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Outline of Presentation

A o) ﬁ/
Background- .
» What s the Reglo LTransportatlon Plan? —

» Why do we conduct long-range transportatlpn/f)lannmg?
» Who are the key rolc-:-k1s)layersa e :
> Requirements ‘*’/\

Transportation PIanner\" o‘_ dRespensubllmes
. State Hat/Regional Hat \ =

(=]

> Administrator ¢ ﬁ@_

> Overall Work Progra |
> Coordinator ;
> Participant

District 4 EXperience |
> MPO & other key role players
> RTP 2040 - Plan Bay Area




/hat is thE\Reglonal TransportationPlan?

oNOMA ov/reuns
> Long- range (20+qye~a | DISTRICT 4

CON TFl'A COqTA

> Assesses current modes of trans an h&pgtentlal of new

travel options X = o

\,\ > ALAMEDA

> Forecasts the future needs for travel anc vement.-
%‘x e }\

SAN MATEDO

> Identifies spe$|f ic actions necessary to address the reglon s\q\oblllty
and accessibility needs. \

» Contains any federally-funded project or regionally significant project




Vhat is thE\RTP? (cont.)
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hy do.we-conduct long-range transportation
- Iannmg? o Gestrears
\#\ﬂ L e DISTRICT 4
al |

> Responds to feder and state mandates
> Planning process is'not just a listing of 311/ay and transit capital
investments, but also develozpmg stra egl(es ™
.._'_. S & X e

| Ilcfpollcyeocongerns:

social equity, economic developfhent: 'f' N
smart. th, affordable housing, o
jobs/housmg balance,

safety and security.




Respond to Federal Mandates

> MAP-21 establishe%&}atibnal performance goals:

DISTRICT 4

Safety

Infrastructure conditi .
Congestion reducti
System reliability.... \ R =

Frelght movement




/ho are tﬁ&kez role players?

sonoma ovfrauns
e _ DISTRICT 4
> Metropolltan Planni Qrganlzatlons (MPOs) and Reglonal

Transportation Plannin :iAg"enaes in Callfornla

> 18 federally designated MPOs

> 26 statutorily created RTPAs }

L A b

> Under the requirements o' ' ) and thg gqllfornla
Transportation Commission (CTC):

> Receives annual federal metropohtan_ lanning fu ds ***** Stasa

SAN MATEDO

from the Federal Highway Administration (F! }IA) dthe Federal
Tra ministration (FTA). - - i~
. Py in \Nh‘:

> RTPAs receive rural planning a55|stance (RPA) from the staté\to carry
out their respective planning requirements. @




CALIFORNIA

Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs)
and
Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAs)

AMBAG"  Association of Monberey Bay Govemments
Eutte County Assoclation of Governmenis

Sacramento Area Councll of Govemnmenis
San Diego Association of GOvEnmens
San Joagquin Councll of Govemiments

San Luls Obilspo Councll of Govemiments

Tllammmrﬁ.smaﬂmd Govemments
Tahoe Matropaltan Planning Organtzation

"AMEAG Includes SCCRTC, TAMC and SBICOG.
Al retain RTPA status.

“MTC cOwers a nine county reghon.

TSACOG |6 the RTPA for Sacramento, Sutier,

Yoo, and Yuba Countles It Is the MPO faor the
fedarally designated ozone non-atiainmeant area in
‘Sacramemo, Yoo, Yuba, Sutter, Placer, and El Dorado
Counfes. Placer and El Dorado Couwnties redaln RTRPA
s1ahus up to the crast of the Slera Nevada Mountains.
THECAG covers 3 slx county reglon, flve of which are
County Transpartation Commissons:

= \LAMTC, OCTA, RCTC, SANBAG, and WCTC

[ ] single County MPOs

171 RTPAs Within MPOs

[ | Mon-MPO Rural RTPA Areas

RTPAs That Do Not Receive Rural Planning Assistance
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Requireménts o.f“"the RTP (cont.)

DISTRICT 4
> State reqwres R s to address the /ol’fowmg

forauns

r <
- Y




>StatéHat/Reg1 a“l""Hat
> Administrato KCaordmator /P

Monitor reglon s _"mp ia th
requwements - \”u £

-...'\ p-n’s 0

A

core OWP product)

> Regional Transportatioi Pla "(/\ -
Track Reglonal Issuei\.:"x \\ —

rojects” -
Rewew of the RTP




What is the region s Ove

> Annually developed |

> Introduces the region an "Tts goals ar and quectlves -

> Is a scope of work far.transportation plannlng - |V|t|es detalled as Work

Elements . ; ( 7 s e
> Y = --‘_ - _ 03 ‘“:_?:‘_-—"--;1" .

