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I. Executive Summary

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) and the Association of Bay Area Governments
(ABAG) began working in 2014 to update Plan Bay Area, the long-term Regional Transportation Plan
(RTP) for the San Francisco Bay Area. The update — known as Plan Bay Area 2040 — considers how and
where the region should accommodate growth projected for the next 24 years. The Plan is developed to
conform to federal and state regulations, including California legislation from 2008 (Senate Bill 375,
Steinberg), which requires each of the state’s 18 metropolitan areas to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions from cars and light trucks. Under Senate Bill 375, the Bay Area must develop a Sustainable
Communities Strategy — a new element of the regional transportation plan — that strives to reach the
greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction target established by the California Air Resources Board. The law also
requires the region to plan for housing 100 percent of its projected population at all income levels.

Public Engagement a Key Element of Plan Bay Area 2040

A comprehensive program of public involvement activities is a key part of our long-range planning
process. Extensive outreach with local government officials is required, as well as a federal Public
Participation Plan that details opportunities for the public to be involved in the Plan’s development.
Engagement activities include workshops in each county and public hearings on the draft prior to
adoption of a final plan.

Thousands of people have participated in public open houses and other public meetings, telephone and
internet surveys, and more. The region’s 101 cities and nine counties also participated in the
development of the Plan, as did fellow regional agencies, the Bay Conservation and Development
Commission and the Bay Area Air Quality Management District. Community-based organizations and
advocacy groups representing the diverse interests of the Bay Area were active participants throughout
the process, as were some three dozen regional transportation partners. Officials representing Native
American Tribes were also consulted (those activities are summarized in a separate report).

This report documents the four phases of public involvement activities:

1. Phase One: Public Participation Plan (2014-15)
2. Phase Two: Goals and Targets (2015)

3. Phase Three: Scenario Planning (2016)

4. Phase Four: Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 (2017)

Following are highlights of activities from the overall engagement effort:

e 27 open houses in the nine Bay Area counties that drew nearly 1,500 participants over the three
rounds of open houses (three open houses per county)

e One statistically valid telephone poll in spring of 2016 that reached out to more than 2,000 Bay
Area residents from all nine counties and conducted in English, Spanish and Chinese

e Six public hearings to gather input on the plan’s environmental impact report (EIR)

e Aregional housing summit attended by some 300 Bay Area public officials, community leaders
and interested residents to consider ideas and best practices for alleviating the region’s housing
affordability crisis

e Ongoing meetings with local elected officials, local planning directors and officials from
congestion management and transit agencies as well as staff from environmental protection
agencies, including 10 presentations to elected officials on the Draft Plan (one in every county)
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Partnerships with community-based organizations (CBOs) in low-income communities and
communities of color that featured presentations by CBO leaders directly to MTC and ABAG
decision makers, 168 completed online surveys ranking planning scenarios and five focus groups
with 70 residents to discuss the Draft Plan

An active web and social media presence, including nearly 167,000 page views by 45,000 unique

visitors to the PlanBayArea.org website between July 2014 and December 2016 (62 percent of

visitors were new visitors)

e Online “Build a Better Bay Area” survey taken by some 920 participants helped illustrate policy

and fiscal tradeoffs associated with three different future growth and transportation scenarios
e Produced nine videos to explain the planning process and challenge facing the region
e Release of the Draft Plan and Draft EIR in March and April of 2017
e Through July 2017, a total of 195 public meetings were conducted for the Plan Bay Area 2040

update

Table 1 shows the number of participants at key public engagement events. Table 2 lists special public
workshops at which the Plan was discussed, plus public meetings of ABAG’s and MTC's policy boards and
advisory committees where the Plan was on the agenda through adoption in 2017.

Table 1: Participation in Key Public Engagement Events

Event Date(s) Attendance/
Participants

Spring 2015 Open Houses: Nine open houses | April 29, 2015 through 600

around the region May 28, 2015

Spring 2016 Open Houses: Nine open houses May 26, 2016 through 455

around the region June 14, 2016

Scenario Concepts Special Workshops: October 6 and October 7, 130

Regional Advisory Working Group and 2015

Regional Planning Committee

Housing Forum: Calling the Bay Area Home: Saturday, February 20, 300

Tackling the Affordable Housing and 2016

Displacement Challenge

Telephone Survey: Conducted in English, March/April 2016 2,048

Spanish & Chinese by phoning registered

voters in all nine counties

Build a Better Bay Area Online Quiz: Online Data collected between 921

survey on three alternative scenarios; May 26, 2016 and

Includes 204 responses from surveys September 16, 2016

conducted by community-based organizations

Scoping Meetings on Draft Environmental Three scoping meetings: 60

Impact Report (DEIR): Oakland, San Jose, May 26, May 31 and

Santa Rosa June 2, 2016

Spring 2017 Open Houses: Nine open houses May 4, 2017 through May | 410

around the region 22,2017

Public Hearings on Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 Three public hearings: 55

and Draft Environmental Impact Report May 12, May 16 and

(DEIR): San Francisco, San Jose and Vallejo May 18, 2017

Community-hosted Focus Groups: Five focus Five focus groups: 70

groups in Alameda, Contra Costa, Santa Clara May 2, 2017 through

and Solano Counties May 18, 2017
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Table 2: Plan Bay Area 2040 Public Meetings

Meeting/Event

Special
Workshop or
Open House

ABAG/MTC Policy &
Advisory Committees with
Plan Bay Area 2040 on
agenda

Totals

2014

Public Meeting: Approach to the 2015 Public
Participation Plan Update (Oct. 8, 2014)

MTC Policy Advisory Council

ABAG Regional Planning Committee

Regional Advisory Working Group

ABAG Administrative/MTC Planning Committee

ABAG Executive Board

Wl k| Rl wl s

W| R R W b

2015

Spring 2015 Open Houses: all nine counties

MTC Policy Advisory Council

ABAG Regional Planning Committee

Regional Advisory Working Group

Plan Bay Area 2040 Performance Working Group

Regional Equity Working Group

The Bay Area Partnership Board

The Partnership Technical Advisory Committee

ABAG Administrative/MTC Planning Committee

ABAG Executive Board

MTC Commission

| 0| O] W| RLr| O] O] O] N| O

H| U] O W| R O O 0| V| OO| ©

2016

Housing Forum: Calling the Bay Area Home
(Saturday, Feb. 20, 2016)

Spring 2016 Open Houses: all nine counties

Environmental Impact Report Scoping Meetings:
Oakland, San Jose, Santa Rosa

w

MTC Policy Advisory Council

ABAG Regional Planning Committee

Regional Advisory Working Group

Regional Equity Working Group

wWw| | | ©

Native American Tribal Consultation

R Wl N &
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Meeting/Event

Special
Workshop or
Open House

ABAG/MTC Policy &
Advisory Committees with
Plan Bay Area 2040 on
agenda

Totals

The Bay Area Partnership

5

The Partnership Technical Advisory Committee

ABAG Administrative/MTC Planning Committee

MTC Planning Committee

Bay Area Regional Collaborative

ABAG Executive Board

MTC Commission

6
5
6
1
7
3

MTC Commission Workshop

ABAG Executive Board/MTC Commission

R N W | k| OO ] O 0

2017 (through June 2017)

Spring 2017 Open Houses: all nine counties

Public Hearings on Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 and
on Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)

Community-Hosted Focus Groups

Presentations to Elected Officials (with county
Congestion Management Agencies)

10

MTC Policy Advisory Council

ABAG Regional Planning Committee

Regional Advisory Working Group

Regional Equity Working Group

Air Quality Conformity Task Force

The Partnership Technical Advisory Committee

= W W | L, U0

Native American Tribal Consultation

ABAG Administrative/MTC Planning Committee

ABAG Executive Board

ABAG Executive Board/MTC Commission

Rl R D R R W W O] R, WV

Totals

195
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Il. Public Participation Plan (2014)

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s public involvement process aims to give the public
ample opportunities for early and continuing participation in critical transportation projects, plans and
decisions, and to provide full public access to key decisions. Engaging the public early and often in the
decision-making process is critical to the success of any transportation plan or program, and is required
by numerous state and federal laws, as well as by the Commission’s own internal procedures.

MTC's Public Participation Plan (PPP), updated by the Commission every four years in advance of the
update to the region’s long-range transportation plan, spells out the process for providing the public and
interested parties with reasonable opportunities to be involved in the regional transportation planning
process. The Public Participation Plan, as well as its Appendix A that is specific to Plan Bay Area 2040,
was updated with input from the public, as described below.

A. Public Participation Plan Leads Plan Bay Area Update

In July 2014, MTC and ABAG introduced a general approach for the next update to the region’s long-
range transportation plan, known as Plan Bay Area 2040. For this planning cycle, the proposed approach
was to conduct a limited and focused update of Plan Bay Area, building off the core framework
established by the Plan adopted in 2013. One key difference between the 2013 Plan and Plan Bay Area
2040 is that the latter does not require adoption of a Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA), which
was required in 2013, and which will be included again in the 2021 update. The RHNA process
necessitates a great deal of outreach and planning work that was not needed for Plan Bay Area 2040,
slated for adoption in 2017. The proposed approach and tasks for the 2017 update were discussed at a
number of meetings and the feedback received helped inform the content and structure of the Public
Participation Plan, which was released for public comment in November 2014.

B. Public Engagement on the Public Participation Plan

MTC held an evening public meeting on October 8, 2014, to hear comments and suggestions for
improving public engagement. ABAG staff held discussions at their Executive Committee and Regional
Planning Committee, as well as at county delegate meetings. Likewise, staff sought ideas from MTC's
Policy Advisory Council, the Regional Advisory Working Group, and congestion management agency
planning directors. Staff also launched an online survey and comment forum, and surveyed the public at
numerous community events around the region.

In response to comments, the Draft Public Participation Plan spotlights the process and significance of
various milestones in development of Plan Bay Area 2040, the roles of various agencies, and
opportunities for public comment.

MTC released its Draft Public Participation Plan for public comment on November 7, 2014. Revisions to
the Draft provided requested clarification or expanded upon public participation opportunities. The final
Public Participation Plan was adopted by the Commission as MTC Resolution No. 4174, on February 13,
2015.

C. Key Messages Heard

We received nearly 100 comments, including several from MTC'’s Policy Advisory Council and the Regional
Advisory Working Group. A memo, including a summary of comments and responses as well as the adopted
Public Participation Plan, can be found at this link:
https://mtc.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=5284008&GUID=A68319B0-2210-439D-ABA5-A4CAF5CB8584.
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Comments fell into the following themes:

Be Specific — A number of comments asked for more detail in the PPP, including showing more explicitly
how public comments are factored into the decision-making process. The 2017 PPP includes strategies
directing staff to summarize comments to highlight areas of consensus and areas of disagreement so
that Commissioners and the public have a clear understanding of the depth and breadth of opinion on a
given issue. The 2017 PPP also calls for meeting minutes that reflect public comments and for staff
documentation of how comments are considered in MTC’s decisions, as well as information about how
public meetings and participation are helping to shape or have contributed to MTC's key decisions and
actions. The 2017 PPP also calls for explaining the rationale when outcomes don’t correspond to the
views expressed.

Localize the Plan Bay Area Message — One theme expressed the need to communicate the plan and
related issues via a local framework to explain why Plan Bay Area matters in a given community and/or
county.

Involve Under-served Communities — Many noted the importance of taking the time to work with low-
income communities and communities of color over the long term to build capacity and allow for more
effective participation. The Final Draft PPP calls for continued partnerships with community-based
organizations to involve residents in communities that might not otherwise participate. Likewise, based
on several comments, the 2017 PPP includes revised language to form a Regional Equity Working Group
similar to a panel used during the last process.

More Access to Meetings — A number of commenters asked for better access to meetings, whether in-
person or via live and interactive web streaming. Several suggested holding meetings at locations that
are convenient and accessible, including by public transit. While the 2017 PPP does not go into great
detail on meeting formats or locations, it does call for holding meetings at varied times and locations
that are convenient to more residents. It also calls for use of interactive web features.

Evaluate and Improve — Another theme called for evaluation of the previous Plan Bay Area process and
reviews of each phase of the upcoming Plan Bay Area public engagement process to identify what is
likely to work and what needs to be improved. MTC and ABAG did review each phase of the last Plan Bay
Area public process and completed a comprehensive evaluation after the Plan was approved. Those
reviews helped shape the 2017 PPP, and we anticipate continuing this practice moving forward.

Specific Plan Bay Area Topics — Many of the comments touched on specific issues to be addressed
during the Plan Bay Area update that did not directly relate to public participation. When possible, we
explained opportunities in the upcoming Plan Bay Area update to address these concerns.
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Ill. Ongoing Engagement Activities

A. Plan Bay Area 2040 Advisory Structure

Throughout the development of Plan Bay Area 2040, ABAG and MTC regularly consulted with a number
of advisory groups to hear from a range of perspectives and get early input. These advisory bodies
include a Regional Advisory Working Group, MTC's Policy Advisory Council, and ABAG’s Regional
Planning Committee. The agencies also conducted a workshop for city managers and top officials from a
range of local government and transportation agencies.

Regional Advisory Working Group
In 2014, the Regional Advisory Working Group (RAWG) — an ad hoc regional working group formed
in 2010 to advise regional agency staff on the first Plan Bay Area — was called together to meet
again to offer insights and comments on Plan Bay Area 2040. The RAWG is a mix of planning staff
representatives of local government, county-level congestion management agencies (CMAs), transit
agencies, state and regional agencies, and a wide range of stakeholder representatives. Specifically,
each county was asked to nominate at least one planning director to attend and participate for the
duration of the process. In addition, representatives of various stakeholder groups — including
affordable housing, businesses, developers, equity, public health and environmental groups — also
participate. All RAWG meetings are open to the public, and anyone attending who wishes to directly
participate and comment on the discussion is encouraged to do so.

Beginning in September 2014 through July 2017, the RAWG met a total of 21 times. The working
group reviewed and commented on:

MTC's Public Participation Plan

Plan Bay Area 2040 process and schedule

Forecasting methodology

Goals and targets

Needs assessment and call for transportation projects

Methodology for evaluating performance of transportation projects
Financial assumptions for transportation projects

Goods Movement, Regional Prosperity and Transit Core Capacity plans
Housing affordability and displacement of long-time residents

Alternative long-range planning scenarios

Preferred housing and transportation investment scenario

Regional framework for ensuring equity for low-income communities and communities of color
ABAG’s regional housing action agenda

Compelling case review for low-performing transportation projects
Employment growth assumptions

Setting transportation and land use performance targets and indicators
Priority Development Area assessment

Vision scenario planning approach

The Draft Plan and its Action Plan and proposed revisions after public input

Meetings of the Regional Advisory Working Group are open to the public. More information can be
found on MTC’s website: http://mtc.ca.qov/about-mtc/what-mtc/mtc-organization/partnership-
committees/regional-advisory-working-group.
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MTC Policy Advisory Council
The mission of MTC’s 27-member Policy Advisory Council is to advise MTC on transportation policies
in the San Francisco Bay Area, incorporating diverse perspectives relating to the environment, the
economy and social equity. One of the key topics for the Council has been the development of Plan
Bay Area. Through July 2017, the group discussed Plan Bay Area 2040 at 23 of their meetings. The
Council provided feedback and commented on setting greenhouse gas emissions reduction targets;
MTC's Draft Public Participation Plan; setting transportation and land use performance targets and
indicators; housing affordability and displacement of long-time residents; and the scenario planning
approach as well as the Draft Plan and its Action Plan. In addition, the Council’s Equity and Access
Subcommittee participated as part of the Regional Equity Working Group.

All Policy Advisory Council meetings are webcast and archived on MTC’s website. Meetings are open
to the public. More information is available on MTC’s website: http://mtc.ca.qgov/about-mtc/what-
mtc/mtc-organization/policy-advisory-council.

ABAG Regional Planning Committee
The Regional Planning Committee (RPC) is a standing committee of ABAG that hears Bay Area
planning issues of regional concern and makes recommendations to the ABAG Executive Board,
including development of Plan Bay Area. The Regional Planning Committee is comprised of 36
members, including: a minimum of 18 elected officials from the nine Bay Area Counties;
representatives of the four regional agencies; and stakeholders representing business, minorities,
economic development, recreation/open space, environment, public interest, housing, special
districts, and labor. The Committee meets alternate months during the day at ABAG’s offices in San
Francisco. Meetings are open to the public. From June 2014 through July 2017, the RPC met 10
times to advise on a range of Plan Bay Area 2040 matters, including the Draft Public Participation
Plan; development of performance targets and indicators; an infrastructure needs assessment for
priority development areas; and the Draft Plan and its Action Plan.

The Partnership Board
This group of top executives from Bay Area transit operators, county congestion management
agencies and public works departments, as well as regional, state and federal transportation,
environmental, resource-protection and land use agencies, advises MTC periodically on key planning
issues, including Plan Bay Area 2040. Staff level working groups meet occasionally on issues such as
local roads, public transit and transportation finance. The Partnership Board met six times on Plan
Bay Area 2040 leading up to the release of the Draft Plan in 2017.

The Partnership Technical Advisory Committee
The Partnership Technical Advisory Committee, or PTAC, consists of staff from partnership agencies
described above, with whom MTC consults on transportation planning and policy matters. PTAC
considered issues related to Plan Bay Area 2040 at three meetings in 2015, six meetings in 2016 and
once in 2017. PTAC members also participated in meetings of the Regional Advisory Working Group.

Local, State and Federal Government Engagement
In developing the update to Plan Bay Area, ABAG and MTC strive to promote an open, transparent
process that encourages the ongoing and active participation of local jurisdictions, state and federal
agencies, and a broad range of interest groups and individuals from the general public.

As noted in the advisory structure above, local government staff and representatives from
environmental and resource management agencies -- as well as non-government agencies,
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organizations and individuals -- have all been involved in the multi-year planning effort. Planning
staffs from both ABAG and MTC have also met directly with local planning directors, public works
staff and other key local officials throughout the development of Plan Bay Area 2040. Federal
resource protection agencies, land management agencies and freight interests, as well as
conservation and historic preservation groups, were notified of opportunities to comment on issues
relevant to the development of the Plan and its companion Environmental Impact Report.

