that the University of Southern
California will complete an independent evaluation of the Smart Passport a some time in the
future, under contract to Caltrans. This report reflects the views of the people and agencies who
participated in the Ventura County Smart Passport project.

BACKGROUND

In the spring of 1994 the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) and the United
States Department of Transportation (USDOT) Research and Specia Projects Administration’s,
Volpe Center, asked VCTC to test an Advanced Fare Media Card, or, Smartcard and other
integrated bus data systems that were being developed by Echelon Industries. As Los Angeles
County’ s northern neighbor, Ventura County (population 720,000) provided a manageable test
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bed for this new technology within an urbanized setting. At the time, VCTC was introducing a
new intercity bus system called VISTA and a countywide bus pass called the Ventura County
Passport that would allow busridersto travel among and between the six independent transit
systems in the County.

Prior to the Ventura County Smartcard Demonstration, two earlier phases of the project analyzed
the feasibility of several advanced fare payment technologies and field tested several of the
technologies on three commuter routes in Los Angeles County operated by Torrance, Gardena,
and City of Los Angeles. From the results of thefirst two phasesit was determined that
proximity, Radio Frequency (RF) Smartcards were the most accurate, effective and reliable of the
advanced fare technologies tested. The Ventura County Passport or Smartcard was designed to
field test the operational feasibility of the proximity, radio frequency technology in a variety of
typesof trangit operations. Caltranswould fully fund the project with minimal cost to VCTC and
no cost to the operators. At the end of the demonstration period, the operators could keep all of
the installed equipment at no additional charge or they could ask that it be removed and have their
vehicles restored to their origina condition.

Ventura County residents are technol ogically advanced and receptive as evidenced by the 1990
census which showed that the County had the highest percentage of householdsin the United
States with home computers. The opportunity to use a “ state-of-the-art” or “ cutting-edge” bus
pass was attractive to the VCTC. More importantly, however, VCTC was interested in the
Smartcard system’ s ahility to collect operational datafor VCTC and the other transit operators.
In addition to testing the passenger’ s use of the Smartcard, data was to be collected for functions
such asfare collection, passenger counting, and vehiclelocation and could provide the operating
information needed to submit the Federa Transit Administration’s (FTA’s) required National
Transit Database (NTDB), formerly called Section 15, reports.

By January 1996, the system had been developed, the necessary equipment installed on most
buses and at bus maintenance yards, and several pass outlets had been opened. With that, the
VCTC kicked off its“ Smart Passport” demonstration project, the first demonstration in the nation
to test the use of a common card on multiple systems with different fare values.

Originally seventy-six buses, eight garages and eight sales outlets participated in the program.

The buses included various types of vehiclesranging from S-passenger vans to state-of-the-art 40-
passenger Compressed Natural Gas (CNG) buses. The following operators have participated in
the Smartcard Demonstration:

TheVCTC - VISTA intercity and DAR services,
The South Coast Area Transit (SCAT),
Thousand Oaks Transit,

Camarillo Transit,

Smi Valley Transit,

Moot-park Transit.



WHAT ISTHE SMARTCARD?

The Smartcard equipment is actually called FARETRANS VMS (Vehicle Maintenance System)
but for purposes of thisreport is referred to as Smartcard equipment. The Smartcard itself isa
radio frequency proximity card. The card hasthe ability to store, transmit and receive information
(data) using abuilt-in microprocessor and radio transmitter/receiver. Datais stored on the card
and includes information about the fares and the user. The Smartcard communicates with the
buses through areader/writer unit called apassenger unit. The passenger unit can “read”
informationfrom the card and also “ write” information to the card. The cardholder simply passes
the Smartcard over the reader/writer to record afare transaction. Aslong asit is passed within
four inches of the reader/writer, the card can even be used while inside awallet.

In order to create a commercially viable system, the equipment was designed to combine off-the-
shelf modular components so that maintenance and change-outs would be relatively easy. There
are three components to the on-board system:

e Thedriver unit shows the details of the fare transaction, indicates if a card islost, stolen
or defective and shows the time and date. It isalso used to input the Bus Number, Route
Number, Runs and to set the operating parameters.

e The passenger unit checks the fare card, debits cash, tells passengers the cost of thetrip,
how much money is left on the card, and identifies the card as a valid monthly pass. It aso
identifies lost, stolen and defective cards and upon payment adds value to the card.

o The control unit collects transaction data and sends it to the garage and it receives data from
the garage on lost or stolen cards, new fares, etc. It controlsthe driver and passenger units,
uses globa positioning satellite receivers to establish the location of the bus and controls the
passenger counter, speech and other functions.

Base computers are located in each of the maintenance garages. The on-board bus computers
download and upload information daily when the bus drives within 900-1000 feet of the garage
computer location with aclear line of sight.This exchange is performed in a matter of seconds.

Inits entirety, the “ Smart passport”system not only tracks fare payments but card usage by type,
such as senior or student, by transit system, by route, and by stop. Incorporated within the smart
card systemisaglobal positioning system which alows the geographic tracking and timing of bus
movements which, when coupled with the data transferred from card usage, becomesan
invaluable planning tool tracking at which stop passengers board and alight, the passenger load,
and on-time performance. In addition, about 20% of the fleet is equipped with an Automated
Passenger Counting system to count all boardings and aightings by stop. Each bus is equipped
with a spread spectrum local arearadio for automated data upload and download.

The Smartcard provides seamless fare and transfer payments within and between agencies.
Smartcards are accepted on all public transit fixed route sarvices and Dial-a-Rides operated in
Ventura County. The goal wasto create auniform overlay fare structure while permitting
individual operatorsto continue their own local fare structure and mediawith the technol ogy
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providing a seamless system for the rider Smartcards are accepted on al systemsfor the
following fare types:

Passport Monthly Pass - accepted by all of the operators: Prices are $40 for adults, $30
for students, and $20 for seniorg/disabled. Thereis aso a $16 upgrade for both the Dial-
aRide and the new conejo Connection VISTA service. The monthly pass may be used
for an unlimited number of rides during the month for which it was purchased.

Passport Cash Dehit - A Debit card was provided because the various transit
operators have different fare structures and it was considered an attractive option
for the occasiond rider. The debit card is sold in $10 increments with a $1 bonus
for each $10 purchased and requires aminimum $10 purchase. The debit featureis
used to allow electronic cash fare payment at the local operator’ sratesfor each
ride, rather than on a monthly unlimited ride rate.

Smartcard sales are administered by VCTC with outlets throughout the county. The Passport
may be purchased and/or re-charged in person at VCTC, SCAT, FATCO, Santa Paula, and at
Simi Valley, Thousand Oaks, Moor-park and Camarillo city halls. Each outlet uses a computer
with the Fare Transaction Systems (FTS) software for card sales.

Patrons also can renew their monthly passes or add value to their debit card on all buses, by check
or money order only (Camarillo will accept cash) except on the SCAT and Moor-park systems
which do not allow any on-board recharging. So that the card holder will know whether they
need to re-charge their debit card, thereis awarning tone and message on the passenger unit
when the patron’s card is at a S5 value or lower. All other sales are by mail or phone. The VCTC
is the only agency which accepts credit card payment for Smartcards. Because the cost of each
card is$5 to $6 thereisa$5 charge for replacing alost card.

Asthe debit card is used, the correct fare is deducted and data is transferred and stored aboard
the bus. At the end of each day as the bus enters the maintenance facility, the data collected
during the day is automatically transferred to the garage computer via Radio Frequency (RF) as
the bus drives past the reader. The data collected in the garages throughout the County isthen
uploaded to a central computer for dataretrieval, dissemination and fare reconciliation.

Originaly, sixteen of the 76 buses in Ventura County were equipped with automatic passenger
counters (APCs), which work through infra-red beams in the bus stairwells. The sequence in
which these beams are broken determines whether the passenger is getting off or on the bus. The
intention was that operators would rotate the APC equipped buses on their routes so that
passenger counts could be taken on each route at afrequency that would fulfill the federal
Section 15 (NTDB) reporting requirements. Additionally, because the counters are linked to a
global positioning system, the operators can receive operational and planning data, such as
boardings and alightings and schedule adherence, for planning purposes.



After the system wasin operation for sometime it became apparent that to facilitate the reporting
and Section 15 process, more buses would need to be equipped with APCs and 24 units were
subsequently added to fully cover the VISTA Camarillo and TOT systems. In July 1998, to
improve data collection, the Commission decided that all busesin Ventura County should be
equipped with APCs.. To accomplish this, 35 additional Automatic Passenger Counters have
been ordered (SCAT, 26 units; Simi Valley, 7 units; and, Moorpark, 2 units) along with
Smartcard units needed to fully equip all SCAT buses and the new Congjo Connection buses. In
addition, spare units have been ordered to provide each operator with back-up replacement units
at each of their bus maintenance facilities. It is expected that al the new equipment will be
delivered, filly installed and operational by December 1998.

As part of the demonstration project Echelon also conducted a short term test of passenger
information displays on the Thousand Oaks buses, similar to silent radio. This helped to better
understand installation and operational issues such as what would be required to build such
equipment, would it impact other on-board systems and what memory was needed. This
equipment was subsequently installed in the Torrance project and continues to be in operation
today.

GOALS & OBJECTIVES

There were several goalsfor the project and their relative importance varied with each

agency involved. For thefederal and state governments aswell as Echelon Industries, the primary
goal wasto usethistest to advance the Smartcard technology for commercial use. Echelon
Industries wanted to demonstrate how this could be accomplished with off the shelf components.
All of the agenciesinvolved were interested in creating:

. Integrated fare system
. Accurate planning data
. Equitable revenue distribution.
. Accurate and automated National Transit Database reporting
Increased ridership
Customer convenience- i.e. satisfaction
System performance monitoring

VCTC and the operators thought they would be testing afully designed system, wheress,
Echelon’ sintention was to continue to devel op the system, building on their knowledge and
experience by designing new hardware and software. Unfortunately, Echelon’ stesting and re-
design required ordering new equipment from vendors who they had not previously deat with and
ultimately this led to delays in delivery.



DEVELOPMENT OF POLICIES

With six independent transit providers participating in the project, a number of policy and turf
issues were expected. In the early stages of the project the administrative staff of the participating
agencies met monthly to develop operating policies and monitor the progress of the
demonstration project. There was atremendous spirit of cooperation among the agencies and for
the most part the issues that emerged were resolved easily.