> Planning budget

> Easy reference for knowing /what
transportation planning act|V|t|es\ | \

> |Is part of a funding contract \ ==
> OWPA s i \I T
> MFTA-¢» 7/ ;

> Complies with all applicable state and federal laws, regulations ana\
requirements. A
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» Association of Ba F GoveY
> Other Key Role Players il

> 9 Counties Ra 7T

> 101 Cities

> Metropolitan T'r“a‘"rE;drtétion Commissio
Yy

> Caltrans
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the'lf\'/IP.O/RTPA Bay Aré
I.I[dEL\ierwceﬂutlrnorlty for Free

Authorlty(BATA) an
Expressways (SAFE)

D&
> Has 5 stﬁ’ng committees (Admlnlstratlon géy Are T\I Authority,
Legislation, Operations, Planning and Programming)

. .’>,_
> Advised by its Policy Advisory Committee




District 4 Experieﬂnce (cont )

SOMNOMA WE
\ = DISTRICT 4

> Conceived and formed by ay Area leaders about 50 rscage who recognized
the need to address common i sues from a reg| -

—

»Governed by 38-member Executive Board cdme : ""c/Lof an eleg:ted official

from each member city, town, ar ount;i\_

» Works with MTC, BAAQMD, and :
(JPC)

> Produces job and population research, d ta

preparedness research, green busmesssﬁtmgggms&nd lts
initiative, FOC S g :
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ooperatlon with I\QC BAAQMD, and BCDC

A

» Encourages focused growth i‘(hrough a \giuhta
development and conservatm?hstra_t_ | R

> Priority Development Areas (PDAs) == % \
> Priority C nservatlon Areas (PCRS);“’Whl\Frgre regﬁbnally
significant open spaces for which there exm{s a bTbaQ:onsensus

for long-term protection.

11V




ofErauns

> Is being d‘dne in collaboration with the nine counties and
101 cities.

Loy




® 2006, AB 32 became law
P I a n Bay A rea » Nov 2007, 100 PDAs adopted by ABAG

SONOMA

Last RTP adopted

* July 2008, 98 PCAs adopted by ABAG Loaftrennis
* 2008, SB 375 became law DISTRICT 4

LAm.m%

LApr2010 |

Apr 2011

*Sept 2010, CARB adopted GHG reductlon targets for each reglon ( BIG 4% ~-MTC, SCAG, SANDAG

and SACOG)

* Dec 2010, MTC adopted the 2010 Publlc Participation Plan

*Jan 2011, Regional Housing Need Determination and Allocat1on (RHND and RHNA,
respectively) process started

* Jan 2011, MTC & ABAG adopted Plan Bay Area Performance Targets

* March 2011, MTC & ABAG introduced the Initial Vision Scenario

« Spring 2011 ,MTC & ABAG conducted ten-public workshops = CONTRA EosTA
* April 2011, MTC received.goo ,s,gbn‘;;gssmns in response to MTC s open “call for projects”

==

Assessment SAN MATEO N D)

«Dec 201 to Jan 2012, MTC and ABAG conducted nine pubhc workshops
in each of the BA counties. s AkAMED
* March 2012, ABAG released Draft Jobs- Housrng Connectlon Scenario

« April 2012, MTC released the proposed Draft Plan Bay Area
Transportation Investment Strategy with PI‘O]eCt Performance SANTA CLARA

* -
= «

*May 2012, MTC & ABAG approved the “Preferred Land Use and
Transportation Investment Strategy
* May 2012, ABAG approved the “One Bay Area Grants” (OBAG)

* June 2012, MTC put out Notice of Preparation of Draft EIR for Plan Bay Area
to include “Equity Analysis” and AQ conformity determination
* July 2012, MTC & ABAG approved five alternative transportation and land
use strategies to be considered in the EIR process

Plan Bay Area due for adoption

Apr 2013

May 2013, ABAG adopts Final RHNA




=i \\
Plan Bay Area (cont.)
>Dec 2010, Publl&Partiapatlon Plan

\

b o

>

o

> Federal requirement Yo

=

SOLANDO

> Prepared prior to the\developmenﬂ of the RTI/D
(.J \
> Jan 2011, Regional Hzrusmg'Needs,
Determination JAITbgat on

MARIN

> ABAG, the responsible agency fo res.pondg\

SAN MATEO
> <
= <
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Plan BayArea (cont.) 4

nar DISTRICT 4

> Jan 2011, Performaﬁcg*Targets
1)*Reduce CO2 emissions from cars and light truclﬁs/by 15%

2)* House projected 2 "lyr growth w/o dlsplacement~of low .inc
residents. S

3) Reduce PM2.5 by 10%; raduce PM10g{>y 30% -

4) Reduce by 50% injuries arid fatalltles from all colhsmns, (blkes and
pedestrian included). f—‘“

\kmg or blklng peér'person for

transportation by 60%. ("Q SR

6) Direct all non-agricultural de\@lopmentM‘ghm the urbamfgotprmt

7) Decrease by 10% the share of low=income and lower-middle income
residents’ household income consurhed by. transb rtation and housing.

8) Increase gross regional producta(GRP) kaéOA 2% K

9) Decreg@average per-trip travel time by 10% for non- auto modes;
decrease automobile vehicle miles traveled per capita by 10%.

