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AGENDA
Congestion Management & Environmental Qualitv (CMEQ) Committee

Date: Monda¡ Apri127,2009 3:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m.

Place: San Mateo City Hall
330ÏVest 20th Avenue, San Mateo, California
Conference Room C (across from Council Chambers)

PLEASE CALL SANDY V/ONG (599-1409) IF YOU ARE LINABLE TO ATTEND.

1.

)

J.

4.

Public coÍrment on items not on the agenda

Minutes of February 23, 2009 meeting.

Emerging Directions for the Bay Area's
Implementation of SB 375

Receive an update on the American Recovery

and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) funding and

direct staffto advocate for equitable allocation of
the "freed up" bond funds resulting from State

ARRA funds being directed to regional projects

Status update on the San Mateo County Smart
Corridors project

Progress update on the San Mateo Countywide
Transportation Plan (CTP)

Executive Director Report

Member comments and announcements.

Adjournment and establishment of next meeting

date (May 18, 2009 - Moved up due to

Presentations are

limited to 3 mins

Action Pagesl-4
(Richardson)

Potential Action Pages 5- 16

(Droettboom)

Action
(Wong)

3:00 p.m.
10 mins.

3:10 p.m.
5 mins.

3:15 p.m.
45 mins

Pages t7 - 21 4:00 p.m.
10 mins.

8.

9.

Information Oral 4:10 p.m.
(Mokhtari) Presentation 10 mins

Information Pages 22 - 26 4:20 p.m.
(Kott) 15 mins

Potential Action Oral 4:35 p.m.
(Napier) Presentation 5 mins

Information 4:40 p.m.
(Richardson) 10 mins.

Action 4:50 p.m.
(Richardson)

10.

Holiday).

NOTE: All items appearing on the agenda are subject to action by the Committee.
Actions recommended by staff are subject to change by the Committee.
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NOTE: Persons vt¡th d¡søb¡lítíes who requ¡re auxiliary aíds or servíces ín attending ønd
pørticipatíng ín this meeting should contact Nancy Blair at 650 599-1406, ftve
work¡ng days prior to the meetíng dste.

Other enclosures/Correspondence - None
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CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOYERNMENTS COMMITTEE ON CONGESTION
MAIIAGEMENTAND ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY (CMEQ)

MINUTES
MEETTNG OF FEBRUARY 23,2009

The meeting was called to order by Vice Chair Pierce who presided over the meeting in Conference

Room C at the City Hall of San Mateo.

Attendance sheet is attached.

1. Public comment on items not on the agenda.

Chair Pierce asked for self introduction by members.

2. Minutes of January 2612009 meeting.

Motíon: To approve the Minutes of the Jønuary 26, 2009 meeting. Bígelow/O'Connell,
Memhers Gsrharino and Pøtridge øbstained. Motion øpproved.

3. Review and recommend approval of staff recommendation, as presented at the meeting, on
Local Street and Road projects for Economic Stimulus Funding (American Recovery and
Reinvestment Act of 2009).

Sandy Wong made a staff presentation on the update of the Federal Economic Stimulus funding. There

is no additional recommendation since the approval by the C/CAG Board at the February 5 and 12

meetings. The total amount for San Mateo County share has been decreased from $t2.1million to $10.7

million since the approval of the Federal Bill. .However, there is proposed State implementation
legislation that could potentially increase the dollar amount. Richard is working with the two San Mateo

County MTC Commissioners, Sue Lempert and Adrienne Tissier on this issue. Staff have been working
daily with all cities and the County Public Works staff on getting projects ready for Caltrans review.

Rich Napier, Executive Director, added that there are other transportation programs funded by Stimulus

funds besides the Local Street & Road program. For San Mateo County, a $7 million project for the

southbound I-280 ramp metering between Highway 1 and I-380 is in the mix.

Member Lempert further explained why the San Mateo County share went down. She also said there has

been concerns regarding Caltrans ability to handle the large workload in a short amount of time. And
that C/CAG will be the 'þolice" in helping the local projects to meet all necessary short deadlines. The

TransBay Terminal Train Box is important to San Mateo County. However, the Joint Powers Board has

concerns on the design details.

4. Review of the shuttle ridership statistics for the first two quarters of FY 08/09
(Information).

Tom Madalena provided a revised staff report correcting an error on the Menlo Park shuttle ridership.

Tom presented the shuttle ridership statistics for the first two quarters of FY 2008109. Shuttle funds are

made available $500,000 from the C/CAG budget with an additional $300,000 in matching funds from
the Transportation Authority for shuttles that take riders to Caltrain Stations. C/CAG Funding for the

shuttle program is derived from the Congestion Relief Plan. Tom stated that this report was to keep the

CMEQ updated on the performance of the shuttles. The ridership statistics listed by quarter were

measured compared to the benchmark standards that have been established (They are $15 per passenger



for door-to-door and $6 per passenger for fixed route). The cost effectiveness on average for all ofthe
shuttle routes fluctuates which may be affected by a number of factors including new shuttle programs,
new routes, and station constraints at the Bayshore Caltrain station.

Approximately 4lo/o of the shuttles were underperforming for the first quarter and 47o/owere
underperforming for the second quarter. This is fairly consistent to FY 07108. Tom mentioned that
potential solutions could include sending a letter to inform jurisdictions of the potential of the C/CAG
funding not being continued should the city be unable to improve the performance.

CMEQ members questioned as to why did the 2"d quarter ridership dropped across the board. Tom and
Richard Cook of SamTrans explained the drop was due to decrease in gas price as well as the holidays.
Mr. Cook added that tlpically, mid-day shuttles and door to door shuttles cost a lot more to operate

because of labor intensive, serving'hard to serve" clientele. As an example, Redi-Wheel costs $35 per
passenger.

Chair Pierce asked if there is emission reduction standard associated with the shuttle program. The
answer was no. Member O'Connell suggested to encourage city shuttle sponsors and operators to share

success and best management practices. Member Bigelow encouraged the TAC to come back with more
information and recommendations.

5.RecommendationoftheFiscalYear2009l20l0ExpenditureProgramforthe.!.¿:i
Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) Program for San Mateo County.

Tom Madalena presented the staff recommendation on the 200912010 TFCA Expenditure Program.
The allocation is $1,070,722. Approximately 5o/o would be allocated to C/CAG for administration of the
program. The recommended allocation formula represents the same formula that was utilized last year.

This includes 56Yo (or $570,000) for SamTrans BART Shuttle Bus Program and 44o/o (or $449,000) for
the Alliance. Funding for the Alliance will go along with $509,000 CRP funds for a total of $958,000
for the Countywide Voluntary Trip Reduction Program, including: Employer Outreach, Commuter
Outreach, Incentive Programs such as Try Transit, Carpool and Vanpool Incentives, Bike to Work Day,
etc.

