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All materials relating to an agenda item for an open session of a regular meeting of the PCC which are
provided to a majority or all of the members of the PCC by PCC members, staff or the public within 72
hours of but prior to the meeting will be available for public inspection, on and after at the time of such
distribution, in the office of the Secretary of the PCC, 625 Burnell Street, Napa, California 94559,
Monday through Friday, between the hours of 8:00a.m. and 5:00 p.m., except for NVTA holidays.
Materials distributed to a majority or all of the members of the PCC at the meeting will be available for
public inspection at the public meeting if prepared by the members of the PCC or staff and after the
public meeting if prepared by some other person. Availability of materials related to agenda items for
public inspection does not include materials which are exempt from public disclosure under
Government Code sections 6253.5, 6254, 6254.3, 6254.7, 6254.15, 6254.16, or 6254.22.

*** Members of the public may speak to the PCC on any item at the time the PCC is considering the
item. Please complete a Speaker’s Slip, which is located on the table near the entryway, and then
present the slip to the PCC Staff. Also, members of the public are invited to address the PCC on any
issue not on today’s agenda under Public Comment. Speakers are limited to three minutes.

This Agenda shall be made available upon request in alternate formats to persons with a disability .
Persons requesting a disability-related modification or accommodation should contact PCC Staff, at
(707) 259-8631 during regular business hours, at least 48 hours prior to the time of the meeting.

This Agenda may also be viewed online by visiting https://nctpa.legistar.com/Calendar.aspx and click
on the desired PCC meeting date.
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5.

. Call To Order

Roll Call / Introductions
Public Comment
Committee Member and Staff Comments

Transit Manager’s Report (Matthew Wilcox)

Note: Where times are indicated for the agenda items they are approximate and
intended as estimates only, and may be shorter or longer, as needed.

Meeting Minutes of May 5, 2016 PCC Meeting (Karrie
Sanderlin) (Pages 4-5)

6. CONSENT AGENDA

6.1
Recommendation: Approval
Estimated Time: 10:20 a.m.
Attachments: Draft Minutes.pdf

6.2

Meeting Minutes of July 7, 2016 PCC Meeting (Karrie
Sanderlin) (Pages 6-7)
Recommendation: Approval

Estimated Time: 10:20 p.m.

Attachments: Draft Minutes.pdf

7. REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS

7.1

One Bay Area Grant Cycle 2 (OBAG 2) Call For Projects
(Alberto Esqueda) (Pages 8-91)
Recommendation: |nformation only. Staff will review the OBAG 2 Call for Projects.
Estimated Time: ~ 10:20 a.m.

Attachments: Staff Report.pdf
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7.2 Capital Projects Update

7.2a NVTA Board Room Modification Update (Karrie Sanderlin)
(Pages 92-97)

Recommendation: |nformation only. Staff will provide an update on the Board Room
modifications.

7.2b Napa Valley Vine Trail Update (Herb Fredricksen)

Information only. Staff will provide an update on the Napa Valley
Vine Trail.
Estimated Time: 10:40 a.m.

Attachments: Staff Report.pdf

7.3 Americans with Disabilities Acts (ADA) Policy Update
(Matthew Wilcox) (Pages 98-107)

Recommendation: |nformation only. Staff will review the revisions to NVTA's ADA Policy.
Estimated Time: 10:50 a.m.

Attachments: Staff Report.pdf

8. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

9. ADJOURNMENT

9.1 Approval of Next Regular Meeting Date of January 5, 2017 and Adjournment.

I, Kathy Alexander, hereby certify that the agenda for the above stated meeting was posted at a
location freely accessible to members of the public at the NVTA offices, 625 Burnell Street, Napa, CA
by 5:00 p.m., on October 27, 2016.

Kathy Alexander (e-sign)

Kathy Alexander, Deputy Board Secretary
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PCC Agenda Item 6.1
Continued From: New

Action Requested: APPROVE

Napa Valley Transportation Authority

625 Burnell Street
Napa, CA 94559

Meeting Minutes
Paratransit Coordinating Council

Thursday, May 5, 2016 10:00 AM NVTA Conference Room
1. Call To Order
Chair Weir called the meeting to order.
2. Introductions/Roll Call
Present:  Doug Weir
Celine Regalia
Beth Kahiga
Randy Kitch
Jo Ann Busenbark
Fran Rosenberg
Absent: Julie Spencer
3. Public Comment
No public comment was received.
4. Committee Member and Staff Comments

Doug Weir asked if there was an increase in ridership during "Try Transit" week.

Antonio Onorato stated a press release will be sent out when the final numbers are in.
Preliminary results show a 3% ridership increase for the week.

5. Transit Manager's Report (Matt Wilcox)
5.1 Performance Measures

Matthew Wilcox provided a report on the mobility programs.



Additionally he reported on the results of the Federal Transit Administration (FTA)
triennial audit and the resulting revisions to NVTA's Americans with Disabilities Act
(ADA) policy that would allow paratransit users previously considered ineligible
because they live outside the Vine service area to use VineGo services if they can get

within the service area.
5.2 NVTA Board Room Audio System

Matthew Wilcox provided an update on the modifications to the NVTA board room
audio system.

6. CONSENT AGENDA

6.1 Meeting Minutes of March 3, 2016 PCC Meeting (Fiorella Silva) (Pages 4-6)

MOTION by BUSENBARK, SECOND by WEIR to ACCEPT the March 3, 2016 PCC
minutes as presented. Motion was unanimously approved.

/. REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS

7.1 Active Transportation Funding Program Update (Diana Meehan) (Pages 7-12)
Diana Meehan provided an update on the Active Transportation Program.

7.2 NVTA Fiscal Year 2016/17 Proposed Vine Go Budget Review (Matt Wilcox)
(Pages 13-17)

Antonio Onorato provided a review of the proposed Fiscal Year 2016/17 Vine Go
Budget.

MOTION by BUSENBARK, SECOND by KAHIGA to recommend the proposed
Fiscal Year 2016/17 Vine Go budget to the NVTA Board as presented by staff.
The motion was unanimously approved.

8. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

None

9. ADJOURNMENT

9.1 Approval of Next Regular Meeting Date of July 7, 2016 and Adjournment

The meeting was adjourned. The next regular meeting date is July 7, 2016.
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Continued From: New

Action Requested: APPROVE

Napa Valley Transportation Authority
625 Burnell Street
Napa, CA 94559

Meeting Minutes
Paratransit Coordinating Council

Thursday, July 7, 2016 10:00 AM NVTA Conference Room

1. Call To Order

Chair Weir called the meeting to order at 10:00 a.m.

Present. Chairperson Doug Weir
Celine Regalia
Fran Rosenberg
Julie Spencer
Vice Chair Beth Kahiga
Randy Kitch
Jo Ann Busenbark

2. Introductions
None

3. Public Comment
None

4. Committee Member and Staff Comments
None

5. Transit Manager's Report (Matthew Wilcox)
None

6. REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS

6.1 Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) Presentation - Coordinated
Human Services Transportation Plan (MTC Staff)

Information only - no action taken

MTC staff provided a presentation on the Coordinated Human Services Transportation
Plan.



6.2 Technical Training: Presentation on Roundabouts Diana Meehan) (Pages 4-38)

Information only - no action taken

Staff provided a presentation on roundabouts, emphasizing bicycle and pedestrian
safety.

7. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

None
8. ADJOURNMENT

8.1 Approval of Next Regular Meeting Date of September 1, 2016 and
Adjournment

The next regular meeting will be held on Thursday, September 1, 2016.

The meeting was adjourned by Chair Weir at 11:35 a.m.
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Action Requested: INFORMATION
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NAPA VALLEY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
ATAC Agenda Letter

TO: Paratransit Coordinating Council (PCC)
FROM Kate Miller, Executive Director

REPORT BY: Alberto Esqueda, Associate Planner
(707) 259-5976 | aesqueda@nvta.ca.gov

SUBJECT: One Bay Area Grant (OBAG) 2 Call for Projects Update

RECOMMENDATION

Information only

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

On July 27, 2016 the Metropolitan Transportation Commission amended Resolution 4202
adding additional FAST Act revenues and housing-related policies to the One Bay Area Il
(OBAG 2) Program. NVTA opened a call for OBAG 2 projects at their October 19 Board
meeting. This memo details funding amounts and specific requirements of the OBAG 2
Call for Projects.

The funding period for OBAG 2 is five years, Fiscal Year (FY) 2017-18 through FY 2021-
2022.

Table 1. Napa County CMA OBAG 2 Funds

Total County Distribution* $10,305,000
CMA Base Planning $3,822,000
Safe Routes to School (SRTS) Base** $620,000

Federal Aid Secondary (FAS) Share (County receives $0
FAS separately)

Priority Conservation Area (PCA) Funds $2,050,000

Total Discretionary Funding TBD*** $3,813,000
Priority Development Area (PDA) min. Threshold | $840,000
Anywhere $2,973,000
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* Total county distribution including SRTS, FAS, PCA and planning adjustment

**SRTS base includes $105,000 carried over from OBAG 1 5" year

***The PDA minimum is the Base Distribution of $5,501,000 divided in half. Half of the
Planning Funds count toward the PDA minimum threshold leaving $840,000 of
discretionary funding to be spent in a PDA

Table 2. Discretionary Funding

STP CMAQ Total PDA Min.
Requirement
$2,444,000 $1,369,000 $3,813,000 $2,751,000

The OBAG 2 funding sources are federal and require a local match of 11.47% and for
local agency sponsors to follow the Caltrans Local Assistance Process. Eligible Project
Types include:

e Planning and Outreach Activities

e Local Street and Roads Preservation

e Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements

e Transportation for Livable Communities

e Safe Routes to School

e Priority Conservation Areas

The PCA program requires an 11.47%match. This program provides funding for plans
and projects that support preservation and enhancement of rural lands.

FISCAL IMPACT

Is there a fiscal impact? No

BACKGROUND AND DISCUSSION

Approximately every six (6) years, U.S. Congress enacts a surface transportation
reauthorization act. On December 4, 2015, President Obama signed the latest
transportation authorization bill Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST). The

FAST Federal Highways Administration (FHWA) funding provided to the MTC region
includes Surface Transportation Program (STP) and Congestion Mitigation and Air
Quality (CMAQ) funds.

The original One Bay Area Grant Program (OBAG-1) was approved by MTC in 2012 to
better integrate the region’s federal highway funding program with the Sustainable
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Communities Strategy (SCS). The latter is a condition of SB 375 which requires regions
to integrate AB 32 greenhouse gas reductions into regional long range transportation
plans. OBAG supports the goals of Plan Bay Area, the region’s SCS, by directing
investments into the region’s priority development areas (PDAs) and rewarding housing
production.

On November 18, 2015 the Metropolitan Transportation Commission adopted resolution
No. 4202 the One Bay Area Grant 2 program. The resolution was revised on July 27,
2016 to include an additional $72 million anticipated as part of the FAST Act and to
include housing-related policies. The funding allocation formula that was adopted
considers very-low, low, and moderate income levels in housing production and caps
values at total Regional Housing Needs Allocations (RHNAS). Table 3 below compares
the OBAG 1 formula to the formula applicable under OBAG 2.

Table.3 OBAG 2 Housing Distribution Factors
. Housing . Housing
Population Production Housing RHNA Affordability*
OBAG 1 50% 25% 25% 50%
OBAG 2 50% 30% 20% 60%

*Note: The OBAG 1 formula included weighting for very-low and low-income levels for RHNA
housing production. The formula for OBAG 2 includes weighting for very-low, low and moderate
income levels.

Priority Conservation Area (PCA)

MTC has agreed to set aside $2,050,000 (up from $1.25 million in OBAG 1) for Priority
Conservation Area (PCA) projects, in each of the four North Bay Counties, including
Napa. PCA projects are distinctly different and must be located in one of ten designated
PCAs in Napa (PCA map and designations are attached). Project sponsors must provide
a minimum 11.47% match. Note that federal funds may only be used for land acquisition
for transportation right-of-way improvements. Elements of a project that include land
acquisition other than transportation right-of-way, would need to be funded through a local
match beyond what is required to match the federal funds.

PCA PROGRAM GOALS
Projects must meet one of the following program goals:

1. Protects or enhances “resource areas” or habitats as defined in California
Government Code Section 65080.01

10
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2. Provides or enhances pedestrian and bicycle access to open space / parkland
resources.

3. Supports the agricultural economy of the region.

Eligible applicants include: cities, counties, towns, county congestion management
agencies, tribes, water/utility districts, resource conservation districts, park and/or open
space districts, land trusts and other land/resource protection nonprofit organizations.
Applicants are strongly encouraged to collaborate and partner with other entities on
projects to leverage additional funding. Projects that leverage funding will be given higher
priority in the grant award process. Partnerships are necessary with cities, counties, or
CMAs in order to access federal funds.

Priority Development Areas (PDAS)

At least 50% of the OBAG 2 funds are required to be programmed to Priority
Development Areas (PDAs). NVTA has two designated PDAs — Downtown Napa —
Soscol Gateway Corridor and American Canyon Hwy 29 Corridor. The PDA minimum
threshold is taken out of the Base Distribution amount of $5,501,000 for Napa County.
The PDA minimum investment is half of this amount $2,751,000. Fifty percent of the
Planning Funds count toward meeting the PDA minimum leaving $840,000 in
discretionary funding that must be spent in the PDAs. Under OBAG 1 68% of
investments were made in PDASs.

Federal Aid Secondary

FAS funds are used on rural roads in the unincorporated county. Each county receives a
minimum amount by State statute. MTC has informed NVTA that Napa County has
already received its guaranteed minimum FAS amount directly from Caltrans. This allows
the FAS set-aside through the OBAG 2 program to be lumped in with other STP funds for
the OBAG 2 call for projects.

Safe Routes to School

SRTS funds can be used for non-infrastructure projects, such as public education and
outreach activities performed by Napa County Office of Education, as well as
infrastructure projects. Under OBAG 1, NVTA programmed 100% of the SRTS funds to
non-infrastructure programs. Both non-infrastructure and infrastructure needs have been
identified in the recently adopted Napa Countywide Pedestrian Plan and the Napa
Countywide Bicycle Plan and are both eligible for the SRTS set-aside.

New Requirements

In addition to the Complete Streets and Housing Element requirements, project sponsors
must adhere to the Surplus Land Requirement. This requirement states that cities and
counties receiving funds through the County OBAG Program must adopt a surplus land
resolution by the date the CMAs submit their project recommendations to MTC (June
2017). The resolution must verify that any disposition of surplus land undertaken by the
jurisdiction complies with the State Surplus Land Act, amended by AB 2134, 2014. MTC

11
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will issue guidance to assist cities and counties in drafting a resolution. This requirement
does not currently apply to charter cities.

Also new to OBAG 2 is a specific requirement for project scoring and evaluation. Under
the project selection process MTC has added language related to affordable housing and
anti-displacement:

CMAs must adopt a specific scoring methodology for funding allocation to projects
within PDAs or Transit Priority Areas (TPASs) that rewards jurisdictions with the most
effective housing anti-displacement policies.

In the past NVTA has evaluated OBAG projects on a qualitative process and is planning
on keeping a consistent process for projects submitted under the OBAG 2 call. Projects
will go through an initial screening process based on OBAG 2 criteria and then be
prioritized based on prioritization criteria consistent with the Regional Transportation Plan
and the Countywide Transportation Plan. Projects located within or in proximate access
to a PDA will be evaluated qualitatively along with the rest of the projects but will be given
an “anti-displacement and affordable housing ranking” (see supplemental PDA
application).

Table 4. County Program Milestone and Timelines

2016

MTC Resolution No. 4202, Revised posted on the OBAG 2 website,

August along with a summary of the adopted program revisions

September Overview of the OBAG 2 program revision and next steps to TAC

October 19 NVTA Opens OBAG 2 Call for Projects

November 3 OBAG 2 Question and Answer Workshop from 4-5:30 pm at NVTA

December 23 | OBAG 2 Applications due to NVTA

2017
January- NVTA to review project applications and provide draft project
February recommendations
Bring draft project recommendations to committees — PCC, ATAC, CAC
March and TAC

Bring OBAG 2 draft project selections to NVTA Board for approval and

Apri submittal to MTC
Timeline continued on next page
May 1 Update to the PDA Investment & Growth Strategy to be adopted by
y CMA Board
Deadline for projects to be submitted into FMS along with Resolution of
August 31
Local Support
Fall MTC adoption of county programs & 2017 TIP amendment

2018

12
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PCC Agenda Letter

October First year of OBAG 2 funding availability for county program capital
projects (FY 2018-19). Funds for preliminary engineering and CMA
planning can be available starting FY 2017-18.

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS

Attachment(s): (1) NVTA OBAG 2 Application
(2) Supplemental PDA Application
(3) PCA Descriptions and Map
(4) NVTA OBAG 2 Scoring Criteria
(5) MTC OBAG 2 Resolution 4202
(6) OBAG 2 PowerPoint Presentation

13
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I PCC Agenda Item 7.1
j November 3, 2016
NAPA VALLEY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

Draft One Bay Area Grant 2 Application

The One Bay Area 2 Program is a funding program under the Metropolitan Transportation Commission
(MTC) Resolution 4202. NVTA has been delegated to be the program manager for Napa County OBAG 2
funds. The OBAG 2 funding cycle is from FY 2017-18 to FY 2021-22. Applications for the OBAG 2 call for
projects are due no later than Friday, December 23, 2016.

Required Attachments:
[[] Complete Streets Checklist
[ ] Project Map (Including Priority Development Area (PDA) boundaries)

Please complete the requested fields below:
Project Sponsor:

Single Point of Contact (SPOC) for the Agency:
Point of Contact for project if different than SPOC:
Email/Phone:

Project Title:

Project Location/Description:

Project Type: Check all that apply; indicate percentage of each if there is more than one element

[ ] Planning and Outreach Activities %
|:| Transit Improvements %
|:| Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements' %
[ ] Local Streets and Roads Preservation® %
[ ] safe Routes to Schools or Transit %
[ ] Transportation for Livable Communities® %
|:| Priority Conservation Areas %
1

Is project within the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) Y|:| N|:|

2 Roads must be eligible for federal aid

RTP Goals: Please describe how the project is consistent with the goals of the MTC Regional
Transportation Plan 2040 (RTP): Can be found at http://planbayarea.org/the-plan/plan-details/qgoals-
and-targets.html

Draft Plan Bay Area 2040 Performance Targets Check all
Goal/Outcome Performance Target that apply
Climate Protection 1 | Reduce per capita CO2 emissions from cars and light-duty |:|

14
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NAPA VALLEY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

Draft One Bay Area Grant 2 Application

trucks by 15% (statutory requirement is for year 2035, per SB
375)

2 | House 100% of the region’s projected growth (from a 2010
baseline year) by income level (very low, low, moderate,
Adequate Housing above-moderate) without displacing current low-income []
residents (statutory requirements, per SB 375) and with no
increase in in-commuters over the Plan baseline year.
3
Healthy and Safe Reduce adverse health impacts associated with air quality, []
Communities road safety, and physical inactivity by 10%.
Open Space and 4 | Direct all non-agricultural development within the urban
Agricultural footprint (existing urban development and urban growth |:|
Preservation boundaries)
5 | Decrease the share of lower-income residents’ household D
income consumed by transportation and housing 10%
Equitable Access 6 | Increase the share of affordable housing in PDAs, TPAs, or D
high-opportunity areas by 15%
7 | Reduce the share of households at risk of displacement to 0% D
8 | Increase by 20% the share of jobs accessible within 30
Economic Vitality minutes by auto or within 45 minutes by transit in congested []
conditions
9 | Increase non-auto mode share by 10% ]
Transportation 10 | Reduce vehicle operating and maintenance costs due to ]
System Effectiveness pavement conditions by 100%
11 | Reduce per-rider transit delay due to aged infrastructure by ]

100%

Please answer the following questions regarding the proposed project:

1. Does Sponsor have Complete Streets Act of 2008 compliant General Plan v

(GP)? (attach reference or resolution)

2. Does Sponsor have a Housing and Community Development (HCD)

i ?
approved GP or Housing Element? v

In order to waive the above requirement GP Housing element must
already be submitted to HCD for consideration. Date submitted to HCD:

3. Isthere a Complete Streets Checklist attached to this application? Y[ ]

4. Has the sponsor failed to comply with regional or state delivery Y|:|

milestones in the past 3 years?

5. Is there a Project Map attached to the current application? y|:|

15
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NAPA VALLEY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

Draft One Bay Area Grant 2 Application

6. Isthe proposed project inside the boundaries of an approved PDA?*

v[]
v[]
v[]

N[
N[ ]
N[

Does the project provide proximate access to a PDA?*
If the project provides proximate access to a PDA please explain how.
Does the project serve a Community of Concern?

Is the project in an approved PCA?

Y[ N[]
10. Did sponsor do public outreach to develop this project specifically?
Please provide documentation of the public outreach process including Y|:| N|:|
dates and times of meetings help, notification process, etc.

*If the project is in a PDA or serves a PDA please fill out the supplemental PDA application attached.

11. Funding Estimates: Round to the nearest thousand for programming purposes
Total Project Cost:
Local Match:
OBAG Request:

Phase FY 17/18 FY 18/19 FY 19/20 FY 20/21 FY 21/22

Loca
Match

Federa
Funds

Loca
Match

Federa
Funds

Loca
Match

Federa
Fund

Loca
Match

Federa
Fund

Loca
Match

Federa
Fund

Preliminary
Engineering

Right-of-Way

Construction
Engineering

- wniwn| n
R wnwn| n
W nin| un
W niwn| n
wn wnnwn| n
wn niwn| n
wn wnwn n

S
s
s
S

v nWn n

S
S
Construction S
S

Indicate source(s) of matching funds here:
Source
Amount S S S

12. Complete Streets Components: Please indicate all the complete street elements proposed as
part of this project:

12a. Choose an item.

12f. Choose an item.

12b. Choose an item.

12g. Choose an item.

12c. Choose an item.

12h. Choose an item.

12d. Choose an item.

12i. Choose an item.

12e. Choose an item.

12j.

13. Schedule: Please provide project development schedule:

Phase

Begin MO/YR

End MO/YR

ENV

16



NAPA VALLEY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

Draft One Bay Area Grant 2 Application

PSE
R/W
CON

Please indicate the dates sponsor anticipates achieving the following milestones:
a. Field Review:

b. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Local Assistance Procedures Manual Form 9-B:

c. Request for Authorization: (Please indicate Phases if seeking funding for multiple phases):

d. Recipient of Authorization (E-76):

14. If a Local Street and Roads Preservation (LSRP) project, please indicate the federal aid
classification of each road proposed:

15. If LS&R project, what type?
[ ] Pavement Rehabilitation (<70 PCI)
[ ] Preventive Maintenance (= 70 PCl)
|:| Non-pavement

16. Does the sponsor have a current, certified Pavement Management Program?
a. Please indicate the date of last certification:

17
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November 3, 2016

SUPPLEMENTAL PDA APPLICATION

As part of the OBAG 2 Call for Projects, MTC is requiring Congestion Management Agencies (CMAs) to
adopt a specific scoring methodology for allocating funds to projects within PDAs and Transit Priority
Areas (TPAs) that reward jurisdictions based on the effectiveness of their affordable housing and anti-
displacement policies.