In addition, ABAG’s Executive Board members convened meetings of local ABAG delegates to share
information and hear comments throughout the process. In late 2016, MTC and ABAG staff held
briefings for local jurisdictions to present and hear comments on the Draft Preferred Scenario and
Investment Strategy. Presentations were made to all county congestion management agencies in fall
2016, and 17 jurisdictions requested one-on-one meetings as well. Elected officials from each Bay
Area county also were invited to a presentation by MTC and ABAG staff on the Draft Plan held in
each county and hosted by the county congestion management agencies.

Private Sector Involvement
During development of the plan, staff also presented information to private community
organizations, freight interests, local nonprofits and technology companies, including the Bay Area
Council, San Francisco Planning and Urban Research (SPUR), the Bay Area League of Women Voters,
and technology companies such as Google and Facebook.

B. Community-Based Partnerships

MTC contracted with five community-based organizations (CBOs) in 2015 after a competitive
procurement process, to seek help from nonprofits in low-income communities and communities of
color. The CBO groups participated in an initial round of public open houses and then offered MTC and
ABAG advice on best practices for engaging their communities in subsequent phases of developing Plan
Bay Area 2040. In 2016, they administered an online survey about future planning scenarios in one of
three languages: English, Spanish and Chinese. At a special Listening Session on the draft scenarios in
July 2016, the groups also made a presentation to a joint meeting of MTC's Planning and ABAG's
Administrative Committee, discussing some of what they had heard from their communities about
housing and transportation issues.

And one group, the Rose Foundation — with youth from the New Voices Are Rising Program —
presented what they learned in terms of effective communication techniques and engagement in the
Plan Bay Area 2040 process to
youth from around the region. The P:. '\
presentation was part of a Youth ™ -
for the Environment and {

Sustainability, or YES! Conference, '
sponsored by MTC and the Bay
Area Air Quality Management
District.

Noah Berger
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Noah Berger

The five community organizations are listed below:

Richmond Main Street Initiative (Downtown Richmond and Iron Triangle)
Rose Foundation for Communities & Environment, New Voices Are Rising
(serves Oakland Youth)

Sela Learning (serves Latino Community, Vallejo)

Sound of Hope Radio (serves Chinese Community, San Francisco Bay Area)
South Hayward Parish (food pantry, Southern Alameda County)

Plan
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C. PlanBayArea.org Website

In order to assist in and encourage public involvement, a website dedicated to the activities surrounding
Plan Bay Area 2040 has been in place for the duration of the update to the Plan. Information related to
all phases of the development of Plan Bay Area 2040, as well as information about Senate Bill 375 and
the 2013 adopted Plan Bay Area, are all housed on the website: www.planbayarea.org. The website
provides one “go-to” information source for Plan Bay Area 2040, as required under SB 375.

The website includes many interactive features, including an online comment forum, maps and videos.
Residents can join the Plan Bay Area 2040 mailing list from the website to receive updates about the
planning process. The site also provides handy links to the two regional agencies involved in developing

the Plan: ABAG and MTC.

The website was updated prior to the release of the Draft Plan in order to be mobile friendly and more
accessible to participants who use their smartphones to access information about the Plan.

i
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D. Notifying the Public

In addition to the website, a number of other methods were used to notify the public about public
meetings and other opportunities to comment on the development of the Plan. Prior to the evenings or
Saturday open houses held in each county, the issues under discussion as part of Plan Bay Area 2040
were on the agendas of many public meetings of the two agencies’ policy boards and advisory groups.
(See Table 2 for a listing of such meetings.) In advance of the open houses, email blasts were sent to
individuals who have asked to be kept informed about the Plan; postcards were mailed to a database
list; display ads were purchased in major newspapers around the region; and reporters were briefed
about the Plan and news releases sent to local media outlets. Besides outreach to traditional media
outlets, ads were purchased on social media sites. Additionally, other organizations and jurisdictions
were encouraged to announce the meetings to their constituents and clients.

Plan

OUTREACH: PRESS & SOCIAL MEDIA

Napa, Valley
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By Andrew MecGall

Napa meeting to explain Plan Bay
Area 2040
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E. Telephone Poll

Public opinion polling has been a key element of MTC’s public involvement efforts in past regional
transportation plans. Portions of a telephone survey of 2,048 Bay Area registered voters conducted in
early 2016 also touched on issues related to Plan Bay Area 2040. The survey was conducted in English,
Spanish and Chinese by phoning registered voters in all nine counties in March and April 2016. The
margin of error for the survey was +/- 2.2%.

Notable is the overwhelming support among those surveyed for a regional plan for improving access to
housing and transportation while reducing greenhouse gases and helping the economy. Eighty-three
(83) percent of respondents said such a plan is important, 9 percent were neutral or did not know, and
just 8 percent felt it was not important. When asked which component of the Plan was most important
to the Bay Area’s future, 58% of respondents selected providing access to housing and transportation
for everyone, as shown in the two tables below.
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Table 3: Importance of Plan Bay Area 2040

Full text read to respondents:

A long-term strategy for the entire Bay Area is currently being developed. The idea is to
successfully plan the region’s housing and transportation needs for the next 30 years. This
plan is focused on: improving the local economy, reducing driving and greenhouse gases, and
providing access to housing and transportation for everyone who needs it.

In general, how important do you think it is to establish this type of a regional plan?

9% 9%

Important {4-5) Neutral/Don't Know Not Important (1-2)

Table 4: Which Part of Plan Bay Area 2040 Is Most important to the Bay Area’s Future

Full text read to respondents:

Which part of the plan is most important to the Bay Area’s future:
Improving the local economy,

Reducing driving and greenhouse gases, or

Providing access to housing and transportation for everyone?

Local economy
21%
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When asked to state if they agreed with particular statements, 72 percent of respondents agreed
strongly or somewhat agreed with the statement that local and regional government agencies should
play an active role in trying to attract jobs and promote the economy in the Bay Area. Other statements

asked of respondents are shown below.

Table 5: Attitudinal Statements:

Share who agrees strongly or somewhat with each statement

(5 point scale used where 5 meant strongly agree and 1 meant strongly disagree)

Local and regional government agencies should
play an active role in trying to attract jobs and
promote the economy in the Bay Area

Cities that allow more multi-unit housing to be
built near public transit should get more
regional transportation dollars

I would be willing to live in a smaller house to
be closer to work, shopping and restaurants

1 will take public transit more often if gas prices
reach $4.00 a gallon

Table 6: Current Perception of Bay Area — Percentage share with rating as excellent or good

72%

Respondents were asked to indicate how well the Bay Area is doing on a range of issues, each of which
was rated on a 5-point scale where 5 is excellent and 1 is poor. Percentages below represent share who

rated each issue as a 5 or 4.

ISSUE % rating excellent/good
Preservation of open spaces and parks 58%
Economic growth and prosperity 54%
Air quality 54%
Quality of public transit services 29%
Upkeep and repair of Bay Area freeways 23%
Upkeep and repair of local roads 18%
Availability of affordable housing 6%
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F. Goods Movement, Airport, Seaport Engagement

The regional goods movement infrastructure in the Bay Area includes the nation’s fifth largest container
port (the Port of Oakland) and several specialized seaports; two of the most active air cargo airports in
the Western U.S. (San Francisco International Airport and Oakland International Airport); major rail lines
and rail terminals; and highways that carry some of the highest volumes of trucks in California. This
infrastructure also is of critical importance to the Northern California megaregion. As part of the
development of Plan Bay Area 2040, MTC worked with and engaged agencies involved in these modes of
transportation. Major seaports and airports in the region (Port of Oakland, Port of San Francisco, San
Francisco International Airport and the Santa Clara County Roads and Airports Department) were on the
mailing lists to receive updates on the Plan’s environmental impact report, as well as information about
meetings of the Regional Advisory Working Group -- an ad hoc group formed to advise staff on Plan Bay
Area 2040.

MTC produced two reports related to goods movement and freight emissions. Recommendations from
both of these freight plans fed into the development of Plan Bay Area 2040.

In partnership with the Bay Area Air Quality Management District, MTC produced a Freight Emissions
Reduction Action Plan. MTC and the Air District assembled a task force comprised of key partners and
local and state stakeholders, and created the Freight Emissions Reduction Action Plan over a 16-month
period, starting in mid-2015. The task force evaluated several strategies and those deemed to have the
best implementation and emissions reduction potential were recommended for small scale
implementation. The final Freight Emissions Reduction Action Plan was released in October 2016 and is
included as a supplemental report to Plan Bay Area 2040.

In partnership with the Alameda County Transportation Commission, MTC developed the San Francisco
Bay Area Goods Movement Plan. MTC’s goods movement research is closely integrated with the
Alameda County Transportation Commission’s countywide planning effort. The Port of Oakland, located
in Alameda County, is the heart of the Bay Area’s freight activity. The San Francisco Bay Area Goods
Movement Plan, released in February 2016, outlines a long-range strategy for moving goods effectively
within, to, from and through the Bay Area by roads, rail, air and water. The plan provides specific
strategies — projects, programs and policies — focused on goods movement that will inform the long-
range Plan Bay Area 2040. The Plan’s two-year planning effort included direct outreach to obtain
interest group opinions and perspectives at several points through the life of the Goods Movement Plan
development. Additionally, Roundtable Meetings served as forums and information-exchange platforms
to bring together participants from the Executive Team, Technical Team, interest groups and other
interested stakeholders to address plan development and goods movement advocacy. Five roundtables
occurred throughout the project. Stakeholders included representatives from the business,
environment, social justice and public sectors.
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lll. Building the Plan

There were many moving parts along the path of developing Plan Bay Area 2040. Early milestones
included: goal setting; identification of statutory and voluntary targets; regional forecasts of
demographic, transportation and economic trends; financial projections; and identification and
evaluation of projects. Later phases included scenario analysis and release of the Draft Plan. The Public
Participation Plan spelled out the expected timing for MTC’s and ABAG’s work in these areas, and all of
these topics were discussed at many public meetings of MTC’s and ABAG’s policy and advisory
committees.

A. Goals and Targets (2015)

The first phase of work in late 2014 and 2015 included decisions on policies related to goals and
performance targets, as well as development of regional forecasts of demographic, transportation and
economic trends in order to inform and guide Plan Bay Area investments and policy decisions. This
phase also included identification and assessment of potential transportation projects as well as the
analysis of operating and maintenance needs of the region’s transportation network.

1. Open House Conversations

A round of public open houses in all nine
counties of the San Francisco Bay Region
was held in spring 2015 to engage the public
on these topics. The open house format
with displays encouraged staff and policy
board members from both agencies to seek
conversation and comments from members
of the public.

- b Plem
LOOKING AEAD 5 [IEDOKING AWEAD £, LOOKINGAREAD A0
Understandingihe Futura Q040! How We Forecast 2040 _H

W

The open houses were designed consistent
with the adopted MTC 2015 Public
Participation Plan, and with the following
goals in mind:

e Introduce the Plan Bay Area 2040 update process, key milestones and issues under consideration

e Review the linkages between the regional plan and local transportation and land use priorities

e Review and seek comments on the goals and performance framework for the 2040 update

e Conduct the open houses in the evenings at convenient, transit-accessible locations

e Maximize interaction with the public, provide personalized attention and gather as much
feedback as possible

Karl Nielsen
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Table 7: 2015 Open Houses by County

Alameda Wednesday, April 29, 2015 | Alameda County Fairgrounds 90
7 p.m.to 9 p.m. Palm Pavilion, 4501 Pleasanton Ave.
Pleasanton
Contra Wednesday, April 29, 2015 | Marriott 80
Costa 7 p.m.to 9 p.m. 2355 North Main Street, Walnut Creek
Marin Thursday, May 28, 2015 Marin County Civic Center Café 80
5p.m.to7 p.m. 3501 Civic Center Drive, 2™ Floor
San Rafael
Napa Thursday, May 7, 2015 Elks Lodge 35
6 p.m.to 8 p.m. 2840 Soscol Avenue, Napa
San Wednesday, May 13, 2015 | Hotel Whitcomb 85
Francisco 7 p.m.to9 p.m. 1231 Market Street, San Francisco
San Mateo Wednesday, May 6, 2015 San Mateo County Event Center 70
7 p.m.to 9 p.m. Event Pavilion
1346 Saratoga Drive, San Mateo
Santa Clara | Wednesday, May 6, 2015 Berryessa Community Center 65
7 p.m.to 9 p.m. 3050 Berryessa Road, San Jose
Solano Thursday, May 7, 2015 Hilton Garden Inn 30
6 p.m. to 8 p.m. 2200 Gateway Court, Fairfield
Sonoma Thursday, May 7, 2015 Friedman Center 65
6 p.m.to 8 p.m. 4676 Mayette Avenue, Santa Rosa
TOTALS: 600

GENERAL OPEN HOUSE FEEDBACK

“Great forum. The
setup of having each
station accessible at
any time with sticky
notes to voice
personal opinions is
a fantastic way to

educate the public.”

“Hold events closer to transit.”

“This was an excellent format
for the 1st public workshop. The
boards that were customized to
each county are great. The
interactive exercises (post dots,
post-it comments, etc.) were
great.”

“Where is the presentation?”

Plan Bay Area 2040: Public Engagement Report
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Topics at the open houses included:

e Plan Bay Area 101: Conveyed information about the process, schedule and decision milestones.

e Goals and Targets: Participants selected their top three personal priorities from the list of
current goals and targets for Plan Bay Area, and they also commented on any missing goals and
shared challenges facing their community, as well as potential solutions.

e County Focus: Presented customized, county-based information with socio-economic data,
transportation statistics and information on locally nominated Priority Development Areas.

e Transportation: Residents viewed information about major regional transportation projects as
well as currently planned local projects and programs, then commented on projects that were
missing and shared their greatest mobility challenges and ideas for improving trips.

e Looking Ahead: Detailed how ABAG develops population and economic forecasts; participants
shared their greatest concerns about their community and commented on aspects of the future
that show promise.

e Live, Work, Play: Attendees plotted their homes, places of work and favorite leisure destinations
on a large map of the region.

Some 600 Bay Area residents attended the first series of open houses to kick off the Plan Bay Area 2040
update. Some 60 individuals participated online. A complementary Plan Bay Area Open Forum allowed
residents to view the same information and comment online. Open house participants posted their
comments on display boards, voted for their personal priorities with respect to goals and targets
adopted in the current Plan Bay Area (adopted in 2013), and filled out comment sheets to elaborate on
their positions.

OPEN HOUSES
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What We Heard: Overarching Themes

A summary of what we heard at the open houses and the online comments was presented to the MTC
and ABAG policy makers at the June 2015 joint meeting of the MTC Planning Committee and the ABAG
Administrative Committee. Materials from that meeting can be found here:
https://mtc.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=3802342&GUID=97A7E96E-84F9-4A15-8C96-

1D7D13F94701

Major themes heard at the open houses and online comments included:

Transportation system effectiveness ranked as the top priority among current Plan Bay Area
goals.

Adequate housing was a strong second priority for goals; participants are especially concerned
about the affordability and availability of housing, and many expressed concern over the
potential for displacement of long-time residents.

Many noted the lack of housing near available jobs and the resulting need to commute long
distances to work, often in heavily congested traffic. Many cited the need for more jobs that pay
livable wages.

For transportation, people would like to see more transit alternatives (especially BART), as well
as extended hours of transit service. They prioritized efforts to ensure reliability and
connectivity of the transportation network as well as the infrastructure needed to support
bicycling and walking.

Some residents requested goals around prioritizing cars, protecting property rights, and
improving education. Others expressed concern about the impact of additional housing growth
on infrastructure and services as well as on the environment.

The North Bay counties of Napa, Solano and Sonoma prioritized preservation of agricultural
lands and open space as a goal (Solano residents ranked it as the top priority).

Water supply was the top issue identified by participants as missing from the current goals.

Some expressed the view that climate protection should be an overall goal and that all the other
goals should support this. A few noted that the goals seem rather technical and uninspiring.

Feedback: Prioritizing Goals & Targets

Transportation
System
Effectiveness

Equitable Open Space Climate Healthy
Access and Protection and Safe

Economic

Agricultural Communities
Preservation

Some felt that all the goals are important; others
felt that Climate Protection should be the overall
goal with others supporting it. One noted, “These
goals don’t pull at my heartstrings.”

Plan
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Feedback: Biggest Challenges
We asked: What are the biggest challenges facing your community?

=  QOverwhelmingly across all counties: the housing shortage and housing affordability
= Access to jobs, living wage jobs and job training for youth
= QOther challenges identified include:

0 Access to public transit

O Bicycle/pedestrian improvements and safety

0 Displacement of low-income residents

0 Safety -- overall and seismic

We asked: What are your ideas for solving these challenges?

=  Walkable communities, housing near transit & jobs,
affordable housing, and complete streets

= Improve public transit, including:
0 Adding BART extensions
0 More robust, connected public transit systems
0 Rights of way and dedicated lanes for transit
O Smaller buses with more service

= Building more and safer bike friendly routes

Feedback: Transportation
We asked: What projects are missing?

= Transit improvements were overwhelmingly the most noted transportation need :
0 Transit coordination: timed transfers, integrated fares
0 Greater transit affordability
0 Increased transit service (owl service) and expansion (BART, Caltrain, Amtrak)
0 Shuttles and other feeder bus services
= |ncreased access to safe biking routes and pedestrian amenities
= Highway improvements, particularly to US-101 and 1-280
= Local road maintenance and expansion requests
= Parking and park and ride at major transit stations

We asked: What are your biggest transportation challenges?

=  Overwhelmingly and across all counties:
0 Transit reliability and coordination
0 Lack of options to driving
= QOther challenges identified included:
0 Length of commute
0 Quality of local roadways
0 Bike and pedestrian safety

Feedback: Looking Ahead
We asked: What concerns you about the future of your community?