Motíon: Recommend approvøl of the Fiscal Year 2009/2010 Expenditure Program for the
Transportation Fundfor Clean Aír (TFCA) Programfor Søn Mateo County.
Bígelow/O' Connell, Approved, unanímously.

6. Update on the San Mateo County Smart Corridors project (Information)

John Hoang provided an update on the San Mateo County Smart Corridors project. C/CAG is working
with Caltrans to develop the System Engineering process, a federally required step for Intelligent
Transportation System (ITS) projects. The environmental certification process is still in progress.

C/CAG has retainedParviz Mokhtari as the Project Manager for this project.

Member Papan suggested to involve OES in Sacramento and possibly seek some additional funding.
Member Robinson asked if the Smart Corridor system would be used for routine congestion management
beside incident management.

7. Status update on the adoption of "San Mateo County Energy Strategy" (Information)

Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director, handed out a schedule on the adoption of the San Mateo
County Energy Strategy by jurisdictions. He encouraged all jurisdictions, if not done so yet, to schedule
the adoption at Council meetings.
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8. Organization of the Utility and Sustainability Task Force (USTF) with respect to CMEQ.

Kim Springer provided background information on the Utility and Sustainability Task Force (USTF), its
genesis and accomplishments thus far. The USTF was created as a subcommittee of CMEQ to develop
the San Mateo County Energy Strategy. The Energy Strategy report has been adopted by the C/CAG
Board, and is currently being adopted by various local jurisdictions. Efforts by the USTF also led to the
establishment of local government energy baseline assessments and follow up climate action plans.

Richard Napier posted three questions to the CMEQ: 1) Should USTF continue to operate? 2) If yes,

what should be the representation be? 3) Should it report to CMEQ or to C/CAG Board directly?
CMEQ members unanimously agreed that the work being done by such a group is important and ought to
continue. In terms of representation, it should be broad representation.

Member Kersteen-Tucker would like to see some effort with regard to linking transportation and land
use. Mr. Napier responded that the transportation and land use linkage is in the primary domain of
CMEQ. In addition, the Countywide Transportation Plan (CTP) update has just begun. It will include a
chapter for transportation/land use linkage.

Discussion among CMEQ members seem to suggest that USTF should be reformed and report directly to
the'CICAG Board, with overlapping members with CMEQ. However, the reporting structure depends on
whether there is desire to have more oversight on the work performed by the USTF or not. The USTF
and its staff to discuss in more detail, including its membership, terms, and scope of work. CMEQ
members who are on the USTF to report back at a future meeting.

Motion: Since the USTF has done an outstanding job, the next step is to have staff come
back with options for the continuation of the USTF, including membership, reporting
structure, etc. Bigelow/Koelling, Approved, unanimously

9. Executive Director Report.

Richard Napier announced that the C/CAG Board has nominated Tom Kasten to be the new Chair, and
Carole Groom and Bob Grassilli to be the two new Vice Chairs. Elections will be at the March meeting.
Richard also asked CMEQ members to save-the-day for the April 16,2009 (6:00 PM) C/CAG Retreat.
More detail will be sent out later.

Member comments and announcements

Member Matsumoto announced that this would be her last CMEQ meeting because she is stepping down
after many years of being a member of CMEQ. Since member Garbarino of South San Francisco is now
a CMEQ member, she felt that it well represented. The CMEQ committee expressed appreciation for
member Matsumoto's contribution and hard work.

Member Bigelow announced that the High Speed Rail co-hosted by the local City where the meeting is
being held at Millbrae, Palo Alto, and Redwood City will conduct three meetings atthe three potential
station cities. He will forward the meeting announcements tomorrow. He also stated that the Scoping
comment period has been extended to April4.

9. Adjournment and establishment of next meeting date.

Meeting was adjourned at 4:40 pm.

10.



CMEQ 2009 Attendance Record

Name Jan 26 Feb 23
Arthur Lloyd Yes Yes
Barbara Pierce Yes Yes
Daniel Quigg Yes
Gina Papan Yes Yes
Heyward Robinson NA Yes
kene O'Connell Yes Yes
Iim Bigelow Yes Yes
Karyl Matsumoto Yes Yes
Lennie Roberts Yes Yes
Linda Koelling Yes Yes
Naomi Patridge Yes
Onnolee Trapp Yes Yes
Richard Garbarino NA Yes
Sepi Richardson Yes
Steve Dworetzky Yes Yes
Sue Lempert Yes
Zoe Kersteen- Tucker Yes Yes

Other attendees at Feb. 2312009 meeting:

Richard Napier, Sandy Wong,
Tom Madalena, C/CAG Staff
Richard Cook SamTrans
Kim Springer SM County Recycle Works
Marshall Loring MTC EDAC
Ruth Peterson SSMC



Association of Bay Area Governments
Bay Area Air Quality Management District
Bay Conservation and Development Commission
Metropolitan Transportation Commission

March 12,2009

Joint Policy Committee

Ted Droettboom, Regional Planning Program Director

Policies for the Bay Area's Implementation of Senate Bill 375

Joseph P Bort Metrocenter
101 Eighth Street

P O Box 2050
Oakland, CA 94607-4756

(510) 464-7e42
fâx: (510) 433-5542
ledd@abag ca gov

www abag ce gov/jointpolicy

JOINT POLICY COMMITTEE - REGIONAL PLANNING PROGRAM

Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

Attached is a draft set of policies which are proposed to guide the process through which the Bay
Atea's regional agencies will implement SB 375 (Steinberg). The draft policies were distributed
to the JPC and to stakeholders in January so that there would be ample opportunity to consider
and comment on the draft policies before they were submitted for adoption àt the JPC's March
meeting. Some stakeholders have provided written comments, and these are also attached to this
memorandum.

The draft policies are essentially policies for making policies (i.e., "meta-policies"). They were
developed by senior staff from all four of the JPC member agencies and are supported by the
Executive Directors/Officers of each.

The draft policies are designed to facilitate the achievement of five qualities, which we believe
are essential for the successful implementation of SB 375 and for the responsible and effective
conduct of our ongoing regional planning responsibilities. These qualities are:

1. Chøllenge to the status quo and to business as usual, in recognition of the urgency and
magnitude of the global climate-change imperative;

2. fntugratíon

Between ABAG's and MTC's respective contributions to the Sustainable
Communities Strategy (SCS) and, if required, the Alternative Planning Strategy
(APS),

Between the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and the Regional Housing Needs
,dllocation (RHNA),

Between analytic modeling results and planning choices,

Between the requirements of SB 375 and other ongoing and proposed regional
planning initiatives undertaken by any and all of the four JPC member agencies,



Policies for the Bay Area's Implementation of Senate Bill 375

o Between the efforts of the Bay Area and those of adjacent regions;

Inclusion of all the entities-local governments, congestion management agencies,
transit providers, non-governmental organizations (NGOs), business, development and
eúvironmental interests-required to make the SCS real, achievable, and more than a
paper plan;

Momentum, continuing and building upon the climate-protection, focused-growth,
transit-oriented-development, road-pricing and other related land-use and transportation
planning initiatives already moving forward under the leadership of the JPC member
agencres;

fmpact on the actual, on-the-ground production of greenhouse gases without
compromising the region's overall objectives for economic prosperitli, environmental
sustainability and social equity.