To meet this requirement, jurisdictions submitting PDA projects will be given a “PDA Affordable Housing
Anti-Displacement Ranking” of high, medium or low. The jurisdiction’s ranking will be factored into the
prioritization process but will not be the only means of evaluating PDA projects.

The PDA Affordable Housing and Anti-Displacement Ranking will be based on how many of the following
policies/programs a jurisdiction has in place. Jurisdictions that have 10 or more policies in place will be
given a high ranking, jurisdictions with 5 to 9 policies a medium ranking, and fewer than 5 a low ranking.

Affordable Housing/Anti-Displacement Policy Program Check all that apply
Condo conversion ordinance regulating the conversion of apartments to condos

SRO conversion ordinance

Mobile Home Park Preservation

Demolition of residential structure ordinance

Streamlined Permitting Process

Low-cost loan program for affordable housing rehabilitation, preservation

Inclusionary/Below Market Rate Housing Policy

Density Bonus Ordinance

Mixed-use zoning

Rent stabilization

Just cause for eviction

Foreclosure prevention programs

Homebuyer education/counseling/assistance programs

First-time homebuyer loan program

Code enforcement relocation program

Repair/rehabilitation loan program for low-income residents

Fair housing and landlord-tenant counseling programs

Reduced fee or waivers for affordable housing

Inclusionary zoning

Second unit ordinance

Has Affordable housing complexes

Has Group Homes

Reduced Parking Requirements

Commercial Development Fee

Housing Development Impact Fee

Other taxes or fees dedicated to housing

Other:

IR EEE NN

Total

Please submit electronic copies of policies checked above or provide a url where NVTA can review the
applicable policies.

18
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HAPA VALLEY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

Napa County Priority Conservation Areas

1. Bay And Ridge Trails - The San Francisco Bay Area has two significant and
complementary long-distance trails: the San Francisco Bay Trail hugs the shoreline
and the Bay Area Ridge Trail runs along the ridgelines overlooking the Bay. These
trails connect people and communities to each other, to parks and open space, to
home, work and recreation, and to countless areas of cultural and historic interest.
They also provide opportunities for solitude and passive and active recreation,
which fosters healthy lifestyles. Furthermore, both trails increase transportation
options and offer untold opportunities to observe, learn about, and care for the
environment. Lastly, the bay and ridge trails offer economic benefits, such as
increased tourism and increased property values. The regional trail alignments are
not yet completed. Continued coordination with local and regional entities to close
existing gaps is needed. Completion of these regional trails will continue to
enhance the quality of life for Bay Area residents and offer an alternate means for
people to enjoy the outdoors and get to various destinations within a network of
connected, permanently-protected open space corridors and urban centers

2. Blue Oak Woodlands of the Lake District - The Blue Oak Woodlands of the Lake
District area encompasses lands in northeastern Napa County by Lake Berryessa.
It is encompassed within the larger Blue Ridge Berryessa Natural Area, which
extends five counties and is one of the largest remaining intact open space
ecosystems in California. Blue oak woodlands are abundant in this area and
provide important wildlife habitat. Preservation of lands in this area would help
maintain the biological integrity of this area.

3. Bothe — Napa Valley State Park to Sugarloaf Ridge State Park — The Bothe-Napa
Valley State Park to Sugarloaf Ridge State Park area encompasses the thickly
forested hills of the western side of the Napa Valley where the Mayacamas
Mountain Range terminates. The fir and redwood forest canopy provide shading
for several creeks year-round that drain the area to the Napa River. This area
contains the only known stands of old-growth redwoods left in Napa County. Land
conservation in this area provides opportunities to provide a landscape linkage
between these two state parks, to protect species habitat, and for people to
experience the redwood forests.

4. Interior Mountains — Moore Creek to Milliken Creek — The Interior Mountains —
Moore Creek to Miliken Creek area includes the lands in central Napa County,
west of the county’s urban centers. The area is a complex matrix of douglas fir,
oak woodland, gray pine, and chaparral plant communities. Its proximity to the
urban centers in Napa County provide opportunities for completing trail alignments
that connect protected lands. Land conservation in this area would help to
maintain the scenic backdrop to cities and maintain the rural character and habitat
of this region, while enhancing recreational opportunities.
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Lake Curry — Suisun Creek Watershed - The Lake Curry — Suisun Creek
Watershed area is located east of the City of Napa towards the Napa County
border with Solano County. The Lake Curry watershed is a relatively pristine area
containing oak woodlands and grasslands and has been valued for its water
supply. It has the potential to provide passive recreational opportunities if it is
opened to the public. The Suisun Creek watershed has also provided steelhead
habitat, but this function has been severely degraded at times when stream water
flows are reduced from Lake Curry during critical periods for steelhead.
Purchasing land in this area could continue to protect its integrity with the
opportunity to support compatible recreational opportunities.

Napa County Agricultural Lands and Watersheds - The Napa County
Agricultural Lands and Watersheds area encompasses the unincorporated
agricultural and watershed lands of Napa County. Agriculture is the economic
engine of the county and has driven support for conservation in Napa County. As a
result, the county’s landscape consists of agricultural lands and undeveloped
watershed lands that contribute to the rural and scenic beauty of the county. The
area is biologically diverse supporting a variety of flora and fauna and has the
greatest density of oak woodlands in California. Continued conservation efforts in
this area of Napa County will maintain the ecological and economic integrity of
these lands.

Napa Valley — Napa River Corridor - The Napa Valley — Napa River Corridor
area follows the lands along the Napa River, which runs from northwestern Napa
County, northeast of the City of Calistoga, to the San Pablo Bay. The river drains
the Napa Valley, which is a rich agricultural region famous for wine production.
The Napa River plays an important role in connecting recreational trails, cities, and
salt water and fresh water bodies for fish reproduction. Land conservation along
the Napa River will protect the species dependant on these habitats and provide
opportunities for recreation and restoration along this corridor.

Palisades Mt. St. Helena — Angwin - The Palisades — Mount Saint Helena to
Angwin area is located in northwestern Napa County. The Palisades form the
range of mountains between Mount Saint Helena and Angwin. The area provides
habitat, water supply, outdoor recreation, and visual open space. It is an important
landscape linkage to the Mayacamas Mountain range in adjacent Sonoma County.
Land conservation in the area will maintain the ecological integrity of the area and
continue to provide multiple benefits to area residents.

Redwood and Dry Creek Watersheds - The Redwood and Dry Creek
Watersheds lie on the western slope of the Napa Valley. Redwood Creek and Dry
Creek drain lands into the Napa River, and the habitat supports a variety of fish
and wildlife species. The area contains redwoods forests that play an important
role in the long term survival of this species, particularly considering the potential
impacts of climate change, given the ability of Napa redwoods to tolerate higher
temperatures. Land conservation in this area would support continued efforts to
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10.

protect redwood forests in Napa County, enhance educational and recreational
opportunities, and protect watershed and habitat values.

Southern Mountains — Skyline Park to Newell Preserve - The Southern
Mountains — Skyline Park to Newell Preserve area is located east of and between
the City of Napa and the City of American Canyon in Napa County along the
county’s southeastern border with Solano County. The area is valued for outdoor
recreation, particularly given its proximity to three quarters of Napa County
residents, visual open space, watershed lands, and habitat, such as rare
grasslands, oak woodlands, and chaparral. Land conservation within this area
would provide opportunities to connect existing open space lands and regional trail
systems, while also preserving a mixture of habitat types for numerous species
and watershed values.
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NAPA VALLEY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

NAPA VALLEY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
OBAG 2 Scoring Criteria

NVTA will screen projects for eligibility and then prioritize eligible projects based on the screening
criteria for the OBAG program as a whole. MTC’s OBAG 2 Guidelines largely dictates the screening and
evaluation criteria that NVTA will use.

OBAG Screening Criteria
Projects must meet all screening criteria in order to be considered further for OBAG funding. The
screening criteria are the basic eligibility requirements for OBAG funds:

Project Name: All boxes must be
Project Jurisdiction: checked
Project is a fully funded, stand-alone project |:|
Project must be eligible for STP/CMAQ funds and fit one of the following
categories:

e [LS&R

e Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements

e Transportation for Livable Communities
e Safe Routes to Schools (or Transit)

e Transit Improvements

e Priority Conservation Areas

[l

Project sponsor is an eligible public agency

Project sponsor is requesting a minimum of $250,000 in OBAG funds

Project is consistent with the Regional Transportation Plan and the Napa
Countywide Transportation Plan Vision 2040 — Moving Napa Forward

O O oy

Project has identified a local match of at least 11.47%

Supplemental Prioritization Criteria

Projects that meet all of the OBAG screening criteria will be prioritized for OBAG funding based on, but
not limited to the factors listed below. Project prioritization may also be based on the ability to match
recommended projects with available fund sources.

Project Name: Check all that
Project Jurisdiction: apply
Located within or provides “proximate access” to a PDA* []

Project Readiness: Project can clearly demonstrate an ability to meet timely use of
funds. Project should have completed conceptual designs at a minimum and
ideally completed survey work (i.e. at our near 30% design).

Community Support: Project has clear and diverse community support. This can

community meetings regarding the project.

L]
be shown with letters of support, specific reference in adopted plan and []
L]

Safety: Project addresses high risk and high activity multi-modal corridor location.

22




TA

NAPA VALLEY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

NAPA VALLEY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
OBAG 2 Scoring Criteria

Located within a Community of Concern (COC): Project is located in a COC or
serves a COC.

If it is a capital project the OBAG request is all in one phase (i.e. all construction)

Project Sponsor is providing over a 20% match to federal funds

L0 O

Project Sponsor Priority: For project sponsor’s that submit multiple projects; this ]
project has been given priority.

*Projects that serve a PDA will be given an “affordable housing and anti-displacement ranking” based on
the ranking criteria score of high, medium or low.

PDA Affordable Housing Anti-Displacement Ranking

As part of the OBAG 2 Call for Projects, MTC is requiring CMAs to adopt a specific scoring methodology
to allocate funds to projects within PDAs or Transit Priority Areas (TPAs). The scoring methodology
should reward jurisdictions with the most effective affordable housing and anti-displacement policies.

To meet this requirement jurisdiction’s submitting PDA projects will be given a “PDA Affordable Housing
Anti-Displacement Ranking” of high, medium or low. The jurisdiction’s ranking will be factored in to the
prioritization process but will not be the only means of evaluation for PDA projects.

Reviewing the PDA supplemental application the project sponsor will be given a high, medium, or low
PDA Affordable Housing and Anti-Displacement Ranking.

Project Name: Check one
PDA location:
High Ranking: A project will receive a high ranking if the jurisdiction has demonstrated it D

has 10 or more affordable housing/anti-displacement policies/programs in place.

Medium Ranking: A project will receive a medium ranking if the jurisdiction has

demonstrated it has 5 to 9 of the affordable housing/anti-displacement policies/programs |:|
in place.
Low Ranking: A project will receive a low ranking if the jurisdiction has demonstrated it has D

fewer than 5 of the affordable housing/anti-displacement policies/programs in place.

*Affordable housing anti-displacement polices can be found on the PDA supplemental application.

23
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ABSTRACT
Resolution No. 4202

Adoption of the project selection policies and project programming for the second round of the
One Bay Area Grant program (OBAG 2). The project selection criteria and programming policy
contain the project categories that are to be funded with various fund sources including federal
surface transportation act funding available to MTC for its programming discretion to be
included in the federal Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) for the OBAG 2 funding
period.

The resolution includes the following attachments:
Attachment A — Project Selection Criteria and Programming Policy
Attachment B-1 — Regional Program Project List
Attachment B-2 — County Program Project List

On July 27, 2016, Attachment A, and Attachments B-1 and B-2 were revised to add additional
funding and projects to the OBAG 2 framework, including $72 million in additional Fixing
America’s Surface Transportation Act (FAST) funding, and to incorporate housing-related policies.

Further discussion of the project selection criteria and programming policy is contained in the

memorandum to the Programming and Allocations Committee dated November 4, 2015 and July
13, 2016.
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Date:  November 18, 2015
W.l.: 1512
Referred By:  Programming & Allocations

RE: One Bay Area Grant Program Second Round (OBAG 2) Project Selection Criteria and Programming
Policy

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
RESOLUTION NO. 4202

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) is the Regional Transportation
Planning Agency (RTPA) for the San Francisco Bay Area pursuant to Government Code Section
66500 et seq.; and

WHEREAS, MTC is the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for the nine-
county San Francisco Bay Area region and is required to prepare and endorse a Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) which includes federal funds; and

WHEREAS, MTC is the designated recipient for state and federal funding assigned to the
RTPA/MPO of the San Francisco Bay Area for the programming of projects; and

WHEREAS, state and federal funds assigned for RTPA/MPO programming discretion are
subject to availability and must be used within prescribed funding deadlines regardless of project
readiness; and

WHEREAS, MTC, in cooperation with the Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG), the
Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD), the Bay Conservation and Development
Commission (BCDC), California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), Congestion Management
Agencies (CMASs), county Transportation Authorities (TAS), transit operators, counties, cities, and
interested stakeholders, has developed criteria, policies and procedures to be used in the selection of
projects to be funded with various funding including regional federal funds as set forth in Attachments
A, B-1 and B-2 of this Resolution, incorporated herein as though set forth at length; and

WHEREAS, using the policies set forth in Attachment A of this Resolution, MTC, in
cooperation with the Bay Area Partnership and interested stakeholders, will develop a program of
projects to be funded with these funds for inclusion in the federal TIP, as set forth in Attachments B-1
and B-2 of this Resolution, incorporated herein as though set forth at length; and

WHEREAS the federal TIP and subsequent TIP amendments and updates are subject to public
review and comment; now therefore be it
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MTC Resolution 4202
Page 2

RESOLVED that MTC approves the “Project Selection Criteria and Programming Policy” for
projects to be funded in the OBAG 2 Program as set forth in Attachments A, B-1 and B-2 of this
Resolution; and be it further

RESOLVED that the regional discretionary funding shall be pooled and distributed on a regional
basis for implementation of project selection criteria, policies, procedures and programming, consistent
with the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP); and be it further

RESOLVED that the projects will be included in the federal TIP subject to final federal approval

and requirements; and be it further

RESOLVED that the Executive Director or designee may make technical adjustments and other
non-substantial revisions, including updates to fund sources and distributions to reflect final funding
criteria and availability; and be it further

RESOLVED that the Executive Director or designee is authorized to revise Attachments B-1 and
B-2 as necessary to reflect the programming of projects as the projects are selected, revised and included

in the federal TIP; and be it further

RESOLVED that the Executive Director or designee shall make available a copy of this
resolution, and attachements as may be required and appropriate.

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Dave Cortese, Chair

The above resolution was entered into
by the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission at the regular meeting
of the Commission held in Oakland,
California, on November 18, 2015
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Attachment A
Resolution No. 4202

OBAG 2
One Bay Area Grant Program
Project Selection Criteria and Programming Policy

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
OBAG 2 — One Bay Area Grant Program
Project Selection Criteria and Programming Policy
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OBAG 2 - One Bay Area Grant Program
Project Selection Criteria and Programming Policy
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The One Bay Area Grant Program (OBAG 2) is the second round of the federal funding program
designed to support the implementation of Plan Bay Area, the region’s first Sustainable Communities
Strategy (SCS). OBAG 2 covers the five-year period from FY 2017-18 to FY 2021-22. The proposed
revenue estimates, funding approach, programming policies, project guidance, and timeline for
OBAG 2 are outlined in this attachment.

BACKGROUND

The inaugural One Bay Area Grant Program (OBAG 1) was approved by the Commission in May 2012
(MTC Resolution 4035). The OBAG 1 program incorporated the following program features:

e Targeting project investments to the region’s Priority Development Areas (PDAs);

e Rewarding jurisdictions that accept housing allocations through the Regional Housing Need
Allocation (RHNA) process and produce housing;

e Supporting open space preservation in Priority Conservation Areas (PCAs); and

e Providing a larger and more flexible funding pot to deliver transportation projects in categories
such as Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC), bicycle and pedestrian improvements,
local streets and roads preservation, and planning activities, while also providing dedicated
funding opportunities for Safe Routes to School activities and PCAs.

The early outcomes of the OBAG 1 program are documented in the One Bay Area Grant Report Card
located at: (http://files.mtc.ca.gov/pdf/OBAG Report Card.pdf). The key findings of the report highlight
a variety of improvements as compared to previous federal highway funding programs, including:
increased grant and project size, complexity, and multi-modality; significant investments in active
transportation and TLC projects; region wide achievement of PDA investment targets; and compliance
with local performance and accountability requirements. Considering the positive results achieved in
OBAG 1, and in order to further extend the timeframe for OBAG to meet its policy goals, OBAG 2
maintains largely the same framework and policies.

REVENUE ESTIMATES AND PROGRAM ARCHITECTURE

OBAG 2 funding is based on anticipated future federal transportation program apportionments
from the regional Surface Transportation Block Grant Program (STP) and Congestion Mitigation
and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) Programs. Originally, the programming capacity
estimated for OBAG 2 amounted to $790 million (down from $827 million programmed with
OBAG 1). The estimated decrease in revenues between program cycles reflects annual
apportionment amounts in the federal surface transportation act (Moving Ahead for Progress in
the 21° Century Act, or MAP-21) authorized after approval of OBAG 1 not keeping pace with
estimated growth rates, as well as changes in state and federal programs that impacted
estimated regional funding levels (such as the elimination of the Transportation Enhancements
(TE) program). Subsequent to the Commission’s original adoption of OBAG 2, Congress
approved the Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act, providing an additional

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
OBAG 2 — One Bay Area Grant Program Page 1
Project Selection Criteria and Programming Policy
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estimated $72 million during the OBAG 2 period. The revised total STP/CMAQ funding for OBAG
2 is $862 million.

The OBAG 2 program continues to integrate the region’s federal transportation program with
California’s climate statutes and the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS), and contributes to
the implementation of the goals and objectives of the Regional Transportation Plan. Funding
distribution formulas to the counties will continue to encourage land-use, housing and complete
streets policies that support the production of housing with supportive transportation
investments. This is accomplished through the following principles:

1. Realistic Revenue Assumptions:

OBAG 2 funding is based on anticipated future federal transportation program
apportionments. In past years, the Surface Transportation Block Grant
Program/Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement programs (STP/CMAQ)
have not grown, and changes in the federal and state programs (such as elimination of
the Transportation Enhancement (TE) program) resulted in decreases that were not
anticipated when OBAG 1 was developed. For the initial OBAG 2 estimates, a 2% annual
escalation rate above current federal revenues was assumed, consistent with the mark-
up of the Developing a Reliable and Innovative Vision for the Economy (DRIVE) Act by
the Senate Environment and Public Works Committee. Even with the 2% escalation,
revenues for OBAG 2 were expected to be 4% less than OBAG 1 revenues. Following the
Commission’s original adoption of OBAG 2, an additional $72 million in FAST Act
revenue was made available, for a total of $862 million for OBAG 2 - an increase of 4%
over the OBAG 1 funding level.

If there are significant changes in federal apportionments over the OBAG 2 time period,
MTC will return to the Commission to recommend adjustments to the program. These
adjustments could include increasing or decreasing funding amounts for one or more
programs, postponement of projects, expansion of existing programs, development of
new programs, or adjustments to subsequent programming cycles.

Upon enactment and extension of the federal surface transportation authorizations
expected during the OBAG funding period, MTC will need to closely monitor any new
federal programs, their eligibility rules, and how funding is distributed to the states and
regions. It is anticipated that any changes to the current federal programs would likely
overlap to a large extent with projects that are currently eligible for funding under 23
U.S.C., although the actual fund sources may no longer mirror the current STP and
CMAQ programs. Therefore, any reference to a specific fund source in the OBAG 2
programming serves as a proxy for replacement fund sources for which MTC has
discretionary project selection and programming authority.

OBAG 2 programming capacity is based on apportionment rather than obligation
authority. Because obligation authority (the amount actually received) is less than the
apportionment level, there is typically a carryover balance from year to year of unfunded

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
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commitments. MTC's current negative obligation authority imbalance is $51 million, and
has held steady the past few years as a result of the region’s excellent delivery record.
Successful project delivery has allowed MTC to capture additional, unused obligation
authority (OA) from other states, enabling the region to deliver additional projects each
year. Because this negative balance has held steady, there does not appear to be a need
to true-up the difference at this time. MTC staff will continue to monitor this OA shortfall
throughout the OBAG 2 period and make adjustments as necessary in the next round of
programming.

2. Support Existing Programs:
Originally, the OBAG program was expected to face declining revenues from $827 million
in OBAG 1 to $790 million in OBAG 2. Therefore, no new programs were introduced with
OBAG 2 and the anticipated funding reduction was spread among the various

transportation needs supported in OBAG 1. With the $72 million in additional revenues
from the FAST Act, funding for OBAG 2 increased to $862 million.

The OBAG 2 program categories and commitments for the regional and county
programs are outlined in Appendix A-1.

3. Support Plan Bay Area’s Sustainable Communities Strategy by Linking OBAG
Funding to Housing:

County Program Distribution Formula

OBAG 1's county distribution formula leveraged transportation dollars to reward
jurisdictions that produce housing and accept housing allocations through the Regional
Housing Need Allocation (RHNA) process. The formula also considered the share of
affordable housing within housing production and RHNA allocations.

In OBAG 2, the county distribution formula is updated to use the latest housing data
from the Association of Bay Area Government (ABAG). The formula is also based on
housing over a longer time frame, considering housing production between 1999 and
2006 (weighted 30%) and between 2007 and 2014 (weighted 70%) in order to mitigate
the effect of the recent recession and major swings in housing permit approvals.

The OBAG 2 formula places additional emphasis on housing production and the share of
affordable housing within both production and RHNA. The formula also expands the
definition of affordable housing to include housing for moderate-income households in
addition to low- and very low-income households. Furthermore, housing production is
capped at the total RHNA allocation.

The distribution formula factors for OBAG 2 are detailed in the table below.

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
OBAG 2 — One Bay Area Grant Program Page 3
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OBAG 2 County Distribution Formula Factors

Housing Housing Housing
Population RHNA Production | Affordability *
OBAG 2 50% 20% 30% 60%

*OBAG 2 housing affordability factor includes housing at the very low, low and moderate income
levels which are weighted within both housing production and RHNA allocation.