= QOverwhelmingly and across all counties, the housing shortage and housing affordability
=  Access to quality jobs
= Displacement of low-income families
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=  Water supply
= Concerns about growth and development overwhelming services and infrastructure, creating
congestion, being incompatible with existing neighborhoods

We asked: What excites you most about the future of your community?

= Walkable communities, complete streets and more housing
= Improvements to public transit and
increased access to carless transportation
= Participants also cited the following:
0 More quality jobs
0 Access to open space
0 Increased attention to water issues
0 Increased bike infrastructure

2. Adoption of Goals and Performance Targets

In line with the limited and focused nature of this update to Plan Bay Area, the goals and performance
targets build upon the foundation of the prior Plan. Performance targets were again used to compare
Plan scenarios, highlight tradeoffs between policy goals, analyze proposed investments, and flag issue
areas where the Plan may fall short.

The draft staff recommendation for goals and performance targets was extensively informed by the
open houses with the general public, as well as by meetings with key stakeholders. Staff worked with
the Performance Working Group, whose members include representatives of local governments,
transportation agencies, non-profit organizations, and MTC’s Policy Advisory Council, to identify suitable
measures and targets to address key issue areas. In addition, staff sought feedback directly from the
public at each of the county workshops in April and May 2015, which generated valuable information
about policy priorities for each Bay Area county.

What have we heard from the public about their

top priorities for goals & targets?
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Staff also worked closely with the Performance Working Group to hear ideas on better ways to assess
performance. The project performance assessment identified high- and low-performing transportation
investments and helped inform scenario development by identifying regional priorities.

MTC and ABAG approved the goals and nine of 13 performance targets. The remaining four
performance targets were approved in November 2015. Please see the supplemental report, Plan Bay
Area 2040: Performance Assessment for more detailed information.

What have we heard from stakeholders about their E?Y’l.,ea
top priorities for goals & targets? 2040

" Access to s
Public health jobs Affordability

Housing

Displacement @ Congestion production
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B. Housing Crisis Demands Special Housing Forum

With the housing crisis a central issue in the Plan Bay Area 2040 update, MTC and the Association of Bay
Area Governments (ABAG) teamed up to host a forum, “Calling the Bay Area Home: Tackling the
Housing Affordability and Displacement Challenge,” at the Oakland Marriott City Center on Saturday,
February 20, 2016. The event brought together some 300 Bay Area residents, social justice advocates,
developers, local elected officials, and regional transportation and land use planning agencies, and
featured compelling personal accounts from Bay Area residents at risk of losing their homes due to sky-
high rents and lack of affordable housing options. The agenda also included a panel with representatives
from the faith community, the building industry, academia and local government, as well as break-out
discussions organized by sub-region that asked participants to identify their top ideas for alleviating the
housing crisis. Lunchtime speakers from Washington, D.C. and Seattle helped to shed light on how other
parts of the country are grappling with the challenge of rapidly rising housing costs.

Participants were encouraged to brainstorm their own solutions when they broke off in smaller group
sessions by sub-region to tackle more local issues. Although San Francisco, the North Bay, the East Bay,
the South Bay and the Peninsula are very different in terms of geography, population and types of
employment, their subgroups came up with similar policy changes, including improving tenant rights,
preserving existing housing stock, improving the jobs-housing link, finding new sources of funding, and
expanding MTC’s One Bay Area Grant (OBAG) funding to incentivize local governments to build more
affordable housing.

Suggestions from the forum were considered in developing the alternative planning scenarios, and they
also factor into development of some of the policies and action strategies proposed in the Draft Plan.

A recap of the forum, including videos and position papers, is available on the MTC website:
http://mtc.ca.gov/whats-happening/news/february-forum-jumpstarts-conversation-housing-policy.

Kingmond Young

Kingmond Young
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C. Scenario Planning (2016)

With the goals and targets clearly identified, MTC and ABAG moved forward to formulate possible
scenarios — combinations of land use patterns and transportation investments — that could be
evaluated together to see if (and by how much) they achieve (or fall short of) the performance targets.

1. Draft Scenario Concepts

Scenarios show different options for how the Bay Area can grow and change over time in ways that help
us meet our goals for a more prosperous, sustainable, and equitable region. Draft scenario concepts
were reviewed as noted below.

Workshops on Concepts Kick-off Scenario Planning

On October 6 and October 7, 2015, \‘ T , = e
ABAG and MTC held two scenario b R
workshops at the Regional Advisory
Working Group (RAWG) and ABAG’s
Regional Planning Committee
meetings, respectively, to present
and discuss three draft scenario
concepts. Some 80 participants
attended the RAWG workshop on
October 6, representing a mix of
staff from local planning agencies,
transit operators, natural resource

protection agencies, and county
congestion management agency
staff, as well as leaders from _
business, building, environmental, MTC Archives
public health and social justice organizations. A number of members of MTC’s Policy Advisory

Council also joined the dialogue. Another 50 people attended the October 7 meeting of ABAG’s Regional
Planning Committee, which included a range of public sector, nonprofit and community representatives,

as well as local elected officials.

After a short overview of the Plan Bay Area 2040 scenario development approach, participants at the
workshops engaged in small-group discussions to provide feedback on the draft scenario concepts and
to suggest housing, jobs and transportation policy strategies that would allow each scenario to be
successful in achieving the same Plan Bay Area 2040 goals.

What We Heard About Scenario Concepts

Shown below are some of the highlights of what MTC and ABAG heard at the workshops. A memo to
ABAG and MTC policy makers summarizing the scenario development process, along with a comment
summary and presentation, can be found at this link:

https://mtc.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=4125614&GUID=6DEA539A-8798-4221-A315-A2EC61692027
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What We Heard from MTC and ABAG Advisors: Regional Advisory Working Group (RAWG) and
Regional Planning Committee

Goals and Aspirations for Scenario Planning

e Plan for diverse, inclusive and supportive communities

e Preserve what is unique about each community

e Focus on vibrant downtowns and neighborhoods with clean, safe and attractive streets; more
walking and activity on the streets; great parks, schools and lots of services

e Promote equitable community development that brings new life to neighborhoods without
displacement

e Plan to improve public health and improve the health of the natural environment

General Comments: Scenario Development Process

e Appreciated ability to provide early input in the scenario process

* Include social equity as a guiding theme in each scenario

e Concern about achieving greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction and housing goals under any scenario

e Concern that policies to promote compact growth could lead to segregation

e Solutions to region’s challenges will be different in every city; need scalable solutions

e Provide examples of how the type of development discussed in each scenario concept worked in
other regions

e Consider changing demographics (race, age, and lifestyle preferences, such as young people driving
significantly less)

e Priorities for unincorporated communities and/or smaller communities are not reflected in the
scenarios

e Consider discussing tradeoffs -- what will the region gain and what is the region willing to give up?

* Provide the general public with an opportunity to have a discussion about scenario concepts before
scenarios are solidified

SCENARIO WORKSHOPS

Once refined, these scenario concept narratives provided a framework for the scenario alternatives,
released in early 2016, and the focus of a series of open houses that spring.
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2. Open Houses Focus on Three Alternative Growth Scenarios

From late May through June, some P . Scenarios

1,100 Bay Area residents attended Bayhs Scenarios in Detail: Jobs,
Housing, and Transportation

By

Where will jobs and housing go?

nine open houses hosted by MTC and
ABAG or participated in an online
survey to tell us what they thought
about three alternative planning
scenarios. The open house format
featured displays and encouraged
members of the public to seek
conversation and offer comment to = ' —— N |
ABAG and MTC staff and policy board -8 : =0 O
members. The Marin event also ' .
included presentations. Congestion
management agencies, Caltrans and
other public agencies also
participated at the open houses.

Karl Nielsen

Plan
BayArea

2040

my eommunity, Fnmy eommunity,
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The open houses were designed to:

e Update the public on Plan Bay Area 2040 key milestones and issues
e Review and seek comments on three alternative growth scenarios to inform the decision on a

preferred scenario
e Review connections between the regional plan and local transportation and land use priorities
e Maximize one-on-one interaction with the public and gather as much feedback as possible

Table 8: 2016 Open Houses by County

County Date/TIme Venue Attendance
Alameda Thursday, June 2, 2016 Joseph P. Bort MetroCenter Auditorium 75
6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m. 101 8th Street, Oakland
Contra Thursday, May 26, 2016 East Bay Center for the Performing Arts 25
Costa 6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m. 339 11th Street, Richmond
Marin Saturday, June 4, 2016 Corte Madera Community Center 125
8:30a.m.to 1 p.m. 498 Tamalpais Drive, Corte Madera
Napa Thursday, June 9, 2016 Elks Lodge 30
6 p.m.to 8 p.m. 2840 Soscol Avenue, Napa
San Tuesday, June 14, 2016 Hotel Whitcomb 65
Francisco 6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m. 1231 Market Street, San Francisco
San Mateo Wednesday, June 1, 2016 | City of Burlingame Recreation Center, 35
6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m. Auditorium
850 Burlingame Avenue, Burlingame
Santa Clara | Thursday, May 26, 2016 The Tech Museum 40
6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m. 201 South Market Street, San José
Solano Monday, June 13, 2016 Solano County Events Center 40
6 p.m. to 8 p.m. 601 Texas Street, Fairfield
Sonoma Monday, June 13, 2016 Luther Burbank Center, Grand Lobby 20
6 p.m.to 8 p.m. 50 Mark West Springs Road
Santa Rosa
TOTALS: 455
What We Heard

Open house participants posted comments on display boards, took an online survey and filled out
comment sheets to elaborate on their positions. A companion “virtual” open house, dubbed Plan Bay
Area Open Forum, allowed those unable to attend a meeting in person to offer comments from the
convenience of their computer or mobile device.

You can view a presentation to MTC and ABAG policymakers in July 2016 summarizing what we heard
from this phase of public engagement (memo, power point presentation, summary of comments by

county, correspondence) at this link: http://planbayarea.org/your-part/your-comments.

Overall comment themes include:

Housing

e Strong support for more housing of all types, especially for low- and middle-income residents
e Major concern with lack of affordable housing and displacement of long-time residents,
particularly in disadvantaged communities
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e Suggestions for easing displacement included stronger policies for rent control, protection
against evictions, inclusionary zoning and living wages

e A number of participants called for conditioning state or regional funding to ensure cities are
approving sufficient low-income housing and adopting strong anti-displacement policies

e Many called for more streamlined approval processes for new housing

e There was support for more robust transit-oriented development and more vibrant, walkable
downtowns in cities of all sizes

Transportation

e Widespread support for public transit service — going more places at increased frequencies

e Strong support for increased rail — most notably BART, as well as Caltrain and commuter rail,
and enhanced bus service, including bus rapid transit

e Support for electric vehicle charging stations

e Some expressed concern about transit crowding, called for a second Transbay tube

e Major concern about freeway and traffic congestion; many seek relief from long commutes

e Strong support for more robust bicycle and pedestrian facilities to lay the groundwork for a
more carless future (though a small number strongly oppose investments in bicycles)

Other Considerations for Scenarios

e Results from the online scenarios survey as of June 20 show strongest support overall for the Big
Cities Scenario (47 percent), with Connected Neighborhoods second (30 percent) and Main
Streets third (23 percent). At the open houses, many suggested blending the Big Cities and
Connected Neighborhoods scenarios.

e Many supported preserving open space and wildlife habitat with urban growth boundaries

e The need to plan for a growing number of older adults was noted, including the need for quality
senior housing and associated shuttles and transit

e Some suggested MTC and ABAG consider the “Environment, Equity and Jobs (EEJ) alternative”
proposed by social equity advocates

o Afew expressed opposition to regional planning and support for private property rights

3. Alternative Scenarios Also Focus of Online Survey and Forum
An online survey, “Build A Better Bay Area,” focused on the three scenarios, while an online comment
forum, Plan Bay Area Open Forum, allowed residents to view a virtual open house and comment online.

The Build A Better Bay Area quiz highlighted some of the trade-offs that policy makers grappled with as
they considered the elements that should be included in Plan Bay Area 2040’s preferred scenario.
Responses to 10 quiz questions were tied to the three alternative scenarios: Main Streets, Connected
Neighborhoods and Big Cities. Quiz questions mirrored the tough decisions facing the Bay Area as we
adapt to the challenges of future population growth. The online tool, designed to be taken from any
desktop or mobile device, was open to the public between May 26, 2016 and September 16, 2016.

Results from the online tool were reported to the July 2016 joint meeting of MTC’s Planning Committee
and ABAG’s Administrative Committee, along with what we heard from the 455 Bay Area residents who
attended nine open houses hosted by MTC and ABAG.
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Table 9: “Build A Better Bay Area” Online Survey: Total Responses by County

All Bay Area Survey Respondents

Alameda County 318
Contra Costa County 117
Marin County 39
Napa County 6
San Francisco 134
San Mateo County 47
Santa Clara County 119
Solano County 66
Sonoma County 28
Did not identify a Bay Area county 47
TOTAL 921*

*Includes 204 responses from surveys conducted by community-based organizations. Responses from
participants who answered fewer than half of the questions were removed from the final analysis.
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Table 10: “Build A Better Bay Area” Online Survey: Response Breakdown by Scenario

Number of Connected

Respondent I Main Streets VA Big Cities
All Bay Area 921* 22% 30% 47%
CBOs 204 28% 31% 41%
Alameda County 318 23% 28% 47%
Contra Costa County 117 18% 35% 47%
Marin County 39 20% 37% 43%
Napa County 6 22% 30% 48%
San Francisco 134 19% 28% 52%
San Mateo County 47 22% 30% 49%
Santa Clara County 119 25% 29% 45%
Solano County 66 29% 26% 43%
Sonoma County 28 15% 33% 52%

*Includes 204 responses from surveys conducted by community-based organizations. Responses from
participants who answered fewer than half of the questions were removed from the final analysis.

4. Community-Based Engagement Utilizes Online Survey

MTC also contracted with five community-based organizations (CBOs) working in low-income
communities and communities of color to hear planning priorities from their residents. The CBOs,
selected through a competitive process, used the Build a Better Bay Area online quiz to engage residents
on the three alternative scenarios.

The final results from the online tool shown in the previous section include 204 responses from surveys
conducted by community-based organizations. Representatives from the community organizations
attended the July 8, 2016 joint meeting of the ABAG Administrative Committee and MTC Planning
Committee to summarize what they heard from their communities.

Listening Session Featured Community-Based

Youth Engagement Plan Bay Area i
At the July 2016 Joint Meeting of the MTC 2040 RECEE.

Planning and ABAG Administrative committees, Students from New Voices Rising speak at the
the public was encouraged to offer comments #planbayarea2040 comment session

on the scenario alternatives under
consideration. Youth from one of the five
community-based organizations working with
MTC to involve under-served communities —
New Voices Are Rising — made a special
presentation to policy makers. Representatives
from three other community groups — Sela
Learning, Sound of Hope Radio and South
Hayward Parish — also spoke about some of
what they had heard from their communities
about housing and transportation issues.
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5. Selection of Final Preferred Scenario

In September 2016, staff released for public review and comment the Draft Preferred Scenario for Plan
Bay Area 2040, integrating both a future growth pattern for jobs and housing and a transportation
investment strategy to complement that growth pattern. The Draft Preferred Scenario built on the work
over the past year of identifying targets, analyzing projects, comparing scenarios and working with
stakeholders.

The Plan Bay Area 2040 Draft Preferred Scenario and Investment Strategy were released at the
September 2016 joint meeting of the MTC Planning and ABAG Administrative Committees. Staff also
presented the Draft Preferred Scenario and Investment Strategy to a number of different audiences,
including MTC advisory committees and working groups, the ABAG Regional Planning Committee and
the ABAG Executive Board. Staff also made presentations to local jurisdictions around the region via
meetings with planning directors and congestion management agencies in all nine counties. Staff invited
individual jurisdictions to meet one-on-one with staff about technical issues related to the household
and employment forecasts. In total, ABAG and MTC staff met with 17 jurisdictions, in late September
and early October 2016.

The meeting materials for the November 2016 joint meeting include a broad overview of the feedback
received at that point on the Draft Preferred Scenario. Staff presented the feedback received so far from
Bay Area cities and counties and other local jurisdictions. Additionally, staff prepared a “Frequently
Asked Questions” flier about some of the assumptions used in the analysis process. The meeting
materials from the November 2016 joint meeting can be found here:
https://mtc.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=A0&ID=38121&GUID=3ce47189-49af-45ec-af2a-
5023d8397ba0&N=MDBfMTEtNCOyMDE2X1BsYW5uaW5nX0ZpbmFsX0Z1bGxfUGFja2V0X3JIdjl%3d.

Formal correspondence received since the draft preferred scenario’s release can be viewed online here:
http://www.planbayarea.org/your-part/your-comments.

Final Preferred Scenario Adopted at Evening Joint Meeting of Two Boards

A Revised Final Preferred Scenario, integrating feedback heard over several months, was adopted by the
MTC Commission and ABAG Executive Board at a joint meeting held the evening of November 17, 2016,
at the San Francisco offices of MTC and ABAG.
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D. Release of Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 (2017)

MTC and ABAG released Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 (Draft Plan) on March 31, 2017, followed by the Draft

Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) on April 17, 2017. The formal public comment period for both

documents closed on June 1, 2017. The public comment period on the Draft Plan capped off more than

three years of dialogue and consultation on this planning effort.

