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Purpose of the
2041 P Investment Analysis

and minority populations sharing equitably in the TIP’s
financial investments?”

Provide accurate and current data to help inform
decision-makers and the public, and to inform and
encourage engagement in the public participation
process.
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Background / Recent Related Efforts

First investment analysis for the TIP; we actively seek
your feedback

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION



About the 2011 TIP

TIP Funds by Source

Regional— Federal
8% 11%

11.1 billion

Covers four-year period through
Fiscal Year 2014 Local

approximately

Local funds are largest share,
even though TIP is focused on
projects with a federal interest
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Key Differences:
2041 TP and lransportation 2035

2011 TIP Investments
Expenditures by Mode/Type

Road/Highway Transit

Expansion Maint./Ops
29% 11%

Road/Highway Transit
Maint./Ops Expansion
24% 36%

Transportation 2035 Investments
Expenditures by Mode/Type

Transit
Maint./Ops
53%

Road/Highway
Expansion
4%

Road/Highway Transit
Maint./Ops Expansion
30% 13%
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Reason for Differences
20141 T1P and liransportation 2035

2011 TIP generally includes only projects that are
regionally significant, have federal funds, or require a
federal action

Transportation 2035 is all planned transportation projects

Transit and roadway O&M is under-represented in the
2011 TIP because these investments are predominantly
100% locally-funded
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Equity and Environmental Justice
Considerations

MTC’s Environmental Justice Principles.

No specific federal guidance on completing an
investment analysis for the TIP.

MTC is building on the Transportation 2035 work and
seeking feedback on the methodology and future
Improvements.
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Context — Bay Area Demographics

Population Distribution by Household Income

Population % of Total
Low-Income (< $50,000) 1,753,180 25%
Not Low-Income (> $50,000) 5,155,599 75%
Total 6,908,779 100%

Population by Race/Ethnicity

Number of
Households | % of Total
Minority 3,721,079 54%
White Non-Hispanic 3,176,804 46%
Total 6,897,883 100%

Sources: American Community Survey (ACS): Public Use Microdata Sample 2008 and 2005-2007 ACS
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Context — Bay Area Demographics

Share of Trips by Mode
Total Population

Other
1%

Non-Motorized
12%

Transit
7%

Share of Trips by Mode Share of Trips by Mode
Racial/Ethnic Minority Population Low-Income Population

Other
Muotor 39, Motor
Vehicle Vehicle
Other T6% B65%
1%
Non-Motorized Non-Motorized
13% 18%
Transit Transit
10% 14%
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Analysis Approach

This investment share is then compared with each
community’s proportional population and trip-making
patterns
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Methodology Overview.

populations to % of use of the transportation system by the
same populations.

Geographic-Based Analysis:

Location and access-based; it does not take into account
system use.

Compares the % of investment in communities of concern
(CoCs) to % population or infrastructure located in these
communities.
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Key Findings: Overall

Several results suggest the 2011 TIP invests greater
share of funding to the benefit of low-income and
minority communities than their proportionate share of
the region’s population or travel as a whole

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION




Key Findings:
JTotal Investments

proportionate share of trips taken by minority and low-income
populations, or communities of concern populations

2011 TIP
Investment Share of Total
Share Trips/Population

Population Use-Based
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Key Eindings:
dransit Investments

Share of transit investment was slightly lower than the share of transit
trips made by minority populations

Population Use-Based Population Use-Based
Transit — Gomparison of 2011 TIP Investment and Passenger Trips  Transit — Comparison of 2011 TIP Investment and Passenger Trip Distribution
60% — By Low-Income Population By Race/Ethnicity
o 0 0 60%
. 94% 96% l Percent of Investment by Trips 60%
40% 50% Percent of Passenger Trips
L 40%
e 40%
30% —
20% — !
20% —
10% [—
10% —
0% s -
Share of Transit Investment Share of Transit Trips 0% ! |
for Low-Income Passengers by Low-Income Passengers White, Non-Hispanic All Racial Minorities
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Key Eindings:
State Highway/Roadway $

populations

Share of road investment was slightly higher than the share of vehicle
miles traveled by minority populations

Population Use-Based Population Use-Based
60% Local Streets and Roads, State Highway and Toll Bridges Local Streets and Roads, State Highway and Toll Bridges
Comparison of 2011 TIP Investment and Vehicle Miles Traveled Comparison of 2011 TIP Investment and VMT Distribution
50% — By Low-Income Trips . By Race/Ethnicity
e
0% — 0 60% I" Percent of Investment by VMT
50% |~ Percent of Population VMT
.
30% 0% —
40%
20% 30%
10% 13% 13% 20% [~
0% 5 g J g 0% —
Share of Road, Highway and Bridge Share of Vehicle Miles Traveled
Investment for Low-Income Population By Low-Income Population 0%
° White, Non-Hispanic All Racial Minorities
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Next Steps for Investment Analysis

Jpdale and make maore Cor SNy avaliablie survey

data sets for Bay Area travel behavior and demographics

Improve the analytical framework for assessing benefits
and burdens to low-income and minority populations for
future TIP analysis
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Next Steps for 2011 1P

cisco

A Guide to the San Francis
Bay Area’s Transportation

Additional public comments and Jmprovement Program, or TIF
a presentation of TIP analysis st
will be provided at the

September 22, 2010
Commission meeting

The 2011 TIP is scheduled for
adoption by the Commission at
the October 27, 2010 meeting

August 2010
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