The distribution formula is further adjusted to ensure that CMA base planning funds are
no more than 50% of the total distribution for that county. The resulting proposed
county program formula distributions are presented in Appendix A-2.

Priority Development Areas (PDAs)

OBAG 2 continues to support the SCS for the Bay Area by promoting transportation
investments in Priority Development Areas (PDAs).

e PDA Investment targets remain at OBAG 1 levels: 50% for the four North Bay
counties and 70% for the remaining counties.

e PDA Investment and Growth Strategies should play a strong role in guiding the
County CMA project selection and be aligned with the Plan Bay Area update cycle.

Priority Conservation Areas (PCAs)

OBAG 2 maintains the two separate Priority Conservation Area (PCA) programs as
introduced in OBAG 1, with one program dedicating funding to the four North Bay
counties and one competitive program for the remaining counties.

4. Continue Flexibility and Local Transportation Investment Decision Making:

OBAG 2 continues to provide the same base share of the funding pot (40%) to the
county CMAs for local decision-making. The program allows CMAs the flexibility to
invest in various transportation categories, such as Transportation for Livable
Communities (TLC), bicycle and pedestrian improvements, local streets and roads
preservation, and planning and outreach activities.

In addition to the base county program, two previously regional programs, Safe Routes
to School and the Federal-Aid Secondary (rural roads), have been consolidated into the
county program with guaranteed minimum funding amounts to ensure the programs
continue to be funded at specified levels.

5. Cultivate Linkages with Local Land-Use Planning:

As a condition to access funds, local jurisdictions need to continue to align their general
plans’ housing and complete streets policies as a part of OBAG 2 and as separately
required by state law.

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
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Complete Streets Requirement

Jurisdictions must adopt a complete streets resolution by the date the CMAs submit
their OBAG 2 project recommendations to MTC, incorporating MTC's required
complete streets elements as outlined in MTC's Complete Streets Guidance.

Alternatively, to recognize local jurisdictions’ efforts to update their general plan
circulation element to incorporate the provisions of the 2008 Complete Streets Act in
response to the provisions stated in OBAG 1, a jurisdiction may adopt a significant
revision to the circulation element of the general plan that complies with the Act
after January 1, 2010 and before the date the CMAs submit their OBAG 2 project
recommendations to MTC.

The approach above focuses on the adoption of local complete streets resolutions,
while acknowledging the jurisdictions that took efforts to update their circulation
element in anticipation of future OBAG requirements.

Housing Element Reguirement

Jurisdictions (cities and counties) must have a general plan housing element adopted
and certified by the California Department of Housing and Community Development
(HCD) for 2014-2022 RHNA by May 31, 2015. Jurisdictions that have failed to meet
this deadline must have their housing elements certified by HCD by June 30, 2016 in
order to be eligible to receive OBAG 2 funding.

Furthermore, under state statute, jurisdictions are required to submit Housing
Element Annual Reports by April 1 every year. All cities and counties receiving OBAG
2 funding must comply with this requirement during the entire OBAG 2 funding
period or risk deprogramming of OBAG 2 funding.

The complete streets and housing requirements are not required for jurisdictions with no
general plan or land use authority such as Caltrans, CMAs or transit agencies under a JPA
or district (not under the governance of a local jurisdiction). However, in such instances
the jurisdiction in which the project is physically located must meet these requirements,
except for transit/rail agency property such as, track, rolling stock or a maintenance
facility.

Surplus Land Requirement

Cities and counties receiving funds through the County Program must adopt a
surplus land resolution by the date the CMAs submit their OBAG 2 project
recommendations to MTC. The resolution must verify that any disposition of surplus
land undertaken by the jurisdiction complies with the State Surplus Land Act, as
amended by AB 2135, 2014. MTC will issue guidance to assist cities and counties in
drafting a resolution to meet this requirement. This guidance will be posted on the
OBAG 2 website: http://mtc.ca.gov/our-work/fund-invest/federal-funding/obag-2.

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
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This requirement shall not apply to charter cities unless and until a final court decision is
rendered that charter cities are subject to the provisions of the Act. In addition, the
resolution is not required for public agencies with no general plan or land use authority.

6. Continue Transparency and Outreach to the Public Throughout the Process:

CMAs will continue to report on their outreach process as part of their solicitation and
selection of projects for OBAG. Each CMA will develop a memorandum addressing
outreach efforts, agency coordination, distribution methodology and Title VI compliance.
CMA reporting requirements are provided in Appendix A-10, the Checklist for CMA and
Local Jurisdiction Compliance with MTC Resolution 4202.

PROGRAM CATEGORIES AND PROJECT LIST
Appendix A-1 outlines the OBAG 2 program categories and commitments.

Attachment B of Resolution 4202 contains the list of projects to be programmed under the
OBAG 2 program. Attachments B-1 and B-2 list the projects receiving OBAG 2 funding through
the regional programs and county programs respectively. The project lists are subject to project
selection actions (conducted by MTC for most of the regional programs and by the CMAs for
the county programs and other funds distributed to them). MTC staff will update Attachments
B-1 and B-2 as projects are selected or revised by the Commission and CMAs and are included
in the federal Transportation Improvement Program (TIP).

GENERAL PROGRAMMING POLICIES
The following programming policies apply to all projects funded in OBAG 2:

1. Public Involvement. MTC is committed to a public involvement process that is proactive
and provides comprehensive information, timely public notice, public access to key
decisions, and opportunities for continuing involvement. MTC provides many methods to
fulfill this commitment, as outlined in the MTC Public Participation Plan, Resolution No. 4174.
The Commission’s adoption of the OBAG 2 program, including policy and procedures, meets
the provisions of the MTC Public Participation Plan. MTC's advisory committees and the Bay
Area Partnership have been consulted in the development of funding commitments and
policies for this program; and opportunities to comment have been provided to other
stakeholders and members of the public.

Furthermore, investments made in the OBAG 2 program must be consistent with federal Title
VI requirements. Title VI prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color, income, and
national origin in programs and activities receiving federal financial assistance. Public
outreach to and involvement of individuals in low income and minority communities covered
under Title VI of the Civil Rights Act and the Executive Order pertaining to Environmental
Justice is critical to both local and regional decisions. Additionally, when CMAs select
projects for funding at the county level, they must consider equitable solicitation and
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selection of project candidates in accordance with federal Title VI requirements (as set forth
in Appendix A-7).

Commission Approval of Programs and Projects and the Transportation Improvement
Program (TIP). Projects approved as part of the OBAG 2 program must be amended into
the TIP. The federally-required TIP is a comprehensive listing of all San Francisco Bay Area
surface transportation projects that receive federal funds, and/or are subject to a federally
required action, such as federal environmental clearance, and/or are regionally significant for
air quality conformity or modeling purposes. It is the project sponsor’s responsibility to
ensure their project is properly programmed in the TIP in a timely manner. Where CMAs are
responsible for project selection, the Commission will revise the TIP to include the resulting
projects and Attachment B to this Resolution may be updated by MTC staff to reflect these
revisions. Where responsibility for project selection is assigned to MTC, TIP amendments and
a revision to Attachment B to add or delete a project will be reviewed and approved by the
Commission. Changes to existing projects in Attachment B may be made by MTC staff
following approval of a related TIP revision.

Minimum Grant Size. Funding grants per project must be a minimum of $500,000 for
counties with a population over 1 million (Alameda, Contra Costa, and Santa Clara counties)
and $250,000 for counties with a population under one million (Marin, Napa, San Francisco,
San Mateo, Solano, and Sonoma counties). The objective of a grant minimum requirement is
to maximize the efficient use of federal funds and minimize the number of federal-aid
projects which place administrative burdens on project sponsors, CMAs, MTC, Caltrans, and
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) staff.

To provide flexibility, an alternative averaging approach may be used. For this approach, a
CMA may program grant amounts no less than $100,000 for any project, provided that the
overall average of all grant amounts within their County CMA Program meets the county
minimum grant amount threshold. This lower threshold of $100,000 also applies to Safe
Routes to School projects, which are typically of smaller scale.

Furthermore, all OBAG 2 programming amounts must be rounded to thousands.

Air Quality Conformity. In the Bay Area, it is the responsibility of MTC to make a regional
air quality conformity determination for the TIP in accordance with federal Clean Air Act
requirements and Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) conformity regulations. MTC
evaluates the impact of the TIP on regional air quality during the update of the TIP. Non-
exempt projects that are not incorporated in the current finding for the TIP will not be
considered for funding in the OBAG 2 program until the development of a subsequent air
quality finding for the TIP. Additionally, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has
designated the Bay Area as a non-attainment area for fine particulate matter (PM3s).
Therefore, based on consultation with the MTC Air Quality Conformity Task Force, projects
deemed Projects of Air Quality Concern (POAQC) must complete a hot-spot analysis as
required by the Transportation Conformity Rule. Generally, POAQC are those projects that
result in significant increases in, or concentrations of, emissions from diesel vehicles.
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5. Environmental Clearance. Project sponsors are responsible for compliance with the
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code § 21000 et
seq.), the State Environmental Impact Report Guidelines (14 California Code of Regulations
Section § 15000 et seq.), and the National Environmental Protection Act (42 U.S.C. § 4321 et
seq.) standards and procedures for all projects with federal funds.

6. Application and Resolution of Local Support. Once a project has been selected for
funding, project sponsors must submit a completed project application for each project
through MTC's Funding Management System (FMS). The project application consists of two
parts: 1) a project submittal and/or TIP revision request to MTC staff through FMS, and 2) a
Resolution of Local Support approved by the project sponsor’s governing board or council
and submitted in FMS. A template for the Resolution of Local Support can be downloaded
from the MTC website using the following link: http://mtc.ca.gov/our-work/fund-
invest/federal-funding/obag-2.

7. Project Screening and Compliance with Regional and Federal Requirements. MTC staff
will perform a review of projects proposed for OBAG 2 to ensure 1) eligibility; 2) consistency
with the region’s long-range plan; and 3) project readiness. In addition, project sponsors
must adhere to directives such as the Complete Streets Requirements, Housing Element
Requirements, and the Regional Project Funding Delivery Policy (MTC Resolution No. 3606),
as outlined below, and provide the required matching funds. Project sponsors should note
that fund source programs, eligibility criteria, and regulations may change as a result of the
passage of new surface transportation authorization legislation. In this situation, MTC staff
will work to realign new fund sources with the funding commitments approved by the
Commission.

» Federal Project Eligibility: STP is the most flexible source of federal funding, with a
wide range of projects that may be considered eligible. Eligible projects include
roadway and bridge improvements (construction, reconstruction, rehabilitation,
resurfacing, restoration), public transit capital improvements, pedestrian and bicycle
facilities, transportation system management, transportation demand management,
transportation control measures, mitigation related to an STP project, surface
transportation planning activities, and safety. More detailed eligibility requirements
can be found in 23 U.S.C § 133 and at: http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/map21/
factsheets/stp.cfm.

CMAQ is a more targeted funding source. In general, CMAQ funds may be used for
new or expanded transportation projects, programs, and operations that help reduce
emissions. Eligible project categories that meet this basic criteria include:
Transportation activities in an approved State Implementation Plan (SIP),
Transportation Control Measures (TCMs), alternative fuels, traffic flow improvements,
transit expansion projects, new bicycle and pedestrian facilities and programs, travel
demand management, outreach and rideshare activities, telecommuting programs,
intermodal freight, planning and project development activities, and experimental
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pilot projects. For more detailed information, refer to FHWA's revised guidance
provided at: http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/air_quality/
cmag/policy and guidance/.

MTC reserves the right to assign specific fund sources to projects based on availability
and eligibility requirements. In the event that a new surface transportation
authorization is enacted during implementation of OBAG 2 that materially alters these
programs, MTC staff will work with the CMAs and project sponsors to match projects
with appropriate federal fund programs.

» RTP Consistency: Projects funded through OBAG 2 must be consistent with the
adopted Regional Transportation Plan (currently Plan Bay Area). Project sponsors
must identify each project’s relationship with meeting the goals and objectives of the
RTP, including the specific RTP ID number or reference. RTP consistency will be
verified by MTC staff for all OBAG 2 projects. Projects in the County program will also
be reviewed by CMA staff prior to submitting selected projects to MTC.

» Complete Streets Policy: Federal, state and regional policies and directives emphasize
the accommodation of bicyclists, pedestrians, and persons with disabilities when
designing transportation facilities. MTC's Complete Streets Policy (MTC Resolution No.
3765) created a checklist that is intended for use on projects to ensure the
accommodation of non-motorized travelers is considered at the earliest conception or
design phase. The county CMAs ensure that project sponsors complete the checklist
before projects are considered by the county for OBAG 2 funding and submitted to
MTC. The CMAs are required to make completed checklists available to their Bicycle
and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) for review prior to CMAs' project selection
actions.

Related state policies include: Caltrans Complete Streets Policy Deputy Directive 64
R1, which stipulates pedestrians, bicyclists and persons with disabilities must be
considered in all programming, planning, maintenance, construction, operations, and
project development activities and products; and the California Complete Streets Act
of 2008, which requires local agency general plan circulation elements to address all
travel modes.

» Project Delivery and Monitoring: OBAG 2 funding is available in the following five
federal fiscal years: 2017-18, 2018-19, 2019-20, 2020-21, and 2021-22. Funds may be
programmed in any of these years, conditioned upon the availability of federal
apportionment and obligation authority (OA), and subject to TIP financial constraint
requirements. In addition, in order to provide uninterrupted funding to ongoing
efforts and to provide more time to prepare for the effective delivery of capital
projects, priority of funding for the first year of programming apportionment
(FY 2017-18) will be provided to ongoing programs, such as regional and CMA
planning, non-infrastructure projects, and the preliminary engineering phase of capital
projects.
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Specific programming timelines will be determined through the development of the
Annual Obligation Plan, which is developed by MTC staff in collaboration with the Bay
Area Partnership technical working groups and project sponsors. Once programmed
in the TIP, the funds must be obligated by FHWA or transferred to the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) within the federal fiscal year the funds are programmed in the
TIP. Additionally, all OBAG 2 funds must be obligated no later than January 31, 2023.

Obligation deadlines, project substitutions and redirection of project savings will
continue to be governed by the MTC Regional Project Funding Delivery Policy (MTC
Resolution No. 3606 and any subsequent revisions). All funds are subject to
obligation, award, invoicing, reimbursement and project close-out requirements. The
failure to meet these deadlines may result in the de-programming and redirection of
funds to other projects.

To further facilitate project delivery and ensure all federal funds in the region are
meeting federal and state regulations and deadlines, every recipient of OBAG 2
funding is required to identify and maintain a staff position that serves as the single
point of contact (SPOC) for the implementation of all FHWA-administered funds
within that agency. The person in this position must have sufficient knowledge and
expertise in the federal-aid delivery process to coordinate issues and questions that
may arise from project inception to project close-out. The agency is required to
identify the contact information for this position at the time of programming of funds
in the TIP, and to notify MTC immediately when the position contact has changed.
This person will be expected to work closely with FHWA, Caltrans, MTC and the
respective CMA on all issues related to federal funding for all FHWA-funded projects
implemented by the recipient.

Project sponsors that continue to miss delivery milestones and funding deadlines for
any federal funds are required to prepare and update a delivery status report on all
projects with FHWA-administered funds they manage, and participate, if requested, in
a consultation meeting with the county CMA, MTC and Caltrans prior to MTC
approving future programming or including any funding revisions for the agency in
the TIP. The purpose of the status report and consultation is to ensure the local public
agency has the resources and technical capacity to deliver FHWA federal-aid projects,
is fully aware of the required delivery deadlines, and has developed a delivery timeline
that takes into consideration the requirements and lead-time of the federal-aid
process within available resources.

By applying for and accepting OBAG 2 funding, the project sponsor is acknowledging
that it has and will maintain the expertise and staff resources necessary to deliver the
federal-aid project within the project-funding timeframe.

» Funding Exchange: Sometimes federal funds may not be the best fit for projects being
implemented to meet plan and program goals and objectives. In such cases, federal
OBAG funding may be exchanged with non-federal funds. MTC staff will work with the
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CMAs when such opportunities arise. Such exchanges must be consistent with MTC's
fund exchange policy (MTC Resolution No. 3331) and the locally-funded project must
be included in the federal TIP.

» Local Match: Projects funded with STP or CMAQ funding require a non-federal local
match. Although local match requirements are subject to change, the current local
match requirement for STP and CMAQ funded projects in California is 11.47% of the
total project cost, with FHWA providing up to 88.53% of the total project cost through
reimbursements. For capital projects, sponsors that fully fund the project
development or Preliminary Engineering (PE) phase with non-federal funds may use
toll credits in lieu of a match for the construction phase. For these projects, sponsors
must still meet all federal requirements for the PE phase.

» Fixed Program and Specific Project Selection: Projects are chosen for the program
based on eligibility, project merit, and deliverability within established deadlines. The
OBAG 2 program is project-specific and the funds programmed to projects are for
those projects alone.

The OBAG 2 program funding is fixed at the programmed amount; therefore, any
project cost increases may not be covered by additional OBAG 2 funds. Project
sponsors are responsible for securing the necessary match, and for cost increases or
additional funding needed to complete the project, including contingencies.

REGIONAL PROGRAMS

The programs below comprise the OBAG 2 Regional Programs, managed by MTC. Funding
amounts for each program are included in Appendix A-1. Individual projects will be added to
Attachment B-1 and B-2 as they are selected and included in the federal TIP.

1. Regional Planning Activities
This program provides funding to support regional planning and outreach activities.

Appendix A-3 details the funding amounts and distribution for planning and outreach activities.

2. Pavement Management Program

This continues the region’s acclaimed Pavement Management Program (PMP) and related
activities including the Pavement Technical Assistance Program (PTAP), training, and regional
and statewide local streets and roads needs assessment. MTC provides grants to local
jurisdictions to perform regular inspections of their local streets and roads networks and to
update their pavement management systems which is a requirement to receive certain funding.
MTC also assists local jurisdictions in conducting associated data collection and analysis efforts
including local roads needs assessments and inventory surveys and asset management analysis
that feed into regional planning efforts. MTC provides, training, research and development of
pavement and non-pavement preservation management techniques, and participates in the
statewide local streets and roads needs assessment effort.
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To support the collection and analysis of local roads asset conditions for regional planning
efforts and statewide funding advocacy, and to be eligible for OBAG 2 funding for local streets
and roads, a jurisdiction must:

e Have a certified Pavement Management Program (StreetSaver® or equivalent) updated
at least once every three years (with a one-year extension allowed); and

e Fully participate in the statewide local streets and road needs assessment survey
(including any assigned funding contribution); and

e Provide updated information to the Highway Performance Monitoring System (HPMS) at
least once every 3 years (with a one-year grace period allowed).

3. Regional Priority Development Area (PDA) Planning & Implementation
Funding in this program implements the following:

Regional PDA Planning and Implementation: The PDA Planning Program places an emphasis on
intensifying land uses at and near transit stations and along transit corridors in PDAs. The key
goals of the program are to: increase supply of affordable and market rate housing, jobs and
services within the PDA planning area; boost transit ridership and thereby reduce vehicle miles
traveled by PDA residents, employees and visitors; increase walking and bicycling by improving
multi-modal access and effectively managing parking; and locate key services and retail within
the PDA planning area. Funding is available for regional planning and implementation efforts
and grants to jurisdictions to provide PDA planning support, and typically fund specific plans
and programmatic Environmental Impact Reports. PDA plans funded through the program focus
on a range of transit-supportive elements including market demand analysis, affordable housing
strategies, multi-modal connectivity including pedestrian-friendly design standards, parking
demand analysis, infrastructure development, implementation planning and financing strategies
and implementation of the best practices identified in the Air District’s Planning Healthy Places
guidelines.

The PDA Planning Program will give priority to cities with high risk of displacement in order to
support the development of local policies and programs to meaningfully address identified
housing issues.

Community-Based Transportation Planning: A portion of this program will be dedicated to the
Community-Based Transportation Planning (CBTP) grant program. These locally-led plans
address the mobility needs of low-income households in the region’s 35 Communities of
Concern. Grant funds will be used to update CBTPs that are in many cases more than 10 years
old.

Naturally Occurring Affordable Housing (NOAH): Consistent with the OBAG 2 framework and
PDA Planning Program, a NOAH revolving loan fund will be established as a complement to the
existing TOAH loan products for new construction. NOAH loans would be used to buy
apartment buildings to create long-term affordability where displacement risk is high and to
secure long-term affordability in currently subsidized units that are set to expire. NOAH
investments will be made in PDAs or Transit Priority Areas.
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4. Climate Initiatives Program

The purpose of the OBAG 2 Climate Initiatives Program is to support the implementation of
strategies identified in Plan Bay Area to achieve the required CO, emissions reductions per
SB375 and federal criteria pollutant reductions. Investments focus on projects and programs
with effective greenhouse gas emission reduction results.

Spare the Air Youth: A portion of the Climate Initiatives program would be directed to the
implementation of Spare the Air Youth program.

5. Regional Active Operational Management

This program is administered at the regional level by MTC to actively manage congestion
through cost-effective operational strategies that improve mobility and system efficiency across
freeways, arterials and transit modes. Funding continues to be directed to evolving MTC
operational programs such as next generation 511, Freeway Service Patrol (FSP), incident
management program, managed lanes and regional rideshare program. Funding will also be
directed to new initiatives such as the Columbus Day Initiative that deploys advanced
technologies and Transportation Management Systems that ensures the existing and new
technology infrastructure is operational and well-maintained.

Columbus Day Initiative

The Columbus Day Initiative (CDI) builds on the proven success of its predecessor program (the
Freeway Performance Initiative), which implemented traditional fixed time-of-day freeway ramp
metering and arterial signal timing projects that achieved significant delay reduction and safety
on Bay Area freeways and arterials at a fraction of the cost of traditional highway widening
projects. The CDI aims to deliver cost-effective, technology-driven operational improvement
projects such as, adaptive ramp metering, hard shoulder running lanes, queue warning signs,
connected vehicle technologies, shared mobility technologies, and regional arterial operations
strategies. Projects would target priority freeway and arterial corridors with significant
congestion. Funding for performance monitoring activities and corridor studies is included to
monitor the state of the system and to identify and assess the feasibility of operational
strategies to be deployed.

Transportation Management Systems

This program includes the operations and management of highway operations field equipment;
critical freeway and incident management functions; and Transportation Management Center
(TMC) staff resources needed to actively operate and maintain the highway system.

Bay Bridge Forward Project

As part of the overall OBAG 2 framework, this project encompasses the implementation of
several near-term, cost-effective operational improvements that offer travel time savings,
reliability and lower costs for carpooling and bus/ferry transit use to increase person throughput
and reduce congestion, incidents, and emissions in the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge
corridor.
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6. Transit Priorities Program

The objective of the Transit Priorities Program is to assist transit operators to fund major fleet
replacements, including the BART Car Replacement Phase 1 project, fixed guideway
rehabilitation and other high-scoring capital needs, including replacement of Clipper equipment
and development of Clipper 2.0, that are consistent with MTC's Transit Capital Priorities policy
for programming federal transit funds (MTC Resolution 4140 or successor resolution).