Draft Plan Outreach Overview

With release of the Draft Plan and Draft EIR, 29 outreach events were held, aimed at educating and

engaging the public on both documents:

e Nine open houses on the Draft Plan, one in each county. Each open house included five educational

or interactive stations, divided by topic area. We solicited input at two of the stations: one
dedicated to the Action Plan, and one “activity station” that provided prompts on housing,

transportation and economic development, among other topics. Partner agencies also participated

in each open house to provide information on local or statewide transportation issues or on the
region’s Clean Air Plan. One open house, in Marin County, included a presentation and comment

session.

o Three public hearings on the Draft Plan and Draft EIR. A court reporter was present to transcribe

comments from the public.

e Five focus groups with community-based organizations (CBOs). Each CBO invited constituents to

discuss the Draft Plan, and requested participants take a survey on transportation and housing
priorities.

e Ten briefings with elected officials. At county congestion management agency board meetings, as
well as before one city council, staff provided an overview of the Draft Plan and answered questions.

e One tribal summit. MTC and ABAG staff provided an overview of the Draft Plan to tribal
representatives and answered questions.

e One media briefing, where staff provided an overview of the Draft Plan and answered questions.
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1. What We Heard: Key Themes from Open Houses, Public Hearings, Focus Groups

At the June 2017 meeting of the Joint MTC Planning Committee with the ABAG Administrative
Committee, staff presented a summary of public input from the open houses, public hearings and
community focus groups. In all, we received some 700 public comments from this portion of the process
(excluding letters, emails and online comments). Following are the main themes presented to the joint
committee, divided into five main topics:
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¢ Housing affordability is the overwhelming concern.

e Many would like to preserve current affordable housing stock and also support stronger tenant
protections to reduce displacement.

» Others would like to see businesses/employers contribute to affordable housing funds, and not allow
developers to be able to buy their way out of building required affordable housing.

e Many called for building new housing on public or city-owned lands, encouraging land trusts for
affordable housing, initiating inclusionary zoning and facilitating home sharing.

¢ Transit-oriented housing near job centers was the most popular type of housing, as most favor more
density (a minority oppose any new housing).
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¢ Support alternative transportation modes, and make it easier to bicycle, walk and take transit.

¢ Many mentioned transportation innovations (e.g., autonomous vehicles, electric vehicles, car sharing,
etc.) when planning for our future transportation system.

¢ Many want more transit, especially light rail, express bus service and local bus service, and also
improved transit connections and transit access to open space.

* Some were interested in extending free transit to youth.
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¢ QOverall, outreach participants would like to see wages increase in the Bay Area.
¢ They want more middle-wage jobs, and workforce development programs for existing residents.
* They support policies to require local hiring and encourage support of local small businesses.

¢ They also want investments in transportation infrastructure and programs to relieve congestion
(including charging businesses a mitigation fee).
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¢ Participants support alternative energy sources to address climate change and improve air quality, and
want bold action to meet our greenhouse gas reduction targets.

¢ Some participants stated land use planning should be tied to water resources.

e Participants also want to see education and involvement of local communities on climate change and
sea level rise, and more focus on emergency preparation.

* Finally, many want to protect Bay Area open space to serve as a buffer for sea-level rise.

Funding
e Participants would like to use transportation funds to incentivize more housing.

¢ They support raising the gas tax to motivate transit use and using Express Lane revenues to bolster
transit service.

Other Perspectives
e A small number of participants...

Question the plan’s assumptions and goals

Oppose infill development

Prefer a hands-off approach to housing and the economy
Prefer more emphasis on the needs of drivers

O o0o0oOo

2. Comprehensive Public Engagement Summary

A summary of all the public engagement activities and key themes heard is available online. Included is a
memorandum and presentation to MTC and ABAG policy board members, with summaries of key
messages heard by county or by community group and of input from Native American Tribal
governments. The summary is available at this link:

https://mtc.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3064621&GUID=4582CCCB-03C9-4B4C-935B-
8AA2D3A4F34B&0Options=&Search=
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3. Open Houses Provide Forum for Discussions on Draft Plan
Open House format selected to:

o Update residents on progress of Plan Bay Area 2040
e Engage participants on the Draft Plan, through one-on-one conversations
e Collect as many comments as possible, especially on the Action Plan

Table 11: 2017 Open Houses by County

County Date/TIme Venue Attendance

Alameda Thursday, May 4, 2017 Fremont City Hall, Council Chambers 45
6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m. 3300 Capitol Avenue, Fremont

Contra Wednesday, May 10, 2017 | Embassy Suite Hotel, Contra Costa Room 30

Costa 6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m. 1345 Treat Boulevard, Walnut Creek

Marin Saturday, May 20, 2017 Mill Valley Community Center 80
8:30a.m.to 1 p.m. 180 Camino Alto, Mill Valley

Napa Monday, May 15, 2017 Elks Lodge 35
6 p.m. to 8 p.m. 2840 Soscol Avenue, Napa

San Wednesday, May 17, 2017 | Bay Area Metro Center 50

Francisco 6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m. 375 Beale Street, San Francisco

San Mateo Thursday, May 4, 2017 Sequoia High School Multi-Purpose Rm. 35
6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m. 1201 Brewster Avenue, Redwood City

Santa Clara Monday, May 22, 2017 Marriott Hotel, San Jose Ballroom IV-VI 45
6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m. 301 South Market Street, San José

Solano Monday, May 15, 2017 Solano County Events Center 45
6 p.m. to 8 p.m. 601 Texas Street, Fairfield

Sonoma Monday, May 22, 2017 Finley Community Center 45
6 p.m. to 8 p.m. 2060 W. College Avenue, Santa Rosa

TOTALS: 410
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Open house stations included:

4. Public Hearings on Draft Plan and Draft EIR
Three public hearings were held during which participants were invited to comment and share feedback
on the Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 as well as its Draft Environmental Impact Report.

Table 12: 2017 Public Hearings

San Francisco Friday, May 12, 2017 Joint MTC Planning Committee with 9 speakers
9:40 am or immediately the ABAG Administrative Committee
following the Legislation Bay Area Metro Center, 375 Beale St.,

Committee San Francisco
San Jose/ Santa | Tuesday, May 16, 2017 Martin Luther King Jr. Library, 150 E. 15
Clara County 6 p.m.to 8 p.m. San Fernando St., Room 225, San Jose
Vallejo/ Solano | Thursday, May 18, 2017 Vallejo Naval and Historical Museum, 30
County 6 p.m.to 8 p.m. Hall of History, 734 Marin St., Vallejo

The public hearing held in San Francisco was before the Joint MTC Planning Committee with the ABAG
Administrative Committee. The remaining two hearings were held in other parts of the region, both in
the evening. Over 55 participants attended the hearings.
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5. Community-Based Engagement Utilize Focus Groups

As part of the spring 2017 outreach for Plan Bay Area 2040, MTC and ABAG conducted five focus groups
with community-based organizations in May 2017. The goal of each focus group was to get feedback on
Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 from underrepresented groups around the Bay Area.

At each focus group, an MTC or ABAG staffer provided a brief presentation to familiarize attendees with
Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 and introduce specific components of the Action Plan. A facilitated discussion
gathered feedback from attendees on the Action Plan, including recommendations for improving the
Draft Plan’s performance on housing, economic development and resilience issues. At the end of each
focus group, attendees filled out a paper survey.

Focus Group Details

Community Organization/Location By the Numbers:
South Hayward Parish | Hayward e 70 total attendees; nearly 100 total survey
May 2, 2017 respondents
Homeless Population in Hayward e Interpretation in Spanish and Mandarin

e Over three fourths of survey respondents
Sound of Hope Radio | Sunnyvale have lived in Bay Area for more than 15 years
May 5, 2017 e Near unanimous support for developing a
South Bay Chinese American Residents regional plan
Richmond Main Street | Richmond Survey Results
May 8, 2017 97% think it’s important to develop a regional
Workers and Residents of Richmond plan focusing on improving the local economy,

reducing driving and greenhouse gases, and
Sela Learning | Vallejo providing access to housing and transportation
May 11, 2017 for everyone who needs it.
Workers and Residents of Vallejo

Survey respondents ranked the elements of the
Rose Foundation | Oakland Action Plan as follows (with 1 being most
May 18, 2017 important):
Students of Oakland and San Francisco 1. Housing

2. Economic Development
3. Resilience
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6. Briefings with Elected Officials

At county congestion management agency board meetings, as well as before one city council, staff
provided an overview of the Draft Plan and answered questions at 10 briefings with elected officials. The
meeting dates are shown below:

Table 13: Briefings by County with Locally Elected Officials on Draft Plan Bay Area 2040

County/ Agency Meeting Date

Alameda County: Alameda County Transportation Commission May 25, 2017

Contra Costa County: Contra Costa Transportation Authority April 19, 2017
Marin County: Transportation Authority of Marin April 27, 2017
Napa County: Napa Valley Transportation Authority April 19, 2017
San Francisco: San Francisco County Transportation Authority April 25, 2017
San Mateo County: City/County Assoc. of Governments April 13, 2017

Santa Clara County: Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority | May 4, 2017

Solano County: Solano Transportation Authority May 10, 2017
Sonoma County: Sonoma County Transportation Authority May 8, 2017
Santa Clara County: City of Milpitas June 20, 2017

7. Tribal Summit

On Monday, May 8, 2017, ABAG and MTC hosted a meeting with representatives from the Bay Area’s
Native American tribes at the National Indian Justice Center in Santa Rosa. MTC staff sent invitation
letters on April 17, 2017 to the region’s Native American tribes, as well as tribes whose ancestral lands
are located within the nine Bay Area counties. Representatives from two tribes attended the meeting as
well as staff from our partner agencies, including Caltrans, the Transportation Authority of Marin and
the Sonoma County Transportation Authority. Staff from the National Indian Justice Center also
participated.

After opening remarks delivered by ABAG’s Vice President David Rabbitt and MTC’s Chair Jake
Mackenzie, Matt Maloney, MTC's principal for major projects, presented on Draft Plan Bay Area 2040,
its accompanying Environmental Impact Report, the Action Plan and the 2017 Transportation
Improvement Program. After the presentation, participants discussed local and regional topics related
to housing and transportation and provided feedback on draft Plan Bay Area 2040 documents. A one-
page fact sheet listing some key takeaways from the discussion groups can be found as part of the
attachments to the meeting packet for the June 2017 meeting of the Joint MTC Planning Committee
with the ABAG Administrative Committee.

8. Approval of the Draft Plan and Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR)

A joint meeting of the full boards of ABAG and MTC to consider recommendations for final approval of
the Draft Plan and Draft EIR is slated for Wednesday, July 26, 2017 at 7 p.m. at the Bay Area Metro
Center, 375 Beale Street, San Francisco. This report will be finalized to reflect actions taken after this
date.

Plan Bay Area 2040: Public Engagement Report Page |39



Plan Bay Area 2040:
Public Engagement Program

Appendices

Appendix 1: Display Boards, Spring 2015 Open Houses
Station 1: Welcome
Station 2: Plan Bay Area 101
Station 3: Goals and Targets
Station 4: County Focus

Includes transportation, housing, employment statistics and PDA maps by county

Station 5: Transportation
Includes Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) projects by county

Station 6: Looking Ahead

Appendix 2: Display Boards, Spring 2016 Open Houses
Station 1: Welcome

Station 2: About Plan Bay Area 2040
Includes maps of PDAs/PCAs by county

Station 3: Intro to Scenarios

Station 4: Scenarios: Main Streets, Connected Neighborhoods, Big Cities
Includes a focus on scenarios by county

Station 5: Tell Us How You Would #BuildABetterBayArea

Station 6: Activity: Places of the Bay Area

Appendix 3: Build A Better Bay Area Online Quiz, Spring 2016
Screen shots of the online survey

Appendix 4: Program and Display Boards, Housing Forum, February 20, 2016

Calling the Bay Area Home: Tackling the Housing Affordability and Displacement Challenge

Appendix 5: Display Boards, Spring 2017 Open Houses
Station 1: About Draft Plan Bay Area 2040
Station 2: Transportation
Station 3: Housing and Jobs

Includes maps of PDAs/PCAs by county
Station 4: Action Plan
Station 5: Activity Station
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Appendix 1: Display Boards, Spring 2015 Open Houses
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Alameda Housing

What Housing is Being Built?

In Alameda County—and scross the Bay Ares—the type

of housing being permitted and constructed is changing.
Factors that influence these shifts include population growth,
household size, job availability, access to transportation and
the cost of lving.

Fopulation Jobs Transportation

o

3,362

housing units permitted
n Alaeneda Caunty in

o
$»
Costof

Living

Growth of Multitamily Hameas in Alameda County
and Across tha Bay Area

=
3
=
o
o
o

UTE TIMES

Plan
BayArea

COUNTY FOCUS

PDAs in Alameda 2040

Locally Nominated Priority Development
Areas and Priority Conservation Areas
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Locally Nominated Priority Development
Areas and Priority Conservation Areas
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Contra Costa Housing

What Housing is Being Built?

Housing reflects the unique values and lifestyles of a
community. Factors that influence types of housing include
General Plans, zoning, population growth, household size, job
availability, access to transportation, income and the cost

al living

. @ aie)
oo

Fopulation Jobs Transpertation  Costof

Living

1,955

housing unite parmitted
in Contra Costa County
in 2013, Of thees

370

120%] wera multifamily
ey

e

Single-Family Homes Remaln Frimary Houslng Cholee In
Centra Costa County

D h 1he lne hali-
senhury, st rew unils were ainglelamly humes, This trend eonteesin
Conlra Costn Couty, with ) percent of new hawsng permitied as defachnd
shgie-tamily hames Other M 9 of the region, by conrest, are shifting mare
in Erigrity

Davaliprace frast

Historical Trends for Housing Growth In Contra Costa County

ooog
oo

70%
of permits ars now
for multifarmily homes
acrost the Bay Ares,
compared to

40%
5 yoars ago

S s i
T

COUNTY FOCUS

PDAs in Marin County

Locally Nominated Priority Development
Areas and Priority Conservation Areas

assalirnl D]

i apa 5. whic .
bbesichrshe Ui ol Hmvlh-EB AR iy v e R
fertipd ity
%
pimora b ety maqﬁ.-uiu . :
Hania Murin Cauity L

i s s s b s & g s

Fov dncaes, M Bl b ; ik
Pyt i ar Wergiha
e R -  Tran
[

uemarding wrvas. Fymy w miralz i Saurmlg, Thurn, and iy v
Larkapar wioconmes residants @ fobs is San Frantismo. n e
“Hare Ave Fd Transs [SHASTH

M Geansy i boers . bl scemmated) P s 94 Pka

A Map of Marin County PDAs

Peralumia

Plan

Bay Area

2040:

Public Engagement

Report Page |44



COUNTY FOCUS

Marin Housing

What Housing is Being Built?

In Marin County — and across the Bay Area — the type

of housing being permitted and constructed is changing.
Factors that influence these shifts include population growth,
household size, job availability, access to transportation and

the cost of living.
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Napa County Housing

What Housing is Being Built?

Housing reflects the unique values and lifestyles of a
cormmunity. Factors that influence types of housing include
General Plans, zoning, population growth, household size, job
availability, access to ransportation, income and the cost

of living.
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San Francisco Housing 2040

What Housing is Being Built?

Housing reflects the unique values and lifestyles of a
community. Factors that influence types of housing include
General Plans, zoning, population growth, household size, job
availability, access to transportation, income and the cost

of living.
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What Housing is Being Built?

Housing reflects the unique values and lifestyles of a
community. Factors that influence types of housing include
General Plans, zoning, population growth, household size, job
availability, access to transportation, income and the cost

of living,
@
)y (N
'-;,1{) ! [aTa]
oo
Popubnllon obs T""W“““" Costof

Living

1,190

hougng units parmittad
InSan Mate County in

Multifamily Homes Grow as Primary Housing Cheice in
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Solano County Today 2040
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BayArea

Santa Clara Housing 2040

What Housing is Being Built?

Housing reflects the unique values and lifestyles of a
community, Factors that influence types of housing include
General Plans, zoning, population growth, household size, job
availability, access to transportation, income and the cosl

of living.

&@

Population Jobs Transportation  Cost of
Living

$63,500
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What are the current trends in Solano County?
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What are the current trends in Sonoma County?
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Sonoma Housing

2040

What Housing is Being Built?

Housing reflects the unique values and Lifestyles of a
community, Factors that influence types of housing include
General Plans, zoning, population growth, household size, job
availability, access to transportation, income and the cost

of living.
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Population Jobs  Transportation Costof
Living
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Planning Delivers Big Returns: Bridges and Highways

Benicia-Martiner Bridge:
New Northbound Span

Galdecolt Tunnal Fourth Bore
Carquinez Bridge: Now Westbound Span
Cordelia Truck Seales Replacement on 1-80
Dewvils Shde Tunnels on Highway 1

Doyle Drive Replacement

Guolden Gate Mridge Movable Median Barrier
|- 580 Truck Climbing | ane, Fastbound
| 680 Carpool/Express Lanes

10 San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge
Cast Span

11 8R-12 Jameson Canyon Widening

12 5R 4 Widening (Contra Costa Countyl
13 S 237 Express Lanes

14 US-101 HOV Lanes (Sononia Countyl

E I O R N E RNy

Planning Delivers Big Returns: Public Transit Projects

AL Tranzit Rus Rapid Transit
Altamont Corndor Express (ACE) Positive Irain Contrul
BART-0AK Connector

BART Railcar Procurernent Program BART
Train Control Henovation

S

o

BART Warm Springs [xtension, the first part of the
extension to San Jose

Easl Contra Costa BART Extension leBART)
Caltrain ModarnizationfPositive

Train Cantrol

~ e

©

l-airfield/Nacaville lrain Station

San Francisce Bay Forry: SF Ferry Torminal/
Berthing Facilities

San |rancisco Central Subway
San Francisca Transk
Sonoma Marin firea Rail Iransit (SMART)

<

=

Other Programs

511 Traveler Intormation

Bay lrail

Hikeshare - Regional Bieycle Shoring Frogram
Climate Intiatives Program 4 -
Clipper ; . S
Freeway Performance Initiative : Bay Tra | I
Regional Strects & Roads Program

Safe Routes to School .
Transi-Orented Allorduble Housing Program [TOAH]

@Sk U e wN

~
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What projects are missing? What would make it easier for
you to get where you need to go?

TRANSPORTATION
Feedback

What are the biggest transportation challenges in your
town? In the Bay Area? What would make it better?

Alameda County:

a0

Transportation Improvement Program

ichmand

Walnut Creek

San Bamaon

-

itars.

S

»
Srth
Francise

S0 Bulrese

\Alameda

¥

e ks

Transportation System
O mlevcler Padestrian

@ i s
A pors gt s 1T, ™ S
{7 state vighway :

¥
o1 map st of | 1F prajects, ga lo
hetpe/¢tms.mtc.ca.