Our approach to SB 375, as guided by these policies, wíll significantly change how we prepare
the. Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and how'we develop th_e Regional Housing Needs
Allocation (RHNA). It will also affect the planning activities of the Air District and influence
the way BCDC prepares for change on the Bay's shoreline. In addition, the approach requires
that the JPC play a considerably enhanced role in all regional planning products. SB 375 and our
preparation of a Sustainable Communities Strategy clearly bnngjoint policy to the forefront and
require that the JPC and its regional-agency members engage in an unprecedented partnership
with other members of the Bay Area community.

RECOMMENDATION

I RECOMMEND:

A. THAT the Joint Policy Committee adopt the attached Policies for the Bay Area's
Implementation of SB 375 (the Policies); and

B. THAT the Joint Policy Committee ¡efer and commend the Policies for adoption by its
member agencies.

J.

4

5.
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JOINT POLICY COMMITTEE

Policies for the Bay Area's fmplementation of Senate Bill 375

Inhoduction

SB 3751 (Steinberg) was passed by the California State Assembly on August 25th, 2008, and by
the State Senate on August 30'h. The Governor signed it into law on September 30th, 2008.

The bill mandates an integrated regional land-use-and-transportation-planning approach to
reducing greenhouse-gas (GHG) emissions from automobiles and light trucks, principally by
reducing vehicle miles traveled (VMT). Within the Bay Area, automobiles and light trucks
account for about 26 percent of our 2007 GHG inventof and about 64 percent of emissions
from the transpofation sector.

SB 375 explicitly assigns responsibilities to the Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG)
and to the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) to implement the bill's provisions
for the Bay Area. Both agencies are members of the Joint Policy Committee3 lffC¡. The policies
in this document were approved by the JPC and provide guidance to the two lead regional
agencies in fulfilling their responsibilities in collaboration with their JPC partners, the Bay Area
Air Quality Management District (Air District) and the San Francisco Bay Conservation and
Development Commission (BCDC).

Ba]¡ Area Climate-Protection Context

On July 2oth, 2007, the JPC approved a

Programa. This program has as a key goal:
Bay Area Regional Agency Climate Protection
"To be a model for California, the nation and the

world." Following from this key goal is a supporting goal: "Prevention: To employ all feasible,
cost-effective strategies to meet and surpass the State's targets of reducing greenhouse-gas
emissions to 1990 levels by 2020 and to 80% below 1990 levels by 2050." In pursuit of these
goals, MTC's current Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) update, Transportation 2035s, has
evaluated transportation strategies and investment programs relative to a target of reducing GHG
emissions from on-road vehicles in the year 2035 by 40 percent compared to 1990 levels.
ABAG has established the same target for assessing alternative land-use scenarios in the

2 Bay Area Air Quality Management District, Source Inventory of Bay Area Greenhouse Gas Emissions, December
2008 (
t The Joint Policy Committee (JPC) is a regional planning consortium of the Association of Bay Area Govemments
(ABAG), the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD or the "Air District"), the San Francisco Bay

,Conservation 
and Development Commission (BCDC), and the Metropolitan Transpofation Commission (MTC)

5 http ://wwrv.mtc. ca. gor,/plannin g/2 0 3 5 plan/index.htm

DRAFT 311212009



Policies for the Bay Area's Implementation of Senate Bill 375

development of the latest iteration of the region's policy-based forecast of population and
emplolnnent: Proj ections 2 0096.

The Bay Area's regional agencies have clearly recognized the primacy of the climate-change
challenge as a driver of public transportation and land-use policy, and we have embraced the
urgency of GHG reduction. The momentum established by our policies and actions to date will
cany over into our implementation of SB 375. We do not regard SB 375 as a vexatious new
requirement, but rather as an instrument to assist us in continuing and accelerating the climate-
protection journey upon which we have already embarked. We are genuinely concerned with
making real and measurable progress in reducing the impact which motor-vehicle travel has on
the global warming problem. That concern will be paramount in our approach to SB 375 and is
reflected in the policies which follow.

Polic)¡ Subject 1: Settin&Tareets

SB 375 requires that the California Air Resources Board (CARB) set GHG-reduction targets for
cars and light trucks in each California region for the years 2020 and 2035. CARB must release
draft targets by June 30,2010 and adopt targets by September 30, 2010.

To assist in establishing these targets, CARB is required to appoint a Regional Targets Advisory
Committee (RTAC) composed of representatives of Metropolitan Planning OrganizationsT
(MPOs), affected air districts8, the League of Califomia Cities (the League;, thã California State
Association of Counties (CSAC), local transportation agenciese, and members of the public-
including homebuilders, environmental organizations, environmental-justice organizations,
affordable housing organizations, and others. The Advisory Committee is tasked with
recommending factors to be considered and methodologies to be used in establishing the targets,
not recommending the targets themselves-though MPOs are explicitly permiffed to recommend
targets for CARB's consideration.

In recommending factors to be considered and methodologies to be used, the Advisory
Committee may consider any relevant issues, including, but not limited to, data needs, modeling
techniques, growth forecasts, the impacts of regional jobs-housing balance on interregional travel
and GHG emissions, economic and demographic trends, the magnitude of GHG-reduction
benefits from a variety of land use and transportation strategies, and appropriate methods to
describe regional targets and to monitor performance in attaining those targets. The advisory
committee shall provide a report with its recommendations to CARB no later than September 30,
2009, and CARB must consider the report before setting the targets. After the publication of the
Advisory Committee Report, MPOs are required to hold at least one public workshop in their
region. In establishing the targets, CARB is also required to exchange technical information
with MPOs and associated air districts,

The prescribed target-setting process, including the multi-sector RTAC, creates a dynamic
between need (i.e., the reduction required to contribute to the state's overall greenhouse-gas-
reduction targets) and feasibility (i.e., the perceived probability of satisfying that need through

6 http ://www.abag.ca. qov/pl annin s/cun'entfcslnews.hûnl
t In the Bay Area, the Metropolitan Planning Organization is MTC.
8In the Bay Area, the Bay Area Air Quality Management District.
e In the Bay Area, this might include Congestion Management Agencies (CMAs), transit providers, and the
transportation planning/streets-and-roads arms of I ocal governments.