Perhaps the area that was the simplest to resolve had to do with revenue sharing. VCTC staff
acts as the “clearinghouse” for the revenue. The cities and/or outlets fill out a reconciliation form
and send the money (or a check) for the monthty passes, renewals or debit card payments they
have received to VCTC. The operators agreed to share revenue based on actua “usage” of the
Smartcard as reported by the Smartcard system. VCTC prepares a draft quarterly payment
schedule and after the shares have been approved by the various operators, issues the checks. At
the beginning of the demonstration, when the equipment was not installed or working on all buses
and was not yet reliable, revenue was shared based on estimates by individual agencies based on
manual counts.

Other policies needed to be developed about how the equipment on the bus was to be used.
Because of the differing structure, equipment and size of the various transit operators, some of
the policies could not be applied uniformly. This meant that the equipment had to be programmed
to perform differently for several types of transactions. This was not a problem, but was an
additional challenge and added complexity. For example:

o All operators except SCAT initially allowed cards to be re-charged on the bus. Moorpark
subsequently joined SCAT in prohibiting bus re-charges.

o All operators except SCAT allow therider to ‘go negative’ up to $5.00 on their cards. This
meansthat if the card does not have enough value on it for the ride, the value of the card will
become negative and when the card is re-charged the amount owed will be automatically
deducted and collected.

e Inorder to prohibit a passenger from passing his Smartcard monthly pass back to the person
behind him in line so that they could use it, the passenger unit on the bus was programmed to
have a six second lockout which would not alow the same card to be used again as a monthly
pass within six seconds. For Smi Valley, this was not considered enough time because their
students enter the buses in long lines and would still have time to pass their monthly passes
back. Therefore, they requested afour minute lockout which was added on all systemsfor the
monthly pass. A six second lockout remained for the debit card, since this card could be used
by multiple riders to pay the appropriate cash fare, as long as each of the riders was eligible
for the rate programmed into the card, ie: adult, student, senior.



SMARTCARD START-UP

As mentioned previously, when the opportunity to test the Smartcard was presented to VCTC by
Caltrans, VCTC was preparing to launch the VISTA Bus Demonstration project. VCTC staff and
the local operators thought a“temporary” plastic monthly pass would have to be used until the
Smartcard was ready to be implemented in a couple of months. VCTC agreed to participatein
the Smartcard project in June, 1994 and expected the system to be fully operational no later than
November, 1994. For reasons beyond the control of Echelon or Caltrans staff, various delays
with the grant and/or equipment caused the project to start approximately ayear and ahalf later
than expected, in January 1996 and it was not fully operational until mid-1996. Since it was all
new equipment, both hardware and software, changes and modifications were literally on-going
over the course of the demonstration. The complexity of installing and operating the diverse
system components on the different types of vehiclesin Ventura County was more significant
than originally anticipated.

Caltrans designed the Ventura County Smartcard or “Passport”. VCTC created a“ Get Smart”
marketing campaign in English and Spanish, which included several newspaper and radio ads,
Smartcard information and applications on the VCTC website, goventura.org. Because of the
delays, VCTC used some time and money designing advertising and promotions that were never
used. Developing a marketing campaign requires substantial planning and radio spots,
particularly at the holiday season, need to be purchased in advance, Fortunately, VCTC was able
to substitute the radio spots for VISTA transit ads and was able to modify and use some of the

holiday ads the following year.
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Early in the project it was recognized that VCTC staff was too small to take on project
management responsibilities to implement the Smartcard program. Caltrans agreed to pro\-ide
funding for a“Project Manager” to oversee all aspects of the demonstration project including
coordinating and facilitating meetings of the operating committee, Caltrans and other participating
agencies. Jacki Bacharach, Jacki Bacharach & Associates, was retained for this purpose.
Additionally, the Federal Highway Administration’s Volpe Center also hired a team from the
University of Southern California, University of Californiaat Berkeey and the University of
Cdlifornia to independently evaluate the demonstration.

Before the Smartcard began, a site visit was made to each operator by Echelon and the Project
Manager to determine the locations for computers in maintenance garages and see if there were
any other equipment or logistical problems. The availability of a phone line and the position of
the computer was critical so that the buses could download and upload information daily via
modem to the central computer at Echelon’s offices. During thisvisit, the program was explained
to the operations and maintenance staff.

In January 1996, the program began. Smartcards replaced the plastic passport but were used still
as flash passes with monthly stickers for the first few months until the Smartcard fare collection
equipment was fully operational in March After March, sales began for the Passport debit cards
aswell as Passport monthly passes. Passengers were informed that they would now need to place
their Passport/Smartcards on the passenger units and the program was fully operational with both
monthly pass and debit card options. The Automatic Passenger Counters were not fully installed
until the middle of 1996 and the first complete set of quarterly reports was produced in November
1996.

CHALLENGES ENCOUNTERED

Although the Smartcard system seemsto be working reasonably well now, there were many
problems getting the program up and running, adjusting to changes in equipment and software
and dealing with unforseen circumstances. Perhaps the most significant problem with the
Smartcard program was differing expectations.

Because VCTC was not involved in the grant process or in project scoping meetings, two very
different views of the ultimate project were held. Caltrans and Echelon looked at the Smartcard
demonstration as a system devel opment project designed to test off the shelf componentsin the
formation of a stable working system. VCTC's understanding of the project was one of the
testing of an aready designed system in a controllable and friendly environment. In essence,
Cadltrans and Echelon were implementing a‘ development project” whereasVCTC thought they
were implementing a “deployment project”. There was acommendable degree of patience
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exhibited by almost everyone involved but that wore thin with the continual changes and
adjustments. The program took over one year to begin to “settle down”.

For some time the VCTC Smartcard system was the only RF proximity card in operation in the
United States; others are now in operation. Certainly the Ventura Smartcard system has beenin
revenue service for the longest period of time. No one knows what the actual “life cycle” of the
system or components will be in continuous operation. Clearly, the Smartcard equipment needs
to be tested and tracked over a much longer period of time before being certified for regular usage
in other systems. Recognizing this fact, VCTC has contracted with Echelon to continue to fully
maintain the system and produce any and all required reports for an 8-month reliability
stabilization period.

In an effort to assist other agencies who are contemplating the implementation of a Smartcard
system, listed below, in categories, are the various challenges that VCTC encountered during the
Smartcard Demonstration.

Management of the Demonstration

VCTC started the new VISTA bus service using temporary plastic “passports’ with monthly
stickers before the Smartcard was ready making it difficult to determine what additional
ridership was directly attributable to the Smartcard. However, we do know from surveys that
riders have traveled farther and tried more routes because of the availability of the Smartcard.

Monthly meetings should have also been held with operations and maintenance department
personnel rather than just administrative staff. We have now instituted aregular ‘technical”
working group to identify issues and improve coordination and communication.

Financial and “clearinghouse” functions were not included in project design and scoping and
VCTC literally had to institute financial procedures overnight, as the project got underway.

The complexity of the system required changes in the hardware and software design,
particularly as operators gained first hand experience with the Smartcard equipment. It
became very clear that significantly more than the one year planned was needed to fully install
and test the system. VCTC addressed this issue by getting Caltrans to extend the grant.

Garage/ Comupers/Phones/Operator computer Experience

Most of the operators did not have computers or dedicated phone lines and modems for the
Smartcard program, and those operators willing to provide computers found that they were
networked and the Smartcard use would breach their network’s security. VCTC eventually
bought stand alone computers, dedicated to Smartcard use for the cities of Simi Valley,
Camarillo, Santa Paula, as well as Santa Barbara Transportation Company and FATCO.

At the start of the program computer literacy varied greatly from operator to operator and
although self explanatory software was developed, it was not sufficient to overcome the
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limited basic computer skills possessed by many of the outlet staff. It was necessary for
Echelon and VCTC staff to work with each operator’ s staff individually to provide adequate
training and easy to understand documentation to operate the Smartcard system.

The original software operated through Windows 3. |. However, since new computers only
came with Windows 95, the software had to be converted to Windows 95 in the middle of the
Smartcard program. In addition, a decision was made to switch from “Access 2" to “Access
97" for the program base. This generated additional software changes and program
modifications.

Bus Equipment

Equipment was not delivered to Echelon when they expected it and they had to work during
non-revenue operating times to assembl e the components and meet the installation schedule,
which resulted in considerable overtime.

Each of the operators used different types of buses or vans requiring different configurations
for equipment installation, even within a single agency, and each had its own unique set of
problems, from RF interference to depletion of the central unit’ s batteries. Each installation
required one or more customized “solutions’ and had to be “tweaked” according to
specialized needs.

Unknown to VCTC or the bus operators, Echelon tested 7 to 8 different G.P.S. receivers, 4
to 5 spread spectrum (radio) receivers and other parts of the system such as displays and
printers. The unfamiliar performance as well as beeps and noises confused and annoyed bus
operators, giving the impression of an unreliable system

Throughout the project period there were changes in bus service and equipment used by the
operators. Thousand Oaks ordered four new CNG buses and Camarillo changed from a
predominantly fixed route service to a primarily Dial-A-Ride service and added new vans.
SCAT received delivery of alarge number of CNG buses and a new conegjo Connection
VISTA service began. In January/February of 1999, Simi Valley will take delivery of new
CNG buses. All the Smartcard equipment had to be removed and reinstalled on the new
buses.

One technical challenge that was overcome dealt with power surges caused by the CNG
Fueling station beginning its compression process knocking out the garage computer from the
SCAT CNG buses.

There were several unique downloading problems to the garage computers that required
solutions: buses serving the Oxnard Transportation Center, located within 1/2 mile of the
SCAT vyard, or passing the SCAT facility en route tried to download information; and, as the
buses came down the street to enter the yard in Simi Valley they were close enough to turn
the computer on before they entered the yard for downloading.

Some of the units on the buses beeped when they did not function properly, annoying the bus
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drivers; the beep tone in the fare system was too similar to the CNG system warning beeps.

Batteries that were supposed to last for at |east five years wore out after one year, perhaps
due to interaction with the ADA required wheelchair lift equipment, a problem which has now
been corrected. .

Sporadic electrical surge problems continue which disables the driver and or passenger units
on some of the buses; a problem we are working to resolve.

In some cases, there were only one or two riders using Smartcards in aday so drivers became
lax in reporting problems,

The Smartcard equipment was installed and is maintained by Echelon, separately from the rest
of the bus maintenance. The operators have no idea how it works or how to maintain it, so
they couldn' t troubleshoot problems. Since most operators could not take a vehicle out of
service to be worked on, there were only limited times, mostly on weekends, that the buses
were available. This caused the maintenance and or repair period to take much longer and
increased the amount of time a vehicle would operate with a defectiveSmartcard unit. Most

of the “defective’ equipment is simply removed by Echelon and replaced by aworking unit.
Repairs to units are performed off-site. In August 1998, after training by Echelon, in an effort
to reduce down time, the operators agreed to try to swap out any malfunctioning driver and
passenger units, replacing them with a spare unit from a supply stored at the operator s
maintenance facility.