TRANSPORTATION
CoMMTESION

M

Top 50 Projects by Cost

Blcycle/Pedastrian

L ACTC: East Bay Gras sy

2 Cakland: Waerfront Bay Trail

3 Unien City: Irternodsl Ststior 1nfastructure

Local Streets & Roads

4 Alameda Counly: Vasc Road Safety Improvements

5 Hayward: Route 238 Coridor Improvemert

& Nawsrk: Cerlral Aven e Railraud Overpuss ul UPRR

7 Part of Gakland; 7t St Grade Separatian and! Roadveay Imps.

Port/Freight Rail
& Port of Dakland; Quter Hzrao- Intermasal Terminals (CHIT )

‘Stata Higl

9 Caltrans: SFOBB Mairtenanee Camplex Pn 3 Training Fac ity
10 Last-West Cornectar i Framont & Union City

11 1-580 (Trivalley; Camidar - 28 HOV Lares

121 580 Lrivalley] Comidor W8 HOV & Conreclors
13 1-580 Fastboune: FupressHOT [ anes

141580 N, Fynn Greenville E8 Truck Climbing Lane
15 1-530 W8 HOT Corridor Project

16 1 680 NS HOV/HO T Lane

17 1-80 Integ-ated Coridor Mobility Projact

18 | 880/Broachway Jackson Irterchange

19 1-550/Industrial Parkiay West Inte charge

201 880/Maring Blvd Inter wange and Gyercressing Rep
211-880/5R 767 1/C and HOV lares

221850 B and St Auilary lanes

23 1630 Nortn Saety Improvements

241 880 S8 HOV Lanes  Marlna Blud o Hegerbuge:
25 Regional Fxpress | ane Netviark

26 5714 Expressway Wigkrir g

27 Rouite &1 widening, Pigeon Pass to |-550

28 R 92/CLovwnber fWhitesell Interchange Improverents
29 Toll Fridge Maintenance

30 Toll Brid e Rehebillstion Program

Transit

31 AC Iransit: EasL Bay Bus Rapid 11anit

32 BART; Hayward Shop and Yard Fxpansion
33 BaR1: Oaxhand Airoort Cornector

34 RART: Transhay Tube Seismic Retrofit

35 BART: Warrn Serirgs Edension

Not Mappable

AC Transil: ADA Paratransil Assistence

AC Transit: Facilities pgrade

AL Transit: Preventive Maintenance Program
A Transit rocure (13} 6iF Artcwlater: Buses
AL Transit: Procure (23 G Artic Hybiic Buses
AL Transit: Frocure (531 40 Uran Buses

AL Traneit: Replace 38 40° Suburaan Buses

AC Transit: Transit Security Projects

AC Tarnit: Zero Emission Bus Advercad Damo
RART; Fare Callection Fquipment

Wk 4: Cantal Bay Operalions and Mairterzree Facility

Program & Atuplive Rarmp Melerirg
Caltrans: Improwed Fike/Peo Access to Fast Span of STORR
Oakland: Oskland Arny Baze Infrastructure. Imgrovements

=

=
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TRANSPORTATION
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Top 50 Projects by Cost

Local Streets & Roads
1 Anfiach: Wlour Ave Br'dge Wicening

2 Brerlwond Lone Tree Way Undercmssicg

3 Brertwood: Lors Tres Way Widsnirg

& Concard: waterwoild parkoway Biiereion and hew Bridge

5 Contrz Costa Caunty: Ca™ino Tassajara Realigr-+ent

6 Contez Casta CoLnty Daugherty Hoad widening

7 Cont-s Costa County: Kurker Pass Rioac B Truck Clmbiryg Lanes
8 Cont-z Costa Caunty: harth Ricimond Truck Route Extension

9 Conle Costa Counny: Paiec 3lvd Widering znd Realign-+ent
10 Cartra Cost= County: Yasco Rozd Safety | mprovements

13 ey Maly et Wirlng

12 Pifrsburg: Cx ifoma Averue Wiesnicg

13 Pt Java Durlon Bdomion Bucharar B o)

L4 Richmend: Marina Bay Parkway Grad Separation

State Highway
15 1-68075RA Inerehange Reconsinetion - Phase 3
161 EBIYSRA I/C Reconstruction - Phases | 2,4 & &
17 1680 iy Lares

181 620 Direct Access Ramps

28 1-680: Pupress ane: Akosts 1 |ivernasRudgear
201620 NB HOV L2ne Extension

L1680 SB HOY Lane Completion

221 80/Centra. Avenug Interchznge Modificaticn
23 lieconsoet 807527 Pablo bam it eerchange
24 Regiuna, Bxpress Lane Notwork

25 5R.24 - Ce ldecon Tunrel ¢ Bare

26 5R. 2a2/Clayion 3oad Irtorchange Inorovemee s
27 SRAfSRIED mecharge and Catnectars

28 5F4 Byuanss: Laurcd Re 1y Sund Cree <

28 5R1 Eyaass Sand Cresk Iisrzhanas

3054 Eas L Wickening from Somersill o SR1G
3151 Wllam Awerie Ramps.

3257 vellow Puss nsceange maraments
335R.1Bafaur Razd

3415 pypass Sond Creo 1o Blioue B

35 Tol Bricge Maintenznce

3810 Brigge Rehallalion Frogram

Teansl
37 BART: E-BAAT - Esst Cantrs Costa Reil Extension

S8, T Sl e S

39 BART: Staten Modernization

20 Caltar Boal R rock Serueen Gy & vor: Chicann
41 Hertules: Construct Phise 2 of Fereles niermodal Staon
42 Heveules: Intercity Rall Station - Phase 1

43 Murtiez Intermadal Stsior srking Exparsion

48 WETR Richand ey Se~ice

Transportation System

L Locat streets and roads
Coaluans: Schmond Rl Cennee o

CECTA AW Paratrasic Asetance

SECTR Pt Wnoracs rogrom

€ETA 52231 - New Stae Kighuay St

Coms o oty Doy A ke & Padestn mprovaments
SCCTA: Trans2 Bus Replacemans

5 ot igho

] Tt

SETROPOLITAN

AT resrerims

conmpson

‘. =

Top 50 Projects by Cast

Public Transit
1 SYAAT Sorama Marin Svee Rall Zerddor 332 nMion

2 Golden Gate Femy: Ferry Cher v2l & Berth Dreaging - £32 mil.on

3 ol Gl Formg L s =ee Tl Zarirg Gaveg - 4 il in
4 Mt T Bus Stop Imsroverients iMovaie £2 milien

State Highway
5 1ol 2rdne Rehabiftaricr Pranam Regnne) 2o - 5578 1ilinn
& LS ZOLHOY Lancs Metin Serone Rarows 5333 rilivn
7 Il 2 dge Hainennce Jiegior sl Fragrarm) - §:2 millon
B USTE Lo
@ Vin County: Tenresses Velley Bidge -

gl G Sl el $ v
Lo

Lacal Rosd
10 Gl 6 Bk ek 31 0R Phsas 1-40 - 5271 v lioe
L1 Golden Gate Bric ge Seiemic Retoft Phose 3B 41
2 Hatsnal sk Sanic: Zakdan ate aional gt 92
oA Rehal i

35 et e iy bbbl o
14 VL Ualla: MiLe- #e Rehatiliaton - £7 milion

L5 San At Comte Bt Brc gu Replawemont 56 il
16 Mein County: Varir Paelar 35 Visitor Access Phase 2 - &4 million
Ralaal: Trane | Cen ar Arcoss Inipmverr #4.5 - B8 nilinn

LB San Ratiek Ciwide Street Rev. dading $1 nilic |

19 VeI County: ¥ aunt sl e %) Bicge Replazsmert - 52 rilion
20 V1 oy Jsmwbi Sl Bl Tl Lo or Prjont - 11wl i
21 Newsee: Delang 2se and lgnesio Bl Resyacing - §575.000

Bicycle/Padestrian
22 Galden 5ol Ricae b cide 3 ouer - S5 A iz

23 Heth South € -zenisayy Sap Jiesure - 523 lisn

24 Central Matn -5y accers I praeirencs - 414 1 Jion
25 M Comg: S i Gk B proverients S
26 San Aafeat Sisswals Alag East Francises Blus - S2milliar

T3 10070 il ol all = 1Pl Prsce o ot SHAILTE

Hat Mepasble

Golden Gate Ferny: Sined Eidenoy Connectors - 533 milicn

V3 Gy s inads Behahlitatin 1 - $90 wilion

Gl G Tt i tis Rl it 78 il

Colden Gate Ferry: %y Haje- Compoaans Ashabilitatios - $11 milie
ol Gl Fuars: .5, oo =ery Rclubishren. - 9120l o0
Varir £a.ry; Han-Motarizad Transportetan *lot >2arem - 413 millen
sielen Gl Transl: Zepd e 12 25 o s Zavd Corhis - 518 il
Galden Gate Transit; 3ecdace L1 1997 43" Busss 57 millan

VaRr Irsneit i85 aca Sever Lecal busas - 55 million

Map Legend
Top S0 TIP Projects
|| PubticTransit

, 3 Goldim Gale Fuary: Ruvlscerncn. af Ferey Propubion. Systos -S4 llion
3 staee Highway > S Galden Gate Ferry: eases 745" Diessl Buszs - 34 milon
2 n varir TEnsit ALA Saratransit Assistance - 43 millon
O walrow 5 g L Son Rufauk: Mun Mulcrized Tanspuriation Pl Frogrin $3 milin

{0 Bicyele/ Pedestrian . ? 4 Varir lransit; isaace our Local Buses - 43 milisn
3 i Tl G Ll bugessaserly Fr M o S,k 89 wilh

‘Golden Gate Transit: Trersit Seste i Er rancarnents - 52 mlian
B —— ane el ol Bur, S s bzl o Mana Sy - 65 10 o,
Transportation System : Galden Gate Transit: 4 Reoacerrent Expzss Buses {2 i1
— athsg. o Fuon-Matartzed Iransoortrion blar pree am - 12 willon
T mamae Suuthums Marin Bt Religs ot $1
WS Highway o Varir Transit: 3g2ac2 Farevansit Yebdles - £1 milior

5 : Varie Tendit: ie0iaca % AL Baralianst wehirlas - ST,
B calerna ste gy Fortmap searcof dETIE projécts: 9o 10, . J ol Pricr ty Dsclopricnt Arew 28 Snnicg Harin - 3345500

htp: pProjectsS

— improvements

fims.mc.ca.govfms/
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Top Projects by Cost

Stata Highvmy

1 Sk 12 damisscr Catyon Hoac) Widsning - 3115 milion

2 5RT2450.2¢ 5227 Saseal Luactian cerchzege Study- 36 llan
3 SR 125K 29, Aiport Dived Gradk Seperaticn Jesin 62 milon

4 $R128.and Petrihic Forest rzrsection Improvement - $650,000

& 5R 29 Graysen dwe Signal Lanstrctian - $166.0

Local Foad
& Nepa Uy Califomi 4o 2w learsbeuts - §5 il on

7 Americon Coryon: L. muoumngnmmmac 'pkaﬂS\'urls 5 i fion
& Nepa Coc iy Gamnere Bridge Gresmuoad Sue - 44

G mmenican canyon: el pd and vin T Exmngn- shmllw

10 Magas Coarnys veratle Tl 1o Rk ar

11 Maga County: Aroart Bl Szhebilcation - amilan

12 M cunl e i iy Baplcermant -4 il 0

14 Hapa County:Siverada Trai Fawi1g Fass F - 5955000
15 Hapa CITys NG VIS Wavemart € 6,
16 Mo Ciys e Scol B hehabiFaton - $726260

17 Mapa County: Loma Viste D Eridge Rap acervars - §720200

18 apa County ol Younnll e
Bicyclef Pedestrian
19 Hapa valley vine 1121 Desigr and Corsir.crion - $& mil o
20 Hapa Ciy: MorthSeuth Bk Comecio - $767.620
H 201 Ungrade - 4525002
22 Founny e Acaper- ssek Vedecican Hridge ard Parh - $500.0
5 73 Rt Camgors Mg inctin T ermsatany Pk ity S776500
i — 26 amedcar Canyar: Theress 2vs Sifevvalk ME/zuerent Phase I - § 230500
R Saam 25 Mo s Lnces o e e Lane e s 0 o - 21110
Tap Projects 26 Younty Ik Naps Tounty Feyle o Catorsion $145000

g—

O oot
L ]

Bicyele Pedestrion

HotMppatle
e Oprating
NCTPA: Rolace Foll

=
Stoce- §10 million

Napz Yine: “atk & ke _ots 1 Napa Couny - 2 millon

A an Cany oy Developnert Area (PDA) Deselopmznt Plan - 52 milion
NTRA: . pment feplacerment 312 Lpgraoes- 62 millis

hapz Clry: s Stap Improveiments -§ 28

NETER DA Dpsrating Assitance €4
Sount e Safe Soutasto S on IastrucaeProgr m Cyce - 420220

e 37 ilion

Improvemants

Tramsportation System

B0 imterstate

A iy Prioe ol LA ) iy i etion - £311.28
39 Colifornin State Highway Raapie Eity: Prioety Devel L Area (POA) H‘ e ur - £311.000
hapz Yine: 2us Mebllisy Uevice Fatraft Project - $216,7 10 s
Rail i search of al, TP proects ge o hapa s aunry: Commun Ty Bases Transponanian #an - §100.500
\ el http://fms.mtc.ca.gov/fms/ma pProjectsSearch.d
MAT  renrerision
cousnsins
Top 50 Projects hy Cost
Public Transi¢
1 Traasbay Tarmr naliCalt-ain Gowrtown Exensior Phasa | - §2 silicn
2 Trombay Tame waliCaltain Cowrtosn Exendior Phase 2 2 2licn
skrn bcendion £2am th are kingi
3 Thind 5. Sont ol Sulwgy 52 killiun
4 v Useesron -1 il
int § BART: Trans cay Tube Saismic Retfit £276 milion
& Cany B 1enes - 181l
F W Mess Avewue Bus Ragd Tran: 163 i
B lnais tor Coack bacity - $121 milaon
3 VAEEA Sy rai oy Torv it Pl 10 il
10 541 1908 w5 i <vrind P-Lra sl e -1l
A1 SFYTE Guniews Fumey Bus R o Transit o Futrs Point (Hu e Poricn] 331 eilion
12 ekl Car Iractior Power & Guideszy Ret sbilitaticn - $6% milion
13 viETs:
u e Foorl Genssa Porion) - 358 milnn
15 randed —.g.b,bw s v Hurtas it - 15 riien
16 fislor T Sherk e ol M - §5000 i
17 Zeness-+ amf’/BRHaHumer‘ Fint iGenesa Edansion, - $34 millict
e fat i
y 1 LS 10 Dngle Brive Zeglacncal - §2 b e
19 Tl Eridge Rehabilization “rog-an - $622 nilion
20 Vo © s Ko F0 R, o ST 1 B
21 Toll Eridge Mamang we - #72 million
2 o) Cornio danapean) A mlion
Local Road
23 Furters Point Shipal 2ad 2 aclestick peirt Lacel Koars - $335 million
= 24 B Markey Seeet “hanspaninien Florwrts 4205 il un
—— e 25 i S PR o s - 2

26 4.0 1 Mg S i Tl & Refia
27 V12 o emen armarces Srest Ketuork - 498 liet

Top 50 TIP Projects

" 28 Lgiee Trewpurtslior b prveenes S5 il o
L] Public Traiz 20 o de Cate br dge Moveakle Medicr barier - 25 illor
O snigy
Hot Mapy

@ inem

S0P S ot st s S5
O s oo o

SeHIm, ALY Farairarsis Dner 2 rikian

s e 5153 o
— gt \ L e
- E et Ligr Rl Yeh ol t2 Exparc Muni 3ail - 136 nificn
Transportation System Y S ol Coarh Replagamant - 5225 il
S7CT: 51 Francisco Cowrtunn Corgeston Pricing 1€ Condon) 5104 rriicn
1 wtate Sp1ie istoric el Car ek ablitaticn - G ol
ST Replice <5 MABI Motar Cauches & 17 Giligs 302 rillan
T s, Highway SePI | rain Conral & Irolley sis vl ehali ivicaiieslscement - sy lisy
B Gy ST Lig - Rl ehicle Coarhaul Frogram - 353 millon
L e BRI B ) Sl et a0 5 - 325
SETA: 530 Feanclsza D e Parking Pricing 127 milicn
Rail Transit DR I 8, =S40 Al
o : Reploce 35 45 Heoplon Bses ~ £22milliay
st g B Clnlon B, - Dl
lnsin VITh: Replecerrert o (38; 60'Meser Cozees - 535 miliar
ST i Gl Pl Syt - Fid
o meEcorss bus Sendce - 523 Tilior
sesees SFMTA Cable Car - 5 il
i Vor & magssearce of al, | projects, eate STn: mw-cubm Hesplen Euses - 36l

it/ /fms, mt.ca.gow/fms/mapProjoctSsarch.do
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San Mateo County: Transportation Improvement Program

Transporlalion Syslem
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TRANSPORTATION
comussion
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Top 50 Projects by Cost [in alphabetical order]

Fublic Transit
1 Caltrain; San bateo Brciges Replzcement

2 Calrain: Systerwide Security

3 SamTrans: Reconfiguration of San Carlas Transit Cenver
4 WETA; Redwood Gty Ferry Service

State Highuway
5 Dumbartan Bridge Seismic Retrafit

61-280 /58 1 Interchange Safety Improvemants

7SR Gevils Slide Bypass

&SR 1 Fassler Lo Weslporl Dr Widening

D3R 1 Impravements in Hall Moon Bay

108K 1 San pedra Creek Bridge Replacement
115892/ LI Camina Real (SR 82) Kamp Medilications
125K 92 Construcl WE Lane

13 5R 52 Improvements from San Mateo Bridge to 1-280
1451 62 Shoulder Widening & Curve Correction