10) Maintain the transportation system in a state of good repa\lr

?
10

* Mandated by SB 375
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Plan Bay;A?_ea (ant-) Gstrans

>March 2011, Initial Vision Scenario BISTRICY &

Starting point

MARIN

Builds on eX|st|ng frame“"” ork ( ’

hf e
Accommodates reglonal h@\smgh_ P S
Uses existing transit irfrast, { = . T

Assumes unconstrained resour:

- -y
CONTRA COSTA

>

>

> "
- bIe growt
>

>

>

: ~ ] -:. S L l o
Sl e
SR \ e
3 \ SANTA CLARA
SAN MATEO \E
N o
A \?77[-—”:.5\% -\:.\
‘\‘\
Lo

hio)

> -
- ¢




Plan Bail-\ a (cpnt ) 4
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> CMAs role ”"’< |

» Caltrans « ..

> 900 submlssmns




Plan Ba,yj-\rea (cont.) Gtrezns
> Public Workshhps e, omw ~DISTRICT 4
> Spring 2011 Plan\‘ﬁay*Area Public Worksh?;ps’
> 10 workshops[\ . = P
> Interactive'web fool = W

> Priority-setting exermse on fﬁtw‘e Iand development and
housing growth }3; . el :

CONTHA CO“ITA

> Winter 2011 Plan Bay A e‘ﬁ-Pubﬁt;Wﬁrk__;_, ops
> 9 workshops, one in each of then _\n,e cou13|t|es samoa

\\

> Solicit comments on: i “\\ -
> Transportation tradeoffs prlorktl__'"""' e

SAN MATEO

: Land Use/Complete Communltle_'f'_;_;f*;’_};_“f
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Plan Bay Area (cont.) 4

> March 2012, ABAG’S Draft J"6bs-Housmg Conr?c'esc on

Strategy released ‘ I8 /;,;-/-

-" SOLANO

Projects 1. Lmllllon new jObS m\ 2040

Forecasts 2.1 mI||IO‘1 more peopLe by 2040

1 c_,. A
\ ; - CON THA cosTAa

velopment linked

‘___ Tt At

AN FRANC

Local aspirations Forﬁhmunity

with regional ObjeCtI

NTA CLARA

Identifies where new pupulatid\na id;job growth
couhﬁbe accommodated while ma5(|m|zmg use of
existing infrastructure
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Plan Bayj-\rea (cont.) 4

> April 2012, MTG«released Draft'Plan Bay Area Trat%mﬁan“
Investment Strategy, - o \ o

> Revenue forecast51 ’i’o
> $277B revenue |n\28 years Jvnth $1868 committed;
> 88% will be used for operatlor!/and malntenance
> 67% will be mvested}fn puh lic transgt =

> Key strategies - 3 e
> Close the GHG' gapsby u}nov;{
> Fix-it-first f corl
> One Bay Area Grant (O AGiFramewaRkv
> Fund high-performers = -
> Squeeze more efficiency out’ of eklétmg syStem

> e the Transit System sustainable =
> Project Performance Assessment o

CONTHA cosTAa

mg Chmate Pollcy Inltlatlve

u....: i\

ALAMEDA




Plan Ba,yArea (cont.) 4
> May 2012, MTC\& ABAG approved the “Prefer@? L3AT" <

Use Scenario and 'Fi'ansportatlon Investrﬁent Strategy”
> Aims to: "; B ) /

N

> Strengthen the qonnectlo?rbétween housmg, jobs
and transportatloz P S

CONTHA CO"’ITA

AN AN c

> Ensure stewardsﬁl I&f thé%a;gAPga s scemcand

natural resources \» ‘‘‘‘

> Will comprise the Plan Bay Are&proj

SAN MATED \ S\
pe =
> <
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Plan Bayj-\rea (cont.) p—:.
> May 2012, OneBayArea Grant (OBAG) DISTRICT 4

~

> A four-year, $320 mll‘ﬁon grant program \ 7
S
> Integrates the reglonj‘s federal transportatlonrfuﬁdswith California’s SB

375 SCS requirements - T
. Aims to achieve local land use and hoﬂlsmg poI|C|es
> Reward jurisdictions aq‘;eptln housmg\aﬂocatlons through the

RHNA process and produ\cmg
incentives san FRANGISCO i o o

\x'&

st €

> Support the SCS for the' Bgy Area thﬂ\mvest\irrérrr PDA& and
initiate a pilot program that sgpports open pace preservation in

P CAS ¥ ‘:-- H = ﬁ‘“‘a \\

AN MATE

> Allow flexibility for local agencies to m%e;st in T’ransportatlon for
Li ommunities, bicycle and pedestrian |mprovements, IocaI
streets and preservation, Safe Routes to School, etc..




Plan Ba,yj-\rea (cont ) 4

e DISTRICT 4
> Issues

/structure eh/allenged

SOLANDO

Title VI:com |ance ques 'Qne

CONTHA CO“ITA

o \ 2‘7..&,5,sqld been
problematic” \\,

®

“Participation from ot ii"ep

SAN MATEO

TFéansparency questioned ’*:‘7‘ : \
\

10




Plan BayA?ea (cpnt )
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SOLANO

(e{ and EIR
ut<’the reglon :

Ar adﬂe for adoption
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