BayArea

Equity Working Group
February 8, 2012, 11:15 a.m. — 1:00 p.m.
MetroCenter, Claremont Conference Room
101 8" Street, Oakland, 2nd Floor

AGENDA

Estimated Time
for Agenda Item

Welcome and Self-introductions 11:15a.m.
Equity Working Group Work Plan and Schedule* (Jennifer Yeamans, MTC)

Notes from January 11 Meeting* (Jennifer Yeamans, MTC)

A w0 Do

Reports from Other Regional Advisory Groups:
e Housing Methodology Committee
The Housing Methodology Committee did not meet in January. The next meeting is scheduled for
February 23.
e Regional Advisory Working Group
The Regional Advisory Working Group did not meet in January. The next meeting is scheduled for
February 7. Agenda will be available at: http://www.mtc.ca.gov/meetings/schedule/

5. Report from January 13 Joint MTC Planning Committee/ABAG Administrative Committee

meeting, One Bay Area Grant update.
Agenda/packet available at: http://apps.mtc.ca.gov/events/agendaView.akt?p=1799

DISCUSSION ITEMS 11:30 a.m.

6. Plan Bay Area Project Performance Assessment — Revised Results, Next Steps, and Equity
Considerations* (Dave Vautin, Lisa Klein, Sean Co/MTC)
Staff will present the latest revised results from the Plan Bay Area project performance assessment and
discuss next steps for high- and low-performing projects. Staff will also discuss the project-level equity
considerations mapping effort, which seeks to identify projects’ support for Communities of Concern.

7. Equity Analysis Methodology Refinements for Preferred Scenario** (Jennifer Yeamans/MTC,
Johnny Jamarillo/ABAG)
Staff will review proposed refinements to the Equity Analysis methodology for the Preferred Scenario, based
on results of the Alternative Scenarios analysis and prior feedback from group members.

INFORMATION ITEMS / OTHER BUSINESS 12:50 p.m.
8. Future Agenda Items (All)

9. Public Comment

10. Adjournment

Next meeting:
Wednesday, March 14, 2012 11:15a.m. - 1:00 p.m.

MetroCenter
2nd Floor Claremont Conference Room
101-8th Street, Oakland 94607

*  Agenda items attached
** - Attachments to be distributed at the meeting.

The Equity Working Group assists staff in the development of the Equity Analysis for the Sustainable Communities
Strategy/Regional Transportation Plan.

T:\SCS\SCS Engagement\SCS Equity\Equity Working Group\2012\02-Feb\0_Feb 8 2012 Agenda.doc



AGENDA ITEM 2

BayArea

Equity Working Group Work Plan and Schedule

Revised 2/1/2012

2011 2012 2013

A/SIOND J/ FIM|AM|J|J|A|S|IOIN/D J|FIMA M

1. Vision Scenario Analysis

1.1 Review populations and measures to be analyzed

1.2 Review results

2. Alternative Scenarios Analysis I I

2.1 Review populations and measures to be analyzed

2.2 Review results

3. Draft Plan (Preferred Scenario) Analysis _

2.1 Review populations and measures to be analyzed

2.2 Review results

4. Complementary Tasks ) S B

4.1 Update Snapshot Analysis/SCS Indicators

4.2 Identify other essential equity tasks that can be effectively analyzed

4.3 Review/comment on Scenarios relative to equity analysis results

4.4 Support engagement in low-income and minority communities

4.5 Recommend possible policies for consideration in the SCS/RTP
e 0 ee/Boara

RTP/SCS + EIR Vision Alternative Scenarios Plan Preparation D F
RHNA | Methodology [p] | | F

* Milestone D=Draft F=Final

Meetings:
(1) Review Vision Scenario Results
(2) MTC/ABAG Approve Preferred Scenario (Draft SCS)
(3) Adopt RHNA methodology/Release Draft RHNA
(4) Release Draft Plan
(5) Final RTP/SCS

All dates/workplan elements subject to change



AGENDAITEM 3

Summary of January 11, 2012 Equity Working Group meeting

Discussion: Equity Analysis and Targets Assessment Results: Recap and Discussion

Comment

Response and Possible Follow Up

How will displacement be addressed in Target
#27?

Needs to be addressed in Preferred Scenario

Post Equity Analysis results with other Targets
results on OneBayArea web site

Done

What is the status of analysis of PM in CARE
communities?

Still working on technical issues with analysis,
should be incorporated into Preferred Scenario
analysis

Look at distance/speed in addition to travel time

Will bring these results to a future meeting

Will committed projects be reopened to try to
meet GHG targets?

Probably not, as transportation investments are not
seen as “moving the needle” to the same extent as
policies and land use strategies.

What is the funding shortfall in the
unconstrained transportation network?

Only $15 billion of the needed $53 billion is
available ($10 billion in operating efficiencies per
TSP and $5 billion in new revenue)

What versions of the HOT network were in
which transportation network?

T-2035 network had 540 miles of HOT lanes, 340 of
which are created by converting existing high-
occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes. Core Capacity
Network had 700 miles of HOT lanes, 390 of which
are created by converting existing high-occupancy
vehicle (HOV) lanes and 90 miles of which are
created by converting an existing general purpose
and/or auxiliary lane. Further details can be found in
technical report on Alternative Scenarios: see
http://goo.gl/hvpsj

Would like to see a deeper methodology for
Target #3a

Follow up with staff directly on this.

Need more information on the
targets/assumptions in order to be able to give
policy input

Staff has tried to capture the most salient details in
the back page of the targets scorecard handout; can
address more specific questions directly. Additional
details available in technical report on Alternative
Scenarios: see http://goo.qgl/hvpsj

Discussion: One Bay Area Grant Update (Note, per request of numerous group members, the
agendized discussion of Preferred Scenario policy development was tabled for a future meeting to
provide time to discuss the One Bay Area Grant proposal presented to the Joint MTC Planning
Committee/ABAG Administrative Committee January 13, 2012)

Comment

Response and Possible Follow Up

Required resolution has no legal standing

Regional agencies have n authority over this, only
seeking to align priorities; housing element
requirement is still the bare minimum

continued




Summary of January 11, 2012 Equity Working Group meeting

Page 2 of 3

Comment

Response and Possible Follow Up

Overall the push should be for stronger
requirements; makes communities accountable
to each other

Not a view held by all stakeholders but feedback
will be considered with others’

Even though it’s not as strong as we’d like to
see and with better tools available, it’s a good
first step

No response

Review document to see that bicycles don’t
appear to have preference over pedestrians due
to wording

That was not the intended impression to be given

Complete streets can also help control
increasing ADA paratransit costs if more users
can access a fixed-route stop

Probably hard to capture in terms of direct benefit
but is a good point about co-benefits.

PCAs should also preserve smaller urban open
space; also, clarify open space, farmland,
recreational space

Response TBD

Are counties that are getting more getting a
bump from actual housing production?

Yes, low and very low are essentially double-
weighted

Is Pleasanton penalizing the rest of Alameda
County?

Caution against thinking in such terms as
performance by jurisdiction can vary greatly from
one cycle to the next. CMAs still can influence
within-county

How many past RHNA cycles will be included
for performance?

Just the last/most recent cycle

Reward cities that have done well even more —

go even further (several comments to this effect)

Response TBD

Are entitlements being counted or just units?

Assumption is that final permit issued is an actual
project being built

Could funding be given directly to cities?

Could end up being very small amounts for some
cities, proposal intends to provide some flexibility
over a three-year period

Put a flexible menu back into the proposal to
support affordable housing. Include anti-
displacement as a requirement, but if not that at
least put the option back in

Response TBD

Such a requirement for anti-displacement would

probably break down the consensus among
CMAs

No response

Link back to requirement in #1, to give it more | Response TBD
teeth, for example with some kind of threshold
Recommendation put forth to better link funding | Response TBD
to target results (supported by many but not all
members, with CMA representative opposing)
Support better-defined requirements than the Response TBD

menu; tie back to improvements in performance
in addition to simply following the law with the
housing element requirement




Summary of January 11, 2012 Equity Working Group meeting

Page 3 of 3

Comment

Response and Possible Follow Up

Support measurable goals, since policies can be
waived or ignored

Response TBD

Suggest staff come back with proposed Response TBD
language to address these principles than try to

figure out details now

Reporting needs more teeth Response TBD
Emphasize mixed-income rather than low- Response TBD

income communities

T:\SCS\SCS Engagement\SCS Equity\Equity Working Group\2012\02-Feb\3_Jan 11 2012 meeting notes.doc




AGENDA ITEM 6

OneBayArea

To: Equity Working Group

From: Dave Vautin, MTC

Date: February 3, 2012

Subject: Plan Bay Area Project Performance Assessment — Revised Results, Next Steps,

and Equity Considerations

Attached are a staff memorandum and attachments explaining the revised results for the Plan
Bay Area Project Performance Assessment. These materials will be presented to PTAC, the
Policy Advisory Council, and the joint MTC Planning Committee/ABAG Administrative
Committee this month.

At your February 8 meeting, we also would like to discuss the equity considerations involved in
this process. The attached maps (and the corresponding data table) highlight equity
considerations from a geographical perspective. Fundamentally, we are trying to answer two
questions:

1) Which projects are located in communities of concern?
2) How strongly do those projects support communities of concern?

After looking at the maps, we would like your feedback on two key questions:

1) How understandable are the maps as presented?
2) Are the maps a useful representation of projects and their connections to communities of
concern?