Reports

The continual adjustments and changes and lack of automatic passenger counters on all buses,
made the early reports unreliable. In April 1998, VCTC provided Echelon with data that
showed the passenger reports were inaccurate when compared with actual driver counts.
Echelon checked the on-bus statistics and concluded that the software program was deleting
some records, a situation which has been corrected. Interestingly, the operators have been
satisfied that the reimbursements made based on theSmartcard reports are more accurate than
the old manual method. This phase of the project cannot be considered complete until the
actual transaction data from the system is reliable and accurate to meet the fiduciary needs of
the participating operatorsand VCTC.

Driver requirements for the Smartcard operation were purposely kept to aminimum. Even
though the driver does not enter the bus number, the driver must enter his own number and
the route number. Approximately 30-40% of the bus route designations entered into the
Smartcard system were wrong, significantly complicating the reporting function. . On some
routes that are-interlined the drivers are not re-setting the route numbers when the route
changes. With hardware changes, Echelon believes that eventually this can be rectified
perhaps by tying the driver unit component to the destination sign so that the change is made
automatically with the change of the destination sign.

Reports from the system were first received and scrutinized in June 1996. There were data
discrepancies and inaccuracies in the reports received and although they improved over time,
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the operators still remain wary of their reliability and accuracy. VCTC discovered, in June
1998, that Echelon hadn’t been provided an up-to-date listing of al the bus stops and
schedulesin their database. VCTC has now thoroughly checked each stop will all
operators and in late August will have interns physically go to each bus stop with the
Smartcard GPS device to record the exact location of each bus stop. This should greatly
assist with the reporting function. On-going, regular updates will be provided in this
operating phase.

CURRENT SYSTEM PERFORMANCE AND RECOMMENDED ACTIONS

Except for the system start-up VCTC has not invested much effort in advertising or promoting
additional Smartcard usage. Smartcard usage on the various bus systems throughout the County
varies widely, with SCAT having the lowest percentage use of .4% and Camarillo Area Transit
having the highest usage at 18.7% of all boardings. In Camarillo, the seniors have realized that
the monthly passis an exceptionally good deal on the City’ s Dial-A-Ride system, which accounts
for the high percentage of use. The Smancard accounts for about 16% of the boardings on
VISTA theintercity bus system.

SCAT, the largest bus operator in the County, offers its own monthly pass and coupon program
(10,20,0r 30 rides) that about 17% of their riders use. Because it is priced lower than the
Smartcard, it is more attractive for passengers staying solely within the SCAT boundaries. Simi
Valley also has atear-off coupon book that riders can use. Most of the bus riders in the county
are low income and transit dependent and use monthly passes if they have the available cash flow
to make the one time purchase. Because of these demographics, cash will likely remain the
predominant method of paying afare.

Once the official demonstration period ended, VCTC entered into a contract with Echelon to
maintain and repair the Smartcard equipment as well as to prepare monthly and quarterly reports.
The decision to contract for this service was made because it was clear that none of the operators
had the technical expertise to maintain the system and the amount of staff time required to review
the voluminous downloaded data and devel op reports required the effort of a dedicated full-time
staff person not available at VCTC. With the contract, VCTC would also be able to take
advantage of any upgrades that were devel oped.

In order to gauge the current performance of the Smartcard system, Echelon has provided VCTC
with an in depth review of the April 1998 Smartcard performance records. The purpose of the
review was to determine how much of the revenue operating time the Smartcard equi pment was
operational. Below is a summary exhibit (Table 1) of the total bus download statistics report for
April, and Attachment (A) shows the complete report. What this table really shows, however, is
accessibility to equipment problems, rather than areflection of system stability.

Table 1 shows the total number of transactions per bus, per day for select bus systems or routes.
The records could include test card transactions, bus turn on transactions, fare card transactions
and accumulated APC transactions (boardings and/or alightings), giving VCTC afairly good way
to assess whether or not the Smartcard equipment was operational. It isimportant to note that if
there is no record for a specific bus showing transactions on a certain date, it does not necessarily
mean that the Smartcard system was not operational on that day. It could also mean that the
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specific bus was not in service on that day in question, i.e., the bus was in for repairs or scheduled

maintenance With these caveats in mind the following are some summary statistics.

Tablel
TOTAL BUS DAYS % OF BUS DAYS
AGENCY TOTAL BUS DAYS WITH MISSING SYSTEM NOT
FARETRANS DATA OPERATIONAL
165 15 9%
96 14 15%
44 6 14%
44 4 10%
360 74 21%

These statistics suggest that for every 100 bus days, the Smartcard equipment is operational 80%
to 90% of the time. It isimportant to recognize that this estimate al so reflects the total downtime
taken for “‘repair.” In other words, the fare card equipment might be out of service for 5 days.
This includes the time for the bus company to identify that equipment was not operational, the
time to set up an appointment to remove and replace the “defective’ equipment, waiting for the
appointed time, and actually removing and replacing “ defective equipment.” Although the
process of removing and replacing the equipment may only take 15 minutesto a 1/2hour, the
system on the bus was out of service for 5 days. .

From the Table 1 it is clear that the operators with restricted access policies have significantly
worsedowntimeperformance. SCAT, for example, has afleet with the highest percentage of
spare buses at 25%, yet it is very difficult for Echelon to get access to the buses to change out any
defective equipment. To make certain that Echelon promptly follows up on repair requests,
VCTC asked the operators to fax copies of all problem/repair requeststo VCTC, so that we can
follow up and make sure the problem has been corrected.

Recently, to minimize the downtime of the Smartcard equipment the bus operators have agreed
to swap out defective/suspect equipment (basically plug and play, not repairing the actual unit) by
using some spare units that will be provided by VCTC and Echelon. Echelon will provide training
for the operators and it is expected that equipment downtime will be reduced in a dramatic way.
The operators have also agreed to keep better track of when failures occur in an effort to assist
Echelon in identifying cause the problem.

It should be pointed out that equipment failure affects the fare card operation and the fare card
reporting statistics. However, since 80-90% of Smartcard users are monthly pass holders, letting
apassenger “ride free” when the units are not functioning properly (between 10-20% of the time)
has had almost no effect on the farebox. Occasionally, some debit card holder may get a free ride,
which is a lost fare. However undesirable, the impact on the farebox recovery is negligible. For
example, based on the April statistics the potential impact on the SCAT farebox recovery, our
largest bus operator with the highest percentage of downtime, is.0076 %.
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The reporting statistics are factored to accommodate the “lost” transactions. The downtime of
the equipment does not materially affect the passenger count reporting since there is more than
enough data to establish ridership and usage patterns. A review of the data download statistics
suggests that there is usually more than sufficient data to create accurate factored fare card usage

totals.

To illustrate this, Echelon prepared a comparison between the raw and factored FTS data and the
counts done by the “drivers’ for Moor-park (driver count data was supplied by the Moorpark via
the VCTC). Theresults are as shown below. It is also necessary to point out that the fare card
recording performance does not affect the Section |5 type counts since only fully “operational”
count days are used for this analysis. Daily sampling on al linesis far more accurate than FTA

approved ridership sampling methods.

Table2
MOORPARK
Periods Smart Card Data System Actual FTS Factor ed
Transactions: Collection Operating Transaction FTS
Driver Counts Days Days Counts Transaction
Counts
January 186 15 21 133 186
February 239 14 19 184 248
March 226 16 22 172 235
Totd 651 45 62 489 669

The data analysis done, including the example above, suggests that, when the equipment is
working, the Smartcard equipment produces accurate records of card and other transactions. This
means that the fare card transactions records can be used to determine on-bus card usage by

agency if
Thefailure rate is reasonable and similar between agencies.
If buses are not moved from agency to agency.

Typically buses are not moved between agencies, but Echelon has coded Vista Santa Paula, Vista
101, Vista 126, Vista East, etc., as separate agencies in order to collect statistics on individual
operations. It appears that Santa Barbara Transportation moves buses between services, e.g.,
Vista 126, Vista Santa Paula DAR, which has caused a problem with the statistics since they are
tabulated on an Agency basis. Echelon isworking with the operator to address this problem.

Currently, 9 SCAT buses do not have Smartcard equipment installed on them. To get reasonably
accurate information about the SCAT system the buses that are equipped are rotated in service so
that the transactions are appropriately sampled. For example, SCAT’ s FY 97 Section 15 reports
were done using the 9 busesin SCAT that were equipped with APC’s. The sampling method used
was acceptable to the FTA and it forms the basis for Federal apportionments. By rotating the 20
buses that are equipped with Smartcard units, areasonably accurate survey of fare transactionsis

possible.
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In July 1998, the SCAT Board of Directors and the Ventura County ransportation

decided to fully equip the SCAT fleet with both the Smatcardr units and the Automatic Passenger
Counters (APCs) through our federal Program of Projects funds. With these actions and the
recent repair assistance offered by the operators, it is expected that overall Smartcard
performance will markedly improve in the 8 month reliability testing period.

HASTHE SYSTEM ACHIEVED ITSGOALS?

VCTC staff believesthat the system has addressed and exceeded its goals. The system
accommodatesinteragency and corporate fare card usage. It utilizes vehiclelocation, local area
radio, automated passenger counting and it uses speech production for fare transaction
““corrections’. Speech production for bus stop announcements and printing of receipts/transfers
weretested in our demonstration, however the budget did not permit system wide installation.

From the user’ s perspective, the system worked and encouraged additional transit use. The
Smartcard is a convenience for those who used it. Disposable cards with lower values might be
an attractive addition for social service agency clients in the future. Smartcard users were
understanding of thetest and took the program’ s ups and downs well. The users were minimally
inconvenienced by any malfunctions and they were supportive of participating in a demonstration
of new technology

This demonstration was also used to complete the development of ancillary system elements such
as Automated Passenger Counting, improved fare card reporting, and improved technology
integration. Over the last few years the following has been accomplished:

o Developed auniquely American Automatic Passenger Counting program that isbelieved to be
the most technically advanced, yet cost effective system available.

e Implemented an automated data upload/download (data transference) system that does not
require operator intervention. The first of its kind anywhere.

o Created the“only” truly seamless bus fare card system in the USA where the passenger can
travel on any part of the transit system in any area and pay the correct fare or transfer without
operator intervention--and have appropriate reporting of the activity.

e Provided aleadership rolefor the entire US Transit industry regarding RF or proximity fare
cards. Theresults of the work in Ventura have been used to change the position of the transit
industry regarding fare payment echnology.

o Recently completed testing (initiated in Ventura County and completed in Torrance) of the
following subsystems:

: Automated bus stop announcement systems using large displays

and computerized speech.

