GREENBELT ALLIANCE
Open Spaces & Vibrant Places

November 3, 2011

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
101 Eighth Street
Oakland, California 94607

Re: OneBayArea grant program
Dear Metropolitan Transportation Commissioners:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on thepased OneBayArea grant prograkve
support the concept of the OneBayArea grant progranto provide funding to jurisdictions
that are planning for more homes and jobs neasitranPriority Development Areas and to
rural areas that are taking steps to preservealand working lands.

The Bay Area is expected to grow significantly othex next two decades. The biggest question
is how that growth will impact the region’s ability create and sustain good jobs. Employers
consistently report that the two biggest barriersreating more jobs in the Bay Area are traffic
and a lack of affordable housing, two problems toatild become much worse if each county is
not deliberate about how it grows.

Because every county will be affected, we havespaesibility to work together to ensure that
the region remains a great place to live and waéfkile every community has a role to play in
preserving and growing our region’s economic advges, in some places the stakes are much
higher. Theregion is depending on the Priority Development Aras toaccommodate more
than two-thirds of all growth in the next two deeadf those places can grow smartly, they will
provide a bulwark against more traffic and strengthen their county’s overall job market.

And if they fail, everyone will suffer.

The best way to grow good jobs without creatingllgck is to make smart investments in places
that have the biggest role to play in managingigative impacts of future growth. The good
news is that many cities want to do the right thifligge investing in affordable housing and
targeting development to places that reduce thebeuwf cars on the road. But they can’t do it
alone, and because their decisions will impactrewmtunties, they shouldn’t have Ry

directing additional resources to key places and hging them to grow responsibly, every
county will benefit from easier commutes and a stnoger job market.

The OneBayArea grant program is an important sidpetp make good plans a reality. We are
particularly glad to see that the OneBayArea gperogram:
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1) Prioritizes efficient use of limited transportatifumding by strongly linking
transportation funds to high growth places in gngon.

2) Directs 70% of the funding to the places that vatieive 70% of the housing growth. It is
vital that we adequately support the places thapavactively planning for growth.

3) Takes a performance-based approach, distributindjrig partly based on actual housing
production.

4) Includes a land conservation grant component tentizize rural areas to protect natural
areas and agricultural lands.

For the OneBayArea grant program to succeed, it isssential that it remain:

v consistent, treating all portions of the block grant — indhuglthe local streets and roads
rehabilitation funds -- with the same strategicui®and performance-based
accountability. We strongly oppose a changthat would remove Local Streets and
Roads funds from the program, as it is an imponpatity lever to encourage
jurisdictions to put into place the land use pelchecessary to achieve the SCS goals.

v’ focused to support the areas that local governments hasigdated for focused growth —
with more funds going to those places that havacktrecord of producing infill
housing, particularly affordable homes

v sustainable and equitable, rewarding cities that are planning for walkabli&ehble,
economically-thriving places while protecting exigtresidents from displacement, and

v’ transparent and public, with projects vetted by an inclusive neighborh@tehning
process that analyzes critical issues includingtggloealth, and transit accessibility

In addition, while the OneBayArea program is anam@nt step to more closely link
transportation funding with land use, it's impottém note that the grant funds are only a tiny
percentage of the overall discretionary funds fiis SCS/RTP. The Commissishould
prioritize linking transportation spending to land-use performance throughout the RTPto
make the most effective use of our limited trantgd@n dollars.

We also have more detailed thoughts on how thet gprasgram can be made both more effective
and easier to implement through funding distributaamd eligibility requirements.

Funding distribution formula
1. The county-based approach to distributing fungsablematic for several reasons. First,

there is no guarantee that funding will go to tieARB that are growing the most. In
addition, when performance (e.g. housing produgti®aggregated by county, there is
less of an incentive for any individual city to fem well. Grant funds should be
directed to the particular PDAs that are taking onthe most growth, and should
reward those jurisdictions that have the strongestecord of providing housing,
particularly affordable housing. At a minimum, the eligibility criteria for citieshould
be amended to include metrics at the individuasgliction level.
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2. The distribution formula shoulieiclude a component for production of affordable
(Low Income and Very Low Income) housing

3. Performance — jurisdictions’ actual track records d building homes - should be a
much more significant factor. At a minimum, the Commission should establishqyol
now stating that performance will be weighted &58hd population at 25% for future
iterations of the OneBayArea grant.