The program also implements elements of the Transit Sustainability Project by making transit-
supportive investments in major transit corridors that can be carried out within two years
through the Transit Performance Initiative (TPI). The focus of TPI is on making cost-effective
operational improvements on significant trunk lines which carry the largest number of
passengers in the Bay Area including transit signal prioritization, passenger circulation
improvements at major hubs, boarding/stop improvements and other improvements to improve
the passenger experience.

7. Priority Conservation Area (PCA) Program

The Priority Conservation Area (PCA) Program provides funding for the development of plans
and projects to assist in the preservation and enhancement of rural lands. Specifically, projects
must support Plan Bay Area by preserving and enhancing the natural, economic and social value
of rural lands and open space amidst a growing population across the Bay Area, for residents
and businesses. The PCA program includes one approach for the North Bay counties (Marin,
Napa, Solano, and Sonoma) and a second approach for the remaining five counties.

In the North Bay, each of the four CMAs will take the lead to develop a county-wide program,
building on PCA planning conducted to date to select projects for funding.

For the remaining counties, MTC will partner with the Coastal Conservancy, a California State
agency, to program the PCA funds. MTC will provide federal funding which will be combined
with the Coastal Conservancy’s own program funds in order to support a broader range of
projects (i.e. land acquisition and easement projects) than can be accommodated with federal
transportation dollars alone. The Coastal Conservancy, MTC, and ABAG staff will cooperatively
manage the call for proposals.

The minimum non-federal match required for PCA-program funding is 2:1.

As a part of the update to Plan Bay Area, MTC is exploring implementing a Regional Advance
Mitigation Planning (RAMP) Program. RAMP would mitigate certain environmental impacts from
multiple planned transportation projects, rather than mitigating on a less-efficient per-project
level. Partnering arrangements can be established to leverage multiple fund sources in order to
maximize benefits of the RAMP and PCA programs. As such, PCA funds may be used to deliver
net environmental benefits to a RAMP program project.

In instances where federal funds may not be used for this purpose, sponsors may exchange
OBAG 2 funds with eligible non-federal funds. Such exchanges must be consistent with MTC's
fund exchange policy (MTC Resolution No. 3331).

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
OBAG 2 — One Bay Area Grant Program Page 14
Project Selection Criteria and Programming Policy

43



Attachment A, MTC Resolution No. 4202
November 18, 2015
Revised 07/27/16-C

Appendix A-9 outlines the framework for this program including goals, project screening,
eligibility, eligible sponsors, and project selection.

8. Housing Production Incentive

As part of the OBAG 2 framework, MTC will develop a challenge grant program for the
production of affordable housing. The purpose of the program is to reward local jurisdictions
that produce the most housing units at the very low, low, and moderate income levels.

The proposed concept for this program is to set a six year target for production of low and
moderate income housing units (2015 through 2020), based on the housing unit needs
identified through the Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) for 2014-22. The target for
the proposed challenge grant period is approximately 80,000 low and moderate income units
(35,000 very low, 22,000 low and 25,000 moderate units, for a total of 82,000 units, derived from
the years of the current RHNA cycle). The units would need to be located in PDA's or in Transit
Priority Areas (TPA's). Additionally, to be credited towards reaching the production targets, very
low and low income units need to be deed restricted; moderate income units do not require
deed restriction to be credited in the program.

At the end of the production challenge cycle, MTC will distribute grant funds to the jurisdictions
that contribute the most toward reaching the regional production target. To keep the grant size
large enough to serve as an incentive for housing production, the grant program would be
limited to no more than the top ten producers of affordable housing units, or fewer, if the
80,000 unit target is reached by less than ten cities. Staff will provide annual progress reports on
production of affordable housing units.

The funds provided would be STP/CMAQ, and would need to be used only for federally eligible
transportation purposes.

COUNTY PROGRAMMING POLICIES

The policies below apply to the programs managed by the county Congestion Management
Agencies (CMAs) or substitute agency:

» Program Eligibility: The CMA, or substitute agency, may program funds from its
OBAG 2 county fund distribution to projects that meet the eligibility requirements for
any of the following transportation improvement types:

e Planning and Outreach Activities

e Local Streets and Roads Preservation

e Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements

e Transportation for Livable Communities

¢ Safe Routes To School

e Priority Conservation Areas

e Federal Aid Secondary (FAS) Improvements

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
OBAG 2 — One Bay Area Grant Program Page 15
Project Selection Criteria and Programming Policy

44



Attachment A, MTC Resolution No. 4202
November 18, 2015
Revised 07/27/16-C

» Fund Sources & Formula Distribution: OBAG 2 is funded primarily from two federal
fund sources: STP and CMAQ. The CMAs will be provided a breakdown of specific
OBAG 2 fund sources, with the understanding that actual fund sources are subject to
change. Should there be significant changes to federal fund sources, MTC staff will
work with the CMAs to identify and realign new fund sources with the funding
commitments approved by the Commission. Furthermore, due to strict funding
availability and eligibility requirements, the CMAs must adhere to the fund source
limitations provided. Exceptions may be granted by MTC staff based on actual fund
source availability and final federal apportionment levels.

Consistent with OBAG 1, 60% of available OBAG 2 funding is assigned to Regional
Programs and 40% assigned to the base County CMA Programs. The Safe Routes to
School (SRTS) and Federal Aid Secondary (FAS) programs augment the county base
funding, bringing the final proportionate share to 55% regional and 45% county. The
Base county funds (SRTS & FAS have their own formula distribution) are distributed to
each county based on the OBAG 2 county distribution formula (see page 3). Counties
are further guaranteed that the funding amount for planning purposes will not exceed
50% of their total distribution. This results in the county of Napa receiving additional
funding. This planning guarantee clause results in a slight deviation in the final OBAG 2
fund distribution for each county. The base County CMA Program fund distribution
after the planning guarantee adjustment is shown in Appendix A-2.

» Priority Development Area (PDA) Policies

e PDA minimum investment: CMAs in larger counties (Alameda, Contra Costa,
San Mateo, San Francisco, and Santa Clara) shall direct at least 70% of their
OBAG 2 investments to PDAs. For North Bay counties (Marin, Napa, Solano,
and Sonoma) this minimum target is 50% to reflect the more rural nature of
these counties. CMA planning and outreach costs partially count towards PDA
minimum investment targets (70% or 50%, in line with each county’s PDA
minimum investment target). The guaranteed minimum for Priority
Conservation Area (PCA), Safe Routes to School (SRTS), and Federal Aid
Secondary (FAS) do not count towards PDA targets. The PDA/non-PDA
funding split is shown in Appendix A-2.

e PDA boundary delineation: Refer to http://gis.mtc.ca.gov/interactive_maps/
Which provides a GIS overlay of the PDAs in the Bay Area to exact map
boundaries including transportation facilities. This map is updated as ABAG
approves new PDA designations.

e Defining proximate access to PDAs: The CMAs may determine that a project
located outside of a PDA provides proximate access to the PDA, and thus
counts towards the county’s minimum PDA investment target. The CMA is
required to map these projects along with the associated PDA(s) and provide
a policy justification for designating the project as supporting a PDA through
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proximate access. This information should assist decision makers,
stakeholders, and the public in evaluating the impact of the investment on a
nearby PDA, to determine whether or not the investment should be credited
towards the county’s PDA minimum investment target. This information must
be presented for public review when the CMA board acts on OBAG
programming decisions.

e PDA Investment & Growth Strategy: Updates to each county’s PDA
Investment & Growth Strategy are required every four years and must be
adopted by the CMA Board. The updates should be coordinated with the
countywide plan and Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) updates to inform
RTP development decisions. Interim status reports are required two years
after each update to address needed revisions and provide an activity and
progress status. See Appendix A-8 for details.

» Project Selection: County CMAs or substitute agencies are given the responsibility to
develop a project selection process. The process should include solicitation of
projects, identifying evaluation criteria, conducting outreach, evaluating project
applications, and selecting projects.

e Public Involvement: In selecting projects for federal funding, the decision
making authority is responsible for ensuring that the process complies with
federal statutes and regulations. In order to ensure that the CMA process for
administering OBAG 2 is in compliance with federal regulations, CMAs are
required to lead a public outreach process as directed by Appendix A-7.

e CMAs must adopt a specific scoring methodology for funding allocation to
projects within PDAs or Transit Priority Areas (TPAs) that rewards jurisdictions
with the most effective housing anti-displacement policies.

e MTC and the CMAs will conduct an analysis of the impact of this incentive-
based scoring methodology on project selection and local anti-displacement
and affordable housing production policy development. The findings will be
used to inform future planning and funding priorities.

¢ Unified Call for Projects: CMAs are requested to issue one unified call for
projects for their OBAG 2 program. Final project lists are due to MTC by
July 31, 2017, with all associated project information submitted to MTC using
the Fund Management System (FMS) by August 31, 2017. On a case-by-case
basis and as approved in advance by MTC staff, these deadlines may be
waived to allow coordination with other county-wide call for projects or
programming needs. The goal is to coordinate the OBAG2 call for projects,
and provide project sponsors the maximum time to deliver projects.

e Project Programming Targets and Delivery Deadlines: CMAs must program
their block grant funds over the OBAG 2 period (FY 2017-18 through FY 2021-
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22).1In general, the expectation is that on-going activities such as CMA
planning, non-infrastructure projects and the Preliminary Engineering (PE)
phase of projects would use capacity in the first year, followed by the capital
phases of project in later years.

e OBAG 2 funding is subject to the provisions of the Regional Project Delivery
Policy (MTC Resolution 3606, or its successor) including the deadlines for
Request for Authorization (RFA) submittal and federal authorization/
obligation. Additionally, the following funding deadlines apply for each
county, with earlier delivery strongly encouraged:

0 At least half of the OBAG 2 funds, must be obligated (federal
authorization/FTA Transfer) by January 31, 2020.
0 All remaining OBAG 2 funds must be obligated by January 31, 2023.

» Performance and Accountability Policies: Jurisdictions need to comply with the
following policies, as well as other requirements noted in the document, in order to
be eligible recipients of OBAG 2 funds.

e Adopt a complete streets resolution by the date the CMAs submit their OBAG
2 project recommendations to MTC, incorporating MTC's required complete
streets elements as outlined in MTC's Complete Streets Guidance.

Alternatively, to recognize local jurisdiction’s efforts to update their general
plan circulation element to incorporate the provisions of the 2008 Complete
Streets Act in response to the provisions stated in OBAG 1, a jurisdiction may
adopt a significant revision to the circulation element of the general plan that
complies with the Act after January 1, 2010.

For compliance, a substantial revision of the circulation element, passed after
January 1, 2010, shall “...plan for a balanced, multimodal transportation
network that meets the needs of all users of streets, roads, and highways for
safe and convenient travel in a manner that is suitable to the rural, suburban,
or urban context of the general plan,” while complying with the other
provisions of CA Government Code Section 65302 and Complete Streets Act
of 2008.

The approach above focuses on the adoption of local complete streets
resolutions, while acknowledging the jurisdictions that took efforts to update
their circulation element in anticipation of future OBAG requirements.

e Jurisdictions (cities and counties) must have a general plan housing element
adopted and certified by the California Department of Housing and
Community Development (HCD) for 2014-2022 RHNA by May 31, 2015.
Jurisdictions that have failed to meet this deadline must have their housing
elements certified by HCD by June 30, 2016 in order to be eligible to receive
OBAG 2 funding.
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e Furthermore, under state statute, jurisdictions are required to submit Housing
Element Annual Reports by April 1 every year. All cities and counties receiving
OBAG 2 funding must comply with this statute during the entire OBAG 2
funding period or risk deprogramming of OBAG 2 funding.

e General law cities and counties must adopt a surplus land resolution by the
date the CMAs submit their OBAG 2 project recommendations to MTC. The
resolution must verify that any disposition of surplus land undertaken by the
jurisdiction complies with the State Surplus Land Act, as amended by AB
2135, 2014. MTC will issue guidance to assist cities and counties in drafting a
resolution to meet this requirement. This guidance will be posted on the
OBAG 2 website: http://mtc.ca.gov/our-work/fund-invest/federal-
funding/obag-2.

Charter cities do not have to adopt a surplus land resolution unless and until
a final court decision is rendered that charter cities are subject to the
provisions of the Act.

e For jurisdictions with local public streets and roads, to be eligible for OBAG 2
funding, the jurisdiction must:

0 Have a certified Pavement Management Program (StreetSaver® or
equivalent) updated at least once every three years (with a one-year
extension allowed);

o Fully participate in the statewide local streets and road needs
assessment survey; and

0 Provide updated information to the Highway Performance Monitoring
System (HPMS) at least once every 3 years (with a one-year grace
period allowed).

e For a transit agency project sponsor under a Joint Powers Authority (JPA) or
district (not under the governance of a local jurisdiction), or an agency where
housing and complete streets policies do not apply, the jurisdiction where the
project is located (such as station/stop improvements) will need to comply
with the policies and other requirements specified in this attachment before
funds may be programmed to the project sponsor. However, this is not
required if the project is transit/rail agency property such as, track, rolling
stock or a transit maintenance facility.

e OBAG 2 funds may not be programmed to any jurisdiction out of compliance
with the policies and other requirements specified in this attachment.

e The CMA will be responsible for tracking progress towards all OBAG 2
requirements and affirming to MTC that a jurisdiction is in compliance prior
to MTC programming OBAG 2 funds to its projects in the TIP.
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CMAs will provide the following prior to programming projects in the TIP (see
Appendix A-10):

o

Documentation of the approach used to select OBAG 2 projects
including outreach efforts, agency coordination, Title VI compliance, the
methodology used for distributing funds within the county, and the
specific scoring methodology used for allocating funds to projects
within PDAs or TPAs that rewards local jurisdictions with the most
effective housing anti-displacement policies;

The board adopted list of projects recommended for OBAG 2 funding;
Self-certification that all projects recommended for funding are
consistent with the current RTP (including documentation) and have
completed project-specific Complete Streets Checklists (including
documentation);

Identification of the Single-Point of Contact assigned by the jurisdiction
for all FHWA-funded projects, including OBAG 2 projects;
Documentation of local jurisdiction compliance with MTC's Complete
Streets Policy, including a list of the status of each jurisdiction, a letter
from the CMA for each jurisdiction describing how the jurisdiction
meets the policy requirements, and supporting documentation for each
local jurisdiction (resolutions and/or circulation elements)
Documentation of local jurisdiction compliance with MTC's Housing
Element requirements, including a list of the status of each jurisdiction’s
Annual Housing Element Progress Report as well as any supporting
documentation for each jurisdiction (progress reports and copies of
submittal letter to HCD). This documentation will be required annually
from CMAs (April 30 each year) throughout the OBAG 2 programming
period;

Documentation of compliance with the State’s Surplus Land Act
requirements, for each applicable jurisdiction (copy of adopted
resolution).

Documentation for any projects recommended for funding that apply
toward the county’s minimum PDA investment target. This includes
mapping of all mappable projects (projects with a physical location). For
projects that are not physically located within a PDA, the CMA is
required to map each project along with the associated PDA(s) and
provide a policy justification for designating each project as supporting
a PDA through proximate access. CMAs must also document that this
information was used when presenting its program of projects to their
board and the public; and

Self-certification that the PDA Investment and Growth Strategy has been
completed and adopted by the CMA Board, or will be adopted in
coordination with the RTP update. Documentation of required updates
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and interim progress reports must also be submitted by the CMAs
throughout the OBAG 2 period.

COUNTY PROGRAMS

The categories below comprise the eligible OBAG 2 County Programs, administered by the nine
county CMAs. The CMAs should ensure that the project selection process and selected projects
meet all eligibility requirements throughout this document as well as in federal statutes and
regulations. MTC staff will work with CMAs and project sponsors to resolve any eligibility issues
which may arise, including air quality conformity exceptions and requirements.

County CMA Program

The base OBAG 2 County program accounts for 40% of the total funding available through
OBAG 2 and is distributed to each county according to the OBAG 2 county formula after
accounting for the CMA Planning minimum guarantee (see Appendices A-2 and A-3). This
program includes CMA planning and outreach as well as the various projects selected through
each county’s competitive call for projects. Projects selected through the base county program
are subject to the PDA investment minimum requirements.

1. CMA Planning and Outreach

This category provides funding to the county Congestion Management Agency (CMA) or
substitute agency to support programming, monitoring and outreach activities. Such efforts
include, but are not limited to: county-based planning efforts for development of the
RTP/Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS); development of PDA growth strategies;
development and implementation of a complete streets compliance protocol; establishing land
use and travel forecasting process and procedures consistent with ABAG/MTC; ensuring the
efficient and effective delivery of federal-aid local projects; and undertaking the programming of
assigned funding and solicitation of projects.

The minimum funding level for the CMA planning and outreach program continues OBAG 1
commitments by escalating FY 2016-17 amounts at 2% per year. In addition, counties are
guaranteed that the base funding level for the CMA'’s planning and outreach program will not
exceed 50% of the county’s total OBAG 2 County Program distribution. Actual CMA planning
and outreach amounts for each county, are shown in Appendix A-3.

At their discretion, the CMAs may choose to designate additional funding from their County
Program to augment their planning and outreach efforts.

All funding and activities will be administered through an interagency agreement between MTC
and the respective CMA.

2. Local Streets and Roads Preservation
This category is for the preservation of local streets and roads on the federal-aid system. To be
eligible for funding of any Local Streets and Roads (LSR) preservation project, the jurisdiction
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must have a certified Pavement Management Program (StreetSaver® or equivalent). In addition,
selected pavement projects should be based on the needs analysis resulting from the
established Pavement Management Program (PMP) for the jurisdiction. This requirement
ensures that streets selected for investment are cost effective. MTC is responsible for verifying
the certification status of jurisdictions. The current certification status of area jurisdictions can be
found at http://www.mtc.ca.gov/services/pmp/.

Furthermore, to support the collection and analysis of local roads asset conditions for
comprehensive regional planning efforts and statewide funding advocacy, a jurisdiction must
fully participate in the statewide local streets and road needs assessment survey to be eligible
for OBAG 2 funding for pavement rehabilitation.

Eligibility requirements for specific project types are included below:

» Pavement Rehabilitation:

All pavement rehabilitation projects, including projects with pavement segments with
a Pavement Condition Index (PCI) below 70, must be consistent with segments
recommended for treatment within the programming cycle by the jurisdiction’s PMP.

» Preventive Maintenance:

Only projects where pavement segments have a PCI of 70 or above are eligible for
preventive maintenance. Furthermore, the local agency's PMP must demonstrate
that the preventive maintenance strategy is a cost effective method of extending the
service life of the pavement.

» Non-Pavement:

Eligible non-pavement activities and projects include rehabilitation or replacement of
existing features on the roadway facility, such as bridge structures, storm drains,
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES), curbs, gutters, culverts,
medians, guardrails, safety features, signals, signage, sidewalks, ramps, complete
streets elements and features that bring the facility to current standards. Jurisdictions
must have a certified PMP to be eligible to receive funding for improvements to non-
pavement features.

Activities that are not eligible for funding include: Air quality non-exempt projects (unless
granted an exception by MTC staff), new roadways, roadway extensions, right of way acquisition
for future expansion, operations, routine maintenance, spot application, enhancements that are
above and beyond repair or replacement of existing assets (other than bringing roadway to
current standards or implementing compete streets elements) and any pavement application
not recommended by the PMP unless otherwise allowed above.

Federal-Aid Eligible Facilities: Federal-aid highways as defined in 23 U.S.C. 101(a)(6) are eligible
for local streets and roads preservation funding. A federal-aid highway is a public road that is
not classified as a rural minor collector or local road (residential) or lower. Project sponsors must
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confirm the eligibility of their roadway through the Highway Performance Monitoring System
(HPMS) prior to the application for funding.

3. Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements

This category funds a wide range of bicycle and pedestrian improvements including Class [, II
and III bicycle facilities; cycle tracks; bicycle education, outreach, sharing and parking; sidewalks,
ramps, pathways and pedestrian bridges; user safety and supporting facilities; and traffic signal
actuation. Bicycle and pedestrian projects may be located on or off the federal-aid highway
system.

Additional eligibility requirements will apply to bicycle and pedestrian projects that are funded
with CMAQ funds rather than STP funds, given the more limited scope of the CMAQ funding
program. According to CMAQ eligibility requirements, bicycle and pedestrian facilities must not be
exclusively recreational and should reduce vehicle trips resulting in air pollution reductions. Also,
the hours of operation need to be reasonable and support bicycle/pedestrian needs, particularly
during commute periods. For example, the policy that a trail be closed to users before sunrise or
after sunset may limit users from using the facility during the portions of peak commute hours,
particularly during times of the year with shorter days.

4. Transportation for Livable Communities

The purpose of Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) projects is to support community-
based transportation projects that bring new vibrancy to downtown areas, commercial cores,
high-density neighborhoods, and transit corridors; enhancing their amenities and ambiance and
making them places where people want to live, work and visit. The TLC program supports the
RTP/SCS by investing in improvements and facilities that promote alternative transportation
modes rather than the single-occupant automobile.

General project categories include the following:

e Transit station improvements such as plazas, station access, pocket parks, and bicycle
parking.

e Transit expansions serving PDAs.

e Complete Streets improvements that improve bicycle and pedestrian access and
encourage use of alternative modes.

e Cost-effective, technology-driven active operational management strategies for local
arterials and for highways when used to augment other fund sources or match
challenge grants.

e Transportation Demand Management (TDM) projects including car sharing, vanpooling
traveler coordination and information, and Clipper®-related projects.

e Transit access projects connecting high density housing/jobs/mixed land use to transit,
such as bicycle/pedestrian paths and bridges and safe routes to transit.

e Streetscape projects focusing on high-impact, multi-modal improvements or
associated with high density housing/mixed use and transit, such as bulb outs,
sidewalk widening, crosswalk enhancements, audible signal modification, mid-block
crossing and signals, new striping for bicycle lanes and road diets, pedestrian street
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lighting, medians, pedestrian refuges, wayfinding signage, tree grates, bollards,
permanent bicycle racks, signal modification for bicycle detection, street trees, raised
planters, planters, costs associated with on-site storm water management, permeable
paving, and pedestrian-scaled street furniture including bus shelters, benches,
magazine racks, garbage and recycling bins.