Bussignal priority system using the same technology that

uploads/downl oads data.

Advanced wide arearadio for AVL that does not require FCC

licensing; amassive breakthrough.

o Showed conclusively that off the shelf non-proprietary systems can be used in public transit to
achieve significant reductions in (acquisition) costs.

o Showed that a fully integrated system with fare transactions, bus stop announcements, signal

*
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control, passenger counting, vehicle location, transfer printing and scanning, emissions
monitoring, and automated data communication can be made and made cost effectively.

The Smartcard is most successful in the commuter market The Vista 101 line which has
commuters going from Thousand Oaks to the County Government Center shows the largest use
of debit card riders, about 20 to 30 per month. It is expected, therefore, that there will be a large
number of new Smartcard users on the VISTA Congo Connection bus which travels to and from
Warner Center in Los Angeles County and began service on August 10, 1998.

The Smartcard Demonstration enabled some agencies and operatorsto try some unique
applications for card sdles. At FATCO, two vendors buy Smartcards for their patrons - the
William L. Morris car service (also, the owner of the FATCO Dial-A-Ride) and the Fillmore
Senior Center. Their respective Smartcards are kept in the FATCO vans and when a passenger
rides to or from either of those two stops, the driver usesthe ‘company card’ to pay for theride.

Similarly, the Santa Paula Hospital Clinic aso purchases several monthly passes which are kept on
the Santa Paula Dial-A-Ride for use by patients going to and from the low cost clinic. This
concept will soon be expanded into Fillmore when the Santa Paula Hospital clinic opens there.
While Camarillo State Hospital ‘was in operation, it prepaid $5,000 in fares through a purchase
order and received anumber of Smartcards which were used on adebit basisfor their employees
and the foster Grandparents program volunteers. Even though the hospital has since closed,
through the Smartcard transportation is still provided for some former patients, now
mainstreamed throughout the County.

The Smartcard provides a great deal of flexibility in that it allows unique applications to be
incorporated into the program. Right now, for example, the SCAT system producesits own
monthly bus pass, specificaly designed at the lower cost for those bus riders who do not travel
outside the SCAT system. The Smartcard could be programmed to also provide a SCAT-only
bus pass option (like the existing Dia-A-Ride only option) where al of those revenues would be
returned to SCAT. This approach could reduce overall operating and printing costs for the
SCAT Agency and may be something for the transit operator to consider in the future.

I'm still awoman
of independent means.. ”

CUSTOMER COSTSAND BENEFITS

Through a phone survey VCTC was encouraged to find that Smartcard users have a positive
attitude toward the Smartcard. They felt it was easy to use, gave them good value, and there was
no longer aneed to carry exact change. It is difficult to determine whether there were any
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Significant increases in ridership specifically due to the Smartcard program. However, interviews
with users determined that because of the ease of use of the Smartcard, existing riders stated that
they used transit more often and tried different routes.

Assuming the system continues as is, the costs to the present customer includes periodic
inconvenience when the fare card or the bus equipment fails. However, this inconvenience should
be minimal since the customer is allowed to ride regardless of system failure. The amount of
Inconvenience to the customer as aresult of system failure will be directly related to the attitudes
of the drivers and outlet operators. One indication that the “inconvenience” might be minimal is
the fact that fare card usage is reasonably constant from month to month without significant
marketing.

In reality, the Smartcard system provides the customer with benefits that are greater than the
benefits experienced with the previous fare card or pass system. With the Smartcard, the customer
can recharge cards at a variety of outlets including on the bus. In addition, if the card islost or
stolen, the customer can regain the remaining value and the lost card can be voided overnight.

The customer also has a greater choice with regard to type of fare card. The card provides the
flexibility to match anticipated bus use with the best “buy” for the transit rider. If arider only
uses the bus occasionally but needs to cross between bus systems, a debit function may be the
best choice. On the other hand, for daily riders a monthly pass, perhaps including a Dial-A-Ride
upgrade, may be the better choice. However, as important as these benefits are, the most
important benefit is the ability to access any of the busesin Ventura County without having to
worry about fares or transfers. Ventura County is providing today the most advanced seamless
fare card system in the world.

In essence, the Smartcard system asit existstoday provides a significant improvement in
customer conveniencefor those customer who use the fare card. Any initial negative experiences
that the customer may have had with the Smartcard today have been mitigated by the activities,
attitudes, and approach of agency staff and operators. To the extent that today’ s negative
experiences are related to equipment and card reliability, we expect these occurrences to improve
asthe reliability of the system improves. Clearly, the Smartcard benefits to the customer
vastly outweigh the customer -r elated disbenefits, costs, and/or inconveniences.

AGENCY COSTSAND BENEFITS

There are various partners involved at this point in the project. They include the outlet (card
Issuance/recharge) operators, drivers, maintenance staff, planners, the contractor, funders and
management.

With the exception of the VCTC, none of the agencies have incurred capital costs or have had
their operating costs increased to accommodate the Smartcard equipment. The activities involving
the Smartcard are essentially:

I ssuing and recharging cards
Dealing with the public on issues of lost, stolen, and defective cards, and inoperative
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equipment.
Reporting on-bus equipment failure.

For the most part thisinvolvement is minimal, with the exception of VCTC, and takes just afew
hours of staff time per month. With operators agreeing to become involved in replacing any
defective equipment, the system reliability will be improved. It is not expected that this effort will
take a significant amount of time, however, if the effort becomes labor intensive for the operators,
it will be discontinued.

Related to this “problem” is the perception that the statistics gathered for the system are
Inaccurate or not representative. Certainly if equipment downtime is not accounted for in the
analysis then the statistics can be misleading. However, when the equipment is operating the
record of card usage is 100% accurate.

The following information information provided by the Smartcard system is essential for public
transit operators in Ventura County:

Reporting on fare card usage to allow for distribution of fare revenues between agencies.
Production of Section 15 reports. (For SCAT this activity isworth up to $50,000 if it wereto
be done by outside consultants and a $15-25,000 savings for the other transit operators
reporting statistics.)

Production of ridership and other statistics on an as-required basis for agencies wishing to
understand individual route performance.

The reporting benefits listed above relate primarily to reporting on fare card sales and usage, and
on customer profiles. Although some ridership statistics (including Section 15) were provided,
generalized data for planning has not been provided to the transit agencies. There were many
reasons for this, but the primary reason was that the passenger counting analysis proved to be
extremely complex.

COSTSAND BENEFITSTO DECISION MAKERS, AND THE INDUSTRY

In addition to the customers, i.e., passengers, and agency staff, there are other ‘team” members
that incur costs and derive benefits from the Smartcard program. These include the senior
management and elected officialsin Ventura County, the transit industry, and Echelon.

The costs to the senior management and elected officials include (possibly) some small increases
in staff frustration, some very small increases in staff work load, and periodically some possible
negative responses from afew passengers. No capital or operating cost increases are expected. In
contrast, the present and future Smartcard program provides Ventura County with the
opportunity to maintain aleadership role in advanced transportation technology in Californiaor,
for that matter, in the world. In addition, the exercise provides staff the opportunities to learn
valuable lessons about technology integration for the least possible costs (if they desire to exploit
this opportunity).
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LESSONSLEARNED

When VCTC and the various transit operators agreed to participate in the Smartcard
Demonstration, they thought they were getting involved with afully designed, “ off-the-shelf’
system that was merely going to be ““ tested” in their county. AsVCTC never received a copy of
the grant proposal or contract between Echelon, Caltrans and Vol pe, it was many months before
VCTC realized that the objectives of the participating agencies were very different from their own

Echelon, Caltrans and Volpe’ s emphasis was on the devel opment and testing of “technology.”

No planning was given by them to the more mundane policy decisions like who would handle the
money, how would revenue be shared, what responsibilities were required by the various
operators, etc. These “clearinghouse” type functions, handled by VCTC, were an afterthought,
put in place after the demonstration had begun. Whereas in many places issues of “turf’ could
cloud the development of policy to benefit the community as awhole, VCTC was extremely
fortunate because of the excellent cooperation between the various Ventura County transit
operators and elected officials which allowed us to resolve these sorts of policy issues with very
little difficulty. Clearly, any transit agency embarking on a Smartcard program needsto:

o Give serious consideration the “clearinghouse” and other financial implications.

If thetransit agency is not fully involved in the design of the program, which is preferable, they
should be fully included in:

o Development of the articulated goals of the program
e Understand what opportunities might ater the direction of the Smartcard program.

Originaly, the goal wasto provide each operator, via the Smartcard program, the tools to
perform their own Automatic Passenger Counting (APC) analysis. The ARCanalysis process has
proven to be much more difficult and complex than originally envisioned. Thisresultsfrom:
limitations and inaccuracies in stop definitions; use of flag stops; drivers not correctly recording
route and run number (a problem throughout the United States with new technology systems); the
use of interlining ( for example: one bus completes atrip on RouteA and then continues on Route
B and then goes back to Route A, aternating between the two routes continuously) ; limitations
in GPS ( vehicle location/heading) readings; drivers not always following defined routes; and,
equipment failure etc.

These problems required that areasonably complex process be devel oped to conduct APC
analysis. The training required to conduct this analysis involves use of the APC analysis program,
use of a Geographic Information System (MAP INFO) software, use of Microsoft Access, and
knowledge of statistical sampling as well as control of vehicle assignments. Although, not initially
intended, it has become clear that full-time dedicated staff is needed to perform this function on a
continuing basis. It is not reasonable for small transit agencies to have staff dedicated for this
purpose. The economies of scale may dictate that the advanced bus technol ogiesss are best
implemented through long-term professiona service contracts that include design, build, operate
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and maintain responsibilites.

The opportunity to contract for APC analysisis an acceptable alter native for small
transit systemssuch asthose in Ventura County.

Another original concept that is no longer in use is the feature where the rider could call the.
VCTC and using a credit card, request that their card be recharged the next time they used the
card on a bus. This capability was operational and 50 to 100 cards were recharged in this manner.
However, this procedure has stopped because it was inconveniencing the majority of card users
so that afew could benefit. At present the Smartcard system does not have awide arearadio
(coverage all over the County) with real time operation (i.e., the buses being in constant contact).
This limitation creates a significant restraint on the remote recharging feature.