Please note that these are draft maps - a few projects have not yet been mapped and therefore are
missing from these documents.

Additional attachments referenced in the attached memo have not been included in this packet
but can be found at the OneBayArea website under “Transportation Project Performance
Assessment Revised Results”: http://www.onebayarea.org/plan_bay_area/targets.htm

T:\SCS\SCS Engagement\SCS Equity\Equity Working Group\2012\02-Feb\6_ProjectPerformance_cover.doc



METROPOLITAN Joseph P. Bort MetroCenter

101 Eighth Stree
M T TRANSPORTATION 'ghth Street
Oakland, CA 94607-4700
COMMISSION TEL 510.817.5700

TDD/TTY 510.817.5769
FAX 510.817.5848
E-MAIL info@m te.ca.gov

WEB www.mtc.ca.gov

Memorandum
TO: Interested Parties DATE: January 24, 2012
FR: Sean Co, Lisa Klein, and Dave Vautin W.I.

RE: Plan Bay Area: Project Performance Assessment — Revised Results

Summary

Since the November release of draft project performance assessment results, MTC staff has received
feedback from Commissioners, county congestion management agencies (CMAS), project sponsors,
and other stakeholders. The attached revised results reflect additional information we received for
specific projects, as well as refinements to the assessment methodology for selected targets. At the
February Planning Committee meeting, MTC staff will seek the Committee’s approval of criteria to
identify outliers (high- and low-performing projects) and a process for CMAs and sponsors to make
a compelling case for low-performing projects they propose be included in the transportation
investment strategy for the preferred Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS).

Background

All non-committed projects, as defined by the Commission in its Committed Funds and Projects
Policy for Plan Bay Area (Resolution No. 4006) adopted in April 2011, are subject to the
performance assessment. The project performance assessment aims to determine the degree to which
potential transportation projects and programs: (1) advance the ten performance targets adopted by
MTC and ABAG in January 2011 (Resolution No. 3987) and (2) are cost-effective. The performance
assessment allows comparison of projects on a consistent qualitative and quantitative basis to the
extent possible and practical. For a description of the overall approach and analysis methodology for
the benefit-cost and targets assessments, please refer to the October 28, 2011 memo to the MTC
Planning Committee: http://www.onebayarea.org/pdf/Project Assessment 11-4-11.pdf.

Revisions to Project Assessment since November

An overview of the major revisions follows below. These are reflected in the revised summary tables
and “bubble charts” in Attachment A. Today’s release includes a significant quantity of materials,
each designed to provide further insight on the revised project performance assessment results. (See
list of attachments at the end of this memo.) This spring, MTC staff will release a final report on the
Plan Bay Area project performance assessment.

As noted from the beginning, the project performance assessment is most useful to identify outliers

at both ends of the spectrum — the highest and lowest performing projects. (See below under Next
Steps.) While the revisions affect the numeric results for a number of projects, the net effect in terms
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of identifying high- and low-performing outlier projects is relatively modest. In particular, there is
virtually no change in highest performing projects. At the other end of the spectrum, the number of
projects with low benefit-cost scores and low target ratings has decreased as a result of improved
project definitions and corrections.

Benefit-Cost Assessment

Revisions were made for a handful of projects subject to benefit-cost assessment. Most revisions
reflected updated cost estimates, while a few revisions reflect refined estimates of projects’
associated benefits. For a list of projects with updated benefit-cost ratios, see Table B-1. Complete
results for all projects are shown in Tables B-2 through B-5.

Targets Assessment

In Attachment C-1, MTC staff has provided a description of the methodology used to rate each of
the targets, including those for which the methodology has been revised. Detailed discussion of the
specific changes and revised results for all projects are included in Attachments C-2 through C-4.

MTC staff made three types of changes to the targets assessment.

e Individual Project Review: The target scores for several projects were revised on a case-by-
case basis in response either to additional project detail provided by CMAs and sponsors or
based on a review of consistency among similar projects. Table C-2 lists these changes. Note
that the total revised target scores for these projects are also affected by the revised
methodologies for the housing target and the low-income household housing &
transportation cost target (as described below).

e Adequate Housing Target: This assessment approach for this target was significantly revised
to consider the target’s emphasis on accommodating both overall housing demand and the
demand for affordable housing without displacement. The assessment of support for
addressing overall housing demand was updated to reflect housing growth in the more
realistic Focused Growth scenario, as opposed to the prior use of the unconstrained Initial
Vision scenario. In addition, jurisdictions’ track records in meeting their Regional Housing
Needs Assessment (RHNA) targets provided the basis for assessing support for affordable
housing. The revised approach is described in more detail in Exhibit C-1.

e Target to Reduce Low-Income Household Expenditures on Housing & Transportation: This
target was previously assessed based on whether or not the project provided a lower-cost
transit alternative to driving. The updated assessment considers data available for transit
operators on the number of low-income riders served. Transit projects sponsored by agencies
that serve a high share of low-income riders or have a large number of low-income riders
receive higher ratings for this target. We continue to assume that road improvement projects
have minimal impact on this target. The revised approach is described in more detail in
Exhibit C-1.

Equity Considerations

The table summarizing equity considerations has been updated to reflect the revised target
assessment results describe above. In addition, MTC staff has generated county maps reflecting each
project’s level of support for Communities of Concern and towards the corresponding equity-related
targets. These materials are presented in Attachment D.
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Next Steps: Impacts for High- and Low-Performing Projects

In March/April 2012, MTC and ABAG staff will recommend a preferred SCS that will include a
preferred land use and transportation investment strategy. The Commission will use its policy
discretion along with the performance assessment results to decide which projects and programs to
include in the investment strategy. Staff proposes the following guidelines for leveraging project
performance assessment results in the development the preferred SCS investment strategy.

1.

The analysis results should be used to identify outliers at both ends of the spectrum — the highest
and lowest performing projects, as shown in Table A-5 and described below.

The highest performing projects should be included in the preferred investment strategy, subject
to analysis of financial feasibility. The highest performing projects include those with:

e High benefit-cost ratio (= 10) and at least a moderate target score (= 2); or

o High target score (= 6) and at least a moderate benefit-cost ratio (= 5)

The lowest performing projects should be included only if the sponsor or CMA can make a
compelling case. The lowest performing projects include those with:

e Low benefit-cost ratio (< 1), regardless of target score; or

o Low target score (<-1), regardless of benefit-cost ratio

A county congestion management agency (CMA) and/or project sponsor must make a
compelling case in writing and may be asked to present the case at the March Planning
Committee meeting. Further details on making this compelling case will be discussed at the
February meetings of the Partnership Technical Advisory Committee (PTAC), MTC Policy
Advisory Council, and MTC Planning Committee.

Proposed Schedule (subject to approval by MTC Planning Committee in February)

February 2012 . Not_lfy CMA s and project sponsors of the guidelines for applying the
project performance assessment results
= CMAs/sponsors submit compelling cases in writing by March 2 and
i present their cases at the March 9 joint MTC Planning Committee/ ABAG
March / April o . . .
2012 Admmlstratl'on_Commlttee meeting _
= Release preliminary preferred scenario for Plan Bay Area (includes
investment strategy)
May 2012 = MTC/ABAG approves preferred scenario for Plan Bay Area

List of Attachments

A

Project Assessment Summary Materials

e Table A-1: Summary of Benefit-Cost Ratios and Target Scores, ranked by B/C ratio

e Figure A-2: Project Performance Bubble Chart by project type

e Figure A-3: Project Performance Bubble Chart for road projects

e Figure A-4: Project Performance Bubble Chart for transit projects

e Table A-5: High-Performers and Low-Performers (based on thresholds proposed by staff for
approval at the February meeting of the MTC Planning Committee)
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B. Revised Benefit-Cost Assessment — Detail

Table B-1: Projects with Revised Benefit-Cost Ratios since November Draft Release
Table B-2: Benefit-Cost Assessment — Nominal Annual Benefits

Table B-3: Benefit-Cost Assessment — Monetized Annual Benefits

Exhibit B-4: Benefit-Cost Sensitivity Testing

Exhibit B-5: Confidence Assessment of Benefit-Cost Results

C. Targets Assessment — Detail

Exhibit C-1: Targets Assessment Methodology

Table C-2: Projects with Revised Target Scores since November Draft Release (based on
improved project definitions)

Table C-3: Targets Assessment — Detailed Results (for large projects)

Table C-4: Targets Assessment — Results by Project Type (for small projects)

D. Equity Considerations

Table D-1: Project Assessment Equity Considerations

Figure D-2: Project Assessment Equity Considerations Mapping (Alameda County)
Figure D-3: Project Assessment Equity Considerations Mapping (Contra Costa County)
Figure D-4: Project Assessment Equity Considerations Mapping (North Bay Counties)
Figure D-5: Project Assessment Equity Considerations Mapping (San Francisco County)
Figure D-6: Project Assessment Equity Considerations Mapping (San Mateo County)
Figure D-7: Project Assessment Equity Considerations Mapping (Santa Clara County)

Documents related to project assessment equity considerations are not included in the January
24" release materials; these materials will be posted to the OneBayArea website within the next
few weeks.