¢ Mobility management and coordination projects that meet the specific needs of
seniors and individuals with disabilities and enhance transportation access for
populations beyond those served by one agency or organization within a community.
Examples include the integration and coordination of services for individuals with
disabilities, seniors, and low-income individuals; individualized travel training and trip
planning activities for customers; the development and operation of one-stop
transportation traveler call centers to coordinate transportation information on all
travel modes and to manage eligibility requirements and arrangements for
customers among supporting programs; and the operation of transportation
brokerages to coordinate providers, funding agencies and passengers. Selected
project sponsors may need to transfer the STP/CMAQ funds received to FTA.

e PDA planning and implementation, including projects that incentivize local PDA transit
oriented development housing (within funding eligibility limitations unless exchanged).

e Density incentives projects and non-transportation infrastructure improvements that
include density bonuses, sewer upgrade, land banking or site assembly (these projects
require funding exchanges to address federal funding eligibility limitations).

Activities that are not eligible for funding include: air quality non-exempt projects (unless
granted an exception by MTC staff), new roadways, roadway extensions, right of way acquisition
for future expansion, operations, and routine maintenance.

Additional County Programs

In addition to the base County CMA Program, OBAG 2 directs additional funds to the CMAs to
distribute to eligible project types. These programs are the Safe Routes to School (SRTS)
program, the Federal Aid Secondary Shares Continuation (FAS) program, and for the North Bay
Counties, the Priority Conservation Area (PCA) program.

1. Safe Routes to School

Eligible projects for the Safe Routes to School (SRTS) program include infrastructure and non-
infrastructure projects that facilitate reduction in vehicular travel to and from schools. It is
important to note that this program is funded exclusively by the CMAQ funding program. Given
the intent of the CMAQ program to reduce vehicular emissions, the OBAG 2 SRTS program is
targeted towards air quality improvement rather than the health or safety of school-aged
children. Despite this limitation, project eligibility under CMAQ largely overlaps with typical
eligibility requirements for Safe Routes to School programs. Detailed examples of eligible
projects are provided below:
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Eligible Non-Infrastructure Projects
Public Education and Outreach Activities
e Public education and outreach can help communities reduce emissions and congestion
by inducing drivers to change their transportation choices
e Activities that promote new or existing transportation services, developing messages and
advertising materials (including market research, focus groups, and creative), placing
messages and materials, evaluating message and material dissemination and public
awareness, technical assistance, programs that promote the Tax Code provision related
to commute benefits, and any other activities that help forward less-polluting
transportation options
e Air quality public education messages: Long-term public education and outreach can be
effective in raising awareness that can lead to changes in travel behavior and ongoing
emissions reductions; therefore, these activities may be funded indefinitely
¢ Non-construction outreach related to safe bicycle use
e Travel Demand Management (TDM) activities including traveler information services,
shuttle services, carpools, vanpools, parking pricing, etc.

Eligible Infrastructure Projects

e Constructing bicycle and pedestrian facilities (paths, sidewalks, bike racks, support
facilities, etc.), that are not exclusively recreational and reduce vehicle trips

e Programs for secure bicycle storage facilities and other facilities, including bicycle lanes,
for the convenience and protection of bicyclists, in both public and private areas

e New construction and major reconstructions of paths, tracks, or areas solely for the use
by pedestrian or other non-motorized means of transportation when economically
feasible and in the public interest

e Traffic calming measures

Exclusions found to be ineligible uses of CMAQ funds
e Walking audits and other planning activities (Upon the CMA's request and availability of
funds, STP funds will be provided for these purposes)
e Crossing guards, vehicle speed feedback devices, and traffic control that is primarily
oriented to vehicular traffic rather than bicyclists and pedestrians
e Material incentives that lack an educational message or exceed a nominal cost

Within the SRTS program, funding is distributed among the nine Bay Area counties based on
K-12 total enrollment for private and public schools as reported by the California Department of
Education for FY 2013-14 (see Appendix A-5). SRTS funding distributed to CMAs based on
enrollment is not subject to the PDA minimum investment requirements. However, if a CMA
chooses to augment the SRTS program with additional funding from their base OBAG 2 County
CMA program, this additional funding is subject to the PDA minimum investment requirements.

Before programming projects into the TIP, the CMAs shall provide the SRTS projects,
recommended county program scope, budget, schedule, agency roles, and federal funding
recipient(s).
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In programming the funds in the TIP, project sponsors may consider using non-federal funds to
fund SRTS activities ineligible for federal funding. In such instances, the sponsor is allowed to
use toll credits for the federal project, conditioned upon a minimum of 11.47% in non-federal
funds being dedicated for SRTS activities. Separate accounting of a federalized project and a
non-federalized project to fund a single program can be challenging, so care should be taken
when using this option.

CMAs with an established SRTS program may choose to program local funds for SRTS projects
in lieu of OBAG 2 funds and use the OBAG 2 funding for other eligible OBAG 2 projects. In such
instances the local SRTS project(s) must be identified at the time the CMA submits the county
OBAG 2 program to MTC and subsequently programmed in the federal TIP.

2. Federal Aid Secondary (FAS) Shares

The Federal Aid Secondary (FAS) program, which directed funding to rural roads, was eliminated
in 1991 with the passage of the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA).
However, California statutes provide for the continuation of minimum funding levels to counties,
guaranteeing their prior FAS shares for rural county roads.

The county CMAs are required to ensure the counties receive their guaranteed annual funding
through the CMA-managed OBAG county program. The county of San Francisco has no rural
roads, and therefore does not receive FAS funding. In addition, the counties of Marin, Napa, and
San Mateo may exchange their annual guaranteed FAS funding with state funding from Caltrans,
as permitted by state statute. Caltrans takes these federal funds “off the top” before distributing
regional STP funds to MTC. The CMAs for these three counties are not required to provide FAS
guaranteed funding to these three counties for years in which these counties request such an
exchange, as the statutory requirement is met through this exchange with Caltrans.

Counties may access their FAS funding at any time within the OBAG 2 period for any project
eligible for STP funding. Guaranteed minimum FAS funding amounts are determined by
California’s Federal-Aid Secondary Highways Act (California Code § 2200-2214) and are listed in
Appendix A-4. This FAS funding is not subject to the minimum PDA investment requirement.
Any additional funding provided by the CMAs to the counties from the OBAG 2 county base
formula distribution is subject to the minimum PDA investment requirements.

3. Priority Conservation Area (PCA)

The Priority Conservation Area (PCA) Program provides funding for the development of plans
and projects to assist in the preservation and enhancement of rural lands and open space.
Generally, eligible projects include PCA planning activities, bicycle and pedestrian access to open
space and parklands, visual enhancements and habitat/environmental enhancements.
Specifically, projects must support Plan Bay Area by preserving and enhancing the natural,
economic and social value of rural lands amidst a growing population across the Bay Area, for
residents and businesses.

Land acquisition for preservation purposes is not federally eligible, but may be facilitated
through CMA-initiated funding exchanges.
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The PCA funding program includes one approach for the North Bay program (Marin, Napa,
Solano, and Sonoma) and a second for the remaining five counties. In the North Bay, each CMA
will receive dedicated funding, lead a county-wide program building on PCA planning
conducted to date, and select projects for funding. For the remaining counties, MTC will partner
with the Coastal Conservancy, a California State agency, to program the PCA funds. Appendix A-
9 outlines the framework for this program including goals, project screening eligibility, eligible
sponsors, and project selection.

Any CMA may use additional funding from its base OBAG 2 County Program to expand its
dedicated PCA program (North Bay counties), augment grants received from the regionally
competitive PCA program (remaining counties), or develop its own county PCA program (all
counties).

The PCA program requires a 2:1 minimum non-federal match.

As a part of the update to Plan Bay Area, MTC is exploring implementing a Regional Advance
Mitigation Planning (RAMP) Program. RAMP would mitigate certain environmental impacts from
multiple planned transportation projects, rather than mitigating on a less-efficient per-project
level. Partnering arrangements can be established to leverage multiple fund sources in order to
maximize benefits of the RAMP and PCA programs. As such, PCA funds may be used to deliver
net environmental benefits to a RAMP program project.

In instances where federal funds may not be used for this purpose, sponsors may exchange
OBAG 2 funds with eligible non-federal funds. Such exchanges must be consistent with MTC's
fund exchange policy (MTC Resolution No. 3331).
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OBAG 2
Program

Categories

FY 2017-18 through FY 2019-22
July 27, 2016

Program Categories

Resolution No. 4202
Appendix A-1

Page 1of 1

Adopted: 11/18/15-C
Revised: 07/27/16-C

. OBAG 1 OBAG 2
Regional Program
Regional Distribution % Share Amount
Regional Categories $499.3 476.5
1 Regional Planning Activities 2% $8.5 2% 9.6
2 Pavement Management Program 2% $9.1 2% 9.3
3 Regional PDA Planning & Implementation 4% $20.0 5% 20.0
4 Climate Initiatives 4% $22.3 5% 23.0
5 Priority Conservation Area 2% $9.5 4% 16.4
6 Regional Active Operational Management 37% $183.5 39% 179.0
7 Transit Capital Priorities 40% $201.4 43% 189.3
$454.3 Regional Program Total: 52% 446.5
Local Categories
Local PDA Planning (within county program for OBAG 2) 4% $20.0
Safe Routes To School (Moved to county program for OBAG 2) 5% $25.0
Federal-Aid Secondary - FAS (within county program for OBAG 2) - -
8 Local Housing Production Incentive - - 30.0
9% $45.0 Local Program Total: 3% 30.0
OBAG 1 OBAG 2
County Program
Base Formula Final Distribution Final Adjusted Distribution
Population STP/CMAQ/TE * Including SRTS & PDA Base Formula ** SRTS * FAS™™ | Including SRTS & FAS ****
Counties
1 Alameda 21.2% 19.6% $64.1 19.7% $73.4 20.0% $69.7 $5.3 $1.8 19.9% $76.7
2 Contra Costa 14.6% 14.1% $46.0 14.2% $52.9 14.6% $50.8 $4.1 $1.3 14.6% $56.1
3 Marin 3.4% 3.3% $10.7 3.3% $12.3 2.6% $9.2 $0.9 $0.8 2.8% $10.9
4 Napa 1.9% 2.3% $7.4 2.3% $8.7 1.6% $5.5 $0.5 $1.2 2.2% $8.2
5 San Francisco 11.3% 12.0% $39.3 11.7% $43.5 13.4% $46.5 $1.8 $0.0 12.4% $48.2
6 San Mateo 10.0% 8.3% $27.2 8.4% $31.2 8.4% $29.3 $2.4 $0.9 8.4% $32.5
7 Santa Clara 25.2% 27.3% $89.3 27.2% $101.4 27.5% $95.8 $6.9 $1.7 26.9% $104.1
8 Solano 5.7% 6.0% $19.5 5.9% $22.1 5.2% $18.3 $1.5 $1.5 5.5% $21.2
9 Sonoma 6.6% 7.3% $23.8 7.2% $26.9 6.6% $22.9 $1.7 $3.3 7.2% $27.7
Total: $327.4 $372.4 $348.0 $25.0 $12.5 45% $385.5
J:\SECTION\ALLSTAFF\Resolution\TEMP-RES\MTC\RES-4202_ongoing\Final_ver3\[tmp-4202_Appendix-A1-A6.xIsx]A-3 Planning
I OBAG Total]  OBAG 1: $827 OBAG 2:

* OBAG 1:
** Base:

*** SRTS:
*%* FAS:
**** OBAG2:

In OBAG 1, the county CMAs received $327 M with $18 M in RTIP-TE and $309 M in STP/CMAQ. RTIP-TE funding is no longer part of OBAG 2

Unadjusted raw county base formula amount

SRTS moved to County Program and distributed based on FY 2013-14 K-12 school enroliment

Federal-Aid Secondary (FAS) distributed based by statutory requirements. San Francisco has no rural roads and therefore is not subject to State Statute requirements

Final county distribution rounded to nearest $1,000 and includes SRTS & FAS and adjusted so a county CMA's base planning is no more than 50% of total
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Appendix A-2

OBAG 2

County Fund Distribution
FY 2017-18 through FY 2021-22

July 27, 2016

OBAG 2 - County Funding Formula Distribution

Total County OBAG 2 PDA/Anywhere
County Distribution * | Adjusted Base ** | PDA Percentage Split PDA Anywhere

Alameda $76,655,000 $69,728,000 70% 70/30 $48,810,000 $27,845,000
Contra Costa $56,136,000 $50,846,000 70% 70/30 $35,592,000 $20,544,000
Marin $10,870,000 $9,194,000 50% 50/50 $4,597,000 $6,273,000
Napa $8,150,000 $5,501,000 50% 50/50 $2,751,000 $5,399,000
San Francisco $48,183,000 $46,514,000 70% 70/30 $32,560,000 $15,623,000
San Mateo $32,545,000 $29,339,000 70% 70/30 $20,537,000 $12,008,000
Santa Clara $104,073,000 $95,758,000 70% 70/30 $67,031,000 $37,042,000
Solano $21,177,000 $18,253,000 50% 50/50 $9,127,000 $12,050,000
Sonoma $27,723,000 $22,867,000 50% 50/50 $11,434,000 $16,289,000

Total:  $385,512,000 $348,000,000 $232,439,000 $153,073,000

J:\SECTION\ALLSTAFF\Resolution\TEMP-RES\MTC\RES-4202_ongoing\Final_ver3\[tmp-4202_Appendix-A1-A6.xIsx]A-3 Planning

* Total county distribution including SRTS, FAS and planning adjustment
** OBAG 2 adjusted base county amount subject to PDA investment - does not include SRTS, FAS or PCA. Rounded to thousands and adjusted to

ensure a county's base planning activity is no more than 50% of the total distribution
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OBAG 2

Planning & Outreach
FY 2017-18 through FY 2021-22
November 18, 2015

OBAG 2 - County CMA Planning

2.0% OBAG 2 County CMA Planning - Base *

County Agency 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22 Total
Alameda ACTC $1,034,000 $1,055,000 $1,076,000 $1,097,000 $1,119,000 $1,142,000 $5,489,000
Contra Costa CCTA $818,000 $834,000 $851,000 $868,000 $885,000 $904,000 $4,342,000
Marin TAM $720,000 $734,000 $749,000 $764,000 $779,000 $796,000 $3,822,000
Napa NCTPA $720,000 $734,000 $749,000 $764,000 $779,000 $796,000 $3,822,000
San Francisco SFCTA $753,000 $768,000 $783,000 $799,000 $815,000 $832,000 $3,997,000
San Mateo SMCCAG $720,000 $734,000 $749,000 $764,000 $779,000 $796,000 $3,822,000
Santa Clara VTA $1,145,000 $1,168,000 $1,191,000 $1,215,000 $1,239,000 $1,265,000 $6,078,000
Solano STA $720,000 $734,000 $749,000 $764,000 $779,000 $796,000 $3,822,000
Sonoma SCTA $720,000 $734,000 $749,000 $764,000 $779,000 $796,000 $3,822,000

County CMAs Total: $7,350,000 $7,495,000 $7,646,000 $7,799,000 $7,953,000 $8,123,000 | $39,016,000

OBAG 2 - Regional Planning

2.0% OBAG 2 Regional Agency Planning - Base *
2016-17 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 2021-22 Total

Regional Planning Total: $1,800,000 $1,835,000 $1,873,000 $1,910,000 $1,948,000 $1,989,000 | $9,555,000

J:\SECTION\ALLSTAFF\Resolution\TEMP-RES\MTC\RES-4202_ongoing\Final_ver3\[tmp-4202_Appendix-A1-A6.xIsx]A-3 Planning

* 2% escalation from FY 2016-17 Planning Base

| 548,571,000 |
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OBAG 2
Federal-Aid Secondary
FY 2017-18 through FY 2021-22

November 18, 2015
OBAG 2 - Federal-Aid Secondary (FAS)
FAS Total
Regional Annual 5-Year OBAG 2
County Percentage FAS Funding * FAS Funding Rounded
Alameda 14.2% $355,761 $1,778,805 $1,779,000
Contra Costa 10.7% $268,441 $1,342,205 $1,343,000
Marin 6.7% $167,509 $837,545 $838,000
Napa 9.5% $237,648 $1,188,240 $1,189,000
San Francisco ** 0.0% SO SO SO
San Mateo 7.1% $178,268 $891,340 $892,000
Santa Clara 13.6% $340,149 $1,700,745 $1,701,000
Solano 12.0% $301,159 $1,505,795 $1,506,000
Sonoma 26.1% $652,790 $3,263,950 $3,264,000
100.0% $2,501,725 $12,508,625 $12,512,000

J:\SECTION\ALLSTAFF\Resolution\TEMP-RES\MTC\RES-4202_ongoing\Final_ver3\[tmp-4202_Appendix-A1-A6.xIsx]A-3 Planning

* As provided by Caltrans per State Statute

** San Francisco has no rural roads
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OBAG 2
Safe Routes to School County
FY 2017-18 through FY 2021-22

November 18, 2015
OBAG 2 - Safe Routes To School County Distribution
Public School Private School Total School Total
Enroliment Enrollment Enroliment FY 2013-14 OBAG 2
County (K-12) * (K-12) * (K-12) * Percentage Rounded
Alameda 222,681 24,036 246,717 21.4% $5,340,000
Contra Costa 173,020 15,825 188,845 16.4% $4,088,000
Marin 32,793 7,104 39,897 3.5% $864,000
Napa 20,868 2,913 23,781 2.1% $515,000
San Francisco 58,394 24,657 83,051 7.2% $1,797,000
San Mateo 94,667 15,927 110,594 9.6% $2,394,000
Santa Clara 276,175 41,577 317,752 27.5% $6,878,000
Solano 63,825 4,051 67,876 5.9% $1,469,000
Sonoma 70,932 5,504 76,436 6.6% $1,655,000
Total: 1,013,355 141,594 1,154,949 100% $25,000,000

J:\SECTION\ALLSTAFF\Resolution\TEMP-RES\MTC\RES-4202_ongoing\Final_ver3\[tmp-4202_Appendix-A1-A6.xIsx]A-3 Planning

* From California Department of Education for FY 2013-14
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OBAG 2

Priority Conservation Area

FY 2017-18 through FY 2021-22

November 18, 2015
OBAG 2 - Priority Conservation Area (PCA)
Total
PCA Program OBAG 2
Northbay Program
Marin $2,050,000
Napa $2,050,000
Solano $2,050,000
Sonoma $2,050,000
Subtotal: $8,200,000

Remaining Counties Competitive Program

Subtotal: |  $8,200,000

Total

Total: | $16,400,000

62



Attachment A, MTC Resolution No. 4202
November 18, 2015
Revised 07/27/16-C

Appendix A-7: OBAG 2 - CMA One Bay Area Grant County Program Outreach

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) delegates authority for the county program
project selection to the nine Bay Area Congestion Management Agencies (CMAs). The existing
relationships the CMAs have with local jurisdictions, elected officials, transit agencies,
community organizations and stakeholders, and members of the public within their respective
counties make them best suited for this role. As one of the requirements for distributing federal
transportation funding, MTC expects the CMAs to plan and execute an effective public outreach
and local engagement process during development of the PDA Investment and Growth Strategy
and the solicitation and project selection for the OBAG 2 program. CMAs also serve as the main
point of contact for local sponsoring agencies and members of the public submitting projects for
consideration for inclusion in the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP).

To comply with federal regulations, the CMAs must conduct a transparent process for the Call
for Projects, and include the following activities:

1. Public Involvement and Outreach
Conduct countywide outreach to stakeholders and the public to solicit project ideas.
CMA:s are expected to implement their public outreach efforts in a manner consistent
with MTC's Public Participation Plan (MTC Resolution No. 4174), which can be found
at http://mtc.ca.gov/about-mtc/public-participation/public-participation-plan . CMAs are
expected at a minimum to:

0 Execute effective and meaningful local engagement efforts during the call for
projects by working closely with local jurisdictions, elected officials, transit
agencies, community-based organizations, and the public through the project
solicitation process;

0 Explain the local call for projects process, informing stakeholders and the public
about the opportunities for public comments on project ideas and when
decisions are to be made on the list of projects to be submitted to MTC;

0 Hold public meetings and/or workshops at times that are conducive to public
participation to solicit public input on project ideas to submit;

0 Post notices of public meetings and hearing(s) on their agency website; include
information on how to request language translation for individuals with limited
English proficiency. If agency protocol has not been established, please refer to
MTC's Plan for Assisting Limited English Proficient Populations
at http://mtc.ca.gov/about-mtc/public-participation/get-language-assistance;

o Offer language translations and accommodations for people with disabilities, if
requested at least three days in advance of the meeting; and

0 Hold public meetings in central locations that are accessible for people with
disabilities and by public transit.

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
OBAG 2 - One Bay Area Grant Program Page 1
Project Selection Criteria and Programming Policy
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Document the outreach effort undertaken for the local call for projects. CMAs are to
provide MTC with a:
o Description of how the public was involved in the process for nominating and/or
commenting on projects selected for OBAG 2 funding.

2. Agency Coordination
e  Work closely with local jurisdictions, transit agencies, MTC, Caltrans, federally
recognized tribal governments, and stakeholders to identify projects for
consideration in the OBAG 2 Program. CMAs will assist with agency coordination by:
o Communicating this call for projects guidance to local jurisdictions, transit
agencies, federally recognized tribal governments, and other stakeholders.
o Documenting the steps taken to engage the above-listed organizations.

3. Title VI Responsibilities
e Ensure the public involvement process provides underserved communities access to

the project submittal process in compliance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of

1964.

0 Assist community-based organizations, communities of concern, and any other
underserved community interested in having projects submitted for funding.

0 Remove barriers for persons with limited-English proficiency to have access to the
project submittal process.

0 Document the steps taken to engage underserved communities.

o For Title VI outreach strategies, please refer to MTC's Public Participation Plan found
at: http://mtc.ca.gov/about-mtc/public-participation/public-participation-plan.

o Additional resources are available at:

i. http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/civilrights/programs/tvi.ntm

ii. http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/LocalPrograms/DBE CRLC.html#TitleVI

iii. http://www.mtc.ca.gov/get_involved/rights/index.htm

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
OBAG 2 - One Bay Area Grant Program Page 2
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Appendix A-8: PDA Investment & Growth Strategy

The purpose of a PDA Investment & Growth Strategy is to ensure that CMAs have a transportation
project priority-setting process for OBAG 2 funding that supports and encourages development in
the region’s PDAs, recognizing that the diversity of PDAs will require a range of different strategies.
Some of the planning activities noted below may be appropriate for CMAs to consider for
jurisdictions or areas not currently designated as PDAs if those areas are still considering future
housing and job growth. Regional agencies will provide support, as needed, for the PDA
Investment & Growth Strategies. From time to time, MTC shall consult with the CMAs to evaluate
progress on the PDA Investment and Growth Strategy. This consultation may result in specific work
elements shifting among MTC, ABAG and the CMAs. Significant modifications to the scope of
activities may be formalized through future revisions to this resolution. The following are activities
CMAs need to undertake in order to develop a project priority-setting process:

(1) Engaging Regional/Local Agencies

e Develop or continue a process to regularly engage local planners and public works staff.
Understand the needs of both groups and share information with MTC and ABAG.

e Encourage community participation throughout the development of the Investment and
Growth Strategy, consistent with the OBAG 2 Call for Projects Guidance (Appendix A-7).

e The CMA governing boards must adopt the final Investment & Growth Strategy.

e Participate as a TAC member in local jurisdiction planning processes funded through the
regional PDA Planning Program or as requested by jurisdictions. Partner with MTC and
ABAG staff to ensure that regional policies are addressed in PDA plans. Look for
opportunities to support planning processes with technical or financial assistance.