When areal time, wide arearadio system, isin operation remote recharging on the bus
system is appropriate.

The Smartcard project was val uabl e because solutions were found to developmental and
operational problems under awide variety of conditions. This learning process will be of great
valueto future transit operators. Importantly, it was learned that the only way to really
understand new technologies and what they will mean in practiceisto field test them. And, being
flexible and patient isthe key.

From atechnical standpoint, the project has been successful. The knowledge gained from field
testing various and diverse components will advance the state of the art for the entire industry.
The Ventura County Smartcard Demonstration has provided an incredible opportunity to
integrate various automated systems together in revenue service and constitutes some of the most
important testing conducted in the United States regarding this technology.

The lessons learned here will result in the only published information in the United States (other
than what is available from vendors) regarding performance and reliability of different fare card
systems, G.P.S. receivers, and other components. This work has been and will be influentia in
formulating the view of the industry concerning seamless fare systems.

Although there were a number of benefits the VCTC had expected and received from the Smart
Passport project there were some surprises along the way. One such surprise was in the on-time
performance category. Although thereis little recurrent congestion in Ventura County the VCTC
and the other transit operators in the county were very interested to know if their buses were
running behind schedule. What VCTC found was surprising:

Buses wer e often running early.

For the most part the Smart Passport project worked as promised. It collected and disseminated
data, but wasit in the proper format and did it provide reports that were really needed? In
VCTC's case the answer was, “Sometimes.” VCTC staff did have the opportunity to help design
some new reports not originally envisioned in the project to show where Smartcard sales/renewals
were sold and where the cards were actually used, to help with revenue distribution to the
operators. Most of the problems would have been easily overcome or avoided altogether had
VCTC been involved with the design of the project from the start, rather than ssimply “testing” the
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project in areal world application. Finally, VCTC learned that:

e Good communication between all of the participating partners in the program is
essential.

e One'saudience must be carefully considered before formatting lesson plans, writing
manuals and giving instructions.

o Future projects need to give greater consideration to the need for on-going operator
training and also for on-going system maintenance and upgrades.

VENTERA €COLADY
SMART
PASSPORT

WHERE DO WE GO FROM HERE?

During the last year, VCTC did not expend much effort to market further usage of the Smartcard,
preferring to wait until the technical issues were resolved. This coming year and the following
year, however, it islikely that many more people will want to use the Smartcard on aregular
basis. On Monday, August 10,1998 the VISTA Conejo Connection began providing bus service
from Oxnard to the Warner Center, in Los Angeles County. The buses are equipped with
Smartcard units and Warner Center is now an outlet to sell Smartcards. It is very likely that these
regular commuters, many of whom will receive a subsidy from their employers, will want to take
advantage of the Smartcard program.

Next year, Cal State University, Channel 1andswill open at the former Camarillo Hospital
location. The University administration has had discussions with VCTC indicating their wish to
provide students with a*“free” bus passto assist them in getting to school using aternative
transportation. CSU, Channel Islands intends to pay for the cards with student fees or parking
fees. Itisexpected that additional bus service, in the form of electric shuttle(s), will be provided
to and from the campus and severa park and ride lots. In addition, as a part of their "Green
Campus’ concept, it is expected that students will be offered the free use of electric bicycles on
campus. The bicycle application can easily be accommodated by the Smartcard program which
has great flexibility. One challenge, however, consistent with the whole Ventura County
experience, is that once again the Smartcard units will be placed on unique vehicles, in this case,
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electric.

There are several new Smartcard opportunities on the horizon which are discussed in more detail
later in this report. However, to insure that there is improvement in the operation of the
Smartcard program next year, VCTC staff has taken a number of steps. Specifically, we have
included Performance Criteriain each of the FY 1998/99 VISTA operator’ s contracts requiring
them to take responsibility for the equipment, prompt reporting of any problems and to make the
equipment available for repair during the week as well as on weekends.

VCTC has aso ingtituted afax procedure with all operators so that we are notified of any
problems and can follow up with Echelon to make sure that they are addressed quickly. VCTC
has also included specific Performance Criteria in the Maintenance contract with Echelon that
requires:

Monthly reporting on fare card sales and on-busfare card usage for all outletsand bus
agencies.

Quarterly reporting on route performance for all transit agencies other than SCAT, which
will have annual reportin,. The route performance reports will show average daily passenger
boardings and alightings by stop, route load profiles, and ridership summaries. Attachment
(3) isatypical Quarterly Report for the VISTA 126 line using April 1998 statistics. A report
of this caliber will be produced for each operator. (It should be noted that the ridership
numbers for April are lower that usual, due to the impact of Easter vacation on student
boardings).

Annual schedule adherence statisticsfor each route, for all bus services.
Produce various “special request” reportsto addressthe day-to-day needs of the agencies.

Providetraining for operatorsto replace any defective Smartcard unitsand work more
closely with individual transit agenciesin order to identify the cause of equipment failures.

Require Echelon to provide any needed on-siterepair within five (5) working days (2.5
working daysfor Simi Valley Transit).

In addition, VCTC, in cooperation with the operators, will take the following steps to make the
system work better:

Equip all buseswith Automatic Passenger Counters (SCAT, Simi Valley and M oor park).

Equip thefull SCAT fleet with the Smartcard units. Thiswill require the new busesto
be equipped and spar es provided.

Provide spare unitsto the operatorsto facilitate replacement of Smartcard unitsand
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reduce equipment downtime.

Conduct in-fieldgeocoding of bus stopsin Ventura County so that we will know the
precise location of each bus stop.

Have Echelon, in cooperation with the operators assess the possibility of integrating the
Smartcard units with, at a minimum, the on-busdestination sign controller. If this
integration is feasible, then there will be less need to have the drivers code in the route
numbers and the data downloaded will be much easier to use.

I nstitute monthly operator meetings with maintenance staff, VCTC and Echelon.

VCTC iscurrently developing some natural extensions of theSmartcard, such as a commuter
rail application which would give the Smart Passport users the ability to link multi-modal
transit trips. For some time now VCTC staff has been working with agenciesin Los Angeles
County, Caltrans and the FTA to develop a Ventura County Smartcard - Phase |1 project that
would permit the . Smartcard to be used on Metrolink, Additional uses might also include
non-transit applications and ancillary services such as buying coffee or a newspaper at the
train station and paying for parking in downtown garages for those trips that must be made by
car. Attachment (c) on the following page shows how such a system might work.

Asapart of Phase I1, benefits to the existing bus system would also increase as bus stop
announcements will be automated and public information kiosks would be located in critical
locations where bus systems meet, such as where the VISTA 101 bus meets SCAT or VISTA
East, showing when the connecting bus will arrive.

Another possibility in the Phase |1 project isto work with Cal State Channel Islands to further
develop and test what is called the "Combi" or combination card which is able to
communicate via direct contact to the reader (ATM use} and half contactless communication
for usein debit or monthly pass functions. Cal State Channel Islands plans to be a
“technology” school and may provide the perfect place to further develop and test this
concept. It is expected that the FTA will be releasing anRFP which could potentially fund the
projects noted above.

Finally, with the County of Ventura, VCTC has been pursuing a Smart Car Sharing program
to assist with the Welfare-to-Work program. This program also works off the Smartcard and is
afurther application and use of the technology. . Even thoughthis project was not funded by
the Department of Labor initsinitial grant award, thereisagreat deal of interest in the
program. VCTC staff has been pursuing other federal funding options.

In conclusion, the transit industry isjust now moving in the ‘Smartcard” direction. A number
of transit agencies in the United States are either installing or planning to install similar
systems and there are now a few systems in operation. There are numerous applications of
Smartcard technology emerging all over Europe and Asia. Ventura County has been on the
cutting-edge of the implementation of this technology and we are convinced thatRadio
Frequency proximity cards, like ourSmartcard, is the right technology for the public transit
industry.
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“There is nothing more difficult to plan,
more doubtful of success, nor more
dangerous to manage than the creation of a
new system. For the initiator has the enmity
of al who would profit by the preservation of
the old institutions and merely lukewarm
defenders in those who would gain by new
ones.”

Machiavelli, 1531
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ATTACHMENT A

SMART CARD PROGRAM

6/26/98 3:21:24 PM Value/No of Successful On-Bus Fare Card Usage/Recharge - By

Agency/Status/CardType

5/1998
Agency Name Transadion Description ~ CardType Value of Transactions No of Transaction

Camarillo DAR Basic Transaction Dehit Cash $107.50 92
Monthly Pass $863.50 494

Moorpark Basic Transaction Dehit Cash $36.75 49
~ total=$36.75 Total=49

SCAT Basic Transaction OAR Monthly Pas $10.25 26
Debit Cash $124.74 167

Monthly - DAR Up $14.50 16

Monthly Pass $476.50 645

Total=$625.99 Total=1056

Simi Valley Basic Transaction DAR Monthly Pas $34.00 34
Debit Cash $43.33 79

Monthly Pass $677.05 1119

Driver Recharged Pass Card DAR Monthly Pas $16.00 !

Monthly Pass $38000 14

Thousand Oaks Basic Transaction Debit Cash $15.30 26
Monthly Pass $46.25 85

VISTA 101 Basic Transaction DAR Monthly Pas $8.00 16
Debit Cash $609.75 661

Monthly - DAR Up $0.75 1

Monthly Pass $301.75 468

Driver Recharged Debit Cash Card ~ Debit Cash $320.00 12

Driver Recharged Pass Card Monthly Pass $130.00 5
 TotaE$145025 —Total 363

Note: The values of all the monthly card types In the Basic franractlon category are hypothetkal.