J\\PROJECT\2013 RTP_SCS\Performance Assessment\Project Evaluation\Trade-Offs\Final PPA Release Memo_Final.Docx
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Summary of Benefit-Cost Ratios and Target Scores (listed by benefit-cost ratio)

Row # Project ID* Project Name

Project Type

Project Capital

Costs

(in millions of
2013 dollars)

REVISED 1/24/2012

TABLE A-1

Total Annualized Total Annualized
2035 Benefits
(in millions of

Targets
Adversely
Affected

2035 Costs
(in millions of
2013 dollars)

Plan Bay Area T-2035 B/C Overall Targets
B/C Ratio Ratio

Targets
Score Supported

2013 dollars)

1 240182 [BART Metro Program (including Bay Fair Connection & Civic Center Turnback) Multi-County | Transit Efficiency 650 161 -10 >60 8.5 0
2 240694 [Treasure Island Congestion Pricing San Francisco Pricing 59 69 1 4.0 0
3 240522 (Congestion Pricing Pilot San Francisco Pricing 102 227 5 45 - 6.0 0
ol ¢ 22780 |AC Transit Grand-MacArthur BRT A'Z’:::a/ Transit Efficiency 36 32 2 5.5 0
S~
% 5 230419 |Freeway Performance Initiative Regional FPI 2,991 3,175 202 4.0 0
T 6 22274 |ITS Improvements in San Mateo County San Mateo Road Efficiency 66 56 4 4.0 0
7 240494 (ITS Improvements in Santa Clara County Santa Clara Road Efficiency 320 752 48 4.0 0
8 22062 |lrvington BART Station Alameda Transit Efficiency 123 19 2 5.5 0
9 240171 [SFMTA Transit Effectiveness Project San Francisco | Transit Efficiency 157 90 8 7.5 0
10 Truck & Motorcycle Retirement [BAAQMD program] Regional Climate 29 55 6 1.5 1.0
11 22400 |SR-239 Expressway Construction (Brentwood to Tracy) Contra Costa |Highway Expansion 373 144 21 7 1.0 4.5
12 240431 |SR-85 Auxiliary Lanes (El Camino Real to Winchester Boulevard) Santa Clara Road Efficiency 198 81 12 7 n/a 0_ 5 0.5 0
13 94506 |Fremont/Union City East-West Connector Alameda Arterial Expansion 190 65 10 7 1 0.5 2.0 1.5
14 98207T |[Alameda-Oakland BRT + Transit Access Improvements Alameda Transit Efficiency 16 14 2 6 n/a 5.0 5.0 0
o 15 22‘::(])226?)’ US-101 HOV Lanes (Whipple Avenue to Cesar Chavez Street) Multi-County | Road Efficiency 331 123 19 6 n/a 2.5 0
E 16 | 230161 |Van Ness Avenue BRT san F;Z;‘Zisw/ Transit Efficiency 140 44 7 6 n/a 6.5 0
oo
.:E 17 HOTd  [Silicon Valley Express Lanes Network Santa Clara Ex;ln\lress Lanes 1,398 408 70 6 n/a 2.0 25
E etwork
E 18 240155 |Better Market Street San Francisco | Transit Efficiency 200 56 10 6 n/a 6.0 0
19 22455 |AC Transit East Bay BRT Alzrz:ja/ Transit Efficiency 211 62 12 5 n/a 5.5 0
20 HOTe |CTC Application + Alameda County Authorized Lanes Express Lanes Network Multi-County EXE:::V(I;?:S 2,364 602 118 5 n/a -0_ 5 2.0 2.5
21 230468 |1-80 Auxiliary Lanes (Airbase Parkway to 1-680) Solano Road Efficiency 50 18 4 5 2t 1 _0 1.0 0
22 n/a  |Local Streets and Roads Capital Maintenance Needs Regional Maintenance n/a 1,369 280 5 5 5.0 5.0 0
23 240375 [BART to San Jose/Santa Clara (Phase 2: Berryessa to Santa Clara) San;iara/ Transit Expansion 4,094 324 70 5 n/a 7.0 0
2 2:;)61:;1, (E:Iael‘t::er:iifl';c:t:il:’i‘cesl;rte::::‘ciz:;nprovements (6-Train Service during Peak Hours) + Multi-County | Transit Efficiency 848 153 34 5 n/a 7.5 0
25 240557 |Oakdale Caltrain Station San Francisco | Transit Efficiency 51 3 1 4 n/a 4.5 0
26 2:23::’ SR-84/1-680 Interchange Improvements + SR-84 Widening (Jack London to 1-680) Alameda Highway Expansion 381 87 21 4 n/a 0.5 3.0
27 230294 |New SR-152 Alignment Santa Clara | Highway Expansion 776 148 41 4 n/a 2.0 4.0
28 mTransbay Transit Center - Phase 2B (Caltrain Downtown Extension) San nggzisco/ Transit Expansion 2,348 108 31 4 n/a 7.5 0
29 240410 |Transportation for Livable Communities Regional TLC 7,131 875 255 3 2 7.0 0
30 22]:3(;50' 1-680/SR-4 Interchange Improvements + SR-4 Widening (Morello Avenue to SR-242) | Contra Costa |Highway Expansion 396 65 21 3 1 0_ 5 1.0 0.5
31 21341 |Fairfield/Vacaville Capitol Corridor Station (Phases 1, 2, and 3) Solano Transit Efficiency 54 2 1 3 n/a 3. 5 3.5 0

Page 1 of 3 - * = projects with updated B/C ratios since draft release marked in blue
** = high-performers marked with green stars; low-performers marked with red stars

+ = project definition has changed somewhat since T-2035
J:\PROJECT\2013 RTP_SCS\Performance Assessment\Project Evaluation\Project Lists\Detailed Revised B-C Results 012012 (Monetized & Nominal).xlsx
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Summary of Benefit-Cost Ratios and Target Scores (listed by benefit-cost ratio)

Row # Project ID* Project Name

Project Type

REVISED 1/24/2012

Project Capital Total Annualized Total Annualized
Costs 2035 Benefits 2035 Costs Plan Bay Area T-2035 B/C Overall Targets Targets

Targets
Adversely

in milli f in milli f in milli f B/C Rati Ratil S Si rted
(in millions o (in millions o (in millions o /C Ratio atio core upporte Affected

2013 dollars) 2013 dollars) 2013 dollars)

32 240617 |SR-29 HOV Lanes and BRT (Napa Junction to Vallejo) Napa Road Efficiency 60 11 4 3 n/a 1. 5 1.5 0
22227, . .
%5 240328, Geneva Avenue (;orrldor Improvements (Roadway Extension, BRT, and Southern Multi-County | Transit Efficiency 216 36 15 z n/a 4 5 45 0
Intermodal Terminal) .
240334
34 240147 |Southeast Waterfront Transportation Improvements San Francisco | Transit Efficiency 397 88 36 2 n/a 3.5 3.5 0
35 240026 |SamTrans El Camino BRT San Mateo | Transit Efficiency 120 59 25 2 n/a 5.5 5.5 0
36 mVTA El Camino BRT Santa Clara | Transit Efficiency 239 28 12 2 n/a 7.0 0
37 00BART [BART Service Frequency Improvements Multi-County | Transit Efficiency 1,275 126 56 2 n/a 8.5 0
38 | 230604 |Bay Bridge Contraflow Lane Multi-County Pricing 611 67 31 2 n/a 4.5 4.5 0
39 [F:lUR:UEH1-580 Express Bus (Dublin to Livermore) Alameda Transit Efficiency 150 32 16 2 n/a 4. 5 4.5 0
40 240018 |Dumbarton Corridor Express Bus Multi-County | Transit Efficiency 101 23 12 z n/a 6.5 0
22511,
22512,
22122, |WETA Service Expansion (Treasure Island, Berkeley/Albany, Richmond, Hercules, and | Multi-County/ . .
o
S| # | 230613, |Redwood city) 3434 Transit Expansion 320 41 22 2 n/a 4.5 4.5 0
g 22120,
- 220581
§ 42 22605 |SR-4 Bypass Completion (SR-160 to Walnut Avenue) Contra Costa |Highway Expansion 150 15 9 z 1t 2.0 4.5
-
QJ
2 43 00MUNI [Muni Service Frequency Improvements San Francisco | Transit Efficiency 0 25 14 2 n/a 5.5 0
44 mGeary Boulevard BRT San Francisco | Transit Efficiency 172 15 9 z 7 6.5 0
45 240526 |SFCTA Transit Performance Initiative San Francisco | Transit Efficiency 490 28 16 2 n/a 7.5 0
46 22247 |Regional Bikeway Network Regional Bike/Ped 1,464 124 73 z 0.5 7.0 0
47 203 AC Transit Service Frequency Improvements (Restoration of 2009 Funding Levels) Multi-County | Transit Efficiency 0 108 65 2 n/a 5. 5 5.5 0
48 n/a  [New Freedom Program Regional Lifeline/New n/a 3 2 2 n/a 5.5 5.5 0
Freedom *
49 22268 |San Mateo Countywide Shuttle Service Frequency Improvements San Mateo Transit Efficiency 0 10 6 2 n/a 2. 5 2.5 0
50 230550 [Climate Initiatives (5-year program) Regional Climate 560 158 112 1 0.4 3. 5 3.5 0
51 n/a  |Transit Capital Maintenance Needs Regional Maintenance n/a 1,787 1,286 1 1 5.0 5.0 0
52 240545 |Parkmerced Light Rail Corridor San Francisco | Transit Efficiency 76 6 5 1 n/a 5.0 5.0 0
53 230055 [Golden Gate Ferry Service Frequency Improvements Multi-County | Transit Efficiency 34 6 4 1 n/a 4. 5 4.5 0
54 LU 8 BART to Livermore (Phase 1: 1-Station DMU Extension with Bus Enhancements) Alameda Transit Expansion 555 37 29 1 n/a 5.0 5.0 0
240521, Multi-County/
55 240134, [Caltrain Vision (10-Train Service during Peak Hours) + Electrification (SF to Tamien) 3434 Y Transit Efficiency 5,599 272 220 1 n/a 7. 5 7.5 0
21627
56 00ACT1 |AC Transit Frequent Transit Network Multi-County | Transit Efficiency 654 606 510 1 n/a 5.5 5.5 0
57 22343 |1-680 Express Bus Service Frequency Improvements (Phase 2) Contra Costa | Transit Efficiency 60 12 11 1 1 4. 5 4.5 0
58 2:;':971 Marin-Sonoma Narrows (Phase 2: HOV Lanes) Multi-County | Road Efficiency 300 20 18 1 8t 0.5 2.5 2.0
59 Heavy-Duty Truck Replacement [BAAQMD program] Regional Climate 211 42 44 1 n/a 0_5 1.5 1.0
60 240196 |BART to Livermore (Phase 1: 1-Station Rail Extension with Bus Enhancements) Alameda Transit Expansion 1,135 50 52 1 4t 5.0 5.0 0