14 Toll Aridge Maintenance

16 Toll Aridge Rehabiltation Program

17 US 1011 / Broadway Interchange Imarovement
1BUS 101 / Candlestick Interchange

18 US 101 / Holly Interchange Mo fication

2005 181 ¢ Praduce Avenue Interchange

21 US 101 ¢ Willaw Road Interchange Reconstruction
22U5 101/ Woodside Interchange Impravernent
2305 101 suseliary Lans - 3rd ta pillbras

24U5 101 Ausiliory Lanes - Marsh Re 1o Santa Clara County Line
25US 197 Awslliary Lanes - Slerra Foint ta San Francisce County Line

Local Road
26 Riedwoad City: Blomaulst Street Extension
24 SMCTA: Wodside Road Widening - El Camino 1o Broacway

Bicycle/ Pedestrian

28 Daly City: SR 82 Daly City-iissian St Pedestrian Imarovements - Phase |
24 Fast Fala Alto: Bay Rd Bicycle/Pedestrian Improvements Phase || & 1l
30 East Pala Alto: LIS 101 Bicycle/Pedestrian Overcrassing

31 East Pala alto: US 101 Liniversity Ave Interchange Improvements

32 Millbrae: US 101 Millbrae Ave Bicycle/Pedestrin Bridge

33 Redwoad Cily: Middlefield Rd Bic

34 SamTrang: SR B2 - LI Caming Real Grand Boulevard Iniliative

35 San Carlos: East $ida Cammunity Trarsit Cennactity Imprevements
36 San Mateo Counly: Midcoast Mulli Modal Trail

Not bappasle
BART: Preventlve Malntenance

Caltrain: Contral Point Installaton

Caltrain: Graeee Separation Program

Improve U 101 Gperations Near 5k 42

SamTrans: ADA Paratransit Operating Subsidy

SamTrans: Avanced Communication Systern Lipqrades

SamTrans: Preventie Maintenance

SamTrans: Replace 62 1995 Gl Buses

SamTrans: Replacement of 2003 Gillig Buses

SamTrans: Replacement af Articulated Bus Flest

San Frandlsco Clay/Counly: Seuthern Skyline Blud Aidge Trail Exension
San Mateo County Sae Routes to School Program

530 WaLee County [raffic Incident M2nagement

San Mateo C de ntellig

B
'

s

METROPALITAN
TRANSPORTATION
coMMTSSION

Top 50 Projects by Cost (in alphabetical order]

Public Transit
1520 oser & Peasle Haver

Lacz Road
M lphas. 53 22 - C

2418 BAR] - Berryessa ta San Iose Sxoens o

VTR BART- i 5 e By

VT Capite) Zxpresswy ight Rl Exiensiun - Phase |

548 ElCaming Real Bus Fap & Tre

&1 Light Rall Bxters or 1 Vasar lunedon

VT o nlain View Bionble Track Imprsemen's -
Phes g |

2T San Clava & Rack Transic I mprevement -
Bus Rapic Trazsic

TR Stewens Crie s E.5 Mkl Tianst

s Selenson

St Hig ey
161-88 Fifsntague Exprassay Inerchatgs

esoniguration

12 Regiunsl Zxpess Lane Yetwurk

135R 152 3R 156 Intershance Imprverments

1A5R 153 New A amant St.oky

T5SRIS7 P Lancs Meleilda Aomiue 1o SRS

165R 237 Expess Lanes: Zanier A to Mathild Ave

173825 Exorss anes

1445R 7 Guadalupe Fresway Comdar Landscag: 1

19U 100 £ Bigssarn I Interzhage Recsnsucton
& Ruad Widering

26U 101 Yiskury Hew Interchengs

2105100 £ Montag.2 expressway I tercharge.

220510 Lanws - Santa Chara Couinly

23US 100 Southkeund Trimble RetDe La Gz 3l
Central Expressvvay

25 San Jose: Coleman ve Wids1 g from 682 Tay o St
36 San Jose: Deemnt e San bt Bke Lanes & De-Caupled

27 San Jos: Mot EXoressasy Widering - Lick Mil-Trade Zone
3 San Jose: Auture~ St Extension

2 San Jase: Charcat Ave Eiaension Sver 160

20 San lose: Cilywile Favement Managereent Brogram

21 San Joni US 101 Zanker it ¢ Nurth 410 5L Sksn L D

22 Santz Cla=a County: Capitol Expressway | rtel gant

23530t Clara ity Cential sxpessuay S liasy Langs

4 5ante Elara County: Melague Faoressmay ke ag =
Treck Zene | 520

255antz Clora County: San Tome:
szhabilztion

26 S0t Clara iy San Tomas Exputssasay Witkening

37 Syl SR237 7 U5 101 7 Mathilda Inbechange: MogTications

Exprezsuay Box Culvart

Bieyca vedestizn
28 Pa ML= Ao Crcwk ¢ US 101 Bisgahesecestion Viege
25 San Jose: By Tl Reath 35,95

4% San Jose: Cayote Creek Trail

41 VA Santa Clare Calain Station Bicycle/Pedesman Tur el

Hol Mepposte
San Josz: North 1= trset Cone Area Streets m2s.
San Jusa: a5 11RIsRCIon Mg vEnents
VT A, O e

VT Garvee Deb: Sarvice 880, Colamar e Inierchatge
Piccaiguration & SR 87 HCV Lanes)

VT Pt MANERNGE
VT Rl Replacom 1 Prugrarn

VIA: Fail Substation Retab tarc 1/Replacement
VI Stardard & Sl £.s Replaceman:

Foramag search afall 1 projects, go to
b s P S <
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MAT  TunsosmTey

commission

Top 50 Projects by Cost

Publie Transit
1 Fuireliecovile Intenmadal Rail Statio - 581
2 Vallgjo: Ferry Terminalinermods Seaticn 379 il
2 WETA: Nar Bay Operations and

Maintenance Facity - S28 milian
4 vallejor Curtols Transi: Gerte: - 512 millen
5 Vel menmusal Stetios Phase (| $1Lmilliesy
& Feiriele: Transportztice Center hase | - 50 rillan

Local Rosd
an 2L Joper anden i
on Leisure Town  $30 millon

22 Jepsor: Leisurz Town 3d tram Yanden

to Commerce - 398 millan
23 Jegsir Walles R S5l - Peabondy R
g 13 miliee

24 Jepsor: Leisure Town 3d from

W.

7 SalTrans: 2us Maintenance Faclit
Rencealior - 54 i lion

5 Buricia: Misary/Southanplan & Millarg:
FistIntermadal - 53 milion

Comme-ee 6 Orange - $12 milion

35 Travis A7: Soulh Gale Impravean,
Progct il

26 Fairtialt: Beck Ave “r=servation - $2 millon

Vacaville

B 4 Fairfela-Susn Transt. Oliver i 27 Solann Gounty, Roadway
3 nw Parcard Side - 52 mion Frestrvation - 82 milln
1 - 10 Benicia: Industrial Pa'k Bus Hub PIUJE' $Lmilicn 28 Wacaville: Various Streets and
5 11 Frifile-Suisun Transi Staton Roacs Preservation - £L milion
3 Areess Imn\m’PmAMw mm, 20 Divan: Weer A 51 Svesenaian - $726 664
Stata Highway mmw Pedastrian
12 =50/ 1680 £ 5312 Intercange Projest - $7L8 milic wnien Strestscaps - 51 milion
13 1ol Bridige Rehz biltion regeai - 3639 rillan Wacauille-Dixon dcycle

1410 Express _ares  Fuirfield % ol Fouts Prane 1

- 5257 milion

aces-Feirg ounc D Interchangz
inpcwerments - 156 i llar

16 Toll Bridge Meunenance - $72 wil i)

17 180,/ American Canyon Rd Crerpass
Innpcicements - 45 il or

M3 | 18 180 Alama Crck On-Ramp and
Brisige Wicering ¢ milion

19 180 1-G80 Ausiiary ares Impravement
Landraping - $3 million

30 1565  Vaea Walley Py OT-Rainp el
Interseuion Imprevemens §2 millor

54 Salane Gty SVl Byl and
Pectestrian Impreniements - 41 milinn

c.u\m Bk Batly

47178

Not Mappable

Falﬁsh isun Transit Operatiog Assistanc - $51 milion

1 v, Opecaing assistance - 827 wilion

Watawile Transit Operativg Assiswance $17 milion

SolTrans; 2 s Replzcermant idbemative Fues - 53 millon

SalTrans; ADA Paratrarsit Cperating Subsicy - $2 milion

ol Caun; Sse R o Schoel mmw 52 rrllion
C mertiLocal;

SolTmans: Autom i Venicie —vmmn mnmm 12 millisn

Sl ans; 2 eueatiue Mainterance - 2 millon

LPriery Deve apment Area (PDA] Faning - 52 mllan

fainierance Fasi i Upgrades 52 milien

ra 3 Fired Rete Buses - §2 milior

i Bus Replacements - S1 miion

East 10 Napa Commute nformetis (S

vacalle Transit Purchase Bus Shelters - 5882000

Transportation System

15

] e s

& s vighny

O ot na

() Biepees Prdsbion

$1 millr

Rafeshiure Pragram

Fer & map seach &f all TP peaiect
it

HRTROMALITAY
M T

TRANSPORTATION
coMMTSSION

€

o Top 50 Projects by Cast

Public Transit

1 SMART: Senama Masn frea 2ail Cariror - $539 millian
2 Mot Bay Ferry Senvice: Serry Senvice ta Port Sonoma - 423 million
3 Cotef: Cty of Cofati Traim Dpct - §1 rillicn

- 4 Sunts Ross Bus Fest Fil Compressed Naturol Ges Fusling Station
5 Mairlenance Fac lioy Rehabililal

$2 milion
Fhase Il - $1 millon

5 State Highway
& U5 161 Marin Seroms Rarms - 475 millon

U5 1611100 - Reino] -y 16 RoPeen Paik Cadiestudy - 571 oilion
& uE 11RO - Sreele Lt Windsor Marh) - $222 mil
3 U5 IC1HOY Rovien Park Exressay te Santa Ross
10 US10° it iterchunge 3 Ve milon
11 SRR /SR 12T Ielerseel an wpreenent Projert - $26 i lion

12 U5 10/ Esst Wasinton Intencrange Reconfigurstin - §21 milian

%

n
® §90milion

gl 4

] 12 US 100 HOY

Local Road
L5 US 105/ Heam &

= Interchang - $16 iliar
15 US 101/ 0d Fecmacd Higireuy lirercheage Improvenents 537 1

14 us Tab o sl Semice: o0 a0 3ay Nationa) W
toac in Fetaura - 523 millior .
18 Sanoma Courty Replace Laughin 37dge cver Mark Wiest Creek - 511 milien
19 Sunma County Reploce Seysers Ariige wrer Sulprier Sk 38 millior
30 Sunwma Couny Replocs Lanbant Bricge wer Ory Cok 57
1 Smnoma County Replecs Chall 1l Bricge fue Mazeara ok -5 ril
22 Senoma Couy, Replace Heuser Eddge over G.alale River -7 milir
3 Soncma Ceu s Reploce es: Dry Crae B Brde ver Pena Crosk S5 ilior
74 Sunuma County Asphall Durlas >ogram
£ Callrans Rehaaliale King Ridge s..hp.wmm s = 54 mllion
n ens 1. g ot S Credk - §1 il
27 Sunorma Coury Varicus Streets & Roads Preservation $4 milion
28 Sata Fosx Comauste Srewts Rowet Dist on Transi Comgors - 52 milior
5 Pelal e Conglele: Stieets - 57 o
20 Sanama Cousy: Replace Eshn Dillon gridge cvr Cualal Bivar - £2 milion
31 Rishner: Park Varicus Sirests Prasenvasion - SLvilicr
32 Sunvm County Budeyo Highua Pse

Refuge Acress -

i

s B

Felgalistun - 310

Bicycle Pedestrian
8 Fealdshurg ~usuuekm-ynleeﬂe:mm Pathwiay - $¢ millan
25 Surta osa Bus: Downtewn Transic Mal, Connecrivly I provernents - 32 million

5 |w-ww_w|.,.-l.w 2 aillun

4 peftan Tt pvement’- 82 ilion

Windsor: Ol Rezvroce Highuey at Lakenoce Dr EcydaiPedestrian Faclitias - 51 million
S ta Aasar SHART Bicy mZath SLnllion

Sunuria Courty Regienal Parks: SMART Trs | - =i v u Jut Recola Tral
A1 Sanoma County legional Farks: Zardega Say 17l Segmerts 14 anc

&
&

Map Legend

Top 50 TIP Projects
D] eubtcTeomi
D s Highamy

& oot rana

@ Sieles Pderrion i

B

1 nillon
o

Petaluma @ Not Mappabla
L o Sanla R Bus Docealing Ass slancss - 521 i iy

S090Ma Con. iy Transit Presenlive M atenzace Progin

15 mllion

lprovements

m icles) - $4 million
Santa Rausa Bus: Ml Fhoclin Bus Parchane e aeemreny - 54 mllion
o0 Gy Trasic Replicemen’ B Puwh.-v-!svehu\m 82 millon
SaMa e BLI BT Raplacamant Burchsse - 57 1

Sercma Courty: Ss'e Reutes oo School o
Sarta Rosa Bus: Susomated Vehicle acador Systom - 51
Sorois Courly:

Transportatian System

B0 marmae

1 s ighway

20 Callfornta State Highwey i Sae Roules Lo

e Higlh 5

877000

Fora ap searca 551 TP osjects ga to ‘
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LOOKING AHEAD ~ fi=

Understanding the Future 2040

To plan for how best to invest in transportation and housing
in the future, local agencies, regional agencies, private
businesses and community organizations need information
on whal o exped —

Who will live in the Bay Where will What kinds of jobs

Area and whera? they work? and incomes will be
available?

How Does ABAG Develop Forecasts
and Estimates?

The (3}

o he Association of Bay Arex
igsi L2

et

the g t the Metrepal
Tha chart sagns

Geographic Amalysis

[TTVSSTE h———y

Plan Bay Area 2040 Key Milestenes
*Tha B ma st et be e iogd by Sumant 018

T4 T e o i o e Wt 018,
Alternative Scerarios Developed

ot : =
*dcpmrion wil by vienred in Faid 5008,

+Fhe s i b waipied By ing 2006,

LOOKING AHEAD ~ Flom

How We Forecast 2040

Population Forecasts
How Does Our Population Change?

Tad Faputanos (asge

o B i ]

o, - o o v
s T Hih =32 oo
3 "l'l' e e N )
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Economy Forecasts

Why Doos the Local Economy Changa?

Mot wnl L cosomy

owpe Inees

Bounenayt 37T by durvn sbun suapacnd tha
I b by o i
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LOOKING AHEAD
How We Forecast

Household Estimates

‘What Factors Influence How Households Form?

3 [ P p——
H o by g Lt
eharsge, 313 Tiag ey i e £ G 41
Tl age iz of e egutabion
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111 - e e s “Cultralntrs
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TETHTEITY e Soseommnains
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Geographic Distribution

Where Will We Live and Work?

Population Jobs Transportation  Cost of
Living

Bay Area Places with Large Shares of Residential Permits, 2010 to 2013
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LOOKING AHEAD  Blo% .

Projections Over Time 2040

How Well Can We Forecast the Future?

The Awsociation of Bay Area Governments IBEAD| has been conducting forecasts of the rgion’s popuatien
and mikeyment for decafes

The Graphe balowr s how pact preprstions campared b netaal rands ot posdation and smalogmnt in the
Dy Aren A you can se, cur forecasts for future populitior were closer 1o the mark thar wers the
employment forecasts

Past Populati jecti to Actual Trends.

This graph s ARAS S past popdation Erechors came chose 10 the ragion & achadl poplaton numesrs
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Afercast i 8 planning 190 That i reca ibmied often
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LOOKING AHEAD ~ Zlom
Feedback 2040

What concerns you about the future of your community?

What possibilities most excite you?
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Appendix 2: Display Boards, Spring 2016 Open Houses

Station 1: Welcome

Station 2: About Plan Bay Area 2040
Includes maps of PDAs/PCAs by county

Station 3: Intro to Scenarios

Station4: Scenarios: Main Streets, Connected Neighborhoods, Big Cities
Includes a focus on scenarios by county

Station 5: Tell Us How You Would #BuildABetterBayArea

Station 6: Activity: Places of the Bay Area
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Welcome! What If | Have Questions?

Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC| and
Association of Bay Area Governments [ABAG) staff are

Thank you for at%endlng_this Plan Bay Area 2040 stationed around the room Lo answer questions you may
Open House, The Assaciation of Bay Area have during the open house, Any question that we cannat
Governments [ABAG] and the Metropolitan answer in person will be logged and posted with a response

on the PlanBayArea.org website within five warking days of

Transportation Commission [MTC], along with local :
this open house,

agencies and your local elected officials, value your

ideas and encourage questions. z
R What happens with my comments?

Your Guide to This Open House

Places of the Welcome!
Bay Area ; : What to Expectin 2016 and Beyond
Spring/
Summer 2016
- © BAMAM AR P By AR Selection o E.:iul::\.tlﬂ o
Build A About e S
Better Plan Bay R st Y D
Bay A - ] ey e S I
gk Stations | : i | | e D

S ot ey B Mg, M

& *» o

ot ot Fan By dew T

W Ars Hare.

Scenarios Intro to Scenarios

O

About Plan Bay Area IB)LO;,I};IM

The Facts 2040

Plan Bay Area is a roadmap to help Bay Area cities
and counties preserve the character of our diverse
communities while adapting to the challenges of
future population growth.

Promates a strong regional economy Empuwers local cilies and counlies Supports strategic transportation
by helping communities to plen for in their decisien-making around investments to decrease traffic
. future job grawth, as well as related new housing by praviding housing congestion, improve transit options

D Id YO u Kn OW? P l_a n B ay Area i housing and transportation needs demnand forecasts. and reduce pollution both lacally and

regionally

1 Is a recadmap for 4 Is a transportation investment 6 Does not replace local general 9 Includes projected population and
transportation and land-use plan with a requirement to plans or community-specific housing levels for the Bay Area’s 101
planning in the nine Bay Area consider population and plans. cities and unincorporated areas.
counlties. housing needs when prioritizing

funding Urc_levetuplr!g Does not interfere with local Provides a strategy for meeting
| K transportation policies. ¥ .