”

6/26/98 3:21:25 PM

Value/No of Successful On-Bus Fare Card Usage/Recharge - By
Agency/Status/CardType

5/1998
Agency Name  Transaction Description ~ Card Type Value of Transactions No Of Transactions
VISTA 128 Basic Transaction DAR Monthly Pas $336.25 381
Debit Cash $201.25 201
Monthly - DAR Up $86.00 57
Monthly Pass $109.75 131
Driver Recharged Debit Cash Card ~ Debit Cash $20.00 2
Driver Recharged Pass Card DAR Monthly Pas $384.00 24
Monthly Pass $90.00 3
" Total=$1107.25 © Total=799
VISTA East Basic Transaction Debii Cash $43.50 43
Monthly Pass $120.00 132
Driver Recharged Pass Card Monthly Pass $40.00 2
~ Total$203.50 T Total=177
VISTA Fillmore Basic Transaction DAR Monthly Pas $508.25 829
Debit Cash $81 .00 105
Monthly - DAR Up $31.50 38
Monthly Pass $29.50 38
Driver Recharged Debit Cash Card ~ Debii Cash $140.00 10
Driver Recharged Pass Card DAR Monthly Pas $448.00 28
Monthly - DAR Up $56.00 1
Monthly Pass $80.00 3
Total$1,374.25 Total=848
VISTA SantaPaula  Basic Transactlon DAR Monthly Pas $346.50 308
Debit Cash $65.25 80
Monthly - DAR Up $39.50 33
Monthly Pass $134.50 147
Driver Recharged Debit Cash Card  Debit Cash $30.00 2
Driver Recharged Pass Card DAR Monthly Pas $272.00 17
Monthly Pass $120.00 4
Total=$1,007.75 Total=501

Note: The values of all the monthly card types In the Basic Transactlon category are hypothetical.
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SMART CARD PROGRAM

6/26/98 3:20/50 PM

ON-BUS CARD USAGE BY AGENCY AND ISSUING OUTLET
5/1998

Card Outlets

Transit Agency or Operaton

Camarillo CAM Fised Fillmore |Moorpark Wanta Paula] SCAT |simi Valley] Thousand [VISTA 101 [VISTA 128 VISTA Tota}
DAR DAR Oaks East
CAM DAR 526 113 3 10 582 1 2 1,237
Cam State Hospital 17 3t 54
Fillmore Area Transit 787 17 54 2 269 1,129
Moorpark City 39 2 28 1 15 86
PSSA 47 47
SantaPaula City 47 132 53 1 21 233 487
SCAT 10 7 270 26 172 33 2 620
Simi Valley Clty 14 7 1.214 7 18 84 1,344
Thousand Oaks Cily 2 24 10 0 32 116 51 266
VCTC I 38 12 95 487 7 5 450 281 25 1,760
Total | 693 83'4- 61 691 1,072 1,282 132 1,367 817 179 6.918

- All transactions are with debit cards.

to cards assigned to clients at independent living sites.

Note: Card Usage Includes: "basic - transfer:, "negative cash”, "Insufficient funds”, "pass has explred”, “ pass use too early” .

Balances existed at closure of hospital and were transferred

ECHELON



SMART CARD PROGRAM

6/26/98 3:21:02 PM No of On-Bus Card Usage and Recharges by Card/Fare type
51998
Debit Card Transactlono Pass Card Transactlons Totals
Card Usage | Recharges Card Usage | Recharges
Agency Adult | Senlor | Student ! Disabled | Adult | Senior | Student ! Disabled | Adult | Senlor ! Student | Dloabled Adult Senlor  Student Disabled

Camarlllo D 49 15 3 2 0 0 0 o 213 228 23 22 0 0 0 0 5a3]
Moorpark 1 o 44 [ 0 o 0 0 [\ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 S1
SCAT 95 3 T g o 0 0 0 239 115) 36 814 0 0 o of 1072
Simi Valley 28 0 o 77 0 0 [ o 261 353 239 324 3 2 6 4 1267
Thousand O 8| 1 17 19 0 0 0 0 30 43 ) ) o 0 0 0 132
VISTA 101 348/ 20 367 133 9 0 2 1 112 42 50 285 1 0 1 3 1384
VISTA 126 i 21 89 22 0 0 1 1 &4 0 457 93 [ 0 27 [ B46
VISTA East 21 0 15 8 [ o 0 0 28 3 63 ] 0 0 0 2 181
VISTA Fillmo 4 63 0 43] 2 5 0 3 313 133 270 3 14 3 12 1 876]
VISTA Santa 7 7 » 3l o 0 2 [} 290 17 15 83| 14 0 5 2 614
e E—— e f# RO a——
Totals: 630 140 627, 386| 1 5 5| 5| 1550 934 12N 1378 32 7 51 12| 7046
Total %: 8.9% 2.0%| 8.9% 55%  02% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1%] 220%  133% 18.0%) 19.6%]  0.5% 0.1% 0.7% 0.2%
Note: Debit Card Usage Includes: “basic transaction". “transfer transaction" " negatlve cash”, and "Insufficient funds”; Pass Card ECHELON

Usage Includes above plus “pass has explred” and "pass ure too early”.



SMART CARD PROGRAM

626/98 3:21:16 PM

Value of On-Bus Fare Card Usage/Recharges - By Card/Fare Type

5/1998
Debit Card Transaction Pau Card Transactions J Totals
Card Usage Recharges Card Usage Recharges
I Agency Adult | Senlor | Student | Disabled | Aduit | Senlor | Student | Disabled | Adult SenlorJ Student | Disabled | Adult | Senlor | Student | Disabled
Lcamarmo D{ $64.00 $750 [ s38.00 $200 |  $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | 3426.00 [ $342.00 $64.00 $31.50 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $975.00
Moorpark $0.75 $0.00 $33.00 $4.50 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $38.25
SCAT SM.31 $1.50 $20.36 115.6p $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 [$230.00 | $67.56 $26.25 1254.50 50.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $893.99
Simi Valley $26.40 10.00[ So.00 $27.28 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 | s255.w | $122.50 | $226.00 $112.00 sQ6.w s40.\W $180.00 SO®| $1,167.18
Thousand O] $3.90 $0.40 $7.95 $5.60 0.m| Wm| $0.00 $0.00| $20.25 | $16.60]  $6.00 $3.20 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $64.10
VISTA 101 |$348.00 [$15.00 , $275.25 , $66.50 | $250.00 , S0.00 $60.00 $10.00 ,| $111.00 |, $21.00 |, $37.50 | $141.00 ,| $40.00 , $0.00 |, $30.00 , .| $1.465.25
VISTA 126 $95.00 $14.25 $60.50 $13.50 $0.00 $0.00 $10.00 $10.00 $61.00 $0.00 $315.00 644.00 $0.00 $0.00 | $474.00 $0.00 | $1,117.25
VISTA Eaot $25.50 50.00 $14.00 s5.w | $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00] $28.00 $1.50 $46.50 $19.50 S0.00 $0.00 $0.00 s40.w $180.00
VISTA Filn $4.50 544.25 $0.00 $35.25 | s40.w $70.00 $0.00 $30.00 | $306.00 | 365.50 | $197.25 S0.50 | $264.00 $80.00 | s220.w $2000 | $1,377.25
VISTA Sant $9.00 $4.25 $29.50 $21.50 $0.00 $0.00 $30.00 $0.00 | $406.50 $12.75 $112.00 $66.00 | $248.00 $0.00 | $108.00 $3600 | $1 083.50
Totals: $665,36 $87.15 | $498.50 $196.76 | $290.00 $70.00 | $100.00 $50.00 §1,843.75 | $639.55 | $1,032,50 $672.20 | $648.00 | $120.00 |$1,012.00 $236.00 | $8,161.77
Tatal %: 8.2% 1.1%| 6.1% 2.4% 3.6% 0.9% 1.2%| 0.6% 22.6% 7.8% 12.7% 8.2% 7.9% 1.5% 12.4% 2.9%
Note: Deblt Card Usage Includes: “basic”, “transfer* “Card usage wlth negatlve cash” and " Insufflclent funds”. Pass Card Usage Includes: hypothetical ECHELON

fare revenues from ‘basic” and “transfer”. Pass Card recharges Include: “ Driver Recharge PassCard” and “ Remote Recharge PassCard”.




ATTACHMENT B

ROUTE 126- EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
(SAMPLING FROM APRIL 1998)

The following is a brief commentary on the key performance aspects of Route 126. The attached
exhibits show the key findings.

RIDERSHIPAND LOADINGS

Route 126 carries on the average weekday, about 329 passengers. The passengers travel on the
average about 15.6 miles per trip. This ridership level does not vary dramatically from day to day.

The boardings and alightings are spread (approximately) equally between communities-30% .
Fillmore, 20% Santa Paula, and 40% Ventura. Considering the population distributions, the boardings
and alightings, raise questions as to why the Ventura boardings/alightings are not greater. There are
only one or two stops that carry “questionable” loads. These stops should be examined within the
context of the “Schedule Adherence” performance. Trip loads are not excessive.

SCHEDULE ADHERENCE

The vast majority of the stops (over 85%) occur within 5 minutes of the published schedule. Of the
remainder (i.e., 15%) over 90% of the stops are within 6 to 15 minutes of the published schedule. For
an intercity bus operation this should be considered good performance. The stopsin Santa Paula and
Fillmore seem to perform dightly worse than the stops in Ventura The FARETFUNS system does
not allow for a completely defensible measurement of “buses leaving early.” However, our analysis
suggests that this does not occur in any meaningful way. Although the schedule adherence
performance is good there is room for improvement. A good target might be to have 95% of the
stops no later than 5% and for the remainder, no later than 15 minutes. This will require detailed
route and performance analysis.

FARE CARD USAGE

There were about 570 fare card transactions on Route 126 in April. The bulk of these transactions
(73%) were for monthly pass usage. However, only about 80 individual fare cards were used. This
translates into about 7 trips per fare card. Clearly this extent of usage isincorrect. Individuals buying

amonthly pass will not use the pass for 7 to 10 trips per month.

The on-bus data download statistics suggest that the FARETRANS equipment was operational over
80% of the time. This suggests either that:

CACorel work'smartEX 562298 VCTC wpd Echelon



The FARETIUNS equipment was operational, but the card reader/writers were defective,
or

Individuals were using their Fare cards like passes, i.e., flashing them.

We need to investigate what is actually happening.

DEMOGRAPHICANALYSIS

The demographic analysis was based on the 1990 census and the data reported in the Fare Card
registration process. Fare card usage was such that demographic statistics should be reasonably
representative of route performance. The following are some of the key findings:

e Theageclassificationsused in the FARETRANS registration differ slightly from the census data
that we're presently using.

e There are dightly more female passengers than male passengers when comparisons are made with
the population statistics. However, the males use the system dightly more than the females.

o Slightly less than 12 of the population in the County are 18 to 44 years old. However, amost two
thirds of the users and usage are between 16 and 45 years old. (We need to change the age
classifications used in the card registration process or use different census classes if we continue
thiskind of anaysis).

STATISTICAL SAMPLING

The statistics, as presented are based on slightly over 7 days of trip sampling. In other words, if all
the trips were to be added we would have 7.1 days of surveys. Of course, Some trips are “sampled’
more frequently than others. The analysis accommodates this sampling process. The data used
exceeds the statistical requirements for Section 15 and schedule adherence analysis.