DRAFT 311212009



Policles for the Bay Area's Implementation of Senate Bill 375

available regional planning and implementation mechanisms.) That dynamic may be premature
and limiting. Until one goes through the actual process of producing and evaluating a target-
based plan, the feasibility of that plan, and the target to which it responds, is mostly just
conjecture. The necessify to limit the target based on an a priori judgment of feasibility is also
obviated by the legislation's provision of an escape valve, the Alternative Planning Strategy
(APS), which provides a mechanism to identifli additional measures if target achievement proves
not to be feasible in the initial plan, the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS).

In the 2009 RTP update and in Íhe Projections 2009 process, ABAG and MTC have established
very aggressive GHG-reduction targets, based on the transportatìon sector's large contribution to
the region's GHG inventory and on the science-based need to reduce GHGs to 80 percent below
1990 levels by the year 2050. The Bay Area's regional agencies are committed to achieving a
signif,rcant reduction in transportation-related GHGs and are opposed to constraining that
reduction by setting targets that are too low and that do not provide sufficient challenge to
business as usual. We also want to ensure our efforts are rewarded with observable progress, not
just with well-intentioned but unimplemented plans.

Travel models (mathematical simulations of travel behavior relative to the regional
transportation system and the distribution of land uses) are used to compare the impact of
alternative transportation strategies, alternative investment packages and alternative land-use
patterns. The land-use patterns that are fed into the travel models are also, in part, generated by
mathematical models of economic and demographic trends.

SB 375 requires that the California Transportation Commission (CTC), in consultation with the
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) and CARB, maintain guidelines for travel
models. The guidelines must, to the extent practicable within resource constraints, account for:

¡ The empirical relationship among land-use density, automobile ownership, and vehicle miles
traveled (VMT);

o The impact of enhanced transit service on vehicle ownership and VMT;

. Induced travel behavior and land development likely to result from highway or rail
expansion;

DRAFT 311212009

Policy 1:

The Bay Area regional agencies will firlly'participate iri CARtsts regiönãl târget-setting process.
This participation will occur, to the extent possible, through the RTAC procéss, through the
exchange of, data and inforrnation with CARB, and through the authority given MPOs to
independently recornmend targets for thei¡ regions.

In their participation, the Bay Area regional agencies will seek factors, methodologies, and
targets that do not limit this region's ability to achieve significant GHG reductions and that do
provide significant challenges to current trends and habits.

The regional agencies will also seek unambiguous and accurate metrics of target achievement, so
that oerformance relative to the can be confidently and ly assessed.
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o Mode splits between automobile, transit, carpool, bicycle, and pedestrian trips;

. Speed and frequency, days, and hours ofoperation oftransit service.

SB 375 also requires that MPOs disseminate the methodology, results, and key assumptions of
their travel models in a way that would be usable by and understandable to the public.

Models will be key tools in developing and assessing the alternative transportation and land-use
strategies required to implement SB 375. MTC is currently replacing its travel model with a new
instrument more attuned to the CTC guidelines. ABAG is about to update its land-use
forecasting models.

This is an opportune time to ensure that the region's models are integrated and can be used in an
iterative manner, with not only the land-use models feeding into the travel model but with the
travel model also feeding back into the land-use models so that the development impacts and
requirements of various transportation measures and investments can be more confidently
evaluated and so that a mutually reinforcing land-use and transportation strategy can be
constructed. At present, the relationship is very linear and one-way, with the land-use forecast
informing the travel model but the travel model only indirectly influencing how we forecast land
use. Achieving two-way.integration will require a much closer working relationship between:..r
ABAG and MTC staff engaged in modeling and forecasting than has heretofore been the case.

While the models are very technical and complex, it is also a worlhy and responsible objective to
aim for more public transparency of model methodologies, assumptions and paficularly
limitations.

Stratesy

SB 375 requires that each MPO (MTC and ABAG in the Bay Area) prepare a sustainable
communities strategy (SCS). This strategy is to, among other things, constitute the land-use
forecast for the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and must comply with federal requirements
for that forecast, including most importantly that it be judged to be realistically attainable during
the twenty-five-year period of the RTP. One c¡iterion for judging realistic attainability is
congruence with local-government general plans, specific plans and zoning.

The SCS shall be adopted as part of the RTPI0 and shall:

o Identiff the general location of uses, residential densities, and building intensities within the
reglon;

. Identifu areas within the region sufficient to house all the population of the region, including
all economic segments of the population, over the course of the planning period of the RTP

r0 The next RTP update, and the first to which SB 375 will apply, is scheduled to be adopted in March 2013.

DRAFT 3112t2009
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Policies for the Bay Area's Implementation of Senate Bill 375

(i.e., 25 years), taking into account net migration into the region, population growth
(presumably referring to natural increase), household formation, and employment growth;

. Identit areas within the region sufficient to house an eight-year projection of the regional
housing need;

. IdentiÛ a transportation network to service the transportation needs of the region;

o Gather and çonsider the best practically available scientific information regarding resource
areas and farmland in the region;

o Consider state housing goals;

o Forecast a development pattern for the region, which when integrated with the transportation
network and other transportation measures and policies, will achieve, to the extent
practicable, the targeted greenhouse-gas emission reduction from automobiles and light
trucks, while also permitting the RTP to comply with the Clean Air Act;

. In doing all of the above, consider spheres of influence that have been adopted by LAFCOs.

Some believe that the SCS is just ABAG's Projections'under another name and with slightly
different prescriptions and constraints. It is much more than that. While the SCS will, in part,
play a role similar to Projections in the RTP, it is not just a land-use forecast, but a preferred
development pattern integrated with the transportation network and with transportation measures
and policies. It approaches in intent and content a comprehensive land-use and transportation
plan for the region. As such, it should play a more fundamental guiding role for the RTP than
does Projections, which is mostly used now for the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and for
air quality conformity analysis accompanying the RTP.

Before adopting the SCS, we will be required to quantiff the reduction in greenhouse gas
emissions projected to be achieved by the SCS and identifli the difference (if any) between that
reduction and the CARB targets for the region.

If the SCS is unable to reduce greenhouse gas emissions to the targeted levels, then we must
prepare an Alternative Planning Strategy (APS) showing how the greenhouse-gas targets would
be achieved through alternative development patterns, infrastructure, or additional transportation
measures or policies. The APS is a separate document from the RTP but may be adopted at the
same time as the RTP. In preparing the APS, we are required to;

¡ Identify the principal impediments to achieving the targets through the SCS;

r Describe how the GHG targets would be achieved by the alternative strategy and why the
development pattern, transportation measures and transportation policies in the APS are the
most practicable choices for the achievement of those targets;

¡ Ensure that the APS complies with all the federal requirements for an RTP "except to the
extent that compliance with those requirements would prevent achievement of the GHG
targets" (i.e., the APS is essentially exempted from the criterion of realistic attainability);

o Develop the APS in the same manner and consider the same factors as we would to develop
an SCS.