2 s a long-range plan that locks land-use authority. much of the region’s future housing
out over 20-plus years but is needs in Priority Development Areas
updated every four years. 5 Sets goals that include reducing Priaritizes making our (PDAs], wh\ch are locally desgr!aled

greenhouse gas emissions, areas within existing communities

e . transportation network operate
3 Is based on local planning providing adeguate housing more efficiently by funding aging
efforts that have taken place for all of the region’s projected railcar and bus replacement,
in communities around the population, preserving open road rehabilitation, express lane

Bay Area. space and improving public implementation and the like.
health and safety.

that have been identified and
approved by local cities or counties
for future growth.
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About Plan Bay Area

Key Milestones 2014 - 2017

el ey Do Jan Feb Mar A Mae Jun JuL g Ses e Hev Dee JanFeb Mar

Policy Development

Targets for Plan Bay A acl governments

Outcomes:

Regional Forecasts

Ganerate updated Plan B be, hausing,
papulation, travel deman

Scenario Analysis

Public Workshaps
and Outreach

About Plan Bay Area

PDA/PCA Map

Goals and Performance Targets

Plan
BayArea

2040

17

2 May Jun 1l g Zep el o Dec Jan Fely Har Apr ey Jun

Farecast Methodology and
Final Regional Forecasts

Qutcomes:

@ Identify Potential Transpartation Projects

Outcames: Qutcomes:
Flan Bay Area 2040
Adaption,
July 2017

Scenarios for
Bay Area Growth

Draft and Final Plan

Final Plan B;

A
PDAs and PCAs in
Alameda County

Local Communities Lay Foundation for Growth

o Plar Bay Area 2080 s vision dor the future builds e planring wark focsl communities have been doing
uver e pasl decade or more. The fourdslion for 1he plan s the 198 locslly sdopted Frinly Develugrment
Areas PO s) 3nd 145 Pricsity Conservation Areas [PUA ] in the nine-county Bay Area.
PDAS are sreas where amenities 3nd services can be developed to meet the day-10-day needs of

ik P n Ariendly ent sarved by transit
Girowdh and imvestmentsin Plan Bay Aren arefargeted tothe PD&sto heip them become “Complete
Communities,” based in Large part on local aspirations s communily contest
+ PChs are areas of regionsl sgidficance that hare brosd community suppont and are in need of protection.

They provide impartant agricubtural, natural ressurce, seenic, cultural, recreationsl, andlee ecslogicsl values

Regonsl agenc rhing with state agenc #unding ertitie sty pretect PCA= through purchase
ol land or conservation sassments mib wling Landarners

San b f i i g
Francisco - = : . ’
Bay Area . i g
Transportation . 5, -
And Land Uses - . 2

'}

Locally Adopted Priority Development Areas
[PDAs) and Priority Conservation Areas [PCAs)
Alsmeds County is hemeto the city of Oakland, one of the largest dties inthe region, the Pert of
Qakland, one of the countny's bugiest container por £; ningt een BART stations; histenic dewntowns

and rnain streets; and an erviable park system. Below are five examples of the 43 lecally sdopted
FPDAs in Alarmeda County

A Map of Alameda County PDAs and PCAs

Bres Mo
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About Plan Bay Area
PDAs and PCAs in
Contra Costa County

About Plan Bay Area Plan
PDAs and PCAs in BayArea

Marin County 2040

Locally Adopted Priority Development Areas
[PDAs] and Prlorlty Conservation Areas [PCAs)

Licatled acress (b By dros

of 1he 30 Lacaly sdoptad

A Map of Contra Costa Ct:tur'rt),lr PDAs and PCAs

About Plan Bay Area
PDAs and PCAs in
Napa County

Locally Adopted Priority Development Areas
IPDAs] and Priority Conservation Areas [PCAs)

fopa iy e b g
o o ) -a.n..xm%nqn n -wuwm,.m-.,n -dw- lv Riaram 'n.;-\PlbbBw
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PDAs and PCAs in
San Mateo County

Locally Adopted Priority Development Areas
[PDASI and Priority Conservation Areas (PCAs)
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Creating Complete
Communities

Why Scenarios?
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Main Streets Scenario 2040

The Main Streets Scenario targets future population and
employment growth in the downtowns of every Bay Area city to
foster a region of moderately sized, integrated town centers.
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The Connected Neighborhoods Scenario targets future
population and employment growth in locally adopted Priority
Development Areas [PDAs] throughout the region,

Scenarios
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The Big Cities Scenario targets future population and

employment growth in locally adopted Priority Development

Areas [PDAs] within San Jose, San Francisco and Oakland.
srudy o o grewtt particutarly

I e PO Growth ity
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Big Cities Scenario
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Scenarios in Detail: Jobs,
Housing, and Transportation
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Scenarios In Detail: Targets
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Appendix 3: Build A Better Bay Area Online Quiz, Spring 2016

Screen shots of the online survey
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2040

Build a Better Bay Area Quiz

Take this guick quiz to tell us how you would #BuildABetterBayfrea!
YOuur WOICE iS5 needed to Shape MW your COMMUnity looks in 2040!

START

Read More Below

Step out of your daily routine and think about how you want to get around the Bay Area over the next 25 years.
Where should new hausing go? What transpartation investments and housing palicies should we prioritize now to

build @ better Bay Area for future generations?

The #BuildABetterSayArea quiz is a fun and interactive tool that can help you guide Plan Bay Area 2040, an
integrated, long-range transportation, land use and housing plan.

Ouriz questions mirror the towgh decisions facing the Bay Area as we adapt to the challenges of future population
growth.

After completing the quiz, submit your responses and invite your friends to participate, too.
Click here to get started.

START

£ 208 Mabrepolian Transparalion Commiscian. All Rghis Resersd
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BayArea

2040

To make sure we get the most out of your feedback, please answer a few demographic questions before
getting started with the #BuildABetterBayArea quiz:

Answer 10 quick questions to tell us how you would #Build ABetterBayAreal

Your input to these questions will help guide our current planning process for Plan Bay Area 2040, an
integrated, long-range transportation, land use and housing plan.

MTC and ABAG have developed three scenarios to analyze and communicate the effects of different combinations of housing, land use and
transportation strategies:

Main Strests Connected Neighborhoods Big Cities

Quiz guestions mirrer the tough decisions facing the Bay Area about how we should best #BuildABetierBayhArea over the next 23 years.

MTC and ABAG developed this gquiz as an educational tool to help residents learn more sbout the three planning scenarics. Thess
scenarics have been created to analyze and communicate the effects of different combinations of housing, land use and transportation
strategies undesr Flan Bay Area.

In addition to resident feedback via public workshops on Plan Bay Area scenario planning and all other comments received by MTC and
ABAG's public outreach efforts, quiz answers will help guide our current planning process for Plan Bay Ares 2040.

Your enswers ta the following 10 guestions will help us refine thess scenarios.

START THE Quiz
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Transportation Investments

=1~

How we invest our transportation dellars now will make & difference in what our communities will look like
and how we will get around the Bay Area in 2040. Likewise, transportation policies we put in place now to
protect the environment by reducing per person greenhouse gas emissions from cars and Llight-duty trucks will
make for a cleaner, healthier Bay Area for future generations.

CONTINUE

Fead More Below

To help us understand your priorities for our transpertation future, please respend to the following 5 pelicy
staterments. Your answers will help inform how we meet our goal of a prosperous, sustainable and equitable
Bay Area in the future.

CONTINUE

Transpertation investments should focus on expanding freeways rather than
improving transit lines and transit services.

1 = Disagres i=Agres

NEXT QUESTION

Cuestions Remaining

Any new tolls [bridge tolls, express lane tolls, etc.] should prioritize funding for new o
freeway capacity rather than expanded public transit.

1 = Disagree i=Agres

NEXT QUESTION

Questions Remaining
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We should expand transit services and biking/walking options to serve new housing i
built across the Bay Area rather than improving these services in areas where people
already live and work.

1 = Disagree i=Agrese

NEXT QUESTION

Cuestions Remaining

4 Maintaining the region’s current public transit infrastructure should be a top priority i
for the Bay Area, rather than dedicating funding to extend transit services to new
areas.

1 =Disagree i=Agree

NEXT QUESTION

Cuestions Remaining

Maintaining the region’s current local streets and highways should bhe a top priority i
for the Bay Area, rather than dedicating funding to building new ones.

1 =Disagree i=Agree

NEXT QUESTION

Cluestions Remaining
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Housing Policy Priorities

How we address the Bay Area’s housing shortage now will have an impact en what cur communities will look
Like in 2040, particularly as we plan foer regional population and jeb growth over the next 25 years.

CONTINUE

Fead More Below

Thoughtful housing pelicies will help to meet the current and anticipated dermand of a growing region and will

take into account issues like afferdability, access to public transit, and ensuring a cleaner, healthier Bay Area
for future generations.

To help us understand your heusing policy priorities, please respond to a series of 3 policy statements. Your

answers will help inferm how we meet our goals for a presperous, sustainable and equitable Bay Area in the
future.

CONTINUE

6 5an Jose, 5an Francisco and Dakland should take on more of the region’s anticipated i
population growth and receive a larger share of the region’s total transportation

funding.

! = Disagree

i=Agree

NEXT QUESTION

Cuestions Remaining
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Some new housing should be built on land that is currently undeveloped rather than o

only in existing communities.

! = Disagree i=Agree

NEXT QUESTION

Questions Remaining

We should encourage nearly all new housing to be built near jobs and amenities
[such as transit or entertainment).

! = Disagree i=Agree

NEXT QUESTION

Cluestions Remaining

Nearly all new housing should be built solely in residential neighborhoods rather
than near transit, jobs or entertainment.

T = Disagree 1= Agree

NEXT QUESTION

Questions Remaining

1 0 Mearly all new employment centers should be built within the downtowns of
larger cities rather than across the Bay Area.

! = Disagree i=Agree

SEE RESULTS

Cuestions Remaining
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Appendix 4: Program and Display Boards, Housing Forum, February 20, 2016

Calling the Bay Area Home: Tackling the Housing Affordability and
Displacement Challenge
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Rents in the Bay Area continue to increase due to a booming economy and chronic
under-production of housing affordable to low- and moderate-income households.

Calling the Bay Area Home: Tackling the
Housing Affordability and Displacement Challenge

February 20, 2016

Figure 5: Median Monthly Rent 2005-2014

In Marin, San Francisce,
and San Mateo counties,

Thank you for joining us to talk about the challenges of housing affordability and
displacement risk occurring throughout the Bay Area.

Today, we come together as a region, not only to identify the challenges before us,
but also to seek solutions.

8 3 B B B & = & @
=== == B EE R E

Low wages, high rents and lack of funding for affordable housing leaves few cheices for many
lower-wage househelds. Either they spend a higher share of their limited income on rent,

Figure 6: What You Need to Earn To Afford a 2-Bedroom Unit At Market-Rate

$1.500 aworker would need to
51,800 earn about $38 an hour
S1.700 = Alameda 1o afford a 2-bedroom
S1.500 — ContraCosta  apartment. In

Matih comparison, Califernia’s
$1.500 — THapa )

: = -~ minimum wage was
- SanFrEnsisee g per hour in 2014,
1300 — San Mateo

= Santa Clara
B — Solano
1,100 —
£1,000 — Bayarea

Seurcs SBAG T T ek ot aductad for i aier,

double up with other families, live in sub-standard housing, or move out of their neighborhoods.

Today's Program

8:30 am  Registration
9:00 am Opening Remarks

Fred Blackwell, CF0, I he %an brancisco
Foundation

Libby Schaaf, Dakland Mayar and
MTC Commissioner

Julie Pierce, ABAG President, MTC
Cormmissioner and Clayton Councilrmember
David Campos, Supervisor, City and County
of San Francisco and MTC Commissioner
Setting the Stage With Personal Experiences
Melissa Janes, North Bay Organizing Project,

Claudia Cappio, Dakland Assistant
City Administrator

Bob Glover, Exsculive Olficer, Building
Industry Assaciation

Jennifer Martinez, Cxzcutive Director,
laith in Action Bay Area
Questions from the audience

10:30 am  Break - Move into Group Discussions
10:45 am  Group Discussions

11:45am  Lunch/
Perspectives from Qutside the Region

540 i i Nela Richardson, Chief Feonomist, Redfin
s il ) ) Robert Feldstein, City of Seaftle, Director of
= Reyna Gonzalez, Faith in Action, San Maten Ihe Office of Policy & Innovalion
Theola Palk, East Bay Housing Organizations
525 = alamedajContra Costa el ¥ L ' 12:45 pm  Reports Back from Group Discussions
s = Marin;San Francisca/
5. 5an Matao . 1:15 pm  Wrap-up: Fred Blackwell
—_— 9:30 am  Opening Panel P p-up: .
515 Napa P 9 7 CEQ, The San Francisco Foundation
o5 = Santa Clara Moderator: Dave Cortese, 5.
. = Solane County Supervisor, M1C Chair, and ABAD 1:30 pm Close
= Sonoma Fxecutive Hoard
$0 == CAM W
= = ® z a = o il a e Carol Galante, Faculty Director, Terner Center
5 1 g < Bl R 2 5} 2 lar Housing Innovalion, U C. Berkeley
e ® Towvornd
Souree Maenal Len- noome Hoasrg Coslilior, 2BAZ, 04 54 Departinert ¢ acusiiisl Beal ors oo Bay Arva Goversments

The Bay Area’s Housing Affordability and Displacement Challenge

The Bay Area continues to add jobs and residents even as housing construction consistently
lags demand. Dromatic swings in job creation during boom and bust cycles continue to expose
the reglon’s workers and ecenomy to financial uncertainty.

The Bay Area continues to under-produce housing affordable to very low, low and moderate
income households. Dwindling public resources for housing limits local, regiomal and state
response to growing displacement risk and demand for afferdable housing.

Figure 1: Jobs, Housing and Population Trends 1991-2013 Figure 3: Regional Housing Meeds Allocation Permitted by Income Category 1999-2014

200,000 10
000 140%
100,000 120%
50.000 100%
a B
150,000 o
oo, . - - 2000
0,000 A . 2007 - 2004
o = Jotx % AMI. Annuat Modian intome
¥ — Housing Units Very Low Low Maderate Above Tatal Units
12000001 = Population Incame Incarne Incaene Maderate
= B oW B B = & oW oE B = 8 Incaone
g = = Below 50%  50% o B0%  30% to 120%
E £ EEERBEEZEBEGR i aal Mal Rbove 120%
ABAE, Ermpicyrin v+ el e ane Lasiet art Daia, 308 CALspirestes irance A Seres wy Lol s dene v

The Bay Area is failing to relain and grow middle-wage jobs that can provide economic opportu-
nities to low-wage workers. Stagnant wages in a growing number of low-wage obs further
reduces allordability and economic sell-suffi y for more than 1 millien low-incame households.

Low-income households spend a large share of their Income on housing. More than hall
the households earning less than $50,000 are rent-burdened; i.e., they spend more than
a third of their income on housing.

Figure 2: Job Growth and Loss by Income Category 2001-2013 Figure 4: Share of Household Income Spent on Housing, by Income Level 2013

e wore than 100,000 [
g e 2500012 100,000 | W B
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2 35,0000 550,000 [
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] sen0000535.00 [ 0 it o
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— 20012007 sianaore sioon [
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T=pid mansinooo [
12000001 i oY Loz I More than 35% of |acome
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Display Boards:

Bay Area Housing Protections Loss of Low- and Moderate-Income

About hatf of Bay Area residents live in homas that thay own and therefore have a R enters 2 000'201 3

‘nght te remain.” They also are not at risk of evichion or sudden costincreases, and Tha realone lask ofaffordablehtusl et i tsand
retain any increase i the value of their home ower bme. About a quarter of Bay Area e P D I g e

residents rent market rate Uit and have many bensfits such 2 safety, mobility, lack of hausing in job-rich areas have each contributed to the present

and good laeation — but they da nat build equity and may be at nisk of displacement
| he ramaining Bay Area residents live in @ wide range of market-rate housing that
offers degrees of displacement protection andfor equity formation,

displacernent crisis, which 1S irnpacting all rine counties in the Bay Area
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Bay Area Population, Income, Employment,
and Housing

Bay Area Housing by the Numbers

FOPULATION

£79,100 ‘1_.563
$435.000
L7
ol 55%

HOUSING

$1,539

$470,100
554,

745,000 | . S0

5.4%

POFLLATION

1.9M ; 92,000

6.8%

424,000

8.4%

£ 61,000
s 490,000 $
: o0 6.7%
2
Rt By I B Focta, U5 s A [r— ﬁ:@ﬁﬁﬁr‘%’&m‘r ;?m‘if.g"{"
:'I:'&ffm?“fg"“:*' i oy [ mar i quml—n‘—-— i A et Soor E00% LY bd ] (may Amecnn. GL—:‘

What measures can do the same across multiple

jurisdictions in the Bay Area, which range from rural
and suburban to dense urban?
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Handout:

Loss of Low- and Moderate-Incom
Renters 2000-20

Oisplicemant isa
SAFI0US CONCRMT HEIISS
the Bay Area. The
et of low.

and mirddie-income
househalda cut of
their neighbarhocds

in racent yaars has
heightaned the need to
address displacement
451 policy m5ue. A5
heusehalds relcate b
more afordable areas
witltin or outsks e
. they may lose

and supperl systare
Those whi are able
b remain are alss
aactad

Loss of Low- and
Moderate-income
Renters 2000-2013
Parcentags of Totad

W Aommaryaion

W totwam b 7%
otwarn 5. 905 Lot
Bt i 55 Lo
Nolhamgers e

nen b i s, b e
Continued on reverse 3

&= Ot

The displacement pressure facing many Bay Area communities, and the intarest
of elected officials in this issue, provides an impetus for a mors extensive regional

discussicn and actian. Ta betier inferm that disc

ssian, below are some of the faciors

triggering displacement in the Bay Area

Declining wages: Batween 2010 and 2013, inflation-adjusted wages declined
SCross all Income categoras in the Bay Area, with middie- and low-wage
workars axpersancing the sharpast declines, at closa bo 5%

Global i T !  major k 30-b
companias and a high quality of Lfe have mada the regin’s housing a valuable

cammadity at a giohal lmvel

Lagging housing productian: Hous ng produstion ususily igs emplyment
recowary, bul the gap has increased substantially in tha current economic
eyela Batwosn 2010 gnd 2114, tha mgica added 270,000 mars paspie bue anly
3B 100 more units

Barriers to 1 ‘omplek reguiatory req s, local opposition
10 dawlopmant, and lac k of acequats infrastructurs inesimonts preven]
housing development from catching up with damand

Declining pul ces: O P 3garces.
daclining shata and fedaral supeart for heusing. and Lk of mgonal tocls has
ungermined the ability of local unsditions to address housing affordabiaty
an tir gwn

(== Oyt
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Appendix 5: Display Boards, Spring 2017 Open Houses
Station 1: About Draft Plan Bay Area 2040
Station 2: Transportation
Station 3: Housing and Jobs

Includes maps of PDAs/PCAs by county
Station 4: Action Plan
Station 5: Activity Station
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About Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 Plan
BayArea

Welcome! -

About Draft Plan Bay Area 2

Thank you for attending this Open House to learn more
about Draft Plan Bay Area 2040, The Metropolitan
Transpertation Commission [MTC) and Assaciation

of Bay Area Governments [ABAG), along with local
zgencies and your local elected officials, value your
ideas and encourage your guestions.