Page 2 of 3 - * = projects with updated B/C ratios since draft release marked in blue
** = high-performers marked with green stars; low-performers marked with red stars

+ = project definition has changed somewhat since T-2035
J:\PROJECT\2013 RTP_SCS\Performance Assessment\Project Evaluation\Project Lists\Detailed Revised B-C Results 012012 (Monetized & Nominal).xlsx



Summary of Benefit-Cost Ratios and Target Scores (listed by benefit-cost ratio) REVISED 1/24/2012

Project Capital Total Annualized Total Annualized
Costs 2035 Benefits 2035 Costs Plan Bay Area T-2035 B/C Overall Targets Targets

Targets
Adversely
Affected

Row # Project ID* Project Name Project Type
! ! g P (in millions of (in millions of (in millions of B/C Ratio Ratio Score Supported

2013 dollars) 2013 dollars) 2013 dollars)

61 22415 |Historic Streetcar Expansion Program San Francisco | Transit Efficiency 66 9 9 0.9 5.0 0
Multi-C t)
62 | 240216 |Dumbarton Rail “ '343":" Y| Transit Expansion 755 31 36 0.8 - 6.0 0
63 #2114 EV Solar Installation [BAAQMD program] Regional Climate 25 1 2 0.8 1.5 0.5
64 240650 [Sonoma Countywide Bus Service Frequency Improvements Sonoma Transit Efficiency 428 32 41 0_8 5.0 0
240676, Multi-County/
65 240675, [SMART (Phase 2: Extensions to Cloverdale & Larkspur + 10S Cost Deferrals) 3434 Y Transit Expansion 283 10 13 0_7 5.0 0
240677
66 230252 [Marin Countywide Bus Service Frequency Improvements Marin Transit Efficiency 0 9 12 0.7 4.5 0
230219, . . . -
67 230314 Golden Gate Bus Service Frequency Improvements Multi-County | Transit Efficiency 143 16 29 0_5 4.5 0
68 22956 |Capitol Expressway Light Rail Extension (Phase 2: to Eastridge Transit Center) Santa Clara Transit Expansion 276 4 8 0_ 5 6.0 0
o
E 69 | 230547 |Monterey Highway BRT SantaClara | Transit Efficiency 140 15 37 0.4 5.5 0
o
=1 70 22667 |BART to Livermore (Phases 1 & 2: Rail Extension) Alameda Transit Expansion 4,177 57 153 0.4 5.0 0
Santa Cl
71 | 22019 |Downtown East Valley (Phase 2: LRT) 3"3343:”/ Transit Expansion 307 5 16 0.3 6.0 0
Multi-Count:
72 98139 |ACE Service Expansion ! ;4;:" vl Transit Efficiency 600 19 67 0.3 4.0 0
73 230554 |Sunnyvale-Cupertino BRT Santa Clara | Transit Efficiency 100 5 26 0.2 5.0 0
74 22978 |Capitol Expressway Light Rail Extension (Phases 2 & 3: to Nieman) Santa Clara | Transit Expansion 435 3 19 0.2 6.0 0
Lifeline/N
75 240690 |Lifeline Transportation Program Regional : ;;r:j/oniw n/a 10 119 0.1 5.5 0
Multi-Count:
76 22009 |Capitol Corridor Service Frequency Improvements (Oakland to San Jose) Y ;4;:" v/ Transit Efficiency 509 1 18 0_ 1 6.0 0
77 98119 |Vasona Light Rail Extension (Phase 2) Santa Clara | Transit Expansion 176 0 6 0_0 5.5 0
) . . . . Alameda/ .
78 230101 [Union City Commuter Rail Station + Dumbarton Rail Segment G Improvements 3434 Transit Efficiency 180 0 2 0.0 5.0 0
B/C RATIO - COLOR KEY TARGETS SCORE - COLOR KEY
High B/C Strong Support
(B/C ratio greater than 10) (score of 6.0 or higher)
Medium-High B/C Moderate Support
(B/C ratio between 5 and 9) (score between 1.5 and 5.5)
Medium-Low B/C Minimal Impact
(B/C ratio between 1 and 4) (score between -1.0 and 1.0)
Low B/C Moderate Adverse Impact
(B/C ratio less than 1) (score between -1.5 and -5.5)
Strong Adverse Impact
(score of -6.0 or lower)
Page 3 of 3 - * = projects with updated B/C ratios since draft release marked in blue + = project definition has changed somewhat since T-2035

** = high-performers marked with green stars; low-performers marked with red stars J:\PROJECT\2013 RTP_SCS\Performance Assessment\Project Evaluation\Project Lists\Detailed Revised B-C Results 012012 (Monetized & Nominal).xlsx



Project Performance Assessment:
Results by Project Type

Bubble size represents the total annual
benefits for all projects of that type.
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Project Performance Assessment:
Selected Transit Projects

Bubbles labeled for projects with greater than $I5 million in annual benefits.
Bubble size represents the project benefits.
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Project Performance Assessment: High-Performers and Low-Performers**

Row # Project ID

Project Name

County

HIGH-PERFORMING PROJECTS**: HIGH B/C (>=10) and MODERATE Targets Score (>=2)
OR HIGH Targets Score (>=6) and MODERATE B/C (between 5 and 10)

B/C Ratio

Overall

Targets

Score

Project
Capital
Costs*

TABLE A-5 REVISED 2/1/2012

Project Description

1 240182 BART Metro Program (including Bay Fair Connection & Civic Center Multi-County 560 8.5 650 Increases the efficiency .of.BART in the urban ?ore bY constructing
Turnback) new turnbacks and providing new express train service.
Ch 5 toll f idents to ent itT Island duri
2 240694 |Treasure Island Congestion Pricing San Francisco 59 4.0 59 arges a 55 toll for residen S o enter/exi rt.sasure. sland during
peak hours; net revenues designated for transit service.
Charges a $3 toll to enter/exit the northeast quadrant of San
3 240522 |Congestion Pricing Pilot San Francisco 45 6.0 102 Francisco during peak hours; net revenues designated for transit
service.
Alameda/ Constructs a bus rapid transit line along the Grand & MacArthur
4 22780 |AC Transit Grand-MacArthur BRT 18 5.5
! “ 3434 36 corridors in Oakland, providing faster service for AC Transit Line NR. S
-
n
A
Maximizes the effici f th d twork th h arterial o
5 230419 |Freeway Performance Initiative Regional 16 4.0 2,991 .aX|m|zes ) ee. iciency of the roadway ne \{vor rough arteria L
signal coordination and freeway ramp metering. o
T
9
Maximizes the effici f th d twork th h arterial T
6 22274 |ITS Improvements in San Mateo County San Mateo 16 4.0 66 ) aximizes ) ee. ciency ot the roadway ne Yvor rough arteria
signal coordination and freeway ramp metering.
Maximizes the effici f th d twork th h arterial
7 240494 |ITS Improvements in Santa Clara County Santa Clara 16 4.0 320 . aximizes ) ee. iciency of the roadway ne \{vor rough arteria
signal coordination and freeway ramp metering.
Construct infill BART station in the Irvington district of
8 22062 |lIrvington BART Station Alameda 12 5.5 123 ONStructs a new it station in the frvington district o
Fremont.
| liability and red t Iti key Muni b
9 240171 |SFMTA Transit Effectiveness Project San Francisco 11 7.5 157 mp.roves refiabl y.an re .utje.s r.ave imes on key Munibus
corridors through signal prioritization and bus lanes.
10 240134, |Caltrain Service Frequency Improvements (6-Train Service during Multi-Count 5 75 848 Electrifies the Caltrain line and purchases additional train vehicles to
21627 |Peak Hours) + Electrification (SF to Tamien) y ’ provide faster, more frequent service during peak hours. - @
c
Santa Clara/ Extends BART from the Phase 1 terminus in Berryessa (North San % 3’
11 240375 |BART to San Jose/Santa Clara (Phase 2: Berryessa to Santa Clara) 3434 5 7.0 4,094 |Jose) through a new BART subway to Alum Rock, Downtown San Ty
Jose, Diridon Station, and Santa Clara. z 5
2 2
I
San Francisco/ Constructs a bus rapid transit line with dedicated lanes along the 23
12 230161 |Van Ness Avenue BRT 6 6.5 c 2
venu 3434 140 Van Ness corridor in San Francisco (from Lombard to Mission). ; =]
[C=]
Increases transit speeds along San Francisco's Market Street T E
13 240155 |Better Market Street San Francisco 6 6.0 200 between the Embarcadero & Octavia by restricting auto traffic on
the corridor.