(2) Planning Objectives - to Inform Project Priorities
e Keep apprised of ongoing transportation and land-use planning efforts throughout the
county
e Encourage local agencies to quantify transportation infrastructure needs and costs as
part of their planning processes
e Encourage and support local jurisdictions in meeting their housing objectives
established through their adopted Housing Elements and RHNA.
The second round of PDA Investment & Growth Strategies will assess local
jurisdiction success approving sufficient housing at all income levels. They will also,
where appropriate, assist local jurisdictions in implementing local policy changes to
facilitate achieving these goals®. The locally crafted policies should be targeted to
the specific circumstances of each PDA. For example, if the PDA currently has few
moderate- or low-income households, any recommend policy changes should be
aimed at promoting affordable housing. If the PDA currently is mostly low-income
housing, any needed policy changes should be aimed at community stabilization.

1 Such as inclusionary housing requirements, city-sponsored land-banking for affordable housing production, “just
cause eviction” policies, policies or investments that preserve existing deed-restricted or “naturally” affordable housing,
condo conversion ordinances that support stability and preserve affordable housing, etc.

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
OBAG 2 — One Bay Area Grant Program Page 3
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MTC and ABAG staff will distribute a technical memo to guide this task by October
1, 2016, including data to identify jurisdictions’ challenges (e.g. RHNA performance
and current affordability) and a listing of the Bay Area’s best housing policies that
are intended to address a range of housing challenges. This section should identify
planning costs needed to address policy changes and other barriers to creating or
maintaining affordability.

(3) Establishing Local Funding Priorities

Develop funding guidelines for evaluating OBAG projects that support multi-modal transportation
priorities based on connections to housing, services, jobs and commercial activity. Emphasis
should be placed on the following factors when developing project evaluation criteria:

e Projects located in high impact project areas. Favorably consider projects in high
impact areas, defined as:

a. PDAs taking on significant housing growth in the SCS (total number of units),
including RHNA allocations, as well as housing production, especially those PDAs
that are delivering large numbers of very low, low and moderate income housing
units,

b. Dense job centers in proximity to transit and housing (both current levels and those
included in the SCS) especially those which are supported by reduced parking
requirements and TDM programs,

c. Improved transportation choices for all income levels (reduces VMT), proximity to
quality transit access, with an emphasis on connectivity (including safety, lighting,
etc.)

e Projects located in Communities of Concern (COC) - favorably consider projects
located in a COC as defined by MTC or as defined by CMAs or Community Based
Transportation Plans.

o PDAs with affordable housing preservation, creation strategies and community
stabilization policies — favorably consider projects in jurisdictions with affordable
housing preservation, creation strategies and community stabilization policies.

¢ Projects that protect public health during construction and operation — Favorably
consider projects that implement the Best Practices in the Air District’s Planning Healthy
Places, or projects located in jurisdictions that have demonstrated a commitment to
adopt, as policies and/or enforceable ordinances, best practices to reduce emissions of
and exposure to local air pollution.?

e PDAs that overlap or are co-located with: 1) populations exposed to outdoor toxic
air contaminants as identified in the Air District’'s Community Air Risk Evaluation
(CARE) Program and/or 2) freight transport infrastructure — Favorably consider
projects in these areas where local jurisdictions employ best management practices to
mitigate PM and toxic air contaminants exposure.

2 Guidance and maps have been developed in partnership with BAAQMD, CMAs, ABAG, and city staff, please
see: http://www.baagmd.gov/plans-and-climate/planning-healthy-places.

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
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Process/Timeline

CMAs will develop a new PDA Investment & Growth Strategy every four years, consistent with the

update of the Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy. The Investment &
Growth Strategy must be adopted by the CMA Board (new for OBAG 2). CMAs will provide a status

report update every two years.

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
OBAG 2 — One Bay Area Grant Program Page 5
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APPENDIX A-9: Priority Conservation Area (PCA) Program

Program Goals and Eligible Projects

The goal of the Priority Conservation Area (PCA) Program is to support Plan Bay Area by
preserving and enhancing the natural, economic and social value of rural lands and open space
in the Bay Area, for residents and businesses. These values include globally unique ecosystems,
productive agricultural lands, recreational opportunities, urban greening, healthy fisheries, and
climate protection (mitigation and adaptation), among others.

The PCA Program should also be linked to SB 375 goals which direct MPOs to prepare
sustainable community strategies which consider resource areas and farmland in the region as
defined in Section 65080.01. One purpose of the PCA program is to reinforce efforts to target
growth in existing neighborhoods (PDAs), rather than allowing growth to occur in an unplanned
“project-by-project” approach.

The PCA program is split into two elements:
1. North Bay Program ($8 million)
2. Peninsula, Southern and Eastern Counties Program ($8 million)

The North Bay program framework is to be developed by the four North Bay county Congestion
Management Agencies (CMAs), building on their PCA planning and priorities carried out to date.
Project eligibility is limited by the eligibility of federal surface transportation funding; unless the

CMA can exchange these funds or leverage new fund sources for their programs.

The Peninsula, Southern and Eastern Counties Program will be administered by the Coastal
Conservancy* in partnership with MTC based on the proposal provided below. The table below
outlines screening criteria, eligible applicants, and the proposed project selection and
programming process for the Peninsula, Southern and Eastern Counties.

Funding Amount e $8 million
e PCA Designation: Eligible projects must be within a designated PCA.
Screening Criteria The list of adopted PCAs can be found

at: http://abag.ca.gov/priority/conservation/.

¢ Regionally Significant: Indicators of regional significance include a
project’s contribution to goals stated in regional habitat, agricultural
or open space plans (i.e. San Francisco Bay Area Upland Habitat
Goals Project Report at http://www.bayarealands.org/reports/),
countywide Plans or ABAG's PCA designations. Applicants should
describe who will benefit from the project and the regional (greater-
than-local) need it serves.

e Open Space Protection In Place: Linkages to or location in a
Greenbelt area that is policy protected from development. Land
acquisition or easement projects would be permitted in an area
without open space policy protections in place.

e Non-Federal Local Match: 2:1 minimum match

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
OBAG 2 — One Bay Area Grant Program Page 1
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e Meets Program Goals: Projects that meet one of the following
program goals (subject to funding eligibility—see below):

0 Protects or enhances “resource areas” or habitats as defined
in California Government Code § 65080.01(a).

0 Provides or enhances bicycle and pedestrian access to open
space / parkland resources. Notable examples are the Bay
and Ridge Trail Systems.

0 Supports the agricultural economy of the region.

0 Includes existing and potential urban green spaces that
increase habitat connectivity, improve community health,
capture carbon emissions, and address stormwater.

Eligible Applicants

e Local governments (cities, counties, towns), county congestion
management agencies, tribes, water/utility districts, resource
conservation districts, park and/or open space districts, land trusts
and other land/resource protection nonprofit organizations in the
nine-county San Francisco Bay Area are invited to nominate
projects. Applicants are strongly encouraged to collaborate and
partner with other entities on the nomination of projects, and
partnerships that leverage additional funding will be given higher
priority in the grant award process. Partnerships are necessary
with cities, counties, or CMAs in order to access federal funds.
Federally-funded projects must have an implementing agency
that is able to receive a federal-aid grant (master agreement
with Caltrans).

Emphasis Areas /
Eligible Projects

Eligible Projects

1. Planning Activities

2. Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities/ Infrastructure: On-road and
off-road trail facilities, sidewalks, bicycle infrastructure, pedestrian
and bicycle signals, traffic calming, lighting and other safety
related infrastructure, and ADA compliance, conversion and use of
abandoned rail corridors for pedestrians and bicyclists.

3. Visual Enhancements: Construction of turnouts, overlooks and
viewing areas.

4. Habitat / Environmental Enhancements: Vegetation
management practices in transportation rights-of-way, reduce
vehicle-caused wildlife mortality or to restore and maintain
connectivity among terrestrial or aquatic habitats, mitigation of
transportation project environmental impacts funded through the
federal-aid surface transportation program.

5. Protection (Land Acquisition or Easement) or Enhancement of
Natural Resources, Open Space or Agricultural Lands: Parks and

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
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open space, staging areas or environmental facilities; or natural
resources, such as listed species, identified priority habitat, wildlife
corridors, wildlife corridors watersheds, or agricultural soils of
importance.

6. Urban Greening: Existing and potential green spaces in cities that
increase habitat connectivity, improve community health, capture
carbon emissions, and address stormwater.

Note: MTC encourages PCA project applicants to partner with other

agencies and programs to leverage other funds in order to
maximize benefits. As such, PCA funded projects may become
eligible to deliver net environmental benefits to a future Regional
Advance Mitigation Planning (RAMP) program project, above any
required mitigation requirements. Note that such projects may
need to rely on funding exchanges with eligible non-federal funds
because most land acquisition and habitat restoration projects that
are not mitigation for transportation projects are not eligible for
federal transportation funds. Any such funding exchange must be
consistent with MTC's fund exchange policy (MTC Resolution No.
3331).

Project Selection

Coastal Conservancy Partnership Program:

MTC will provide $8 million of federal transportation funds which will
be combined with the Coastal Conservancy's own program funds in
order to support a broader range of projects (i.e. land acquisition and
easement projects) than can be accommodated with federal
transportation dollars alone. The Coastal Conservancy, MTC, and ABAG
staff will cooperatively manage the call for projects. This approach
would harness the expertise of the Coastal Conservancy, expand the
pool of eligible projects, and leverage additional resources through
the Coastal Conservancy.

*The Coastal Conservancy is a state agency and the primary public land conservation funding
source in the Bay Area, providing funding for many different types of land conservation projects.
For more information see http://scc.ca.gov/.

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
OBAG 2 — One Bay Area Grant Program Page 3
Project Selection Criteria and Programming Policy

70



http://scc.ca.gov/

Reporting CMA: Attachment A, MTC Resolution No. 4202
For Receipt of FY 2017-18 through 2021-22 OBAG 2 Funds November 18, 2015
Reporting Period: Calendar Year 2016 Revised 07/27/16-C

APPENDIX A-10: Checklist for CMA and Local Jurisdiction Compliance with MTC Resolution
No. 4202

One Bay Area Grant (OBAG 2) ChecKlist for
CMA Compliance with MTC Resolution No. 4202

Federal Program Covering FY 2017-18 through FY 2021-22

The intent of this checklist is to delineate the requirements included in the OBAG 2 Grant Program
(Resolution No. 4202), as adopted by MTC on November 18, 2015. This checklist must be
completed by Congestion Management Agencies (CMAs) and submitted to MTC to certify
compliance with the OBAG 2 requirements. MTC will not take action to program projects
recommended by a CMA until a checklist demonstrating compliance has been submitted to MTC.

CMA Call for Projects Guidance: Appendix A-7

1. Public Involvement and Outreach, Agency

Coordination, and Title VI YES NO N/A

a. Has the CMA conducted countywide outreach to stakeholders and the L1 [ [
public to solicit project ideas consistent with Appendix A-7?

b. Has the CMA performed agency coordination consistent with Appendix [] [] []
A-7?

c. Has the CMA fulfilled its Title VI responsibilities consistent with [] [] []
Appendix A-77?

d. Has the CMA documented the efforts undertaken for Items 1a-1c,above, [ | [] []
and submitted these materials to MTC as an attachment to this
Checklist?

PDA Investment and Growth Strategy: Appendix A-8

/2 Engage with Regional and Local Jurisdictions YES NO N/A

a. Has the CMA developed a process to regularly engage local plannersand [ ] [ [
public works staff in developing a PDA Investment and Growth Strategy
that supports and encourages development in the county’s PDAs?

b. Has the CMA encouraged community participation throughout the L] ] ]
development of the Investment and Growth Strategy, consistent with the
OBAG 2 Call for Projects Guidance (Appendix A-7)?

If “NO” or “N/A —Not Applicable” is marked in any box on the checklist, please include a statement at the
end of the checklist to indicate why the item was not met. Page 1

71



Reporting CMA: Attachment A, MTC Resolution No. 4202
For Receipt of FY 2017-18 through 2021-22 OBAG 2 Funds November 18, 2015
Reporting Period: Calendar Year 2016 Revised 07/27/16-C

c. Hasthe CMA governing board adopted the final Investment and Growth [] [] []
Strategy?

d. Has the CMA’s staff or consultant designee participated in TAC meetings [] [] []
established through the local jurisdiction’s planning processes funded
through the regional PDA planning program?

e. Has the CMA worked with MTC and ABAG staff to confirm that regional [] [] []
policies are addressed in PDA plans?

3. Planning Objectives to Inform Project Priorities YES NO N/A

a. Has the CMA kept itself apprised of ongoing transportation and land-use ] ] ]
planning efforts throughout the county?

b. Has the CMA encouraged local agencies to quantify transportation ] ] ]
infrastructure needs and costs as part of their planning processes?

c. Hasthe CMA encouraged and supported local jurisdictions in meeting
their housing objectives established through their adopted Housing
Elements and RHNA?

1. Has the CMA received and reviewed information submitted to the [] [] []
CMA by ABAG on the progress that local jurisdictions have made in
implementing their housing element objectives and identifying
current local housing policies that encourage affordable housing
production and/or community stabilization?

2. In all updates of its PDA Investment & Growth Strategy, has the CMA [] [] []
assessed local jurisdiction efforts in approving sufficient housing for
all income levels through the RHNA process and, where appropriate,
assisted local jurisdictions in implementing local policy changes to
facilitate achieving these goals?

3. Using guidance issued by MTC, has the Investment & Growth [] [] []
Strategy fully addressed items in C1 and C2, above?

If “NO” or “N/A —Not Applicable” is marked in any box on the checklist, please include a statement at the
end of the checklist to indicate why the item was not met. Page 2

72



Reporting CMA: Attachment A, MTC Resolution No. 4202

For Receipt of FY 2017-18 through 2021-22 OBAG 2 Funds November 18, 2015
Reporting Period: Calendar Year 2016 Revised 07/27/16-C
4. Establishing Local Funding Priorities YES NO N/A
a. Has the CMA developed funding guidelines for evaluating OBAG 2 [] [] []

projects that support multi-modal transportation priorities based on
connections to housing, jobs and commercial activity and that emphasize
the following factors?

1. Projects located in high impact project areas - favorably consider
projects in high impact areas, defined as:

a) PDAs taking on significant housing growth (total number of
units) in the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS), including
RHNA allocations, as well as housing production, especially those
PDAs that are delivering large numbers of very low, low and
moderate income housing units;

b) Dense job centers in proximity to transit and housing (both
current levels and those included in the SCS) especially those
which are supported by reduced parking requirements and
Travel Demand Management (TDM) programs;

c) Improved transportation choices for all income levels (reduces
VMT), proximity to quality transit access, with an emphasis on
connectivity (including safety, lighting, etc.).

2. Projects located in Communities of Concern (COC) as defined by
MTC:

a) CMAs may also include additional COCs beyond those defined by
MTC, such as those defined by the CMAs according to local
priorities or Community Based Transportation Plans.

If “NO” or “N/A —Not Applicable” is marked in any box on the checklist, please include a statement at the
end of the checklist to indicate why the item was not met. Page 3
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3. PDAs with affordable housing preservation, creation strategies

and community stabilization policies.

4. Specific scoring methodology for funding allocations to projects
in PDAs or TPAs that rewards jurisdictions with the most
effective housing anti-displacement policies.

5. Projects that implement the Best Practices identified in the Air
District’s Planning Healthy Places guidelines, or projects located
in jurisdictions that have demonstrated a commitment to adopt,
as policies and/or enforceable ordinances, best practices to
reduce emissions of and exposure to local air pollution. 1

6. PDAs that overlap or are co-located with: 1) populations
exposed to outdoor toxic air contaminants, as identified in the
Air District’'s Community Air Risk Evaluation (CARE) Program
and/or 2) freight transport infrastructure.

b. Has the CMA submitted the documentation for item 4a to MTC as part of
this Checklist?

c. Hasthe CMA provided a status report on their PDA Investment & Growth [] [] []
Strategy (required two years after the adoption of a PDA Investment and
Growth Strategy)?

d. Has the CMA committed to developing a new PDA Investment & Growth [] [] []
Strategy by May 1, 2017 (new PDA required every four years), consistent
with the update of the RTP/SCS?

] Guldance and maps have been developed in partnershlp with BAAQMD, CMAs, ABAG, and city staff, please
1 .

If “NO” or “N/A —Not Applicable” is marked in any box on the checklist, please include a statement at the
end of the checklist to indicate why the item was not met. Page 4
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Reporting CMA: Attachment A, MTC Resolution No. 4202
For Receipt of FY 2017-18 through 2021-22 OBAG 2 Funds November 18, 2015
Reporting Period: Calendar Year 2016 Revised 07/27/16-C

PDA Policies

5. PDA Minimum Investment Targets YES NO N/A

a. Has the CMA met its minimum PDA investment target (70% for Alameda, [ ] [] [
Contra Costa, San Francisco, San Mateo, Santa Clara and 50% for Marin,
Napa, Sonoma, and Solano)?

b. Has the CMA defined the term “proximate access,” for projects located L1 [ [
outside of a PDA that should be counted towards the county’s minimum
PDA investment target?

c. Hasthe CMA designated and mapped projects recommended for funding ] ] ]
that are not geographically within a PDA but provide “proximate access”
to a PDA, along with policy justifications for those determinations, and
presented this information for public review when the CMA board acts
on OBAG 2 programming decisions?

d. Has the CMA submitted the documentation from items 5a-c, above, to L] L] L]
MTC as part of this Checklist?

Project Selection Policies

6. Project Selection YES NO N/A
a. Has the CMA documented and submitted the approach used to select (See1&?2)
OBAG 2 projects including outreach, coordination, and Title VI
compliance?
b. Has the CMA issued a unified call for projects? ] ] ]
c. Hasthe CMA submitted a board adopted list of projects to MTC by L1 [ [

July 31, 20177

d. Does the CMA acknowledge that all selected projects must be submitted L1 [ [
into MTC’s Fund Management System (FMS) along with a Resolution of
Local Support no later than August 31, 20177

If “NO” or “N/A —Not Applicable” is marked in any box on the checklist, please include a statement at the
end of the checklist to indicate why the item was not met. Page 5
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Reporting CMA: Attachment A, MTC Resolution No. 4202

For Receipt of FY 2017-18 through 2021-22 OBAG 2 Funds November 18, 2015
Reporting Period: Calendar Year 2016 Revised 07/27/16-C
e. Does the CMA affirm that the projects recommended for funding meet [] [] []

the following requirements?

1. Are consistent with the current Regional Transportation Plan (Plan
Bay Area);

2. Have completed project-specific Complete Streets ChecKlists;

f. Does the CMA acknowledge the that OBAG 2 funding is subject to MTC’s [] [] []
Regional Project Delivery Policy (Resolution No. 3606, or successor
resolution) in addition to the following OBAG 2 deadlines?

1. Half of the CMA’s OBAG 2 funds, must be obligated by January 31,
2020; and

2. All remaining OBAG 2 funds must be obligated by January 31, 2023.

Performance and Accountability Policies

7. Ensuring Local Compliance YES NO N/A

a. Has the CMA received confirmation that local jurisdictions have met the L1 [ [
Performance and Accountability Policies requirements related to
Complete Streets, local Housing Elements, surplus lands (general law
cities and counties only unless and until a final court decision is
rendered that charter cities are subject to the provisions of the State
Surplus Land Act), local streets and roads, and transit agency project
locations as set forth in pages 18-21 of MTC Resolution 42027 Note:
CMAs can use the Local Jurisdiction OBAG 2 Requirement Checklist to help
fulfill this requirement.

b. Has the CMA affirmed to MTC that a jurisdiction is in compliance with L1 [ [
the requirements of MTC Resolution 4202 prior to programming OBAG
2 funds to its projects in the TIP?

If “NO” or “N/A —Not Applicable” is marked in any box on the checklist, please include a statement at the
end of the checklist to indicate why the item was not met. Page 6
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Reporting CMA: Attachment A, MTC Resolution No. 4202

For Receipt of FY 2017-18 through 2021-22 OBAG 2 Funds November 18, 2015
Reporting Period: Calendar Year 2016 Revised 07/27/16-C
8. Completion of Checklist YES NO N/A
Has the CMA completed all section of this checklist? L1 [ [

If the CMA has checked “NO” or “N/A” to any checklist items, please include
which item and a description below as to why the requirement was not met
or is considered Not Applicable:

Attachments

[ ] Documentation of CMA efforts for public outreach, agency coordination, and Title VI compliance
(Checklist Items 1, 2).

[] Documentation of CMA compliance with PDA minimum investment targets, including
documentation that the information was presented to the public during the decision-making
process (Checklist Item 6).

If “NO” or “N/A —Not Applicable” is marked in any box on the checklist, please include a statement at the
end of the checklist to indicate why the item was not met. Page 7
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Reporting CMA: Attachment A, MTC Resolution No. 4202
For Receipt of FY 2017-18 through 2021-22 OBAG 2 Funds November 18, 2015
Reporting Period: Calendar Year 2016 Revised 07/27/16-C

Review and Approval of Checklist

This checklist was prepared by:

Signature Date
Name & Title (print)
Phone Email

This checklist was approved for submission to MTC by:

Signature Date

CMA Executive Director

If “NO” or “N/A —Not Applicable” is marked in any box on the checklist, please include a statement at the
end of the checklist to indicate why the item was not met. Page 8

78



Reporting Jurisdiction: Attachment A, MTC Resolution No. 4202
For Receipt of FY 2017-18 through 2021-22 OBAG 2 Funds November 18, 2015
Reporting Period: Calendar Year 2016 Revised: 07/27/16-C

One Bay Area Grant (OBAG 2) ChecKlist for
Local Compliance with MTC Resolution No. 4202

Federal Program Covering FY 2017-18 through FY 2021-22

The intent of this checklist is to delineate the requirements for local jurisdictions included in the
OBAG Grant Program (Resolution No. 4202), as adopted by MTC on November 18, 2015. This
checklist must be completed by local jurisdictions and submitted to the CMA to certify compliance
with the OBAG 2 requirements listed in MTC Resolution No. 4202. MTC will not take action to
program projects for a local jurisdiction until the CMA affirms that the jurisdiction has met all
requirements included in OBAG 2.

