Fresno COG Peer
Exchange

Craig Goldblatt

One Bay Area Grant Program Manager
Metropolitan Transportation Commission

Auagust 20. 2014


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Handouts
Next Step beyond our successful 10-year old TLC Program
Transportation $ can achieve other objectives
Opportunities to broaden planning objectives beyond traditional transportation
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As Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 

A federally required body responsible for the transportation planning and project selection in its region

Elected Board
21 Commissioners / 
16  are elected officials appointed by counties

Region Stats:
9 Counties, 101 cities
7 million people
Comprehensive, multimodal transit network w/ 6 rail lines
8 primary public transit systems as well as numerous other local transit operators (roughly 25)

long range transportation plan 
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= Regional long-term sustainable community
growth strategy

= Responds to California Senate Bill 375

® Reduce greenhouse gas emissions 15% per
capita by 2035

= House the region’s population growth at all
income levels

= Links transportation and land use planning
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BUILDING BLOCKS

In California, Plan now looks at a SCS / Land-use and transportation
Plan Bay Area first RTP 2013-2040





Growth
Strategy

Focused Growth

- Non-urbanized land

Urbanized land

Priority Development
Areas (PDAS)

m Less than 5% of land area
m Nearly 80% of new homes

m Over 60% of new jobs
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An “intelligent” and sustainable way to handle strong growth in the Bay Area

Plan goal to invest in existing communities and build upon investments that have already been made,
leverage existing infrastructure, 
increase transit access in places with new housing and jobs
Integrating the location of future growth with the new transportation investments

Growth is focused in priority development areas—downtowns, main streets, and corridors with strong transit access identified by jurisdictions.  �
170 Priority Development Areas (PDAs) existing neighborhoods self-nominated to concentrate future growth that will support the day-to-day needs of residents and workers in a pedestrian-friendly environment served by transit. 109 local jurisdictions retain control of land use decisions. 

100 Priority Conservation Areas (PCAs) Regionally significant open spaces for which there exists a broad consensus for long-term protection.

Nearly 80% of new housing units and more than 60% of new jobs are projected into Priority Development Areas. However, PDAs take up less than 3% of the region’s land. �
 �




Regional Housing Needs
Allocation (RHNA)

m California State fair-housing law

= Identifies number of housing units, including
affordable units, each community must plan to
accommodate Housing Elements

= Current RHNA closely linked to
Plan Bay Area land use plan

= Priority Development Areas

m Transit

= Employment

BayArea ®
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Alignment with the SCS

Regional Housing Planning Tools

Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) is a state mandated process for determining how many housing units, including affordable units, each community must plan to accommodate.

The California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) determines the total housing need for a region, and it is the region’s (COG) responsibility to distribute this need to local governments. Working with local governments, ABAG developed an allocation methodology for assigning units, by income category, to each city and county in the nine-county Bay Area. This allocation of need shows local governments the total number of housing units, by affordability, for which they must plan in their Housing Elements for the period 2007-2014. Allocations for each jurisdiction are published in the annual housing report described below.

 [FIRST TIME LINKING TO LONG-TERM PLANNING]




OneBayArea Grant
Incentives

= Reward jurisdictions that produce
housing near transit and create
healthy communities

m Target investments in PDAs

m Provide more local funding overall
and more flexibility on how money
can be spent

= Monitor how expenditures
address adopted performance
BayAIES VS

Working for Sustainability
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Funding Supports objectives of SCS


One Bay Area Grant (OBAG)
Program Funding

Federal transportation
funding

= Surface Transportation Program,
Congestion Mitigation
Air/Quality, Program
= $795 million over 4 years
$475m region
$320m counties
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The most discretionary fund pot as MPO.  

Roughly every 3 years work with partners to craft programs / set priorities.

Fund Eligibility Issues

Public Outreach


More Flexibility for Local
Decision Making

= Compared to Prior Funding Cycle
= Total funding pot grows 150%

= Local share of the overall program  Local
grows from 20% to 40% 4 % Share up
= Programs no longer in silos 20%
= Project eligibility criteria eased
Project
Criteria
Eased

BayArea
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Carrots: Additional funding to locals and more flexibility


OBAG Distribution Formula

OUncBayArea

Working for Sustainability

Housing Production**
Population (low-income housing units)

50% 12.5%

Housing
Production**
(total housing units)

12.5%

RHNA*
(low-income
housing units)

12.5%

RHNA*
(total housing units)

12.5%

* Draft RHNA 2014-2022
** Housing Production Report 1999-2006, ABAG
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Discuss formula factors

Shift from previous fund distribution model based largely on transportation needs

Discuss winners and losers: Hold harmless provisions

Rewards certain jurisdictions, but other jurisdictions may feel left out (i.e. rural counties)

Arrived at OBAG framework/distribution formula in coordination with a variety of voices (incl. housing and equity advocates, city local streets and roads/public works, CMAs, planners, bicycle advocates, environmentalists, 





OBAG Requirements

= Flexibility in distribution,
but OBAG requires:
= Counties

m 70% of funds to be spent in PDAs
for larger counties; 50% for
smaller counties

m Development of PDA Investment
and Growth Strategies

m All jurisdictions
= Housing element adoption

m Complete streets resolution or
consistency with general plan

BayArea
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“Sticks”

Housing elements are part of the cities general plans
Acceptance of policies and zoning to accept RHNA allocations
Requirements apply only to cities accepting OBAG funds

Resentment adding local-land use policy requirements. “extortion”



Eligible OBAG Projects

= Each county transportation agency may
program OBAG funds to any one of the
following transportation improvement
categories:

m Local Streets and Roads Preservation
m Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements

m Transportation for Livable Communities
(Streetscape Improvements)

m Safe Routes to Schools
m Complete Streets Projects
m Priority Conservation Area

m Planning Activities
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Counties determine transportation needs and priorities but limited to eligibility categories
STP/CMAQ Limitations
Past - Transportation need-based approach – prioritize projects based on these needs. 


OBAG Project Selection Outcomes

= Overall funding increased
Breakdown by Program Category )
Bike/Ped from previous cycle - $126.8 M
- to $320 M

TLC,

= More projects received grants
(from 133 to 195)

= Average grant size increased
from $1.0 M to $1.6 M and
Project size increased from
$2.1 M to $3.3 M

SR2S,
2.2%

Planning,
11.4%

_ncBayArea
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Size
Complexity
Program Category Breakdown
+All categories received more funding in OBAG as compared to Cycle 1, but the percentage emphasis shifted.
+The most significant change came in the percentage increase to TLC and bike/ped investments and the reduction in percentage terms for streets and road preservation.
+Active Transportation– roughly 60%
+These changes may have been influenced by the PDA investments requirements and the color of funding eligibility limitations.
+Details on our website in “Report Card”


For More Information

Website Links:

OneBayArea Grant Program
http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding/onebayarea/

Plan Bay Area
http://www.mtc.ca.gov/planning/plan bay area/

Focus Program
http://www.bayareavision.org/initiatives/index.html

Contact:

Craig Goldblatt
One Bay Area Grant Program Manager, MTC
cgoldblatt@mtc.ca.gov or 510-817-5837
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