* = shown in millions of 2013 dollars
** = thresholds for high- and low-performers reflect staff proposals for February 2012 Planning Committee; refer to cover memo for more details.
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Project Performance Assessment: High-Performers and Low-Performers** REVISED 2/1/2012

Overall
Targets
Score

Project
Capital
Costs*

Row # Project ID Project Name County B/C Ratio Project Description

LOW-PERFORMING PROJECTS**: LOW B/C (<1)
OR LOW Targets Score (<-1)

E ds street i ith th Muni E-line, ting Fort
1 22415 |Historic Streetcar Expansion Program San Francisco 0.9 5.0 66 Xpands siree cs.ar service wt € new unE-ine, connecting For
Mason to Caltrain.
Multi-County/ Offers new rail service on the Dumbarton corridor between Union
2 240216 |Dumbarton Rail . .
Y : 3434 0.8 6.0 755 |city & Redwood City.
3 240650 |Sonoma Countywide Bus Service Frequency Improvements Sonoma 0.8 5.0 428 Increases bus service frequencies in Sonoma County by 50%.
Installs sol Is at electric vehicle charging stations to offset
4 240589 |EV Solar Installation [BAAQMD program] Regional 0.8 1.0 25 ns .a .s solar paneis at electric vehicle charging stations to oTIse
emissions.
240676, . . . S .
5 240675 SMART (Phase 2: Extensions to Cloverdale & Larkspur + 10S Cost Multi-County/ 0.7 5.0 283 Constructs extensions to SMART's Initial Operating Segment,
240677’ Deferrals) 3434 ’ ’ connecting Cloverdale to Larkspur and building deferred stations.
| b ice fl i higher-d d Marin Transit
6 230252 |Marin Countywide Bus Service Frequency Improvements Marin 0.7 4.5 0 rr;zze;asses us service frequencies on higher-demand iarin franst
230219, . . | b ice fi i higher-d d Golden Gat
7 Golden Gate Bus Service Frequency Improvements Multi-County 0.5 4.5 143 nereases bus service requencies on higher-aemand boiden bate
230314 bus routes.
3 22956 Capitol Expressway Light Rail Extension (Phase 2: to Eastridge Transit Santa Clara 0.5 6.0 276 Extenfjs VTA light rail in East San Jose from Alum Rock to Eastridge
Center) Transit Center.
Constructs a b id transit line al Mont Highway,
9 230547 |Monterey Highway BRT Santa Clara 0.4 5.5 140 ons rut.: > @ bus rapiairanst fin€ @ °f'g onterey Highway
connecting downtown San Jose to points south.
Extends BART fi Dublin/PI ton to V Road via d t
10 22667 |BART to Livermore (Phases 1 & 2: Rail Extension) Alameda 04 5.0 4,177 x ends rom Dublin/Pleasanton to Vasco Road via downtown
Livermore.
11 22019 |Downtown East Valley (Phase 2: LRT) Santa Clara/ 0.3 6.0 307 Constructs a new light rail line along Santa Clara Avenue in San Jose,
3434 from downtown to Alum Rock.
) ) Multi-County/ Provides hourly bidirectional train service between Stockton and
12 98139 |ACE Service Expansion . .
vice Expansi 3434 0.3 4.0 600 San Jose, along with significantly reduced travel times.
Constructs a b id transit line bet S | d
13 230554 |Sunnyvale-Cupertino BRT Santa Clara 0.2 5.0 100 ons r%lc > @ bus rapid fransit fine between sunnyvale an
Cupertino.
Extends VTA light rail in East San J fi Al Rock to Ni
14 22978 |Capitol Expressway Light Rail Extension (Phases 2 & 3: to Nieman) Santa Clara 0.2 6.0 435 B);lflr;v:rd ght raftin Fast san Jose from Alum Rock to Teman
Fund to add t tati for low-i
15 240690 |Lifeline Transportation Program Regional 0.1 6.0 n/a unas prf)grams © address transportation gaps for fowrincome
communities.
Capitol Corridor Service Frequency Improvements (Oakland to San Multi-County/ Doubles the frequency of Capitol Corridor service between Oakland
16 22009 0.1 5.5 509 . . .
Jose) 3434 and San Jose, leading to approximately hourly service.
Extends VTA light rail fi C bell to V. Junction in L
17 98119 |Vasona Light Rail Extension (Phase 2) Santa Clara 0.0 5.5 176 G);tir; s gt rai from Lampbetl to Vasona junction In tos
18 230101 Union City Commuter Rail Station + Dumbarton Rail Segment G Alameda/ 0.0 5.0 180 Con.structs a.n infill commuter rail.station in Union City to serve
Improvements 3434 Capitol Corridor & Dumbarton Rail.

LOW B/C (<1)

* = shown in millions of 2013 dollars
** = thresholds for high- and low-performers reflect staff proposals for February 2012 Planning Committee; refer to cover memo for more details.

J:\PROJECT\2013 RTP_SCS\Performance Assessment\Project Evaluation\Trade-offs\PPA - High & Low Performers v5.xlIsx
Page 2 of 3




Project Performance Assessment: High-Performers and Low-Performers**

Row # Project ID

Project Name

LOW-PERFORMING PROJECTS**: LOW B/C (<1)
OR LOW Targets Score (<-1)

County

B/C Ratio

Overall
Targets
Score

Project
Capital
Costs*

REVISED 2/1/2012

Project Description

Widens SR-116 in Sebastopol and Cotati to add turn | d
19 21998 |SR-116 Widening & Rehabilitation (Elphick Road to Redwood Drive) Sonoma N/A -1.5 90 sh;jzsers n >ebastopoland totati to add turn fanes an
Reali SR-152 , wid id t of Gilroy t
20 230294 |New SR-152 Alignment Santa Clara 4 -2.0 776 ealgns on anew. YVI ercorridor east ot Biroy to
accommodate greater traffic volumes.
Construct: interch US-101 in Petal d provid
21 21884 |Petaluma Cross-Town Connector/Interchange Sonoma N/A -2.0 62 ONStructs @ new In e.rc angeon n retalima and provices
a new east-west arterial.
22 240062, |SR-84/1-680 Interchange Improvements + SR-84 Widening (Jack Alameda 4 25 381 Builds aux lanes on I-680 near the SR-84 interchange and widens SR-
22776 |London to I-680) ' 84 from the I-680 interchange to Livermore.
Wid SR-4 to f | fi Brent d to the SanJ i
23 22981 |SR-4 Widening (Marsh Creek Road to San Joaquin County line) Contra Costa N/A -2.5 110 Cc:ur?:ysline © fourfanes from Brentwood to the san Joaquin
Constructs th ini h f the SR-4 B f i
24 22605 |SR-4 Bypass Completion (SR-160 to Walnut Avenue) Contra Costa 2 -2.5 150 OnSTrUcts the remaining phases otthe ypassireewayin
Brentwood.
25 22207 |Farmers Lane Extension (Bellevue Avenue to SR-12) Sonoma N/A -2.5 54 Builds a new arterial roadway in southeastern Santa Rosa.
26 98133 |Pacheco Boulevard Widening (Blum Road to Arthur Road) Contra Costa N/A -3.0 52 Widens Pacheco Boulevard in Martinez to 4 lanes.
Wid SR-12 th hout Sol Countytoi fet d
27 230477 |SR-12 Widening (SR-29 to Sacramento County line) Solano N/A -3.0 50 I ?ns o roue 09 clano ~ountytoincrease satety an
provide additional capacity.
Construct: 4 from SR-4 B in Brentwood
28 22400 |SR-239 Expressway Construction (Brentwood to Tracy) Contra Costa 7 -3.5 373 ons ruc. > 8 newa-lane expressway from ypass in Brentwoo
to I-205 in Tracy.
Wid us-101 th of Gilroy to 6 | t dat t
29 21714 |US-101 Widening (Monterey Street to SR-129) Santa Clara N/A -4.0 246 I ?ns South oT BIroy fo & fanes to accommodate greater
traffic volumes.
| SR-4 bet H les & Marti b di
30 94050 |SR-4 Upgrade to Full Freeway (Phase 2: Cummings Skyway to I-80) Contra Costa N/A -4.5 78 mproves etween e.rcu e artinez by upgracing an
expressway to freeway design standards.
31 240053 |Whipple Road Widening (Mission Boulevard to 1-880) Alameda N/A -5.0 100 |Widens Whipple Road to 4 lanes between Union City and Hayward.