1. Compliance with the Complete Streets Act of 2008 YES NO N/A

a. Has the jurisdiction met MTC’s Complete Street Requirements for OBAG 2 [] [] []
prior to the CMA submitting its program to MTC through either of the
following methods?

1. Adopting a Complete Streets resolution incorporating MTC’s nine
required complete streets elements; or

2. Adopting a significant revision to the General Plan Circulation
Element after January 1, 2010 that complies with the California
Complete Streets Act of 2008.

b. Has the jurisdiction submitted documentation of compliance with Item a. [] [] []
(copy of adopted resolution or circulation element) to the CMA as part of
this Checklist?

¢. Has the jurisdiction submitted a Complete Streets Checklist for any [] [] []
project for which the jurisdiction has applied for OBAG 2 funding?

2. Housing Element Certification YES NO N/A

a. Has the jurisdiction’s General Plan Housing Element been certified by [] [] []
the California Department of Housing and Community Development
(HCD) for 2014-2022 RHNA prior to May 31, 20157 If not, has the
jurisdiction’s Housing Element been fully certified by HCD by June 30,
20167

b. Has the jurisdiction submitted the latest Annual Housing Element [] [] []
Report to HCD by April 1, 20167

If “NO” or “N/A —Not Applicable” is marked in any box on the checklist, please include a statement at the
end of the checklist to indicate why the item was not met. Page 1
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Reporting Jurisdiction: Attachment A, MTC Resolution No. 4202

For Receipt of FY 2017-18 through 2021-22 OBAG 2 Funds November 18, 2015
Reporting Period: Calendar Year 2016 Revised: 07/27/16-C
c. Does the jurisdiction acknowledge that the Annual Housing Element [] [] []

Report must be submitted to HCD each year through the end of the
OBAG 2 program (FY22) in order to be eligible to receive funding?

d. Has the jurisdiction submitted documentation of compliance with Item [] [] []
2 (copy of certified housing element or annual report, or letter of
compliance from HCD) to the CMA as part of this Checklist?

3. Surplus Land Act

a. Has the jurisdiction met MTC’s Surplus Land Requirements for OBAG 2 ] ] ]
prior to the CMA submitting its program, through adoption of a resolution
demonstrating compliance with the State’s Surplus Land Act (AB 2135
amended)? Resolution requirement applies only to general law cities and
counties unless and until a final court decision is rendered that charter
cities must comply with the provisions of this Act.

4. Local Streets and Roads YES NO N/A

a. Does the jurisdiction have a certified Pavement Management Program [] [] []
(StreetSaver® or equivalent) updated at least once every three years
(with a one-year extension allowed)?

b. Does the jurisdiction fully participate in the statewide local streets and ] ] ]
roads needs assessment survey?

c. Does the jurisdiction provide updated information to the Highway ] ] ]
Performance Monitoring System (HPMS) at least once every 3 years
(with a one-year grace period allowed)?

5. Projects Sponsored by Other Agencies YES NO N/A

a. Does the jurisdiction acknowledge that the jurisdiction in which a [] [] []
project is located must comply with OBAG 2 requirements (MTC
Resolution No. 4202) in order for any project funded with OBAG 2 funds
to be located within the jurisdiction, even if the project is sponsored by
an outside agency (such as a transit agency)?

If “NO” or “N/A —Not Applicable” is marked in any box on the checklist, please include a statement at the
end of the checklist to indicate why the item was not met. Page 2
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Reporting Jurisdiction: Attachment A, MTC Resolution No. 4202

For Receipt of FY 2017-18 through 2021-22 OBAG 2 Funds November 18, 2015
Reporting Period: Calendar Year 2016 Revised: 07/27/16-C
6. Regional Project Delivery Requirements YES NO N/A

a. Does the jurisdiction acknowledge that it must comply with the regional [] [] []
Project Delivery Policy and Guidance requirements (MTC Resolution No.
3606) in the implementation of the project, and that the jurisdiction
must identify and maintain a Single Point of Contact for all projects with
FHWA-administered funding?

7. Completion of Checklist YES NO N/A

Has the jurisdiction completed all sections of this checklist? L1 [ [

If the jurisdiction has checked “NO” or “N/A” to any of the above questions,
please provide an explanation below as to why the requirement was not
met or is considered not applicable:

Attachments

[ ] Documentation of local jurisdiction’s compliance with MTC’s Complete Streets Requirements,
including copy of adopted resolution or circulation element (Checklist Item 1).

[] Documentation of compliance with MTC’s Housing Element Requirements, such as a copy of
certified housing element or annual report, or a letter of compliance from HCD (Checklist Item
2).

[ ] Documentation of compliance with the State’s Surplus Land Act, such as a copy of the adopted
resolution (Checklist Item 3). This requirement applies only to general law cities and counties
unless and until a final court decision is rendered that charter cities must comply with the
provisions of this Act.

If “NO” or “N/A —Not Applicable” is marked in any box on the checklist, please include a statement at the
end of the checklist to indicate why the item was not met. Page 3
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Reporting Jurisdiction: Attachment A, MTC Resolution No. 4202
For Receipt of FY 2017-18 through 2021-22 OBAG 2 Funds November 18, 2015
Reporting Period: Calendar Year 2016 Revised: 07/27/16-C

Review and Approval of Checklist

This checklist was prepared by:

Signature Date

Name & Title (print)

Phone Email

This checklist was approved for submission to <INSERT NAME>City/County by:

Signature Date

City Manager/Administrator or designee

If “NO” or “N/A —Not Applicable” is marked in any box on the checklist, please include a statement at the
end of the checklist to indicate why the item was not met. Page 4
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Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC)

Attachment B-1

MTC Resolution No. 4202
OBAG 2 Regional Programs

FY 2017-18 through FY 2021-22
July 2016

OBAG 2 Regional Programs Project List
PROJECT CATEGORY AND TITLE
OBAG 2 REGIONAL PROGRAMS
1. REGIONAL PLANNING ACTIVITIES
Regional Planning
1. REGIONAL PLANNING ACTIVITIES
2. PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
Pavement Management Program
Pavement Technical Advisory Program (PTAP)

Statewide Local Streets and Roads (LSR) Needs Assessment

2. PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM

3. PDA PLANNING & IMPLEMENTATION

PDA Planning and Implementation

Community-Based Transportation Plan (CBTP) Updates
3. PDA PLANNING & IMPLEMENTATION

4. CLIMATE INITIATIVES
Climate Inititiaves Program of Projects
Spare the Air Youth Program
4. CLIMATE INITIATIVES
5. REGIONAL ACTIVE OPERATIONAL MANAGEMENT
AOM Implementation
511 Next Gen
Rideshare
Bay Bridge Forward

Transbay Higher Capacity Bus Fleet/Increased Service Frequencies

Pilot Transbay Express Bus Routes
Eastbay Commuter Parking
Casual Carpool in San Francisco and along I-80

Transbay Higher Capacity Bus Fleet/Increased Service Frequencies

Ferry Service Enhancement Pilot (pending exchange)
Columbus Day Initiative (CDI)
Freeway Performance
Arterial/Transit Performance
Connected Vehicles/Shared Mobility
Transportation Management System
Field Equipment Devices O& M
Incident Management
5. REGIONAL ACTIVE OPERATIONAL MANAGEMENT
6. TRANSIT CAPITAL PRIORITIES
BART Car Replacement/Expansion
Clipper
Unprogrammed Balance
6. TRANSIT CAPITAL PRIORITIES

7. PRIORITY CONSERVATION AREA (PCA)

Regional Peninsula, Southern and Eastern Counties PCA Program

Peninsula, Southern and Eastern Counties PCA Program
Local Northbay PCA Program
Marin PCA Program
Napa PCA Program
Solano PCA Program
Sonoma PCA Program
7. PRIORITY CONSERVATION AREA (PCA)

8. LOCAL HOUSING PRODUCTION INCENTIVE
Local Housing Production Incentive
8. LOCAL HOUSING PRODUCTION INCENTIVE

OBAG 2 REGIONAL PROGRAMS
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MTC Res. No. 4202 Attachment B-1
Adopted: 11/18/15-C
Revised: 07/27/16-C

COUNTY

Regionwide

Regionwide
Regionwide
Regionwide

Regionwide
Regionwide

TBD
Regionwide

Regionwide
Regionwide
Regionwide
Regionwide
Alameda
Alameda
Alameda
SF/Alameda
Contra Costa
Various
Regionwide
Regionwide
Regionwide
Regionwide
Regionwide
Regionwide
Regionwide

Various
Regionwide

TBD

Marin
Napa
Solano
Sonoma

TBD

SPONSOR

MTC

TOTAL:

MTC
MTC
MTC/Caltrans

TOTAL:

MTC
MTC

TOTAL:

TBD
MTC

TOTAL:

MTC

MTC

MTC

MTC

AC Transit
AC Transit
MTC

MTC
WestCat
WETA
MTC

MTC

MTC

MTC

MTC

MTC

MTC

TOTAL:

BART
MTC

TOTAL:

MTC/CCC

TAM
NCTPA
STA
SCTA

TOTAL:

TBD

TOTAL:
TOTAL:

MTC Resolution No. 4202 Attachment B-1

TOTAL OBAG 2
STP/CMAQ

$9,555,000
$9,555,000

$1,500,000
$7,500,000

$250,000
$9,250,000

$18,500,000
$1,500,000
$20,000,000

$22,000,000
$1,000,000
$23,000,000

$22,500,000
$39,000,000
$10,000,000

$1,200,000

$800,000
$1,500,000
$1,000,000
$2,000,000
$2,500,000

$43,500,000
$18,000,000
$5,000,000

$19,000,000
$13,000,000
$179,000,000

$150,000,000
$20,000,000
$19,283,000
$189,283,000

$8,200,000

$2,050,000
$2,050,000
$2,050,000
$2,050,000
$16,400,000

$30,000,000
$30,000,000

$476,488,000



Attachment B-2
MTC Resolution No. 4202
OBAG 2 County Programs

MTC Res. No. 4202 Attachment B-2
Adopted: 11/18/15-C
Revised: 07/27/16-C

FY 2017-18 through FY 2021-22

July 27, 2016
OBAG 2 County Programs Project List OBAG 2
PROJECT CATEGORY AND TITLE COUNTY SPONSOR STP/CMAQ

OBAG 2 COUNTY PROGRAMS

Specific projects TBD
Planning Activities Base Alameda ACTC $5,489,000
Federal Aid Secondary (FAS) Alameda Alameda County $1,779,000
Safe Routes To School (SRTS) Alameda ACTC/Various $5,340,000
TBD Alameda TBD $64,047,000

Specific projects TBD
Planning Activities Base Contra Costa CCTA $4,343,000
Federal Aid Secondary (FAS) Contra Costa Contra Costa County $1,343,000
Safe Routes To School (SRTS) Contra Costa CCTA/Various $4,088,000
TBD Contra Costa TBD $46,362,000

Specific projects TBD
Planning Activities Base Marin TAM $3,822,000
Federal Aid Secondary (FAS) Marin Marin County $838,000
Safe Routes To School (SRTS) Marin TAM/Various $864,000
TBD Marin TBD $5,346,000

Specific projects TBD
Planning Activities Base Napa NCTPA $3,822,000
Federal Aid Secondary (FAS) Napa Napa County $1,189,000
Safe Routes To School (SRTS) Napa NCTPA/Various $515,000
TBD Napa TBD $2,624,000

Specific projects TBD
Planning Activities Base San Francisco SFCTA $3,998,000
Safe Routes To School (SRTS) San Francisco SFCTA/Various $1,797,000
TBD San Francisco TBD $42,388,000

Specific projects TBD
Planning Activities Base San Mateo CCAG $3,822,000
Federal Aid Secondary (FAS) San Mateo San Mateo County $892,000
Safe Routes To School (SRTS) San Mateo CCAG/Various $2,394,000
TBD San Mateo TBD $25,437,000

Specific projects TBD
Planning Activities Base Santa Clara VTA $6,078,000
Federal Aid Secondary (FAS) Santa Clara Santa Clara County $1,701,000
Safe Routes To School (SRTS) Santa Clara VTA/Various $6,878,000
TBD Santa Clara TBD $89,416,000

Specific projects TBD
Planning Activities Base Solano STA $3,822,000
Federal Aid Secondary (FAS) Solano Solano County $1,506,000
Safe Routes To School (SRTS) Solano STA/Various $1,469,000
TBD Solano TBD $14,380,000

Specific projects TBD
Planning Activities Base Sonoma SCTA $3,822,000
Federal Aid Secondary (FAS) Sonoma Sonoma County $3,264,000
Safe Routes To School (SRTS) Sonoma SCTA/Various $1,655,000
TBD Sonoma TBD $18,982,000

OBAG 2 COUNTY PROGRAMS $385,512,000
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ATTACHMENT 6
PCC Agenda Item 7.1
November 3, 2016

ATTACHMENT 6
PCC Agenda Item 7.1
November 3, 2016

OBAG 2 CALL FOR PROJECTS

PCC
November 3, 2016

A Comprehensive Funding Approach

Distribute transportation
funding through a model
that helps implement
the Sustainable
Communities Strategy
(SCS)

Provide flexibility on
how money can be
spent, while meeting
regional objectives (ex:
Complete Streets)

85

Reward jurisdictions
that accept housing
in Priority
Development Areas
(PDAS)

Support open space
preservation in
Priority Conservation
Areas (PCAs)



OBAG 2 Regional Programs

1 Regional Planning Activities 2% 10
2 Pavement Management Plan 2% 9

Priority Development Area 4% 20
Planning

Climate Initiatives 5% 23
Priority Conservation Areas 3% 16
Regional Operations 38%
Transit Capital Priorities 40%

Housing Production Incentive 6%

OBAG1 OBAG 2

FY2013-2017 FY2018-2022

New Regional Program Elements

Naturally-Occurring

Bay Bridge Forward Housing Incentive Program  a¢tordable Housing (NOAH)
“80k by 2020 Challenge” Pilot

Direct to address Direct towards
capacity constraints preservation of affordable housing

Direct to reward
housing production
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OBAG 2 County Program

Distribution Formula Program Amounts

Alameda $77

Contra Costa $56

Marin* $11

RHNA Total Napa* $8
San Francisco $48

Production S M R
Aﬁordfgll}: Santa Clara $104
Solano* $21

Sonoma* $28

330

Millions $, rounded
*Does not include PCA funding

Napa OBAG 2 Program

OBAG 2 Funds

CMA Planning Base $3,822,000

Safe Routes to School Base $620,000

Discretionary Funding $3,813,000
PDA minimum threshold $840,000
Anywhere $2,973,000

Total $8,255,000

|PCAFunds 5205000

All funds are federal and subject to federal local assistance requirements
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Requirements for County CMAs

® SRTS & FAS: Continue funding
for county SRTS & rural roads

® Priority Development Areas
(PDAS): 50% of funding in
northern counties and 70% of

funding in southern counties to be
spent PDAs

PDA Investment and

Growth Strategy: adopt update
by May 1, 2017

Housing/Displacement:
reward jurisdictions with most
effective housing anti-displacement
policies (new)

Complete Streets resolution
or plan update

Certified Housing Element
Annual reporting of Housing
Element — April 1

Surplus Land Act resolution
general law cities, counties

LSR requirements:
participation in statewide
HPMS reporting

These requirementsfor OBAG 2

are not new; reinforce existing
state or federal mandates
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Eligible Project Types

Planning and Outreach Activities

Local Street and Roads Preservation
Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements
Transportation for Livable Communities

Safe Routes to School
Priority Conservation Areas

= All project applications require a minimum 11.47% local
match

= All projects are federalized and have to go through the
Caltrans local assistance project delivery process

= Applicants must have a agreement with Caltrans:to apply
or partner with a public agency that has-a-Master
Agreement with Caltrans

Priority Conservation Area’

defined in CA. Govt. Code 65(

Provides or enhances pedestrian or bicycle access to
open space/parkland resources

Supports the agricultural economy of the region
Applicants include governments, tribes, water/utility

districts, resource conservation districts, park and open
space, land trusts and other resource protection non-

profits
Applicants are strongly encouraged to collaborate to
leverage additional funds

Land acquisition other than transportation right of way,
would need to be funded through matching funds
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Project Selection

OBAG 2 guidelines has fairly prescriptive
Screening Criteria

Minimal additional requirements added by
NVTA — Supplemental Criteria

Project readiness

Matching funds

Community support

Serves a community of concern

Projects must be included in Countywide

Transportation Plan
PDA supplemental affordable housing anti-
displacement ranking

2016

July

October
November 3
December 23
2017

January —
February

March

April/May
Fall

OBAG 2 Next Steps

MTC adopts program revisions — additional revenues &
housing components

NVTA project solicitation
NVTA to hold OBAG 2 workshop - Q&A
OBAG 2 Applications are due to NVTA

NVTA to review project applications and provide draft
project recommendations

Draft recommendations to committees — ATAC, PCC,
CAC and TAC

NVTA Board approves OBAG 2 Projects
MTC approves county and regional OBAG 2 projects
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Questions

277

Contact Us
Danielle Schmitz, Planning Manager

707-259-5968
www.nvta.ca.gov
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November 3, 2016
PCC Agenda Item 7.2a

_ Continued From: New
i IA Action Requested: INFORMATION

NAPA VALLEY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
PCC Agenda Letter

TO: Paratransit Coordinating Council

FROM: Kate Miller, Executive Director

REPORT BY: Karrie Sanderlin, Program Manager — Administration & Human
Resources
(707) 259-8633 / Email: ksanderlin@nvta.ca.gov

SUBJECT: Napa Valley Transportation Authority (NVTA) Board Room

Modifications Update

RECOMMENDATION

Information only. The Paratransit Coordinating Council will receive an update on the
progress to date of the NVTA Board room modifications.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Through NVTA'’s previous on-call engineering contract, RGD Acoustics, an acoustical
and audiovisual consulting firm, was hired to assess the board room for needed
improvements. During their on-site visit, staff informed RGD of the issues with the
existing system. RGD tested the equipment and then prepared a programming report
(Attachment 1) with their recommendation. RGD is in the process of preparing the
technical side for the Request for Proposal (RFP) scope of work which should be
released in mid-December for solicitation. In addition staff is concurrently working on
the following:

e Obtaining quotes for carpeting, which is needed to cover construction re-wire to
make system wireless and help with the acoustics
Researching and obtaining quotes on acoustical panels for noise reductions
Obtaining quotes on flat screens to replace the projectors and screens
Researching and obtaining quotes for dais-mounted video screens
Developing a request for proposal (RFP) for to elicit proposals for an enhanced
security system

When possible, existing equipment will be preserved. Staff anticipates the project will
be completed by September 2017.

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS

Attachment: (1) Draft Audiovisual and Acoustical Programming Report
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ATTACHMENT 1 PCC
Agenda Item 7.2a
November 3, 2016

¢

ACOUSTICS

Acoustical & Audiovisual Consultants

DRA FT AUDIOVISUAL AND ACOUSTICAL PROGRAMMING REPORT FOR:

Soscol Gateway Transit Center
Napa, CA

PREPARED FOR:

Shawn O’Keefe, P.E.
Mark Thomas & Company

PREPARED BY:

Paul Konikowski, CTS-D
Senior Consultant

Phil Ferlino, CTS
Senior Consultant

DATE:

3 June 2015
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SOSCOL Gateway Transit Center Page 2 of 8
AV and Acoustical Programming Report (DRAFT) 3 June 2015

This programming report recaps the previously sent meeting minutes and summarizes
our recommendations for acoustics and audiovisual upgrades to the Soscol Gateway
Transit Center Board Room. We have also included an estimated cost of installation for
a system that conforms to the user group’s needs and the confirmed meeting notes.

1. Room Usage

The Transit Center Board Room is used for a variety of meetings including Board
Meetings. Itis also intended to be used by citizens for public or private events but in the
few times it was rented, the AV systems were not utilized.

2. Testing and Observations

a. Acoustics
e Measured the reverberation time (RTgp) and background noise level (NC)
¢ Noticed increased background noise from trains, buses, and HVAC system
e Discussed the use of mechanical shades and their impact on acoustics

b. Touchpanel Control
e Extron touchpanel turns projectors on and off (note: also power switch on wall)
e Touchpanel also chooses which source gets displayed on the three projectors

c. Video Projection

e System has three matching Boxlight projectors and 8'x 6’ projection screens
One of three Boxlight video projectors was not working during our visit
Video inputs to the projection system at the lectern had intermittent problems
Video projection system for laptop presentations from Board or from Staff table
Blu-Ray /CD player located in the lectern as well as laptop inputs for public use

d. Control System
e Projection screens are raised/lowered using high voltage switches on the walls
e Extron touchpanel turns projectors on and off but each of the three projectors is
plugged into a switched outlet that is controlled by a wall switch
e Touchpanel also chooses which source gets displayed on the three projectors
e Some of the touchpanel functions were not working responding (i.e. recording)

e. Speech Reinforcement
e Distributed Bogen paging speakers installed into high, sloped, wooden ceiling
Tonality of sound from paging speakers is not well balanced
12 gooseneck microphones on the dais tied into Biamp DSP automixer
1 gooseneck microphone on the staff table tied into Biamp DSP automixer
1 gooseneck microphone on the lectern tied into Biamp DSP automixer
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SOSCOL Gateway Transit Center Page 3 of 8
AV and Acoustical Programming Report (DRAFT) 3 June 2015

f. Streaming / Capture / Broadcast

Granicus server is on Local Area Network but not connected to the AV system
Local television crew sets up a camera on tripod in the rear of room, house left
Camera uses audio output from the Biamp DSP automixer meant for speakers
Tascam solid state recorder in the rack for recording dais and lectern speakers

3. Summary of User Concerns Regarding the Currently Installed AV System

a. General
e The users do not like the equipment rack location at the front of the room
because manual adjustments must be made in plain sight of everyone at the
meeting

b. Acoustics/Sound Quality
e |It's hard to hear people speaking whether microphones are used or are not used
e |t's hard to understand other audio sources such as laptops

c. Video Projection
e All three projectors can appear washed out even when all the shades are closed
e The lectern blocks the sightline from the dais to the side projection screen

d. Control System
e Touchpanel layout is not intuitive/user- friendly
e AV system is a major point of stress for them before every meeting

e. Speech Reinforcement
e Bogen paging speakers in the ceiling are not adequate for the meetings
e Microphones on the dais are not performing to users expectations
e Speech through the microphones are not properly gated in the DSP system

f. Streaming / Capture / Broadcast
e Granicus server on the Local Area Network is not connected to the AV system
e Tascam solid state recorder in the AV rack does not seem to be working

4. Summary of the Existing AV System Operational Status and User
Requirements

a. Many of system components can be reused, but will need to be tested to make sure
they are still in good, working condition. Reprogramming/configuration will be
needed to meet the user needs. This should be done by an audiovisual contractor.

b. The AV racks should be moved to the closet in the back of the room. This will
require saw cutting into the existing concrete floor and then patching the floor
afterwards. It will also require some new electrical conduits for the AV cabling.
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c. Carpeting the room will help with acoustics, but is not a complete solution to the
longer reverb time. It adds the benefit of less chair rolling by the Board members.

d. Board members need dais-mounted video screens (also called confidence monitors)
so they can see and read the presentations more clearly.

e. A simple lectern or two microphone stands is adequate for most public speakers.

f. New projectors facing the side walls are needed and can be simply swapped out for
brighter models with higher resolution and lighting levels. The project would also like
to consider removing the projection screens on the side walls and the associated
projectors, and replace with flat panels if it would be more cost effective. The added
benefit of flat panels is they handle ambient light much better.

g. The screen behind the board members needs to be larger so that people in the back
of the room are able to see details of the image. This will require a new screen,
projector, and relocating the projector location to the new image centerline.

h. The Staff needs a way to record non-board meetings that often take place in the
back of the room using tables. The staff currently uses a portable mini-recorder
placed on a table at these meetings for archiving and/or to help with minutes, but the
microphones on the portable recorder are not reaching other end of the table.

i. The Audio feed that is setup for the Camera Recording is poor quality and has a lot
of noise. They need the DSP to be reprogrammed to give a clean line level output.