What to Expect in 2017

Werk on Plan Bay Areg 2040 began with the agoption of MTCs Public Particpation Flan
n February 2015 Open housas later that epring facused on gaals and targets for the
plan. In 2014, we developed alternative planning scenarios and celectad a praferred cet
of land use and transpor Lation scenarios. Mere is a look at our progresein 2017,

Summer 2017

March31 @ June1 O Juy

+ Aulssed Dras Fan v Aeve 200
By Arew 3040 far
pubic camman. i s PR s Dt
Transponankea Alr Qusiry
i Casfoeminy Anabriis
April 17
+ Fslmras Dres Envimamunst
osget Regers AR fa June
PYBICCammen, * A fummy o wantiton of
1 publis commaars callacss
o apes hauit, anife
May Furven, WPy 8 ¢ kv
leners 1o mambers of ADAG
ldmuwmmm ssamiC
Cantormety Ansiycic for tha Cratt
Pl dnd At dud TP os by 1
& Hogisg ajuh house e Oran
P By Ares T040 In @8 vine By
Arsa CIuMAS S0 A P —
st g o the Dt Pl ind I
Drufr £ throughon tha mass H
A}
W Arn How ra

Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 s a roadmap to help Bay Area
cities and counlies preserve the character of our diverse
cormmunilies while adapting to the challenges of future
population growth.

§ regitnd seonemy il 52 ot SUBPANE AMSHIE TR
By deiping ¢ i thair
Fatars b growth, ¢ well 3¢ Nttt huw bl g hautleg canguction.
a0 redc BoRUBE BOTh LEsally
498 gty

Did You Know? Draft Plan Bay Area 2040...

1 Aty
TRt e

About Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 Plan

Taking the Pulse | - BayArea
of the Bay Area

A Snapshot of the Bay Area’s “Vital Signs”

Far 25 years, the Bay Area has seen steady popclation growth coupled with
bus® jubs eyeles, Papulation and employment are nawat thei highest levels scer, Qwer
the past two-plus decades, home prices and List rents havs Huctusted sign tizently and
&re now Et or near record feval: ewsy congestion dalay par commutar and waakday
rail ridershipare also currently at record levels

Plan Bay Area 2040 addresses these challznges with a Focus on urgent regional needs.
The plan projects household and employment growth in the Bay Arca over the next 24
years, provides 3 roadmap for accommadating sepected growth and connects it all to
& lransportation investiren! strategy that strves ta move he Bay Area Lowsre
gos.s fer the emvironment, scenomy and sacisl equily,

regional

POPULATION

EESE

MEDIAN RENTS® MEDIN HOME PRICES®

WEEHDAY TRANSIT RIDERSHIF i3

Seurcet Wil Sgre (1% Carmis Rursn, 190, Caliteenna Brptmenent elspmat
b, T T0IE, E Caeue Buresafimanican Cormmunty Sy, 1990, 2015, ruumu Im .ﬂls Namm
Trampertiten Canmreeinn, 17H-2015, Fedeesl Fanas Adrangrgnen, 19VLE1L

For more information and the Latest data, go to vitalsigns.mtc.ca.gov.

ti
Investing in
Our Future

Moving the Bay Area Forward

Strategic irvesiments in the Bay Area's transpartation system
increzse coeranng efficiancies, improve mainterance and modaernize
the existing system while supporting smart l2nd use decisions
threughout the region.

Plar Bay Area 2040 details a regional transportation investmant
strateqy basec o a projected $303 billion in expacted ravenves from
combined faderal, state, regional =nd local sources overthe next

2¢ years. What differentiates the Bay Area from other regions is the
significant share of local and regional funding for transportation
purposes. Approximately two-thirds of forecasted revenuss are from
dedicated local sales tax programs, bridge tolls and transit fares

Combining Our Resources

$303 bilien
ear of Expersiture §

Lt $L8E BB f1ee

Wi Woee B reacea B0 Bl ateipited

Seurce Matrsalinn Tramopsriation Commission, T1

Directing Our Revenues

Of the $303 billier in expectad
revenues, 90% of svailable
funds are directed to operate,
maintain and medernize the
existing rrEnsportation natwork.
This leaves only 10% of funding
forsystem expznsion such as
rail extensions or new

highway lanes.

L r—
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Transpartation

Major Projects
of the Draft Plan

This map highlights major projects in the fiscally constrained
Draft Plan Bay Area 2040, which only includes projects reasonably
expected to be funded within the plan’s timeframe.

Transportation
Measuring
Our Progress

Qur booming economy and housing shortage has resulted ina
disconnect between where peaple live and work, producing record
levels of freeway congestion and crowding on transit systems like
BART, Caltrain and San Francisco Muni.

These congestion and capacity challenges are already imposing costs
on the Bay Area in terms of epvironme ital impacts and lost Lime.
These costs are likely to increase in the future without meaningful
action to improve the balance between jobs and housing in the region.

For adopted goals and performance

Visit our stafi at the Action
targets related to transportation, m.mmml.nm?mm
E L D
Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 meets or for Plan Bay Area 2040wl
makes progress on most adopted tdrags aspucts where the
goals and pertormance targels. WIS G 0
TARGET ACHIEVED RIGHT DIRECTION WRONG DIRECTION
o Goods Movement =~ . Road
|~ ) andc B @ Maintenance
Reduction The Draft Plan
The Draft Plan reduces. reduces per-ride delay haves in the weang
par-capts deley s dusto sgad tran ORI M Tt iy
1he Begional Freight drainaciare by i operaing snd
Network by 2% percent, 75 parvent bt fatle mankenance coss Lo
euceading the 20 shat of gonl b ekt due to poor
percent target eleninste delmyc puu_mu_mk W_mﬂwl\l.
= —— projecting a six percent
3, Climate Protection | Non-Auto
Wl 7 The Deaft Plan Mod & Shift
T mueediaeet, The Drait Flan booats
FRBUEInG pericapin nom: sute made share
Gy emisinns by iy three pereent
Tépercent by 2008, ‘but falls short 24 10
pereerdnge point
growih farges

Why Adopt Draft Plan Bay Araa 20407
betterihan apoiential NoProjad” g pl ko e o
s Erategioe. ‘e the Gy Aeas wsuld

el ind
Highee lomls of per-copitn OO, emssons
= Moee deluys in the reight netasrk

tranzpartation asset conditions

Transportation

Major Project
Descriptions

The following magor projects ame included in the fiscally constrained Draft Plan,
which only lists projects expected to be fundad within the plan’s timeframe,

Bas rp Iranat (2 ba et
B
P R

Transportation
Your Impact
on the Plan

We Heard You!

Residents had several opportunities to participate in the multi-year
planning process.

Since 2015, MTC and ABAG have:

*  Hagted 18 public apen hauses, twa in each county, drawing aver 1050 meidents
+  Conducted telephone surveye in English, Spanish and Cantoness of mare than
2000 ragistered vatere in il nine Bay Aréa countes

Racaived 00 anling survys on transportation and hausng proferances
Parinared with | i izatians warking in L

communinas and communitas af calar
Hald threa public hearings on develapmant of tha Draft Envronmisntal
Imnpact Repart

Based on your feedback, we made the following updates to the plan's
transportation investmants,

Improving Transit
Capacity in
Key Areas

Addressing Traffic

by Improving the
Flow of Freight

Wi directad Imastments 1 religve crowding ang
mprave sarvics by incressing ransit capacity in
care araas and idenh fnng additional fundmg for
trangit maintenance.

In haavily traveled fresght comdors, we introduced
fiew projests designed o ease traffic, Project sites
nclude thi Part of Ozkland, the |-B01- 480/ Route 12
inwrchange in Solana County and highway
inwrchanges atong -BE0 and 1580

Wa armendad transpartation grants to encaurage
Iocal jurisdictions” adaption of land uee palicies that
=upport Plan Bay Area 2040

Plan
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Population and Job
Growth Patterns

Measuring

Our Progress

Household Growth by County

Concentrated Growth

The rapidly growing and changing economy, inadgition to bringing
new vitality and weslth, has created significant challenges: adequate
and affordable housing for pacple of 2l incoma levels, displacemeant
of long-time residents and a transportation system stratched past
its limits,

+ [raft Plan Bay Arez 2040 includes policies that zall for
concentrating population and employment growth n the
“Big 3" cities of San Jose, San Franciseo and Oakland,
* By 2040, these "Big 2" cities and Bayside subregions will cartain
72 percent of the Bay Area’s total households and 77 percent of
the reglon’s total Jobs—= slightly higher concentration compared
to 2010,
The four largest counties—3anta Glara, San Franciszo, Alamega
znz Contra Costa—will sccount for 83 percent of the Bay Area’s
total population,
+ The remaining fiva counties are projectad to exserience modest
growth ouer tha next 24 years.

Where Will Bay Area Residents Live and Work?

Employment Grnwth by County

=N o
eNESS L
% mo S

4 key step in the Plan Bay Area 2040 planning process s taking stock
of adopted housing and job targets and determining which ones are
being achieved, which ones ara moving in the right dirzction and

which ones remain out of reach,

Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 meets
adopted targets for open space
and agricultural preservation but

Wisit our staff 2t the Action
Blan Statian 10 lsirn mare
abioul bow thie et stage

for Plan Bay Area 2040 will

falls short an housing and 00TESS A3PACIS WHErE thi
affordability goals. Dirgle Flan 15 off trajoctory.
TARGET ACHIEVED RIGHT DIRECTION WRONG DIRECTION

/w0 Dpen Space and Equitable Access: Equitable Access:
B8 agriculiural @@ Affardable Displacement Risk

Preservation Heusing et gh e Fraf Pian
e OFn Pan bty s Erst Fans nd partrme bettir thn
hioret B e s Iy (T rindpeetatinn
par space wed L e s
i e Py sxat isted fos
Targatin otk o
<t i i vt sl
}L*;:"Lf.‘ e oormisntinting
e comyared 1o e pear 2010
T percent bt ks
shortafits 15 parcant Equitable Access:
o Housing and
Transportation
Affordahili

The parcantage of tisl
e gt Low- rosme
finsehldy gpand on
Doazing el WAREH Gbon
T (6 RS
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Pt ncostm
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g3 crculing 1% Ehar
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‘Why Adopt Draft Plan Bay Area 20407

The sxected pericrmance of Oralt Plan Bay Ares 2040 nitiat ey M o ficant
‘bettor than 4 potntal o Fropct 1t without implemantinan 1Ene pans recmmianded Bnd uee ard
Aransge talion strateges. I tems o fcasing and srypkoyment, "o Progct” altermative forthe Bay Ae
woule e ult in
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Housing and 5

Your Impact
on the Plan

We Heard You!

Residents had several opportunities to participate in the multi-year
planning process

Since 2015, MTC and ABAG have:

» Hosted 18 public open houses, twa in each county, dravang over 1 050 residents
= Corducted telephone surveys in Englich, Spanish and Cantoness of more than
2,000 registerad vaters in all nine Bay Area counties

Freceivad 800 anline surveys o ir and hausing

Partnered with five cammunity arganizations working in low-incame
cammunities and communities of color

+ Hald three public hearings on development of the Draft Envircnmental
Ieipact Rapart

£ A

Bazed on your feedback, we took the following steps.

Wa incorparated 3 spacilic 1argel 10 pravent &n

Introduced
Displacement
Risk Target

Hested the “Calling
the Bay Area Home:
Tackling the Housing

Affardability and
Displacement
Challenge” Forum

increasa In displacemant nsk owr the Wfaspan of
the plan While the Draft Plan ulbimately did not
meet this ambitious targal, it reselis in the least
signilcant growth in displacernant risk of any
seenan evaialed

Wa brnught together muore than J00 Bay Area
resdents, social justice advocates, developsrs,
local elected afficials, and regional transpar tation
and land use planning agences to facilitate key
canversations in addréssing the affordable
housing crisis.

ion n

Improving Plan
Bay Area 2040

The Bay Area's housing and transportation crisis reflects years of
robust job growth and an acute failure to keep pace with the region’s
housing needs, especially in areas with rapid job growth, Draft Plan
Bay Area 2040 includes an "Action Plan,” which focuses on the
performance targets where Draft Plan Bay Area 204015 moving in
the wrong direction and addresses issues that require proactive
regional solutions,

MTC and ABAG, in collabaration with city and county agencies,
will implement policies in the Action Plan that address the following:

Housing

+ Lower the share of income spent on
housing and transportation costs

¥ Decroase displacament risk

¥ Increase available affordable housing

Economic Development

v Improve access to jobs

¥ Incresse middle-wage job creation

¥ Maintain infrastructure

¥ Support the region’s culture of innovation

Resiliency

v Enhance climate protection efforts
¥ Strengthen open space protections
¥ Create healthy and safe communities
¥ Protect communities against

natural hazards

The Action m« de sirangthening and di i #
i the state. reponal and luca{lwﬂs
MG, ABAG anﬂ OUT partners am cmlmwpmnvlng wath local @mﬂrnqnw.

5!?“2'?n the draft and linal Preferrad Scanario n e R L i R 6 B To e iy
M]us!ﬂdi.?mdl.le’;e Late 2016, we updated land uee palicy sssumptianis e ot R 4
U z based an feedbaick fram local cities. The poli @ alsa want to hear from youl
Policy Assumptions SasampasnE are crical 2 ey help foet he bicis
of the propased land use pattern
: u i
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Ac Plan

Taking Action
on Housing

Regional agencies lack the tools, resources and suthority to
directly address issues of housing production, affordzbility and
displacement. The Action Plan outlines strategies that rely on
continued gartnarships with cities and counties to pursue mora
ambitious policy solutions &t the state, regional and local levels.

Timeframe

Proposed Housing Actions

Continue recant housing succosses 3
Ar ea Grant [DBAB| madel 10 align ng priceities with
e and expand direct inve stment in

atforcable housing

Sy i ion at all i and
inwest directly in affordable housing potentally 1hough

ortgkion funding saurces, including plarnmg

Prioritize long-range trancportation projacts that

support mora housin
projects perform in sy

maasuring how proposed
ting housing goals

expanding
i, ineluting

technical 355
guitance or

sitg Lo and
prac 0

commun

g by centirung 1o cellest,
baut housing
development trends and
s

/ PL

Taking Action
on Economic

Add Your Ideas
For Housing

We Want to Hear From You!

Bddyour duse o Past it nates herd

Add Your Ideas
For Economic

Development

10 a more affordable region 2lso requires a Say Arez economy
with greater economic oop ity and maobility for all the region’s
residents and Jurisdictions. The Acticn Plan recommends expanding
regional esconomic cevelopment while 2isg increasing middle-

waga jobs, presarving infrastructurs and increasing aifordable
transportation access to job centers

Proposed Economic

Development Actions Timeframe

Coordinate regional economic solutions and increase
Tunding for economic development |y w By
Area Ece ¢ Developrent District and implementing the
Compreh wa Econom lapment Sirategy.

1-2years

Strengthen middle-wage job career paths for goods
mevement oy implementing recommendations in the
Megaragional Goods Movement Cluster Study.

WEIE W rL.rs

Praserve existing infrastructure Ly slecstng o
anspartation, conlinue
strvenis

Preserve and enhance industrial Lands 1o
designeting new Proority P
tocal o plan for
erianfie striButin

i1 ATeas bo encolrage

ccdicr

Development

We Want to Hear From You!

ekl 84w v Pedtt nees hées
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Climate Resiliency /

Action P

Add Your ldeas
For Resiliency

In response to emerging anc intreasingly
pressing threats—from sea level rise and
flooding to major earthquakes—facing
Eay Area communities, ecosysiams and
economies, the Acticn Plan recommends
expanding existing efforts and developing
craative funding solutions to implement
resiliency projects.

Proposed Climate
Resiliency Actions

regional srategy -

Framework for managing and coordinating orejects that

o Level rise

Provide strongar pelicy leadership and guidance on

Craate new funding sources for climate change
adaptation and resilience to r=troft sxisting

infrastructure and p
and emaranmanial hazar

practices and grant ooporunties for
and naturs] hazard muitig
planning mto Priority Development Arsss.

wahion Integrate reslispce

Expand the Bay Area’s nataral infrastructure

preserving and expading natural features that reduce
ty, enbance air guality and

strangthen biodr

¢ Iccess 10 public 5p
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