LOW Target Score (<-1)

* = shown in millions of 2013 dollars
** = thresholds for high- and low-performers reflect staff proposals for February 2012 Planning Committee; refer to cover memo for more details.
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Project Assessment Equity Considerations (listed by county) TABLE D-1 Public Draft - 2/1/2012
EQUITY-RELATED TARGETS

Project ID Project Name Project Type Housing PM in CARE Low Incorrle HH Equity Cofner:l?:ity Comrl:unity CII\TKE
Transportation Cost|Targets Score of Concern?*| of Concern? Community?
1 240180 BART Bay Fair Connection Alameda Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE STRONG 2.0 Yes Yes Yes
2 22062 Irvington BART Station Alameda Transit Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL STRONG Yes Yes No
3 22455 |ACTransit East Bay BRT A'Z’Z:ja/ Transit Efficiency MODERATE | MODERATE STRONG 2.0 Yes Yes Yes
4 22780 |AC Transit Grand-MacArthur BRT A'ZZ‘;;"‘/ Transit Efficiency MODERATE | MODERATE STRONG 2.0 Yes Yes Yes
5 22667 BART to Livermore (Phases 1 & 2: Rail Extension) Alameda Transit Expansion MINIMAL MINIMAL STRONG No No
6 98207T, 98207R |Alameda-Oakland BRT & 1-880 Broadway/Jackson Interchange Improvements Alameda Transit Efficiency MINIMAL MODERATE STRONG Yes Yes
7 230101 Union City Commuter Rail Station + Dumbarton Rail Segment G Improvements Alzrz:ja/ Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE STRONG Yes Yes
8 240113 BART Hayward Maintenance Complex Alameda Transit Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL STRONG d Yes No
9 240196 BART to Livermore (Phase 1: 1-Station Rail Extension with Bus Enhancements) Alameda Transit Expansion MINIMAL MINIMAL STRONG No No
10 LBART BART to Livermore (Phase 1: 1-Station Rail Extension with DMU) Alameda Transit Expansion MINIMAL MINIMAL STRONG d No No
11 580_BUS 1-580 Express Bus (Dublin to Livermore) Alameda Transit Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL STRONG No No
12 22089 Martinez Subdivision & Rail Improvements Alameda Transit Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL STRONG . Yes Yes
13 22765 1-580/1-680 Interchange HOV Direct Connectors Alameda Road Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 No No No
14 240318 1-80 Ashby Interchange Improvements Alameda Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL 1.0 No Yes
15 22769 1-880 23rd/29th Interchange Improvements Alameda Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 Yes Yes
16 22779 1-880/SR-262 Interchange Improvements (Phase 2: Warren Avenue Grade Separation) Alameda Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No No
17 240052 1-880 Whipple Road Interchange Improvements Alameda Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No No
18 240317 Port of Oakland Wharf Replacement & Berth Deepening (Berths 60-63) Alameda Other MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No Yes Yes
19 240657 1-580 Corridor Spot Intersection Improvements Alameda Road Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 No No No
20 21100 1-580 Vasco Road Interchange Improvements & Auxiliary Lanes Alameda Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No No
21 22082 Port of Oakland 7th Street Grade Separation & Roadway Improvements Alameda Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 Yes Yes Yes
22 22760 Port of Oakland Outer Harbor Intermodal Terminals Alameda Other MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 “ Yes Yes
23 230103 Decoto Neighborhood Grade Separation Alameda Road Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 Yes Yes No
24 240024 Oakland Army Base Infrastructure Improvements Alameda Other MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 “ Yes Yes
25 240279 Mandela Parkway & 3rd Street Corridor Street Reconstruction Alameda Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 Yes Yes Yes
26 240562 SR-92 Clawiter/Whitesell Interchange Improvements Alameda Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No No
27 94506 Fremont/Union City East-West Connector Alameda Arterial Expansion MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 No No No
28 230099 1-580/1-680 Interchange Improvements (Phase 1) Alameda Road Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 No No No
29 240062, 22776 |SR-84/1-680 Interchange Improvements + SR-84 Widening (Jack London to 1-680) Alameda Highway Expansion MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No No
30 240053 Whipple Road Widening (Mission Boulevard to 1-880) Alameda Highway Expansion MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 Yes Yes No

* = serving a CoC is defined as being located within a CoC and providing an access point for residents
** = one or more equity-related targets has an adverse rating
Page 10of 6 J:\PROJECT\2013 RTP_SCS\Performance Assessment\Project Evaluation\Equity\Considerations on the Project Level.xIsx



Project Assessment Equity Considerations (listed by county)

Project ID

Project Name

Project Type

EQUITY-RELATED TARGETS

Housing

PM in CARE

Low Income HH

Transportation Cost| Targets Score

. Serves
Equity

Community | Community

of Concern?*

0]

Public Draft - 2/1/2012

L}
CARE

of Concern? Community?

31 22343 1-680 Express Bus Service Frequency Improvements (Phase 2) Contra Costa Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE 1.5 Yes Yes Yes
32 230321 Hercules Intermodal Station (Phases 2, 3, and 4) Contra Costa Transit Efficiency STRONG MINIMAL MINIMAL 1.0 “ No No
33 22360 1-80 San Pablo Dam Road Interchange Improvements Contra Costa Road Efficiency STRONG MINIMAL MINIMAL 1.0 Yes Yes Yes
34 22353,21223 |I-680 HOV Gap Closure in Walnut Creek (N. Main to Livorna) Contra Costa Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No No
35 22604 Vasco Road Safety & Operational Improvements (Brentwood to San Joaquin County line) Contra Costa Highway Expansion MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 No No No
36 21205, 22350 |I-680/SR-4 Interchange Improvements + SR-4 Widening (Morello Avenue to SR-242) Contra Costa Highway Expansion MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No No
37 22605 SR-4 Bypass Completion (SR-160 to Walnut Avenue) Contra Costa Highway Expansion MINIMAL MINIMAL 1.0 No No No
38 22981 SR-4 Widening (Marsh Creek Road to San Joaquin County line) Contra Costa Highway Expansion MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No No
39 98133 Pacheco Boulevard Widening (Blum Road to Arthur Road) Contra Costa Highway Expansion MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No No
40 22400 SR-239 Expressway Construction (Brentwood to Tracy) Contra Costa Highway Expansion MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No No
41 94050 SR-4 Upgrade to Full Freeway (Phase 2: Cummings Skyway to I-80) Contra Costa Highway Expansion MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No
42 230252 Marin Countywide Bus Service Frequency Improvements Marin Transit Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MODERATE 0.5 Yes No
43 21325 US-101 Twin Cities Corridor Improvements Marin Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No
44 240644 Marin Countywide Senior Mobility Program Marin Safety MINIMAL MINIMAL MODERATE 0.5 No No No
45 240182 BART Metro Program Multi-County Transit Efficiency MODERATE STRONG STRONG Yes Yes
46 00BART BART Service Frequency Improvements Multi-County Transit Efficiency MODERATE STRONG STRONG Yes Yes
47 230603 California High-Speed Train - Bay Area to Central Valley Multi-County Transit Expansion MODERATE STRONG Yes Yes
43 240134, 21627 f:l-;:;?::)rwce Frequency Improvements (6-Train Service during Peak Hours) + Electrification (SF Multi-County Tt Efaney MODERATE STRONG Yes Yes
49 240'32'12;627' Caltrain Vision (10-Train Service during Peak Hours) + Electrification (SF to Tamien) M““;f::"ty/ Transit Efficiency MODERATE STRONG Yes Yes
50 240018 Dumbarton Corridor Express Bus Multi-County Transit Efficiency MODERATE STRONG STRONG Yes Yes
51 22009 Capitol Corridor Service Frequency Improvements (Oakland to San Jose) Mult;‘(;::nty/ Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE Yes Yes
52 240216  |Dumbarton Rail M“'tﬁ:nty/ Transit Expansion MODERATE STRONG MINIMAL Yes Yes
53 240699 AC Transit Service Frequency Improvements (Restoration of 2009 Funding Levels) Multi-County Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE STRONG 2.0 Yes Yes
54 00ACT1 AC Transit Frequent Transit Network Multi-County Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE STRONG 2.0 Yes Yes
55 240627466;;3675’ SMART (Phase 2: Extensions to Cloverdale & Larkspur + [0S Cost Deferrals) M““;f::”ty/ Transit Expansion MINIMAL MINIMAL ““ Yes No
56 n/a BART Station Capacity Improvements Multi-County Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE STRONG 2.0 Yes Yes Yes
57 n/a BART Station Access Improvements Multi-County Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE STRONG Yes Yes
22511, 22512, WETA Service Expansion (Treasure Island, Berkeley/Albany, Richmond, Hercules, and Redwood Multi-County/ . .
58 22122, 230613, City) 3434 Transit Expansion MODERATE MODERATE MINIMAL Yes Yes
22120, 230581
59 230055 Golden Gate Ferry Service Frequency Improvements Multi-County Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE MODERATE 1.5 No Yes

* = serving a CoC is defined as being located within a CoC and providing an access point for residents
** = one or more equity-related targets has an adverse rating
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Project Assessment Equity Considerations (listed by county) Public Draft - 2/1/2012
EQUITY-RELATED TARGETS

Serves 0] L}
i : . . . Low Income HH Equity 5 5
Project ID Project Name Project Type Housing PM in CARE Community | Community CARE

Transportation Cost| Targets Score .
P 8 of Concern?*| of Concern? Community?