DRAFT 3112t2009
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The APS is essentially a more aggressive GHG-reduction strategy than would be permissible
under the federal requirements for an RTP-i.e., financially constrained and with a realistic land-
use forecast.

As the SCS is an official part of the RTP, it is required by federal law to be internally consistent
with the other parts of the RTP, including the financially conshained transportation investment
package. This is what gives the SCS its power: transportation projects identihed for funding in
the RTP investment package must be consistent with the SCS1'.

As the APS is not included in the RTP and therefore does not influence transportation
investment, its potential impact is much more limited. It serves essentially two purposes, the
first explicit in the legislation, the second implicit: (1) to provide access to some California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) concessions for qualifying development projectsr2, and (2)
to provide a means through which the state can be informed of additional powers, authorities or
resources required to meet regional GHG-reduction targets.

The Bay Area's regional agencies are committed to making a real difference in reducing GHGs.
Therefore, it is in our interest to achieve as much progress toward this region's targets in the SCS
as possible. Those larrd-use changes, transportation measures and transportation policies which .r:: i, 

. ,5.,,. .. i
can'ohly Ëe identifîed in4he APS are essentially'thôse that'wê havè conceded cannot be
implemented;that is, we cannot provide the required assurances to the federal government that
those changes, measures, and policies meet the realism test-at least not within the current
distribution of authorities. If the changes, measures and policies are not real, then the GHG
reductions are also not real. We will not attain the on-the-ground improvement we desire and
need.

Meeting the realism test for the SCS requires two preconditions: (1) alignment of local land-use
policy with the preferred land-use pattern in the SCSI3 and (2) authority and resources to
undertake the required transportation policies and measures. To maximize o\r probability of
success, we need to be acquiring those preconditions now, building upon the momentum that we
have established with the target driven P.TP, Transportation 2035, with the performance-based

rr The legislation specifically excludes a subset of investment projects from this requirement, including those
contained in the 2007 or 2009 Federal Statewide Transportation hogram (STP), those specif,rcally listed in a sales
tax ballot measure approved before the end of the 2008, and arguably those funded through hoposition 1-B (2006).
Further the legislation does not require a sales tax authority to change the funding allocations approved by voters for
categories in a sales tax measure adopted before the end of 20 I 0.

't CEqA concessions are extended to two potentially overlapping types of development projects: (l) a residential or
mixed-use project consistent with an SCS or APS; and (2) specifically defined "transit priority projects" (TPPÐ.
Subject to incorporating mitigation measures from previous reviews, the EIRs for SCS- or APS-consistent projects
will not be required to address growth-inducing impacts, global warming impacts, or regional transportation network
impacts. Fu¡ther SCS- or APS-consistent development projects will not have to prepare a reduced-density
altemative to address local traffic impacts. TPPs will be exempt from CEQA review if they are consistent with an
S-CS or APS and comply with a long list of other mandatory and optional criteria.
t3 

SB 375 explicitly provides that neither the SCS nor the APS will regulate the use of land or supersede the
exercise ofthe land-use authority ofcities and counties. It further stipulates that there is no requirement that a city's
or county's land-use polices and regulations, including its general plan, be consistent with the RTP (including the
SCS) or with the APS. Therefore, alignment of local land-use policy with the SCS will have to be voluntary.

DRAFT 3112t2009
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Policles for the Bay Area's Impìementation of Senate Btll 375

Projections 2009 and v/ith the Bay Area's voluntary development and conservation strategy,
FOCUS]4.

Transportation 2035 has been instrumental in introducing climate protection as a core regional
transportation planning objective to the CMAs and to other transporlation planning and operating
agencies. Tlte Projections 2009 process has initiated a productive discussion with local-
government officials on the impact that land-use and development has on transportation GHGs.
FOCUS has provided mechanisms, priority development areas (PDAs) and priority conservation
areas (PCAs), through which the regional agencies and local governments can partner on
achieving a land-use pattern that contributes to lower VMT and hence fewer GHG emissions.

To enable the region to prepare a genuinely effective SCS in association with the 2013 RTP, the
cooperative policy discussions begun with the 2009 RTP and with Projections 2009 need to
continue and accelerate over the next few years and into the formal beginning of the SCS
process. A successful SCS will not be proposed and imposed by the regional agencies, but will
be built and owned cooperatively at all levels by all the transportation and land-use authorities in
the Bay Area.

We also need to urake substantial progress on the.,implementation of the PDAs and PCAs, so that
local governments have concrete examples upon which to draw when constructing local plans
that are consistent with the SCS. And we need to establish trust among local governments that
substantial regional and state assistance to PDAs and PCAs is truly forthcoming. Full local-
government participation in the FOCUS PDA and PCA initiatives is conditioned on the
provision of incentive funding. ln Transportation 2035 }y'rTc established a $2.2-billionrs
Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) account to, in part, assist PDAs and transit-
onented development. Early programming of dolla¡s in the TLC account can set a positive stage
for an SCS that enjoys local-government support and, therefore, is more likely to be realistically
atüainable.

I a 
htto ://vl.lÃ,w.ba)rareavisi on.org/ìniti atives/index.html

15 As a federal requirement, enumerated in escalated dollars of the day.
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Policies for the Bay Area's Implementation of Senate Bill 375

Policy Subject 4: Achieving Consistency with Adiacent Regions

As referenced under Policy Subject 3, the SCS witi'Ue requïred to identifu. areas within the
region sufficient to house all the population of the region, including all economic segments of the
population, taking into account net migration into the region, natural increase, household
formation, and employment growth.

This is a substantial deparhrre from present regional-planning practice, which has assumed some
spillover of Bay-Area-generated housing and transportation demand into adjacent regions,
particularly into the Central Valley. We can plan to accommodate all our population growth,
but our plans are unlikely to be realized if they are not consistent with those of our neighboring
regions, who may continue to plan on the basis of accommodating exogenous demand from the
Bay Area. Early and frequent discussions with surrounding regions to coordinate assumptions
and policies is, therefore, required.