5. Recommendation and Cost Estimates

Based on our meeting and site evaluation, we suggest the following upgrades should be
considered. The following Rough Order of Magnitude ( ROM) costs are “ballpark”
figures and should be not be considered a quote, as cost depends on a number of
factors including the acoustic materials and the larger task of relocating the AV rack.

a. Video Projection $40,000 - $50,000
¢ Increase main projection screen behind dais to 7’ x 12.5" image size, 16:10 ratio
e Center new projection screen and projector in middle of room between the lights
e Main projector should be widescreen 16:10 format minimum 7000 ANSI lumens
e Replace the projectors that face the side walls with 16:10, minimum 4000 ANSI
lumens OR replace the projection screens on the side walls with 2x2 video walls
NOTE: Replacing each projection system with a video wall is possible, but will
result in a larger installed cost. This cost estimate is for projection systems only.

b. Video Confidence Monitors For Dais $10,000 - $20,000
e Install one LCD display for every two dais seats; match resolution to projectors
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c. Control System $10,000 - $20,000
e Utilize larger touchpanels in the upgraded control system for ease of use
e Reprogram the touchpanel so functions are working properly (i.e. recording) and
provide additional training to staff so they feel confident in the control system
¢ Relocate the AV rack to the closet and add a second touchpanel in the AV rack
¢ Remove projector power switches so projector has constant power
e Add a wireless access point (WAP) and iPad control that mimics the touchpanels

d. Speech Reinforcement $10,000 - $20,000
e Remove, unwire, or turn down the volume of the Bogen paging ceiling-mounted
loudspeakers along the side walls. To turn down the volume of each ceiling
loudspeaker, insert a small flat screwdriver in the center of the grill, and turn left
e Replace ceiling speakers along center of the room with a higher quality brand.
e Add two 60 x 60 degree wall mounted loudspeakers to left and right of the dais

e. Streaming / Capture / Broadcast $5,000 - $10,000
e Relocate Granicus server from the table to AV rack and add KVM extenders so
the staff at the table can still use the mouse and keyboard of the Granicus server
e Reprogram the current Biamp DSP output for TV crew to have less gating effects
e Add an HD SDI input plate to the rack for TV crew to feed video to the Granicus

f. Recording system $5,000 - $10,000
e Add four to eight wireless tabletop microphones and associated Biamp DSP input
cards. We suggest Revolabs Executive Elite Wireless series microphones.
e Program Tascam solid state recorder in the AV rack to work with touch panel

g. Acoustics — Reverberation and Speech Intelligibility $20,000 - $30,000
e Generally more absorption is needed to reduce unwanted reflections from walls
e Wall-to-wall carpet is recommended for added absorption, but in addition, at least
1000 sq. feet of fabric-wrapped fiberglass acoustic panels should be installed
onto to the walls. The panels should be 3” thick as well as fire-rated.
e Carpet plus the acoustic panels will directly improve the speech intelligibility

h. Acoustics — HVAC ROM Cost TBD By Others
e The HVAC registers tend to whistle. The HVAC system should be checked for
proper balance and various components such as the registers may need
upgrade.

i. Acoustics — Exterior Noise Intrusion (bus and trains) ROM Cost TBD By Others
e Bus and train noise is clearly audible in the Board Room. In order to reduce the
noise, an upgraded exterior window wall assembly would be required. The exact
type of system would require further analysis but would likely include
replacement of existing window and doors with sound rated constructions (e.g.
double laminated glass
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PCC Agenda Item 7.3

y Continued From: New
y IA Action Requested: INFORMATION

NAPA VALLEY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
PCC Agenda Letter

TO: Paratransit Coordinating Council
FROM: Kate Miller, Executive Director

REPORT BY: Matthew Wilcox, Manager of Transit
(707) 259-8635 / Email: mwilcox@nvta.ca.gov

SUBJECT: Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Paratransit Service Policy
Update

RECOMMENDATION

Information only

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

NVTA’s 2016 Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Triennial Review revealed that
NVTA'’s policies guiding complementary Americans with Disabilities (ADA) paratransit
service had not been updated to reflect changes included in Moving Ahead for Progress
in the 21% Century (MAP-21) federal guidelines. In addition, NVTA’s policies were not
consistent with NVTA’s staff and Transdev’s practices. To address FTA findings, NVTA
staff updated its complementary ADA paratransit service policies and procedures.

FISCAL IMPACT

No

BACKGROUND AND DISCUSSION

FTA provided NVTA with four findings related specifically to the provision of
complementary ADA paratransit service. These findings are listed below with their
corrective actions.

Finding: ADA Complementary paratransit service deficiencies.

The grantee must revise its Transit Policy Document to reflect the correct practice in the
following areas: wheel chair specs, no-show//suspension policy, appeals process.
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Corrective Action: NVTA previously only referred to wheelchairs as “common
wheelchairs” which is not in line with the most current FTA guidelines as it pertains to
wheel mobility devices. NVTA has removed all reference to “common wheelchair” in its
policies and has broadened its definition to be consistent with the FTA guidelines.

NVTA’s no-show suspension policy did not adequately define the term “chronic”. The
proposed policy changes define the term chronic no-show behavior as when a
passenger misses three (3) trips or 10% or more of a passenger’s total trips in a
calendar month.

NVTA’s existing policies also did not clearly define its appeals process for
complementary ADA service denial or appeal for suspension related to no-shows. The
new policy clearly outlines the process for appeals for both instances.

Finding: Improper ADA complementary paratransit eligibility determination
process

The grantee must submit revised procedures to the FTA Regional Civil Rights Officer for
its eligibility determinations and/or appeals process to meet the regulatory requirements
(regarding visitor policy and eligibility denials for out of service area, and 21 day
application tracking).

Corrective Action: The proposed policy change specifically defines visitor policy.
NVTA no longer denies applicants who live outside of the Vine Go service area. If they
are eligible they are allowed to use the system as long as their origin and destination
are within the NVTA service area. NVTA has implemented a system for tracking the 21
day application process.

Finding: Limits or capacity constraints on ADA complementary paratransit
service

The grantee must track data for excessively long trips to assess capacity constraints,
and revise its response time for ADA eligible riders using shuttle services.

Corrective Action: NVTA has devised a plan to sample random trips to ensure that a
paratransit trip is comparable to that of the same trip on fixed route transit. NVTA has
created a formal policy regarding ADA service on community shuttles which is in line
with the ADA regulations regarding the use of dial-a-ride service as an equivalent to
complementary ADA paratransit.

Finding: Insufficient ADA complaint process

The grantee must refine its complaint process and internal procedures to document
resolution of complaints (document date of complaint resolution, and categorize all
complaints including by ADA category). The grantee must align complaints tracking
procedures to contract.
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Corrective Action: NVTA has updated its complaints log so that ADA complaints can
be easily identified and sorted.

In addition NVTA staff edited the balance of NVTA’s complementary ADA paratransit
policies and procedures to ensure clarity throughout the policy.

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS

Attachment: (1) NVTA Policies, Practices and Procedures Manual - Transit Policies
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ATTACHMENT 1
PCC Agenda Item 7.3
November 3, 2016

ADA Policy
. Service Overview

In compliance with the American’s with Disabilities Act of 1990 the Napa Valley
Transportation Authority (NVTA) provides complementary paratransit service (VineGo)
to the Vine fixed route bus system. This service is available to all individuals deemed
eligible that are making a trip with an origin and destination within three-quarters (%) of
a mile of a Vine fixed route corridor. VineGo paratransit operates as a curb-to-curb
service.

II.  Eligibility Standards

Per the ADA regulations individuals falling into one or more of the below categories are
eligible to receive complementary ADA paratransit service:

Category 1: Any individual with a disability who is unable, as the result of a physical or
mental impairment (including a vision impairment), and without the assistance of
another individual (except the operator of a wheelchair lift or other boarding assistance
device), to board, ride, or disembark from any vehicle on the fixed route system which is
readily accessible to and usable individuals with disabilities.

Category 2: Any individual with a disability who needs the assistance of a wheelchair lift
or other boarding assistance device and is able, with such assistance, to board, ride
and disembark from any fixed route vehicle which is readily accessible to and usable by
individuals with disabilities if the individual wants to travel on a route on the system
during the hours of operation of the system at a time, or within a reasonable period of
such time, when such a vehicle is not being used to provide designated public
transportation on the route.

Category 3: Any individual with a disability who has a specific impairment-related
condition which prevents such individual from traveling to a boarding location or from a
disembarking location on such system.

e Under this condition an emphasis is placed on prevents. A condition which
makes traveling to boarding location or from a disembarking location more
difficult for a person with a specific impairment-related condition than for an
individual who does not have the condition, but does not prevent the travel, is not
a basis for eligibility.

e Architectural barriers not under the control of the public entity providing fixed
route service and environmental barriers (e.g., distance, terrain, weather) do not,
standing alone, form a basis for eligibility under this paragraph. The interaction of
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such barriers with an individual's specific impairment-related condition may form
a basis for eligibility under this standard, if the effect is to prevent the individual
from traveling to a boarding location or from a disembarking location.

[ll.  Eligibility Determination Process

Individuals applying for complementary ADA paratransit service shall fully complete and
submit a VineGo Eligibility Determination Form to NVTA. Applications are reviewed and
the standards described in Section Il of this policy are used to make a determination
from the information provided by the applicant. In cases where a reviewer requires
further information to make an accurate decision regarding an applicant’s eligibility, the
applicant or their designated contact will be contacted via phone to ascertain the
information. All decisions regarding an applicant’s eligibility shall be rendered in written
form within twenty-one (21) days of receiving the applicant's determination form
regardless of any follow up.

IV. Eligibility Categories

NVTA separates eligible individuals into three distinct categories: unconditional,
conditional, and temporary. Unconditional eligibility is assigned to individuals who are
unable to use fixed route transit under any circumstances. Conditional eligibility is
assigned to individuals who are able to independently use fixed route transit under
some circumstances. Those “circumstances” are determined at the time of an
applicant's evaluation and are then adhered to when scheduling rides. Temporary
eligibility is assigned to individuals who experience a temporary loss of functional ability
that prevents them from using fixed route service. Each eligibility category shall result in
differing terms regarding the span of time in which an individual is certified to use ADA
paratransit. Individuals deemed unconditional shall remain eligible indefinitely due to the
fact most disabilities that would result in this type of categorization do not improve with
time. Unconditional individuals will receive a letter every three (3) years to ensure the
most up to date information is on record. Conditionally eligible individuals shall remain
certified for a period of three (3) years. Prior to their expiration conditionally eligible
individuals will be sent a letter asking to renew as well as a new application. The
determination of eligibility may change during their renewal, should their disability either
improved or deteriorated. Temporarily eligible individuals will also be sent a letter and
application at the end of their term giving them the opportunity to renew should they feel
that their condition still prevents them from riding fixed route transit.

V. Appeals Process

If a paratransit applicant is deemed ineligible and does not agree with the determination
they have the right to appeal the decision. To formally appeal a decision a letter must be
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submitted to NVTA within 60 days of receiving an eligibility determination letter. The
letter shall be addressed to NVTA 625 Burnell St. Napa, CA 94559 to the attention of
the Manger of Public Transit. Upon receiving the letter an appeals panel will be
assembled to hear an applicant’s appeal. The applicant or someone they appoint to
speak on their behalf shall be contacted and an in person meeting with the panel will be
scheduled. The panel shall consist of a member of Napa County’s Paratransit
Coordinating Council (PCC), a member of NVTA's Consumer Advocacy Committee
(CAC), and the Manager of Public Transit. The appeals panel will render a final written
decision within thirty (30) days of hearing the appeal. Should the appeals panel not
render a decision within the thirty (30) days after the completion of the appeals process,
NVTA shall provide paratransit service to the applicant until a decision is rendered. Free
transportation shall be provided to the appealing applicant and their personal care
attendant (PCA) to the appeals hearing.

VI. Visitors

Complementary paratransit service is available to visitors. A visitor is defined as anyone
coming from an area outside of the nine (9) Bay Area Counties. All visitors must submit
a proof of eligibility as determined by the jurisdiction in which they formally reside prior
to their use of the VineGo system. In a case where an individual has no formal
documentation of ADA eligibility, the individual is to provide documentation of residence
outside of the Bay Area, and if the individual's disability is no apparent, proof of
disability. Visitors shall be able to use VineGo for a total of twenty-one (21) days within
a three hundred and sixty-five (365) day period. Should an individual need service
beyond the twenty-one (21) total days they shall be required to apply for local
certification.

VIl.  Reservation and Scheduling

Eligible individuals may schedule their trips as early as seven (7) days in advance or as
late as the day before the intended trip. For clarification, the “day before” is not
considered to be twenty-four (24) hours prior to the intended trip. A request for a
morning trip can be made in the afternoon of the day before. Trips are schedule on a
first come, first serve basis. No trips will be given priority over the other based on trip
purpose or destination. Reservationist may negotiate an eligible individual's requested
pickup time up to one hour before or after the desired pickup time. Reservationists shall
be available to schedule trips from 8:00AM to 6:00PM, Monday through Friday and
8:00AM to 5:00PM Saturday through Sunday. NVTA does not provide subscription
service.
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VIIl.  Hours of Operation and Service Area

NVTA shall operate complementary paratransit service during the same days and hours
that fixed route service operates. Thus, if an individual can travel from a given origin to a
given destination on a particular fixed route at a certain time of day, a paratransit eligible
person must also be able to travel from the same origin to that same destination on
paratransit at that time of day. Because paratransit service is required to be available
during the same hours and days as the fixed route system, and because not all fixed
routes will necessarily be operating at a given time on a given day, the shape of the
paratransit service area can be expected to change accordingly. For example, it is
common for certain routes to not run late at night or on Sundays. Those routes, and
their associated paratransit corridors, are served with paratransit when the fixed route
system is not running on them.

IX. Fares

NVTA shall set its fares for paratransit trips at twice that of a comparable fixed route trip.
Eligible individuals shall pay their fare upon boarding. Personal care attendants (PCA)
that are specifically identified in an eligible individual’s file ride for free. Should an
eligible individual have a companion that is not their designated PCA, that individual
shall be required to pay the same fare amount as the eligible individual they are
travelling with.

X.  Mobility Devices

Vine and VineGo transit vehicles are designed to accommodate most wheelchairs and
mobility aids. NVTA defines a wheelchair as a mobility aid that belongs to any class of
three or more wheeled devices, is manual or powered, usable indoors and/ or outdoors,
and designed or modified for the an individual’'s mobility impairments. The maximum
amount that a lift on the fixed route system can safely accommodate is 600Ibs (rider and
mobility device combined). Some ramp equipped fixed route vehicles can accommodate
800lbs however there is no guarantee that those specific vehicles will be available for
one’s trip. For safety reasons riders and their mobility device that have a combined
weight of 600lbs or more are encouraged to use paratransit. The maximum the lifts on
NVTA'’s paratransit fleet can safely accommodate is 800Ibs. If the combined weight of a
rider and their mobility device is 800lbs or greater VineGo cannot accommodate them
safely and the rider will be directed to make other transportation arrangements.

Xl. Passenger Accompaniment

NVTA guarantees any eligible paratransit user one travel companion. Additional
persons accompanying eligible individuals are to be served on a space-available basis
to prevent displacement of other ADA paratransit eligible individuals. NVTA does not
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limit who the companion may be; the companion may be a family member, friend, or
business associate, etc. NVTA requires that the eligible individual reserve a space for
the companion when reserving his or her own ride. A personal care attendant (PCA),
someone designated or employed to assist the eligible individual, may always ride with
the eligible individual. If there is a PCA on the trip, the eligible individual may still bring a
companion, as well as additional companions on a space-available basis. To be
considered as “accompanying” the eligible individual, a companion must have the same
origin and destination points as the eligible individual.

NVTA allows service animals to accompany paratransit users on all trips. A service
animal is defined by the ADA as “any guide dog, signal dog, or other animal individually
trained to work or perform tasks for an individual with a disability, including, but not
limited to, guiding individuals with impaired vision, alerting individuals with impaired
hearing to intruders or sounds, providing minimal protection or rescue work, pulling a
wheelchair, or fetching dropped items.” Emotional support, therapy, comfort, or
companion animals are not considered “service animals” as they have not been trained
to perform a specific job or task. Operational staff may ask if an animal is a service
animal or ask what tasks the animal has been trained to perform in cases where it is not
obvious that an animal is a service animal. NVTA shall not require the exclusion of a
service animal unless the animal is out of control and the animal's owner does not take
effective action to control it or the animal poses a direct threat to the health or safety of
others. NVTA does not limit the number of service animals accompanying a user as
long as each animal meets the definition of a service animal and is kept under the
control of the rider.

Xll. Passenger Assistance

As defined in Section | of these policies NVTA’s ADA paratransit shall operate as a
curb-to-curb service. Drivers will provide assistance beyond the curb on an as-needed
basis. NVTA shall ask users upon requesting their ride to inform the reservationist if this
aid is needed for their pickup and/or drop-off. Should a user not inform the reservationist
or a barrier becomes present that was unknown creating the requirement of assistance
from the driver, assistance shall not be denied. Although assistance beyond the curb
shall be provided on a case by case basis it is NVTA policy that drivers are able to
maintain “effective continuing control” of the vehicle. Effective continuing control is
defined by the NVTA as the driver being able to maintain visual contact with the vehicle
at all times in cases where a user needs assistance beyond the curb. Drivers are also
prohibited to enter private residences or past the first exterior door of any other building
even if visual contact with the vehicle can be maintained.
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XIl.  No-Shows

A no-show is defined as a situation where a rider does not take a scheduled ride or
cancels their trip an hour or less before their scheduled pickup time due to reasons
within their control. Trips missed due to sudden illness, family emergency, or transit
agency error or lateness considered outside of the rider’s control are not considered a
“no-show”. A no-show often results in a wasted trip that could have otherwise been
given to someone else. Due to critical nature of paratransit trips NVTA takes chronic no-
shows very seriously. ADA regulations allow paratransit service to be suspended for a
reasonable amount of time when a rider consistently does not appear for scheduled
trips. Missing three (3) trips or 10% or more of a passenger’s total trips in a calendar
month is considered chronic no-show behavior. If a rider presents chronic no-show
behavior he or she will be provided with written notification of their impending
suspension and the degree of their penalty. The penalties are described below:

e 1 month — Passenger will receive a phone call and a letter to review the policy
and rider expectations.

e 2" month — Seven (7) day suspension

e 3" month — Fourteen (14) day suspension

e 4" month and after — increasing penalties by one (1) week up to one (1) month
suspension.

e Penalties will reset after a year period from the first warning letter.

At any point that an individual receives a written warning or impending suspension
notice they may appeal the suspension within sixty (60) days of receipt. The appeals
panel will render a final written decision within thirty (30) days of receiving the appeal.

XIV. Pick-Ups

NVTA requests that riders be ready for pick-up at their scheduled time. Drivers shall
walit five (5) minutes past the scheduled pick-up time for a registrant to make an
indication they are present and planning to make their trip. If a registrant does not show
themselves or make a good faith effort they to inform the driver they are making their
way to the vehicle the driver will depart and the registrant will be considered a no-show.
This five (5) minute window shall commence from the scheduled time of pick-up, not
when the vehicle arrives. If a driver arrives prior to the scheduled pick-up they cannot
commence the countdown until the scheduled pick-up time. Should a driver arrive early
there is no obligation for the registrant to board the vehicle. Although there is no
obligation a registrant may elect to depart early, and the trip will be considered early. A
trip is considered “on-time” when a vehicle arrives within thirty (30) minutes of the
scheduled pick-up time. If the vehicle arrives outside of the thirty (30) minute window
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they are considered late. To ensure a high quality of service NVTA expects that 90% of
pick-ups are either on-time (within the 30-minute window) or are early.

XV. Denials and Missed Trips

NVTA shall have no denials of service. NVTA's operator shall make it a top priority to
provide enough capacity on the system to meet demand. Missed trips are trips that are
not completed due to agency error. They shall be defined as follows.

¢ The vehicle arrives and leaves before the beginning of the pickup window without
picking up the rider and without any indication from the rider that he or she no
longer wants to make the trip. Note that a rider is not obligated to board until the
beginning of the pickup window or—for transit agencies that have a 5-minute
wait-time policy—from the start of the pickup window until 5 minutes have
elapsed.

e The vehicle does not wait the required time within the pickup window, there is no
contact with the rider, and the vehicle departs without the rider. Note that if during
the wait time the rider indicates he or she no longer wants to take the trip, this is
typically recorded as a “cancel at the door.”

e The vehicle arrives after the end of the pickup window and departs without
picking up the rider (either because the rider is not there or declines to take the
trip because it is now late).

e The vehicle does not arrive at the pickup location.

XVI.  Trip Length

NVTA shall sample twenty (20) random weekday trips, five (5) Saturday trips, and three
(3) Sunday trips on a monthly basis to ensure that travel times are comparable to the
travel times an individual would have on a comparable fixed route trip. NVTA expects
trips to be comparable 95% of the time.

XVII.  Equivalent Service

NVTA operates four on-demand shuttle services in the communities of Calistoga, St.
Helena, Yountville, and American Canyon. These on-demand services shall operate as
complementary ADA paratransit for all trips originating and ending within their
respective service areas. To ensure equitable service NVTA shall ensure that response
times, fare, geographic service area, hours/days of operation, restrictions, availability of
information and reservation capability, and constraints on capacity or availability are
equal between ADA and non-ADA eligible riders of each on-demand shuttle service.
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