

















What it means for the city and region.

2010 - 2040

Households Change Jobs  Change * Region V‘_’i" O
substantially;
A 970 A 990 San Francisco will
REGION 100000 “27% 1,120,000 *33% take large share.
* PDA's today can
A 9EO A0/10 accommodate 80%
SAN FRANCISCO 922410 *“25% 190,140  “ 34% Py
rowth.
Priority Development Areas 80,000 “48% 143,000 “30% °
* New development
Rest of City 12410 “6% 43740 “18% guided to build new,

vibrant, mixed use
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Planned Components

Affordability, social equity, quality of life.

Affordable Housing Units

Accessible Jobs

Transit, Bike & Ped Connections

Parks

Community Spaces

Job Training & Construction Assistance

Community Education

Health Programs
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Plan Bay Area:
What does it mean for San Francisco
Transportation?

SF Planning Commission




Why does the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)

matter?

Sets general policy guidance
about regional transportation
priorities

Regional Transportation Plan /
Sustainable Communities
Strategy (RTP/SCS)

SF General Plan

Transportation Transportation
Plan Element

Inclusion is necessary to be
eligible for federal, state,
regional funds

Climate Action
Plan

CCSF
Capital Capital
Plan Plan

Not firm funding commitment
for projects (some exceptions
for transit expansion)

Major Projects
& Plans: Central
Subway, Caltrain

Electrification/DTX,

Geary BRT

Neighborhood
Plans & Projects:
Masonic Avenue,
Balboa Park
Station Area

Modal Plans:
Transit Effectiveness
Project, BART Metro,
Pedestrian Action
Strategy

County-level prioritization
happens through countywide
transportation plans (e.g. San

Francisco Transportation Plan)




Draft Plan Bay Area Investment Summary

Total Transportation Investments

Total Revenue — $289 Billion

Road and Bridge: Transit:
Expansion Expansion
5% 7%

Road and
Bridge:
Maintain
Existing Transit:

System Maintain

339 Existing
System

55%

Source: Metropolitan Transportation Commission




Plan Bay Area Discretionary Investments

Discretionary Revenue — $57 Billion 1 Maintain the Existing Transportation

Reserve
Protect Our (52 Billion) SyStem
Climate 0,
(<$1 Billion) 3 /O

<1% 2. Support Focused Growth —

Maintain OneBayArea Grant
e ($15 Billion) 3. Build Next Generation Transit
(516 Billion) 26%
(0) . . .
23% Support 4. Boost Freeway and Transit Efficiency
Focused Growth:
One Bay Area
Grant Program . ag
(514 Billion) 5. County Investment Priorities
25%
soost || 6. Protect Qur Climate
Freeway and Build
Transit Efficiency  Next Generation
(54 Billion) Transit
_7% ‘s'r’gB(')"/:”) Source; Metropolitan Transportation Commission
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There’s a lot to like...

SF projects named 7 of 13 high-
performers in region

*  Downtown Extension of Caltrain, Van Ness
Bus Rapid Transit named regional New A
and Small Starts priorities Quantitative

PROJECT Benefit/Cost  Qualitative

ratio (out of 10)
*  OBAG program links affordable housing 1 BART Metro Program > 60 8.5
plans and production with greater levels of 2 Treasure Island Congestion Pricing S 40
. . . 3 Congestion Pricing Cordon Pilot 45 6.0
transportatlon $ for fl rSt tlme 4 AC Transit Grant—MacArthur BRT 18 5.5
. L 5 Freeway Performance Initiative 16 4.0
e TranSIt Performance |n|t|atlve CreatEd, 6 ITS Improvements in San Mateo Co. 16 4.0
$500 ml||IOI‘I |n Strateglc Investments to 7 ITS Improvements in Santa Clara Co. 16 4.0
. t t . b 8 Irvington BART Station 12 5.5
Improve ransit in uroan core 9 SFMTA Transit Effectiveness Project 11 7.5

Caltrain Electrification and

19 six trains per hour service > 75
11 BART to San Jose, Phase 2 5 7.0
12 Van Ness Avenue BRT 6 6.5
13 Better Market Street 6 6.0

WNCISCo pA . . .
{ %, Source: Metropolitan Transportation Commission
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...yet challenges remain

o,

Maintenance and operations shortfall

Cost to Maintain Current Expected Revenue Shortfall
7 SOGR/0&M Level

Local Streets and Roads - System $3.263 billion $2.299 billion $0.96 billion
Preservation
Local Streets and Roads - $2.84 billion $2.84 billion $0.00
Operations/Routine Maintenance
Transit - Operations $35.6 billion $35.5 billion $0.10 billion
Transit - Capital $16.16 billion* $11.1 billion $5.06 billion

Total $57.86 billion $51.74 billion $6.12 billion

T *Need to meet target of 0% of assets past useful life for SFMTA and Caltrain. BART and GGBHTD need for San Francisco is an estimate
Vs I"Ol,;\ based on San Francisco’s share of each operator’s transit capital revenues.




Implementation of Plan Bay Area

Define the Freeway and Transit Performance Initiatives for San
Francisco

Partner for advocacy (e.g. cap-and-trade revenues, replacement to
redevelopment)

4-Year OneBayArea Grant framework adopted May 2012 included:

» OBAG Block Grant Capital funds ($38.8M for San Francisco)

» PDA Planning Funds ($2.38M for San Francisco)

» Transportation Investment and Growth Strategy (TIGS) Requirement to
describe how to support San Francisco’s PDAs through transportation

funding




Thank You. Questions?




oAN FRANGISCO PLANNING DEPARTNVIENT

Plan Bay Area Draft EIR

Draft EIR Purpose
Draft EIR Contents

Draft EIR’s Potential CEQA Review Implications

(3] &3 12
s 1

e ey
e



SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Purpose of Draft EIR

= 1. Analyze the potential environmental effects of the
adoption and implementation of the Plan

2. Inform decision-makers, responsible and trustee
agencies, and members of the public as to the range of
the environmental impacts of the Plan

= 3. Recommend a set of measures to mitigate any
significant adverse impacts

= 4. Analyze a range of reasonable alternatives to the Plan

= 5. Provide the basis for modified CEQA review oy



oAN FRANGISCO PLANNING DEPARTNVIENT

Draft EIR Contents

= Alternative 1. No Project

= Alternative 2: The Proposed Plan

= Alternative 3: Transit Priority Focus

= Alternative 4: Enhanced Network of Communities

= Alternative 5: Environment, Equity and Jobs
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oAN FRANGISCO PLANNING DEPARTNVIENT

Draft EIR Contents

Adoption of the Plan would result in:
= 39 Significant and Unavoidable Impacts
= 20 Significant and Mitigable Impacts

= 22 Less Than Significant or No Adverse Impacts

esl



SAN FHANGISEEI PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Potentlal CEQA Review Implications

 Under SB 375 a Substantial Evidence Standard will
apply (rather than a Fair Argument)

* EIRs will not be required to analyze off-site alternatives

* EIRs will not be required to consider lower density
alternatives to reduce traffic impacts

« Growth inducing and project-specific or cumulative
Impacts of vehicles on global warming or regional
transportation network may not need to be addressed



oAN FRANGISCO PLANNING DEPARTNVIENT

Draft EIR Issues To Be Resolved

Is Implementation of all mitigation measures
required to qualify for CEQA review under SB
3757

Could mitigation measures be modified?
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