Housine Needs Allocation (RHNA)

SB 375 requires that the RHNAÆrousing element cycle will be synchronized and coordinated
with the preparation of every other RTP update, starting with the first update after 2010 (i.e.,
2013). RTP updates occur every four years, and housing elements must be adopted by local
govemments eighteen months after the adoption of the RTP. With a few exceptions, the region
will now be on an eight-year RHNA cycle and local governments will be on eight-year housing-
element cycles. In addition to synchronizing with the preparation of the RTP and the SCS
contained therein, the RHNA allocation must be consistent with the development pattern
included in the SCS, and the resolution approving the RHNA shall demonstrate that it is

DRAFT 311212009

Policy 4:

The Bay Area regional agencies will initiate discussions and consult with our neighboring
regions throughout the:model-development ancl SCS planning processes to facilitate consistency
in assumptions and policies.

Policy 3 continued

o Give priority consideration to SCS-supportive incentives in the allocation and programming
of new funding (e.g., the federal stirnulus package) as it becomes available to the regional
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Policies for the Bay Area's Implementation of Senate Blll 375

consistent \¡/ith the SCS. Housing elements and associated local zoning adopted pursuant to the
RHNA may be among the most important means for making the SCS real.

The 2008 ABAG RHNA process was the hrst in the state to explicitly connect the regional
housing allocation to the sort of focused-growth and transit-oriented development principles
which are likely to be central to the SCS. We, therefore, have a head start on the consistency
requirements of SB 375. However, many ofjurisdictions that received higher RHNA numbers as

the result of the newly applied principles also persuasively argued that they required additional
resources to respond to the infrastructure and service requirements of more housing and
population. A more intimate connection with the RTP will be required to assist resources to flow
in the same direction as housing requirements.

Existing law makes MTC responsible for the RTP and ABAG responsible for the RHNA. SB
375 makes both agencies jointly responsible for the SCS, though the SCS will also be adopted as

part of the RTP. To ensure coordination and complementariness and to ensure that both agencies
are fully cognizant of their commitments to each other and of their joint commitments to other
partners and the region, all three instruments-the RTP, the RHNA and the SCS-should be
developed and adopted together as a regional-agency parlnership.

Policy'5:

The SCS, RTP and RHNA will be developed together th-rough a single and integrated cross-
agency workprogram. :

:Progress and interim products in the òross-agency work program will be reportedy'rsl to the JPC,
and:through the JPC to the committees, boards, and commission charged with making draft and
final deeisions on each of three policy instruments: MTC for the RTP, ABAG for the RHNA,
and both for the SCS.

ThdJPC may, from time to tirne, form subcommittees, including additional representatives from
each of the agencies, to facilitate broadened vetting of significant draft documents.

To'the extent feasible, policy reports and adopfing resolutions for each of policy instrurnents will
reference implications for the other instruments so that all decisions are cognizant of

Policy Subject 6: Providing CEOA Assistance

SB 375 provides various levels of CEQA assistance to housing and mixed-use development
projects based on their conformity with a numbe¡ of criteria, including consistency with an SCS
or APS. However, the legislation only vaguely defines "consistency" and then in manner which
may not be compatible with current Bay Area regional land-use planning practice. One
approach to clariffing "consistency" is the preparation of a programmatic environmental impact
review (EIR) for the SCS (and for the APS, if required). Development projects, as well as

infrastructure projects, might also be able to "tier off' this EIR, and thus become eligible for
additional CEQA assistance in addition to that provided through SB 375. The feasibility of this
approach, and of alternatives, requìres the resolution of a number of technical and legal issues,
including the relationship to the EIR presently prepared for the RTP. Work to resolve these
issues needs to occur as soon as possible as it will clearly affect the manner in which we prepare
the SCS/APS.

DRAFT 3112t2009
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Policy 6:

In consultation with appropriate CEQA authorities, the regional agencies will develop and
Ïrnalize, no later than June 2010, a functional design for the structure and content of the SCS, the
APS and associated environmental impact review documents sufficient for these. to be
confidently employed 'as the basis for deterniining eligibility for CEQd assistance as
contemplated in SB 375 and, if feasible, to provide additional 'CEQA'assistance for projects
which contribute positively:to enVironmental objectives for the region.

Policies for the Bay Area's Implementation of Senate Bill 375

Policy Subject 7: Alisning Reeional Policies

While ABAG and MTC develop the region's first SCS, the Air District and BCDC will also be
putting together policies and regulations that will affect the region's distnbution of land uses and
the placement of public infrastructure. Both agencies may, as well, propose projects which could
be included in the RTP.

In its effort to control criteria pollutants (e.g. ozone precursors and particulate matter), the Air
District may, under existing authority, consider an indirect source rule (ISR) that regulates the
construction ênd long-term transportatio¡ imp-agJs of land development and requires mitigation ,

or payments in lieu for development which does not meet established standards. Of particular
concern is development which is deemed to increase automobile travel and hence vehicle
emissions. The Air District may also seek to limit development in certain areas so as to reduce
exposure to noxious particulate matter and other localized air toxins.

BCDC will be preparing an adaptation plan to prepare for inevitable sea-level rise and storm
surges affecting areas on and near the Bay shoreline. This will have implications for the location
of future development and perhaps for the relocation of present development and infrastructure.

It is essential that both the Air District's wo¡k and BCDC's be aligned with the SCS so that the
regional agencies complement and do not contradict one another. Confusion will not contribute
to the multi-level collaboration required to achieve a sustainable communities strategy that
works.

l0

Policy 7:

Starting immediately, all .regional-agency policies affecting the location and intensity of
development or the location and capacity of transportation infrastructure will be vetted through
the JPC and evaluated,against the filter of the

DRAFT 311212009
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CICAGAGEI{DA REPORT
Date: Apn127,2009

To: Congestion Management & Environmental Quality (CMEQ) Committee

From: Sandy Wong

Subject: Receive an update on the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA)
funding and direct staff to advocate for equitable allocation of the "freed up" bond
funds resulting from State ARRA funds being directed to regional projects

(For further information contact Sandy Wong 599-1409 or Jean Higaki at 599-
1462)

RECOMMENDATION

That the CMEQ receive an update on American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) funding
and direct staff to advocate for equitable allocation of the "freed up" bond funds resulting from
Sfate AR\A fuads bqing directed to regional projects..

FISCAL IMPACT

America?r Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) funding, also known as Economic Stimulus
funding will be directed towards specific capital projects. It will have no impact on C/CAG
budget. Staff time spent on this item has been incorporated into adopted C/CAG budget.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

ARRA (Economic Stimulus) funds come from Federal funds.

BACKGROUNDIDISCUS SION

At the February 25,2009 MTC Commission meeting, the MTC adopted the Bay Area spending
plan for the initial $154 million regional ARRA fund through the Surface Transportation Program
as follow:

Bay Area San Mateo County
System Preservation (Local Road Rehabilitation) $122 million $11.08 million (Tier 1)

Safety program $13 million $ O

Smart Highway (Freeway Performance Initiative) $19 million $7 million

C/CAG staff have been working with all2ljurisdictions in San Mateo County on the Local Street
& Road projects funded by the $1 1.08 million for streets/roads system preservation.