PDA requirement
1. Helping the PDAs become a reality is an importar#tlg Region-wide, the places that
are getting the lion’s share of the growth showdtlitge lion’s share of the funding. In
some counties, PDAs will take on more than 70%hefgrowth; in other counties, it's
less. The best solution is a city-by-city approashdescribed above.

However, should the county-based approach remairirenpercentage PDA requirement
change to vary for different counties, it shoulddo@e using a policy-based approach —
e.g. based on the relative availability of existamgl planned transit — rather than using
size or geographic location as a proxy.

Finally, should the percentage PDA requirementh@nged, the program should
maintain a share of funds as an incentive pottfose places that are able to meet the
70% PDA requirement.

2. Part of making the PDAs work is providing effectivensportatiorto and between
PDAs. Greenbelt Alliance would support expandimg 70% to include “PDA-
supportive” projects — such as building bike labesveen two or more PDAs - if such
projects are narrowly defined to meet the spird ament of the grant program.

Supportive local land-use policies requirements
1. We strongly support using the grant program aspgoxiunity to incentivize sustainable
and equitable local land-use policies. The requéet for a certified Housing Element is
particularly important, and will simply emphasizasting state policy which is used for
many other funding programs. We support clarifyiimg details of precisely what is
meant by the other policy requirements. This sthéwal relatively simple to do in the
coming months.

For example, MTC Parking Toolbox/Handbook can kedus clarify what is meant by
parking/pricing policies, using the chart on page 8how what is appropriate for
different types of places. For the affordable ogipolicies requirement, a simple
checklist could be used (e.g. Inclusionary Hougialicy OR nexus-based affordable
housing fee OR commercial linkage fee OR documexanding fee).

While Bay Area cities differ in size, location, addaracter, every city has a role to play
in providing affordable homes, preventing unwardesgplacement, providing safe streets
for all users, creating bicycle facilities, and lerpenting sensible parking policies.
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2. Add a measurement of the individual jurisdictiop&formance in building housing at all
income levels to the jurisdictional eligibility dem.

3. Some requirements are easier for jurisdictionsmglément in a timely fashion than
others. Many cities also do not have significaatfgsesources to update their policies at
this time. Therefore it may make sense to requsmaller number of policies in this first
round of grants, while also establishimyv clear expectations for additional policies that
will be required for future rounds of grants. CM#would be encouraged to provide
jurisdictions with grants from this round to upd#teir policies for the next round.

In addition, to reward those jurisdictions that édeen pro-active at establishing key
policies that support the SCS vision, the Commissioould consider including an
‘incentive pot’ for those places that can alreadlyi@ve the full list of policies.

Land Conservation Grants

We strongly support the inclusion of a $5 milli@mdél conservation grant pilot program. Using
transportation funding to support land conservati@kes sense. Far-flung development --
usually on open space and farmland -- means memdgpy on transportation infrastructure and
more greenhouse gas emissions from driving. Dewedémt will continue to occur in these areas
unless effective land conservation measures goace. Therefore it's essential that the region
invest in land conservation programs in order t@no@ir transportation cost and GHG goals.

To maximize effectiveness, the land conservati@mgprogram should:

1. Establish a clear goal for the program. For exanifflo preserve and restore a network
of lands and waters for people and nature; to suiia natural diversity, increase
healthy recreational opportunities and enhanceagnieultural productivity and economic
vitality of the Bay Area” or “To preserve resourmeas and farmland, ameliorate
outward development expansion, and maintain ruratacter.”

2. Provide a regional competitive grant applicatiod aeview process for projects.
Applicants should show how their project suppdmsgoal of the grant program.

3. Clearly establish types of eligible projects, sasttonservation planning, land
acquisition, policy implementation, and improvirgyiaultural vitality.

4. Encourage collaboration across counties and asexgers.

There may be opportunities for MTC to work with @tltonservation-oriented organizations to
leverage additional funding for key projects uding OneBayArea land conservation grant
program. In this era of scarce resources, the Aesiom should ensure that the OneBayArea
land conservation grants are well-designed tocitadditional funding.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Reyes, Policy Director



