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TO: MTC Planning Committee, ABAG Administration 
Committee and Joint Policy Committee 

DATE: September 3, 2010 

FR: Executive Director   

RE: SCS/RTP Performance Targets and Indicators 
 
MTC and ABAG staffs are working on a performance-based approach to developing the 
Sustainable Communities Strategy/Regional Transportation Plan (SCS/RTP). Both 
Transportation 2035 Plan and Projections 2009 used a similar performance-based approach and 
thus provide a solid foundation for this work with some refinements. At your September 
meeting, staff seeks your initial feedback on: 

1. The general approach to performance targets and indicators; and 
2. Whether the preliminary set of goals and targets captures the main areas of interest. 

 
Three E’s Architecture 
The SCS/RTP should represent a strategic regional vision to make our region more sustainable – 
a place with a globally competitive economy, a healthy and safe environment, and equity 
wherein residents share in the benefits of complete communities served by a well-maintained, 
efficient and connected regional transportation system. These “Three E’s”, used in our existing 
regional plans, provide a framework to articulate two sets of performance measures for the 
SCS/RTP, as shown in Attachment 1:   

 Performance targets will help us define what we hope to achieve and help us evaluate 
policies and investments that help us get there. Staff anticipates MTC and ABAG 
adoption of targets before the end of this year. 

 Performance indicators will allow us to measure actual changes over time. Staff 
anticipates adoption of indicators in Spring 2011. 

 
Targets  
Staff is aiming for a set of no more than 10 targets that represent the Three E’s and allow us to 
test, with our regional travel and land use models, an integrated set of policy and investment 
choices. 
 
As in the existing regional plans, the SCS/RTP performance measures should reflect a set of 
overarching regional goals. You’ll note from Attachment 2 that we are currently proposing to 
carry over several of the targets previously adopted in MTC Transportation 2035 plan and 
ABAG’s Projections 09. However, we are also proposing several new targets in recognition of 
the land use objectives contained in SB 375. 
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Two targets are defined by statute and regulation, and apply to the SCS/RTP. These include:   

 Greenhouse Gas Emissions Reduction Target: The California Air Resources Board 
(CARB) will set regional targets for each MPO to reduce carbon dioxide emissions from 
cars and light trucks for years 2020 and 2035.  

 Housing Target: SB 375 effectively requires each region to set target levels for 25 years 
of housing growth based on accommodating all population growth by income level. The 
regional agencies will establish this target in consultation with local government partners 
and the state Department of Housing and Community Development.  

 
Starting in early 2011, we will use the performance targets to test land use policies, 
transportation investments, and transportation policies. Analysis with the regional land use and 
travel models will forecast what it might take to achieve the targets, leading to selection of a 
preferred set of land use projections, transportation investments, and policies ultimately included 
in the SCS.  
 
Indicators  
We will use performance indicators to track the implementation of the SCS/RTP plan and 
policies. In addition, indicators can measure other aspects of community quality that are related 
to transportation and land use. Neither Transportation 2035 nor Projections 2009 include 
indicators; however, MTC and ABAG have precedents on which to build including the equity 
Snapshot Analysis and Priority Development Area Assessment. Performance indicators under 
consideration are listed in Attachment 3. Examples include: 

 Transportation availability 
 Housing affordability and choice 
 School access and quality 
 Actions taken by local jurisdictions to implement the SCS 

 
Timeline  
Staff anticipates recommending a set of performance targets to these committees later this year 
so that we may start analysis of the scenarios in early 2011. We are presently gathering input 
from the Regional Advisory Working Group, MTC Policy Advisory Council, and ABAG 
Regional Planning Committee. Milestones include: 
 August – October 2010: Develop recommended transportation and land use targets 

o September: Air Resources Board adopts greenhouse gas reduction targets 
 November 2010: Adoption of targets by regional agencies  

o ABAG: 25-year housing target 
o ABAG and MTC: other transportation and land use targets 

 November – December 2010: Define Vision scenarios 
 January 2011: Start Vision scenario assessment 
 November 2010 – March 2011:  Develop recommended indicators 
 April 2011: Adoption of targets by regional agencies 
 
The attached presentation slides provide additional information 
 
 ________________________ 
 Steve Heminger 
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Attachment 2: SCS/RTP Goals and Targets Under Consideration 
 