In addition, MTC has approved a $7 million project in the Smart Highway category for the San Mateo
County southbound I-280 ramp metering between I-380 and Highway 1 (in the vicinities of
cities/town of Daly City, Colma, South San Francisco, and San Bruno). Ramp metering on the
northbound direction for this segment of the freeway has already been deployed in October 2008. This
southbound I-280 ramp metering project is consistent with the C/CAG Ramp Metering Program.
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At the end of March, the Governor signed a legislation which suballocated a portion of the State
share of ARRA funds to regions including MTC. As a result, MTC received an additional $157.3
million ARRA funds for the Highway Element. At the time this staff report is prepared, MTC
Commission is scheduled to approve, at their Aprìl22 meeting, to direct the $157.3 million State
element of Highway ARRA funds as follows. The key criteria for these projects are the ability to
meet the State deadline for contract award.

523.4 million for Local Streets and Roads System Preservation for nine counties based on
formula. San Mateo County's share is $2.13 million. Using the C/CAG approved
process, the $2.13 million will be spread amongst the 2I jurisdictions based on the
approved formula. This will fully fund the Tier 2Local Streets & Roads projects.

$120.3 million to stalled Prop 1B projects (Caldecott Tunnel and Marin I-580/101
Connector). Both projects are ready and can have contract award within 6 months. This
effort will "free up" bond funds which will be available for other projects in the Bay Area.
However, MTC does not have a proposal on how to allocate the "freed up" bond fund yet.

(Staff recommendation: That the CMEQ direct staff to advocate for equitable
allocation of the 6'freed up'i bond funds resulting from.State ARRA funds being
directed to the Caldecott Tunnel and Marin I-580/101 Connector projects.)

$13.5 million for the ready to go High Occupancy Toll (HOT) Lane projects in the region.

ATTACHMENT

, Tier 1 and Tier 2 ARRA funding for Local Street and Road Projects.
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American Recovery and Reinvestment Act
Tier l and Tier 2 LS&R Preservation

2009 MTC Commission
SAN

Ave from Stern Lane to
Atherton Ave from Selby Lane to Elena Avenue

Avenue and Harbor Boulevard;
Carlmont Drive between

of streets including Sixth Avenue, Hallmark Drive,
Drive, and Cipriani Boulevard etc.

overlay of federal aid eligible arterial completely within

Airport Blvd and Trousdale Drive
Overlay a portion of Airport Blvd and the lower port¡on

rehabilitaion to include base repairs, crack sealing,
Æphalt crinding, AC Overlay. and striping

Road, Pulgas Avenue and

Provide prevent¡ve maintenance for street pavements and
the repa¡r of failed pavement sections as well as applying

maintenance and rehabilitation strategies such as
of slurry seal, cape seal, and asphalt concrete

at various streets in the Plao Alto Park Neighborhood
the City of East Palo.

$42 1,000

of San Mateo
Mateo County

streets in the Countyw¡de
street overlay; Broadmoor
Burlingame Hills, San Mateo Hills,
Emerald Lake Hills and West
Menlo Park areas in the County

poÉions of var¡ous street in the Bur¡ingame Hills,
V¡llage, San Mateo Highlands, and Menlo Oaks

of the County, including, but not limited to, plan¡ng
concrete pavement (2" max,), placement of

pavement reinforcing fabric and an asphalt concrete overlay.
re-striping of the newly resurfaced roadway, and placement
of new pavement markings, legends and markers. $1,448,000



satr unrto cõúlril
Responsible

Agency
(agenry to receive

funds) Proìect name Proiect Location Description of Work

IDs:
TIP ID

Fed Proj No.

EA Phase
Local

Fundino

Federal
Funding (Nor

Economic
Recoverul

ARRA

Tier 1

Funding
ARRA Tier 2

Fundinq Total
Fundino$11,080,000 $2.130.000

$2,544,000 $11,080,000 s16-38s 000

)aly City
Street Resurfac¡ng
2009

Callan Blvd, M¡ssion Street,
Glenwood Ave, Carter St. Hillside
Blvd., and John Daly Blvd.

Resurfacing of various Federal-Aid roadways in Daly City,
Streets selected for resuÉac¡ng will depend on allocated
federal funding and could include Callan Boulevard

REG090030 )E

$ 1,363,000
(Well¡ngton Avenue to Crocker Avenue) ¿nd Glenwood
Avenue (Eastgate Drive to Lake Merced Boulevard), Carter
Street from Guadalupe Canyon parkway to Geneva Avenue,
Hillside Boulevard from East Market Street to Mission Street.
and lohn Dafy Blvd. (Sheffìeld Drive to Cliffside Drive).
Includes sidewalk and ramp improvements.

ESPL-s196(032) tow:

CON $0 $1,143,000 $220,000

:oster Cily
Foster C¡ty Blvd
Resurfacing Project

Foster CiW Blvd from F.C. Blvd. Foster C¡ty Blvd Resurfac¡ng Project (lrom F.C. Blvd Bridge
to Beach Park Blvd.)

REG090030 PE

$440,000Bridge to Beach Park ESPL-5409101s) ROW:

toN: $369,000 $71,000

Half Moon Bay
Half Moon Bay
Downtown Streets
Rehabilitation

Downtown Half Moon Bay Streets Street rehabilitation
REG090030 PE

$2 10,000ESPL-5357100sì ìow:
:ON $176,000 $34,000

Hillsborough
Hillsborough 2009
Asphalt Overlay

ìalston Ave, Parrott Dr., Black
vlounta¡n Rd, and Tartan Trail in
Jillsborough.

Æphalt overlay of four urban collectors: 1) Ralston Ave.
from Chateau Dr. to Pepper Ave., 2) parrott Dr. from
Salmark Ct. to Melrose Ct., 3) Black Mountain Rd. from
Marlborough Rd. to Southdown Ct., 4) Tartan Tra¡1. From
Black Mounta¡n Rd. to Crystal Springs Rd., and 5) Hayne Rd.
¡rom Rob¡nwood Ln. to Black Mountain Rd. The 2-inch
overlay and minor base repa¡rs will provide an adequate
structural section for each of these distressed roadways.

REG090030 )E

$813,000ESPL-5191(004) ìow:

toN: $421,000 $329,000 $63 000

Menlo Park

Menlo Park Var¡ous
Resurfacing of
Various Federal Aid

Routes

The project would resurface the following local arterial
streets using recycled rubberized asphalt technology: Haven
Avenue (Marsh Rd to City lim¡t), Live Oak Avenue (University
Dr to El C¿mino Real), Monte Rosa Dr¡ve (Siskiyou Dr to AW
Ave) - all Federal Aid Routes.