60 230604 Bay Bridge Contraflow Lane Multi-County Pricing MODERATE STRONG 2.0 “

61 222221,0?;[[)‘328, _(?:?n:/:aﬁvenue Corridor Improvements (Roadway Extension, BRT, and Southern Intermodal Multi-County Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE STRONG 2.0 Yes Yes
62 230219, 230314 |Golden Gate Bus Service Frequency Improvements Multi-County Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE MODERATE 1.5 No No Yes
63 98139 |ACE Expansion M“'t;g’:”ty/ Transit Efficiency MODERATE | MODERATE MINIMAL 1.0 No Yes Yes
) 240036 (C:‘Il'g)ain Communications-Based Overlay Signal System (CBOSS) and Positive Train Control System Multi-County Transit Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No Yes Yes
65 240060, 240523 |US-101 HOV Lanes (Whipple to Cesar Chavez) Multi-County Road Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE MINIMAL 1.0 Yes Yes
66 22003 Capitol Corridor Reliability Improvements (Phase 2) Multi-County Road Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 Yes Yes
67 22657 1-580 Westbound Truck Climbing Lane (Altamont Pass) Multi-County Road Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 No No No
68 240140 Caltrain At-Grade Crossing Improvements Multi-County Transit Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 No Yes
69 240571 1-80/1-880 Congestion Pricing and Clean Vehicle Incentive Program Multi-County Pricing MODERATE MODERATE MINIMAL 1.0 Yes Yes
70 98147, 240691 [Marin-Sonoma Narrows (Phase 2) Multi-County Highway Expansion MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL No No
71 HOTe CTC Application + Alameda County Authorized Lanes Express Lanes Network Multi-County Express Lanes Network MODERATE MODERATE AD MINIMAL 0.0%* Yes Yes
72 240122 SR-29 Complete Streets Improvements Napa Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No
73 240617 SR-29 HOV Lanes & BRT (Napa Junction to Vallejo) Napa Road Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 Yes No
74 94075 SR-12 Jameson Canyon Project (Phase 3: New SR-12/SR-29 Interchange) Napa Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No
75 22247 Regional Bikeway Network Regional Bike/Ped MODERATE STRONG Yes Yes
76 240410 Transportation for Livable Communities Regional TLC MODERATE STRONG Yes Yes
77 240690 Lifeline Program Regional Lifeline/New Freedom MODERATE MODERATE STRONG Yes Yes
78 NewFree New Freedom Regional Lifeline/New Freedom MODERATE MODERATE STRONG Yes Yes
79 LS&R Local Streets and Roads Capital Maintenance Needs Regional Maintenance MODERATE MODERATE MODERATE Yes Yes
80 Transitshort  |Transit Capital Maintenance Needs Regional Maintenance MODERATE MODERATE MODERATE 1.5 Yes Yes
81 230419 Freeway Performance Initiative Regional FPI MODERATE MINIMAL MODERATE 1.0 Yes Yes
82 230550 Climate Initiatives Regional Climate MODERATE MODERATE MODERATE 1.5 Yes Yes
83 240589 EV Solar Installation [BAAQMD program] Regional Climate MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL Yes Yes
84 240577 Heavy-Duty Truck Replacement [BAAQMD program] Regional Climate MODERATE STRONG MINIMAL Yes Yes
85 240582 Truck & Motorcycle Retirement [BAAQMD program] Regional Climate MODERATE STRONG MINIMAL Yes Yes
86 240674 Transbay Transit Center - Phase 3 (Pedestrian Connector Tunnel to BART/Muni) San Francisco Transit Expansion MODERATE STRONG STRONG No Yes
87 230290 Transbay Transit Center - Phase 2B (Caltrain Downtown Extension) san Fs‘rz;:isco/ Transit Expansion MODERATE STRONG Yes Yes
88 240171 SFMTA Transit Effectiveness Project San Francisco Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE STRONG Yes Yes
89 240526 SFCTA Transit Performance Initiative San Francisco Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE STRONG Yes Yes

* = serving a CoC is defined as being located within a CoC and providing an access point for residents
** = one or more equity-related targets has an adverse rating
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Project Assessment Equity Considerations (listed by county)

Project ID

Project Name

Project Type
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PM in CARE

EQUITY-RELATED TARGETS

Low Income HH

Transportation Cost| Targets Score

. Serves
Equity

0]

Public Draft - 2/1/2012

L}

Community | Community CARE
of Concern? Community?

of Concern?*

90 230161  [Van Ness Avenue BRT san F;Z';Zism/ Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE STRONG 2.0 Yes Yes Yes
91 230164 Geary Boulevard BRT San Francisco Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE STRONG 2.0 Yes Yes
92 240155 Better Market Street San Francisco Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE STRONG 2.0 Yes Yes
93 240522 Congestion Pricing Pilot San Francisco Pricing MODERATE STRONG Yes Yes
94 OOMUNI Muni Service Frequency Improvements San Francisco Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE STRONG 2.0 Yes Yes
[95; 22415 Historic Streetcar Expansion Program San Francisco Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE STRONG 2.0 Yes Yes
96 240545 Parkmerced Light Rail Corridor San Francisco Transit Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL STRONG “ No No
97 240557 Oakdale Caltrain Station San Francisco Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE MODERATE 1.5 Yes Yes
98 240158 Eastern Neighborhoods (EN TRIPS) Circulation & Streetscape Improvements San Francisco Road Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE MODERATE 1.5 Yes Yes
99 240694 Treasure Island Congestion Pricing San Francisco Pricing MODERATE MINIMAL MODERATE Yes No
100 240147 Southeast Waterfront Transportation Improvements San Francisco Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE STRONG Yes Yes
101 240163 Hunters Point & Candlestick Point Local Road Network San Francisco Road Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL MODERATE Yes Yes
102 240344 SFpark San Francisco Parking MODERATE MODERATE MINIMAL 1.0 Yes Yes
103 240358 Mission Bay Local Road Network San Francisco Arterial Expansion MODERATE MINIMAL MODERATE 1.0 Yes Yes
104 240035 Caltrain Terminal Station Improvements (4th & King) San Francisco Transit Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL MODERATE 1.0 Yes Yes
105 230555 1-80 Yerba Buena Island Interchange Improvements San Francisco Road Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL Yes No
106 240026 SamTrans El Camino BRT San Mateo Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE STRONG Yes Yes
107 22274 ITS Improvements in San Mateo County San Mateo Road Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL MODERATE Yes Yes
108 240590 El Camino Real Complete Streets Improvements San Mateo Road Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE MODERATE Yes Yes
109 22268 San Mateo Countywide Shuttle Service Frequency Improvements San Mateo Transit Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL STRONG Yes Yes
110 21602 US-101 Broadway Interchange Improvements San Mateo Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL No No
111 21603 US-101 Woodside Road Interchange Improvements San Mateo Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 Yes Yes
112 21606 US-101 Willow Road Interchange Improvements San Mateo Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 Yes Yes
113 21613 SR-92 Improvements (Phase 1: San Mateo Bridge to I-280) San Mateo Road Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 No No No
114 22279 US-101 Produce Road Interchange Improvements San Mateo Road Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 No No No
115 22756 US-101 Candlestick Point Interchange Improvements San Mateo Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No Yes
116 240064 Caltrain Grade Separations (Phase 1: San Mateo County) San Mateo Transit Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 No No No
117 21604 US-101 Auxiliary Lane Modifications (Oyster Point to San Francisco County line) San Mateo Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No No
118 21615 1-280/SR-1 Interchange Improvements San Mateo Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No No
119 22229 US-101 Sierra Point Parkway Interchange Improvements + Lagoon Way Extension San Mateo Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No No

* = serving a CoC is defined as being located within a CoC and providing an access point for residents
** = one or more equity-related targets has an adverse rating

Page 4 of 6

J:\PROJECT\2013 RTP_SCS\Performance Assessment\Project Evaluation\Equity\Considerations on the Project Level.xIsx



Project Assessment Equity Considerations (listed by county) Public Draft - 2/1/2012
EQUITY-RELATED TARGETS

Project ID Project Name Project Type Housing PM in CARE Low Incorrle HH Equity Cofner:lj:ity Comrl:unity CII\I:!E
Transportation Cost|Targets Score of Concern?*| of Concern? Community?
120 22230 1-280 Auxiliary Lanes (Hickey Boulevard to 1-380) San Mateo Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No No
121 94644 SR-92 Westbound Slow-Vehicle Climbing Lane (I-280 to SR-35) San Mateo Road Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 No No
122 21612 Dumbarton Bridge/US-101 Access Improvements (Phase 1) San Mateo Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 Yes Yes
123 240114 SR-1 Safety & Operational Improvements (Pacifica to Half Moon Bay) San Mateo Road Efficiency MODERATE AD MINIMAL MINIMAL -0.5%*% No No No
124 22282 US-101 Operational Improvements (near US-101/SR-92 Interchange) San Mateo Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No No
125 98204 SR-1 Widening (Fassler Avenue to Westport Drive) San Mateo Highway Expansion MODERATE AD MINIMAL MINIMAL -0.5%*% No No No
126 240119 VTA El Camino BRT Santa Clara Transit Efficiency STRONG STRONG Yes Yes
127 240375 BART to San Jose/Santa Clara (Phase 2: Berryessa to Santa Clara) San;a‘é;ara/ Transit Expansion STRONG STRONG Yes Yes
128 22019 Downtown East Valley (Phase 2: LRT) Sa"tazgfra/ Transit Expansion STRONG STRONG Yes Yes
129 22956 Capitol Expressway Light Rail Extension (Phase 2: to Eastridge Transit Center) Santa Clara Transit Expansion STRONG STRONG Yes Yes
130 22978 Capitol Expressway Light Rail Extension (Phases 2 & 3: to Nieman) Santa Clara Transit Expansion STRONG STRONG Yes Yes
131 98119 Vasona Light Rail Extension (Phase 2) Santa Clara Transit Expansion MODERATE MINIMAL STRONG . No No
132 230547 Monterey Highway BRT Santa Clara Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE STRONG Yes Yes
133 230554 Sunnyvale-Cupertino BRT Santa Clara Transit Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL STRONG d Yes No
134 21760 Caltrain Double-Track Improvements (San Jose to Gilroy) Santa Clara Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE MODERATE Yes Yes
135 230534 Caltrain Electrification (Tamien to Gilroy) Santa Clara Transit Efficiency MODERATE MODERATE MODERATE 1.5 Yes Yes
136 240494 ITS Improvements in Santa Clara County Santa Clara Road Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL MODERATE 1.0 Yes Yes
137 22965 New US-101 Mabury/Taylor Interchange Santa Clara Arterial Expansion STRONG MINIMAL MINIMAL 1.0 Yes Yes
138 22979 New US-101 Zanker/Skyport/Fourth Street Interchange Santa Clara Arterial Expansion STRONG MINIMAL MINIMAL 1.0 No No Yes
139 240437 US-101 Braided Ramps (Capitol Expressway to Yerba Buena Road) Santa Clara Arterial Expansion STRONG MINIMAL MINIMAL 1.0 No No No
140 240441 US-101/Oregon Expressway/Embarcadero Road Interchange Improvements Santa Clara Arterial Expansion STRONG MINIMAL MINIMAL 1.0 No No Yes
141 21719 1-880/1-280/Stevens Creek Boulevard Interchange Improvements Santa Clara Arterial Expansion STRONG MINIMAL MINIMAL 1.0 No No No
142 230537 1-280 Winchester Boulevard Interchange Improvements Santa Clara Arterial Expansion STRONG MINIMAL MINIMAL 1.0 No No No
143 240048 Caltrain Diridon Station Track Capacity Expansion (Phases 2 & 3) Santa Clara Transit Efficiency STRONG MINIMAL MODERATE 1.5 No No Yes
144 240063 Caltrain Terminal Station Improvements (San Jose Diridon) Santa Clara Transit Efficiency STRONG MINIMAL MODERATE 1.5 No No Yes
145 240429 1-880/US-101 Interchange Improvements Santa Clara Arterial Expansion STRONG MINIMAL MINIMAL 1.0 No Yes Yes
146 240444 US-101/SR-237 Interchange Improvements Santa Clara Arterial Expansion STRONG MINIMAL MINIMAL 1.0 No Yes No
147 240671 New 1-280 Senter Road Interchange Santa Clara Arterial Expansion STRONG MINIMAL MINIMAL 1.0 Yes Yes Yes
148 230337 New Lawrence Expressway Interchange (Monroe Street) Santa Clara Arterial Expansion MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 No No No
149 240479 1-680 Auxiliary Lanes (McKee Road to Berryessa Road) Santa Clara Road Efficiency STRONG MINIMAL MINIMAL 1.0 No No Yes