C:Corel’ worl;* smanEXS62298VCTC upd Echelon
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APC ANALYSIS: AVERAGE DAILY BOARDINGS BY LOCATION
VISTA ROUTE 126

Weekday Analysis
Survey Data Bounds: 4/1/98 - 4/30/98
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. Average Daily Boardings
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FARETRANS VMS

APC ANALYSIS: BOARDINGS, ALIGHTINGS, AND LOADS

VISTA 126 Route: Highway 126

Weekday Analysis
Survey Data Bounds: 4/1/98 - 4/30/98
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FARTRANS VMS
APC ANALYSIS: AVERAGE DAILY ROUTE LOADINGS

VISTA 126 Route: Highway 126
WeekdayAnalysis
Survey Data Bounds: 4/1/98 - 4/30/98

Southbound Loads
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‘FARETRANS VMS
SCHEDULE ADHERENCE ANALYSIS

VISTA ROUTE 126
Weekday Analysis
Survey Data Bounds: 4/1/98 - 4/30/98

Number of Observations
o

375

75

0to 5 Minutes Late
5+ to 15 Minutes Late
15+ to 30 Minutes Late

Stop Number

<« MmN




FARETRANS VMS
APC ANALYSIS: DEMOGRAPHIC ANALYSIS

VISTA 126 Route: Highway 126
Survey Data Bounds: 4/1/98 - 4/30/98

PROFILE QF CARD USERS

8%

L

27%

55%

Insufficient Data

62%

80 to 15 years 0 16 to 45 years
B Female | Male
R 45 to 65 years A 65+ years

PROFILE OF CARD USAGE

13%"“ Th R

51%

! Insufficient Data

81% i

M0 to 15 years 0 16 to 45 years
® Female u Male ,
W45 to 65 years B 65+ years !
J

PROFILE OF VENTURA COUNTY RESIDENTS (Based on 1990 Census Data)
% I A i -

i
|
!
}

| 50% 50% ; 12%
! i
I !
| . '
! 13%
' 46% : 12%
i .
B Sflisae, ., Sutemi s
: O18to ears , B B o . a X to )
’ # Female = Male - 8 45 to 64 years | 540,000 to §45,993 @ $50,000 to $53.99
e o @65 years and older ; M $60,000 to $74,999 0 §75,000+
PAPCOT - Echelon
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FARETRANS VMS
APC ANALYSIS: ROUTE SUMMARY - AVERAGES

VISTA 126 Route: Highway 126
Weekday Analysis
Survey Data Bounds: 4/1/98 - 4/30/98

Stop | Unlinked Passenger Load Unlinked
Trips Passenger
Boardings | Alightings Trip Miles
1o 97 0 g7 920.64/
2 a7 29 116 207.31
3 19 6 128 709.19
4 1 3 126 506.87
5 S 32 99 163.92
6 S 45 59 78.11
7 0 2 57 40.69
8 1 5 -52 28.20
9 S6 36 73 39.24
10 3 4 72 5$1.40
11 2 Q 73 96.85)
12 23 2 84 155.47
13 29 2 121 488.39
1 10 6 126 697.76
15 7 27 106 190.82
18 24 50 80 759.51
17 0 80 0 0.00

Summary for Route
Average Weekday

Unlinked Passenger Load Unlinked
Trips Passenger
Boardings | Alightings Trip Miles| Annual Weekday Statistics
Total 3298 328 NA! 5,134.37| Number of Days: 258
IAvg NA NA 87.11 NA| [Unlinked Passenger Trips: 84,872
Max NA NA 128 NA! [Unlinked Passenger Trip Miles: 1,324,667.91
FRAPCO4 Echelon
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FARETRANS VMS
APC ANALYSIS: SUMMARY OF SURVEY DATA BY RUN

VISTA 126 Route: Highway 126
Weekday Analysis
Survey Data Bounds: 4/1/98 - 4/30/98

Run: 1 Survey Data
Bus Number of Date Number of | Start Time | End Time |Number | Unlinked | Average Number of
Number | Scheduled Vehicle Trips of Days |Passenger | Unlinked Passenger
Vehicle Trips Surveyed| Trips Trips per Vehicle Trip
3 10| 4/9/98 2l 418AM] 7:01PM 0.20 49 245
3 10| 4/10/98 5/ 620AM| 553PM| 050 134 26.8
3 10] 413/99] 5| 531AM[ 649PM| 050 153 30.6
5 10| 41398 2 637AM{ 1001AM] 020 73 36.5
3 10{ 41498 6 521AM| 601PM| 0.0 300 50.0)
5 10| 414598 4 631AM] 648PM| 040 55 13.8
3 10| 4/15/08 5 535AM| 6:49PM| 050 162 324
5 10| 4/15/98 5/ 6:32AM| 554PM| 050 177 35.4)
3 10| 416/98 4 532AM|  2:28PM] 040 117 29.3
5 10| 4/16/98) 4 624AM| 605PM| 040 104 26.0
3 10] 417/98 3 11:226AM[ SS8PM|  0.30 128 43.0
5 10| 4/17/98 4 534AM| 6:46PM| 040 138 345
3 10 4/21/98 4 529AM| 416 PM 0.40 85 21.3
5 10| 42198 5| e14AM[ 557PM| 050 159 318
5 10] 4/22/98 5| 624AM| 555PM| 050 193 3856
10 10| 423/98 4 11:04AM| 520PM] 040 141 353
3 10] 42498 4 942AM| 6S50PM|  0.40 42 105
Total: 170 71 7.10 2811 31.14
APC Analysis Sample Statistics
Number of Vehicle Trips Surveyed: 71
Number of Vehicle Trips Scheduled per Day: 10
Numbetof Equivalent Route Days Surveyed: 7.10
m Pagelofl Echelon



FARETRANS VMS
APC ANALYSIS: RUN SUMMARIES - AVERAGES

VISTA 126 Route: Highway 126
Weekday Analysis
Survey Data Bounds: 4/1/98 - 4/30/98

Run 1
Stops | Unlinked Passenger Load Unlinked
Trips Passenger
Boardings | Alightings Trip Miles

1| 97.2369048 0| 97.2368048 920.64
2| 47.4702381( 20,0833333| 115.62381 207.31
3| 18,7857143( 6.14285714] 128.266687| 709.19
4] 1.07142857| 3.2202381| 126.117857 506.87,
5| 5.01180476| 31.6807143( 89.4690476| 163.92
6| 4.71428571} 45.1904762| 58.9928571 78.11
7 0| 2.16666667| 56.8261905 40.69
8| 0.5952381(5.10047619( 52.2309524| 28.20
9| 56.227381} 35.7976190| 72.6607143 39.24
10} 3.46428571| 4.44047619| 71.6845238 51.40
11]1.73571429| 0.26785714] 73.152381 96.85
12| 23.3059524) 2.00595238| 94.452381 155.47
13| 26.5297619| 1.67261905| 121.308524 488.39
14{ 10.4583333 5.5| 126.267857 607.76
15| 6.6952381| 26.5369048| 1068.426190 180,82
16| 23.6583333| 49.8654762) 80.2180476 759.51
17 0] 80.2180476, 0 0.00

Summary for Run 1

Unlinked Passenger Load Unlinked

Trips Passenger

Boardings | Alightings Trip Miles

Total |328.960714]328.960714 NA|  5,134.37
Avg NA NA 87.11 302,02

[Max | 967.2368048| 80.2180476| 128.266667 920.64

rptAPCO3
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FARETRANS VMS
APC ANALYSIS: VEHICLE TRIP SUMMARIES - AVERAGES

VISTA 126 Route: Highway 126
Weekday Analysis
Survey Data Bounds: 4/1/98 - 4/30/98

Run: 1
Vehicle | schedule ~Unlinked
Tri as:
Vehicle
Trip

1| 6:00 AM| 8:00 AM| 29
2| 8:00 AM|10:00 AM| 45
3 10:00Am  12:00PM 39
4,12:00PM, 2:00PM, 48
5| 2:00 PM| 4:00 PM| 48
6] 4:00 PM| 6:00 PM| 28
7] 6:52AM| 9:00 AM| 3t
8| 9:00 AM|10:00 AM 19
9 4:00 PM| 5:00 PM 22
10 5:00 PM| 6:55PM 20

Summary for RUN:1

Unlinked Passenger Trips:

Total Daily 328.981

Average Daii 32.8961

Maximum Daily: 48.4286

it Page10f1 Echelon



FARETRANS VMS
APC ANALYSIS: TRIP DETAILS - AVERAGES

VISTA 126 Route: Highway 126
Weekday Analysis

Survev Data Bounds: 4/1/98 - 4/30/98

Stop|Unlinked Passenger Load Unlinked Stop | Unlinked Passenger Load Unlinked 1 Stop Unlinked Passenger| Load Unlinked
Trips Passenger Trips Passenger Trips Passenger
Boardingé[ Allghtings Trip Miles Boardings | Alightings Trip Miles Boardings Alightings Trip Miles
Run 1: Trip 1 1 20 0 20 189.36 3 2 2 13 71.88
2 10 5 25 43.93 4 0 0 13 51.67
! 9 0 9 88.37 3 2 1 6] 1475 5 0 3 1 17.42
2 3 ! 12 20.62 4 0 0 26| 10449 6 4 5 9 .73
3 3 L 13 72.80 5 3 4 24 39.63 7 0 0 ) 634
4 0 0 13 51.58 6 0 17 7 9.71 8 0 1 8 4.40
5 0 4 9 15.11 7 0 0 7 5.25 9 5 4 10 5.40
6 1 6 4 5.30, 8 0 1 7 3.78 10 0 1 9 6.76
7 0 1 3 239 ) 2 5 7 351 T 0 0 9 12.48
8 0 1 3 1.53 10 0 0 7 4.66 12 3 0 12 19.99
9 2 2 2 + 126 1 0 0 7 8.61 13 3 1 14 58.09
10 0 0 2 143 12 0 0 7 10.70 14 1 0 15 85.26
1 0 0 2 265 13 2 1 3 32.88 15 1 2 14 24.59
12 0 0 2 3.29 14 D) 2 8 44.21 16 3 7 10 98.74)
13 5 0 6 25.50 15 1 1 7 13.15 17 0 10 0 0.00
14 S 4 8 43.29 16 2 3 6 55.23
15 0 2 6 10.46 .
e - > 5 5507 17 0 6 0 0.00 Summary for Run 1: Trip 3
17 0 6 0 0.00 . Total [3B.1428671]39.1428671 NA 697.88
Summary for Run 1: Trip 2 AV NA NA 06 TR
Summary for Run 1: Trip 1 [Total 46 46 NA 713.04 Max [10.6714286] 10.4286714| 16.4286714 100.00
Total [8.8533333[28.8333333 NA 307.63 ':Avg % s 1o aSh
- . : ax .
v, NA NA 6.88 23.30 L 2] 193 Run 1 Trip 4
Max | 8.33333333 6| 13.1666667 88.37 ) 1 9 0 g 88.76
Run 1: Trip 3 2 6 4 12 21.29
Run 1: Trip 2 g 11 0 11 100.09 3 3 0 15 82.94
| 2 6 4 13 23.05 4 0 1 14 57.77)
;p;\;::oz Page 1 of 4 Echelon