REG090030 E $3s,000

$710,000Rosa Dr. ESPL-5273(020) ìow:

CON: $40,000 $533,000 $102,000

Millbrae
Millbrae 2009 Various
Streets Repa¡r

Broadway (Ludeman to Millwood)
and Magnolia ffaylor to
Richmond & Anita to Helen)

;treet rehabilitation
REG090030 PE

s565,000ESPL-s299(01 1) ROW:

coN $183,000 $320,000 $62,000

)acifìca

urly ur roL[rLo
Varlous Fed A¡d

Street Pavement
Qêhâh¡l¡tâli^ñ Dr iÃd

Manor Dr¡ve- Monlerpv Rn¡d )avement Rehabil¡tation on Fed Aid Streets within pac¡fìca,

ncluding sidewalk ¡mprovement.

REG090030 PE

$777,000Oddstad Blvd. ESPL-5350(016) ROW

toN: $100.000 $s68,000 $109,000

)ortola Valley
Portola Valley FY

2008-09 Various

Streets Resurfacing

Portola Road, Cervantes Road,
and Weshidge Drive

;treet resurfacing of Federal Aid roads and local roads

REG090030 PE

$ 1 96,000ESPL-s390(004) ìow:
toN: $0 $164.000 $32,000



OOo
@

@

o

ooo
o
@ô

!(JE<

9<<J
E<o¿
oËsÉ
bo
Ø-!?Ø
oocc
å6
8eE
Ø =ó
oE 

=EEE> -oç olJ3à;È'; Êb9>
ð E+

@o
o-
qc
Eo

c.-\o
3il€5EË
EEe
;313
(JÜ9

o OL! !O

g-;!'gE
aü9.=ì:
- \- 6 õ 

=3:äHE
; i : öe
dccøÈ

-o
6
co
oc

o
E
Éo
Eo
oo
!co
I
o
3

o
E
o
!
l

Þø9]- IÈq,"' È
O.=É!-

EE Ë üP

IE= BE
:OøUE
{ ! c- Ø

¡;EãE
loõoE
r I O.= Y

oU
5
N

o

6.

E
U
f

Ë

!

I
E

E

!
ou>='EU
ôE

EEo->oÊ>ø<
9-o(')! E
--u J
ð qìÉ

=ìE9cØ
õocqy,:,
oo<ôEa

o
@
o
=coØ
c

oo

=o
o

o
É

too'ts'Et
S_Us
oE!
5 àÞòåó
cE!
G9CØdñ



C/CAG AGENDA REPORT
Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

Ap,rìl 27,2009

Congestion Management and Environmental Quality (CMEO Committee

Joseph Kott

Progress Update on the San Mateo Countywide Transportation Plan (CTP)

(For further information contact Joseph Kott at 599-1453)

RECOMMENDATION

This item is presented for information only. Please advise staff if you would like further

information or follow-up.

FISCAL IMPACT

The Countywide Transportation Plan (CTP) Update is aiready included in the C/CAG
staff work program.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Funding for the CTP Update preparation comes from C/CAG transportation funds.

BACKGROUND/DISCUS SION

The Countywide Transportation Plan Update is intended to provide San Mateo County

with a long-range, comprehensive transportation planning document that sets forth a

coordinated planning framework and establishes a systematic transportation planning

process for identiffing and resolving key transportation issues. The CTP will articulate

clear transportation planning objectives and priorities and to promote consistency and

compatibility among all transportation plans and programs within San Mateo County.

The current Countywide Transportation Plan was adopted by the C/CAG Board on

January 18,2001. Since that time, BART has been extended to SFO and Millbrae, the

Caltrain Baby Bullet has come into service, and San Mateo County has experienced

significant changes in economic conditions. In addition, interest in planning for a

sustainable transportation system has increased with concerns about greenhouse gas

emissions and global warming.

On January 15th and March 19th, staff presented the C/CAG TAC with a proposed outline,

timeline, and a documents solicitation for the CTP Update. Staff has convened an
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informal CTP Update Working Group (see Attachment A for list of members) and begun
soliciting and collecting pertinent information from agencies countylvide (see Attachment
B for list). The Working Group has met on27 February, 27 March, and24 April and will
meet monthly for the duration of the project. The CTP Update CTP work schedule is
shown on Attachment C.

ATTACHMENT A

Countvwide Transoortation Plan (CTP) Update lVorkins Group Roster

ATTACHMENT B

S olicíted from Asen cies

ATTACHMENT C
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ATTACHMENT B

Countvwide Transoortatíon Plan (CTP) Update:
Provisional List of Documents Solicíted from Asencies

1. Most recent (since 2001) comprehensive or general plan (as applicable).

2. Most recent (since 2001) strategic plan (as applicable).

3. Most recent (since 2001) area plans (as applicable)

4. Most recent (since 2O0l) specific plans (as applicable)

5. Most recent (since 200I) transit operations plans (as applicable)

6. Most recent (since 2001) citywide bicycle and/or pedestrian plan (as applicable)

7. Any other plans, studies, EIRs, etc. that the agency believes would be salient to a
countywide transportation plan

Note: This list does not included C/CAG's own studies, plans and reports, as well as

those prepared by MTC. ABAC, and other regional agencies, all of which are being
compiled by C/CAG staff for the CTP Update.
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ATTACHMENT C: COUNTYWIDE TRANSPORTATION PLAN UPDATE: PROPOSED ScHEDULE

F\lg,

Month/Ye,
õ--

Work Task Feb Mar Apr
WG Meeting
Data Collection
CTP Web Site
Online Public Suruev
Tech Memo #1: Existinq Conditions
Determine Future Scenarios (3)
T ra n s p o rfati o n F o reca sti n g
Tech Memo #2: Future Conditions
P resentation to TAC/CM EQ/CCAG Board
Public Workshop #1
Sef GoalslObjectives
D raft La n d U se/T ranspoftati o n C h aoter
Draft Roads Chapter
Draft Bikeways Chapter
D raft P edestli an Ch a pfer
Draft Pedestrian Chapter
Draft Public Transit Chapter
Draft TDM|TSM Chapter
Draft ITS Chapter
Draft Parking Chapter
Draft Pricing Chapter
Draft Energy & Environment Chapter
D raft F i n an ci a I C h apter
Prepare Administration Draft of CTP
Presentation to TAC/CM Eù/CCAG Boàrd
Public Workshop #2
Draft Evaluation & Implementation Chapter
Prepare ReyÍsed Draft CTP
Adoption by TAC/CMEQ/CCAG Board
Publication of Final CTP
Key:
K = Meeting; T = Technical Memorandum; crp = countywide Trangpgftation plan