GOAL  TARGET S   UNDER  REVIEW  T2035/ 
P2009 

CLIMATE PROTECTION  Reduce CO2 per capita from motor vehicles  Statutory (Source: California Air Resourced Board)    

House the region’s projected 25‐year growth by demand segments based on income  Statutory 
  (Source: SB 375)   

ADEQUATE HOUSING 

Reduce concentration of poverty  (Source: State Housing Element Law)   

CLEAN AIR 
Reduce PM2.5 emissions  Statutory (T‐2035) 
Overall and in communities of concern adjacent to transportation hot spots     

LAND PRESERVATION 
Preserve X% of the region's most essential habitat,  
agricultural, recreational, and water resource lands   (Source: Regional Advisory Working Group) 

 

Reduce collisions: Reduce motor vehicle injuries and fatalities (includes pedestrians and cyclists)   

Increase non‐motorized activity: 
 Increase average amount of biking or walking per person 
 Increase non‐motorized mode share  (Source: Ad Hoc Committee) 

 HEALTHY & SAFE 

COMMUNITIES 
Reduce driving:   (Source: Regional Advisory Working Group) 

 Reduce VMT per capita 
 Increase non‐auto mode share 

 

Improve affordability of transportation and housing (by income level)    (Source: Center for Housing Policy)   

Reduce public costs:  maintain the transportation system in a state of good repair   

ECONOMIC HEALTH  Increase System Productivity/Efficiency 
 Reduce per‐capita delay or travel time  (Source: California Strategic Growth Plan) 
 Increase user benefits (reduce travel time and costs)   (Source: SCAG) 
 Increase gross regional product through improved accessibility 

 

Reduce travel time to retail and services  (Source: T‐2035 Equity Analysis)   

Decrease average trip distance  (Source: Regional Advisory Working Group)   

Decrease commute time to job centers   

EQUITABLE ACCESS  
BY MODE AND/OR INCOME 

Increase jobs within Y minutes and $Z  (Source: Chicago MPO)   



Attachment 3: Examples of SCS/RTP Indicators Under Consideration 
 

 Environmental Resource/Greenfield Preservation 
o Density of persons and/or housing  (Source: ABAG PDA Assessment) 
o Parks and Open Space  (Source: ABAG PDA Assessment) 

 Acres of parks per capita 
 Acres of permanently protected conservation land  (Source: ABAG PDA Assessment) 

o Acres of agriculturally zoned land  (Source: ABAG PDA Assessment) 
o Acres of land underwater due to sea level rise  (Source: Ad Hoc Committee Meeting) 

 Housing 
o Housing units permitted, by type  (Source: ABAG PDA Assessment) 
o Housing costs as a percent of household income  (Source: ABAG PDA Assessment) 

 Economic Health 
o Development Costs: Percent sales price of new homes that fees & extractions represent

  (Source: BAC) 
o Job Creation (by level of industry centralization)  (Source: BAC) 
o Access to Labor: Location of jobs  (Source: ABAG PDA Assessment) 

 Equitable Access/Social Justice 
o Jobs‐Housing Match  (Source: ABAG PDA Assessment) 
o Concentration of population by race  (Source: RAWG Meeting) 
o Concentration of Poverty   (Source: ABAG PDA Assessment) 
o School Quality and graduation rates  (Source: ABAG PDA Assessment) 
o Income: Existing income distribution in 4 RHNA categories (Source: ABAG PDA Assessment) 
o Affordability: Impact of rising fuel prices on communities of concern(Source: RAWG Meeting) 
o Ethnic/Racial Diversity  (Source: ABAG PDA Assessment) 

 Healthy & Safe Communities/Livability 
o Total bicycle and pedestrian collisions  (Source: ABAG PDA Assessment) 
o Violent & property crimes (total and per capita)  (Source: ABAG PDA Assessment) 
o Built Environment 

 Quality of the public realm  (Source: RAWG Meeting) 
 Densities of station areas compared to areas outside of them  (Source: BAC) 

o Accessibility & Alternative Modes 
 Number and quality of bicycle facilities  (Source: ABAG PDA Assessment) 
 Accessibility to grocery stores & essential destinations 

 Local Government Implementation 
o Percentage of jurisdictions that rezone after SCS  (Source: BAC) 
o Other TBD 

 

 