FARETRANS VMS
APC ANALYSIS: TRIP DETAILS - AVERAGES

VISTA 126 Route: Highway 126

Weekday Analysis
Survey Data Bounds: 4/1/98 - 4/30/98
Stop | Unlinked Passenger Load Unlinked Stop | Unlinked Passenger Load Unlinked Stop | Unlinked Passenger Load Unlinked
Trips Passenger Trips Pagsenger Trips Passenger
Boardings | Alightings Trip Miles Boardings | Alightings Trip Miles Boardings | Alightings Trip Miles
5 0 4 11 18.33) 7 0 0 7 5.11 9 7 3 9 4.59
6 0 0 11 14.73 8 0 0 7 3.86 10 0 0 9 6.27
7 0 0 1 7.97 9 12 5 14 7.79 11 0 0 9 11.58
8 0 0 11 6.01 10 1 1 14 9.94 12 2 1 10 16.67
9 10 8 13 7.22 11 1 0 15 19.86 13 2 0 12 49.32
10 2 2 13 9.05 12 6 1 20 33.39 14 0 0 13 69.77
11 0 0 13 16.88 13 5 0 25 100.07 15 1 3 10 18.38
12 9 0 21 34.36) 14 2 0 27 148.41 16 2 4 8 78.11
13 4 0 24 97.63 15 2 5 24 42.26 17 0 8 0 0.00
14 0 0 25 135.39 16 3 12 15 140.67
15 1 5 21 ¥37.65) 17 0 15 0 0.00 Summary for Run 1: Trip 6
16 4 ] 17 158.59
IAvg NA NA 7.6 26.83
Summary for Run 1: Trip 4 Total |48.4285714] 48.4286714 NA| 757.23 Max 8 8.25 12.625 78.11
Avg NA NA 13.23) 44.54
otal 48.376 48.375 NA| 794.57 (Max 12| 14.8671429| 26,857 1429 148.41 Run 1: Trip 7
Avg NA NA 14.19| 46.74
Max 10 16.76 24.5 168.69 - 1 15 0 15 145.18
l Run 1: Trip 6 2 8 3 20 35.26
. 1 8 0 8 75.74 3 3 0 23 124.40
Run 1: Trip § 2 3 3 7 12.78 3 0 0 2 89.09
1 11 0 11 104.15 3 2 1 8 44.23 5 0 6 17 27.47
2 4 4 10 18.19 4 0 0 8 3215 6 0 13 4 4.63
3 2 1 11 59,24 5 1 4 5 7.62 7 0 2 2 1.43
4 0 0 11 43.06 6 0 0 5 6.12 8 0 ) 2 0.90
5 1 4 7 11.77 7 0 0 5 3.31 9 2 2 1 0.63
6 0 0 7 9.46 8 0 0 5 2.50 10 0 0 1 0.84
PAPC02
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APC ANALYSIS: TRIP DETAILS - AVERAGES

FARETRANS VMS

VISTA 126 Route: Highway 126

Weekday Analysis
Survey Data Bounds: 4/1/98 - 4/30/98

| Stop || Unlinked Passenggr | Load | Unlinked 1 Stop | Unlinked Passenger Load Unlinked Stop Ynlinked Passenger Load Unlinked
Trips Passenger Trips Passenger Trips Passenger
Boardings | Alightings Trip Miles Boardings | Alightings Trip Miles Boardings Alighting6 Trip Miles
1" 0 0 1 1.54 13 0 0 1 3.45 15 1 3 13 23.61
12 0 0 1 1.92 14 0 0 1 4.74 16 4 9 9 61.42
13 1 0 2 7.38 15 0 0 1 1.54 17 0 9 0 0.00
14 0 0 2 10.13 16 0 0 1 9.47
15 1 1 2 2.99 17 0 1 0 0.00 Summary for Run I: Trip 9
16 2 1 3 26.83
17 0 3 0 0.00 Summary for Run I: Trip 8 Tota 218 216 NA 316.66
Avg NA NA 6.69 16.67
Summary for Run I: Trip 7 Total | 18.7142867|18.7142867 NA 290.63 Max 8.4 6.8 16 86.42
Avg NA NA 6.11 17.00
Total 30.6 30.6 NA[ 480.62 Max |[8.86714286 | 6.42867143 | 13.2867143 83.66 Run I: Trip 10
Avg NA NA 6.84 28.27 1 7 5 y B
Max |16.3333333|13.1666667 22.6 146.18 Run I : Trip 9 5 . 1 . o
. 1 1 0 1 5.68 3 1 0 6 33.17|
Run |- Trip 6 2 0 0 1 1.08 4 0 0 6 2411
1 9 0 9 83.86 3 0 0 1 3.32 5 0 2 4 6.32
2 6 3 12 21.26 4 0 0 1 2,41 6 0 0 4 4.85
3 2 0 13 73.46 5 0 0 1 0.99 7 0 0 4 2.63
4 0 1 13 50.52 6 0 0 1 0.79 8 0 0 4 1.98
5 1 2 12 19.07 7 0 0 1 0.43 9 6 2 8 4.08
6 0 4 8 10.78| 8 0 0 1 0.32 10 0 0 8 5.38
7 0 0 8 5.83 9 6 1 6 4.32 11 0 0 8 9.93
8 0 3 5 2,93 10 1 0 9 6.45 12 1 0 9 13.99
9 1 5 1 0.46 1 0 0 9 12.16 13 4 0 12 49.65
10 0 0 ! 0.61 12 3 0 12 19.75 14 0 0 12 66.15
11 0 0 1 1.13 13 4 0 16 64.42 15 1 4 9 16.14
12 0 0 1 1.41 14 0 0 16 66.42 16 2 5 6 56.39
Echelon
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APC ANALYSIS: TRIP DETAILS - AVERAGES

FARETRANS VMS

VISTA 126 Route: Highway 126
WeekdayAnalysis
Survey Data Bounds: 4/1/98 - 4/30/98

Stop [Unlinked Passenger Load Unlinked
Trips Passenger
Boardings [Alighting8 Trip Miler
17 0 6 0 0.0d
Summary for Run I: Trip 10
Total |20.1666867|20.1666667 NA 348.06
Avg NA NA 6.31 20.47
Max 6.6(6.16666667 | 12.3333333 88.16
4
rAPCO2
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Exhibit 1

FARETRANS VMS (Fare Transaction and Vehicle Mana ement System)
VCTC PHASE Il - SYSTEM ARCHITECTURE

WK 0 HARVR B R R A Ne AR X g o, e

SIGNAL o SATELLITES
RADID KIOSKS
PRIORITY

Intemet Direct Telephone
Connecton Connection

CENTRAL CONTROL SUBSYSTEM

BUS SUBSYSTEMS
VISA/Mastercard i ial-A-Ri
et hpprova E ﬁ Fixed Route & Dial-A-Ride

Accounting

Fare Card Irsuancel
Recharge, Lost/St&n
Card Reporting.
Record Keeping

Fare Card Outlet + Fare Card Reader/Writer ) »  Local Area Radio
Interaction . GPS Receiver & Dead Reckoning «  Wide Area Radlq
Transfer/Receipt Printer . Passer)ger Coqntlng
- Bus Stop Announcement » Roadside Advisory
- PIA System «  Emissions Monitoring
*  Hidden Comers/VCR »  Vehicle Mechanical Monitoring
Metrolink Rail - Sign Control *  Bus Signal Priority
and Other Agency
Interaction

RF TRANSCEIVER/MODEM

Imnmat

BUS GARAGE SUBSYSTEMS
Q | DATA INPUT DATA OUTPUT
) ' Bus Schedules, Routes, Stops, Fare , l, Fare Transaction Logs

. Passenger Counts
Structure P Vehicle Location. Speeds
Ridership (Rail/Bus) Planning " Route/Schedule Changes : Speech, Print & Display Promotions . Equipment Performance
P . Stolon Lost and Recharge Card ID . vii Logs
) Time Point and Layover *  Equipment  Configuration 7 %, . Driver Performance
Market Penetration Changes . Acckbnt Reconstruction
. . ) . . Maint./Staff Activity Log
Socio/Economic/Demographic —_ Marketlng —— . Marketing/Promo Messages
Profiles
System Marketing
Prop. System Changes Corporate Passenger
. 0 i — Promoti METRO LINK RAIL & OTHER CORPORATE/GARAGE/
Ston Usac moueaice: Specds: perations o AGENCY SUBSYSTEMS RETAIL/ SUBSYSTEMS
Stop Usage Route Profiles Driver/Conductor Performance ) )
) ) Evaluation *  Fara Card Transaction Processing . RldEFShip_ Reports
Equipment Failures —_ Mamtenance — . . . SFation. Fare]Passenger information . Maﬂfeﬂnglprorms .
Traffic Operations Kiosk Operation . Service Changes, Reviews

- Rail/Bus Arrivals

> . +  Retail Outlets. Cord Based Purchase
+  RailPassenger Counting (Sect. 161

. Parking Access

r nhnr va



- 950 County Square Drive Suite 207
— - Ventura. CA 93003

(805) 654-2888
(805) 642 59 1
FAX (805)642-4860

September 1, 1998

Mr. Michael Dinning

Volpe National Transportation Systems Center
Kendall Square

Cambridge, MA 02 142 1093

_'1 .
Dear Mr%ng:

I"'m pleased to be sending you the Ventura County Transportation Commission’s (VCTC's)
final Smart Passport evaluation report. This report details VCTC' s experiences throughout the
demonstration project. The report includes information supplied by Echelon Industries, Jacki
Bacharach, the Project Manager, each of the participating transit operatorsaswell asVCTC's
own views of the demonstration project.

Sincerely,

Ginger Gherardi
Executive Director