* = serving a CoC is defined as being located within a CoC and providing an access point for residents
** = one or more equity-related targets has an adverse rating
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Project Assessment Equity Considerations (listed by county) Public Draft - 2/1/2012
EQUITY-RELATED TARGETS

Serves 0] L}
i : . . . Low Income HH Equity 5 5
Project ID Project Name Project Type Housing PM in CARE Community | Community CARE

Transportation Cost|Targets Score .
P 8 of Concern?*| of Concern? Community?

150 240586 Oregon Expressway Alma Bridge Interchange Improvements Santa Clara Road Efficiency STRONG MINIMAL MINIMAL 1.0 “ No No
151 21922 Mineta San Jose International Airport APM Connector Santa Clara Transit Efficiency STRONG MINIMAL MINIMAL 1.0 Yes Yes Yes
152 22814 Foothill Expressway Deceleration Lane Extension Santa Clara Road Efficiency STRONG MINIMAL MINIMAL 1.0 No No No
153 230340 New Lawrence Expressway Interchange (Kifer Road) Santa Clara Arterial Expansion MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No No
154 240580 1-280/Lawrence Expressway/Stevens Creek Interchange Improvements Santa Clara Arterial Expansion MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No No
155 230332 Rengstorff Avenue Grade Separation Santa Clara Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No Yes No
156 240404 Calaveras Boulevard Overpass Widening (Abel Street to Milpitas Boulevard) Santa Clara Road Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 Yes Yes No
157 240431 SR-85 Auxiliary Lanes (El Camino Real to Winchester Boulevard) Santa Clara Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 Yes Yes No
158 240443 Mary Avenue Extension Santa Clara Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 “ No No
159 HOTd Silicon Valley Express Lanes Network Santa Clara Express Lanes Network MODERATE MODERATE AD MINIMAL 0.0%* Yes Yes Yes
160 230294 New SR-152 Alignment Santa Clara Highway Expansion MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 No No No
161 21714 US-101 Widening (Monterey Street to SR-129) Santa Clara Road Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 No No No
162 21341 Fairfield/Vacaville Capitol Corridor Station (Phases 1, 2, and 3) Solano Transit Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 No No No
163 22629 Vallejo Ferry Terminal Intermodal Station Solano Transit Expansion MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 Yes Yes No
164 94151 Jepson Parkway Construction (SR-12 to 1-80) Solano Highway Expansion MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No No
165 230325 1-80 Westbound Cordelia Truck Scales Relocation Solano Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No No
166 230326 1-80/1-680/SR-12 Widening & Interchange Improvements (Phase 1) Solano Highway Expansion MODERATE AD MINIMAL MINIMAL -0.5%* No No No
167 230468 1-80 Auxiliary Lanes (Airbase Parkway to I1-680) Solano Highway Expansion MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No Yes No
168 230561 SR-113 Relocation out of Dixon Solano Highway Expansion MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No No
169 230575 Rio Vista Bridge Reconstruction & Realignment Solano Road Efficiency MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No No
170 22794 Curtola Transit Center Improvements Solano Transit Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 Yes No
171 230313 Redwood Parkway & Fairground Drive Roadway Improvements Solano Road Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 Yes No
172 230477 SR-12 Widening (SR-29 to Sacramento County line) Solano Highway Expansion MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL No No
173 240650 Sonoma Countywide Bus Service Frequency Improvements Sonoma Transit Efficiency MODERATE MINIMAL STRONG Yes No
174 230366 Caulfield Lane Extension (Southern Crossing) Sonoma Road Efficiency STRONG MINIMAL MINIMAL No No
175 21998 SR-116 Widening & Rehabilitation (Elphick Road to Redwood Drive) Sonoma Highway Expansion MINIMAL MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.0 No No No
176 21884 Petaluma Cross-Town Connector/Interchange Sonoma Road Efficiency STRONG MINIMAL MINIMAL 1.0 No No No
177 22207 Farmers Lane Extension (Bellevue Avenue to SR-12) Sonoma Highway Expansion MODERATE MINIMAL MINIMAL 0.5 Yes Yes No

LEGEND IMPACT TO TARGETS
STRONG | MODERATE " MINIMAL ” MODERATE ADVERSE I STRONG ADVERSE

* = serving a CoC is defined as being located within a CoC and providing an access point for residents
** = one or more equity-related targets has an adverse rating
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San Fl'anCiSCO San Francisco Bay Area

Research and Demographic Unit Draft Map as of Friday, February 03, 2012 Geographic Information Systems Unit
Project ID Project Name
240035 Caltrain Terminal Station Improvements (4th
& King)
240163 Hunters Point & Candlestick Point Local
Road Network
3 230555 1-80 Yerba Buena Island Interchange
Improvements
240674 Transbay Transit Center - Phase 3
(Pedestrian Connector Tunnel to
BART/Muni)
230290 Transbay Transit Center - Phase 2B
(Caltrain Downtown Extension)
0 240155 Better Market Street
240522 Congestion Pricing Pilot
/ﬁ
o 230164 Geary Boulevard BRT
o 22415 Historic Streetcar Expansion Program
% 240557 Oakdale Caltrain Station
o™
Lincoln-Way
0 240545 Parkmerced Light Rail Corridor
Map Information 4 \ _ | Q 240171 SFMTA Transit Effectiveness Project
__ Does not serve = \
Community of Concern g s i
. F = 240147 Southeast Waterfront Transportation
—  Serves Community z s Improvements
of Concern T
. 230161 Van Ness Avenue BRT
Communities of Concern
n Franci S N .
Urbanized Areas m‘ao‘sa S Gy 21627, 240134, Caltrain Vision (10-Tr_a_|n S_erwce during )
RED 240521 Peak Hours) + Electrification (San Francisco
. to Tamien)
Serves Community of Concern
e cated W ithinia 22511, 22512, WETA Service Expansion (Treasure Island,

22122, 230613, Berkeley/Albany, Richmond, Hercules, and

Community of Concern with access state Hwy 38 @
point for residents) A :
22120, 230581 Redwood City)

Transit Roadway Other

1 or More
Targets have . .

adverse impact

'y 22227, 240328, Geneva Avenue Corridor Improvements
240334 (Roadway Extension, BRT, and Southern
Intermodal Terminal)

Equity Target Score
of 0or 0.5 230055 Golden Gate Ferry Service Frequency
Equity Target Score Improvements
of1or1.5
Equity Target Score . . 230219, 230314  Golden Gate Bus Service Frequency
of 2 or Higher @ ’ Improvements
Does not Serve Community of Concern = .
Transit Roadway Other | @ 230604 Bay Bridge Contraflow Lane

240523, 240060 US-101 Express Lanes (Whipple Avenue to
Cesar Chavez Street)

Cartography: MTC GIS/January 2012

Pl s i ATP. 2040, profSan Francse Modol 2040 11117t 2011 aniscapemud

Scale: (/‘l

Source: MTC, January 2012,

21818
Sta
te Hwy g5

@ 240182 BART Metro Program
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» Map ID Project ID Project Name
& @
[ B 4@ n 21602 US-101 Broadway Interchange
| i Improvements
Daly | 2 21603 US-101 Woodside Road Interchange
City | W
iy i M13 11 Improvements
4 P N 3 21606 US-101 Willow Road Interchange
i 4 5 ‘ﬁ Improvements
iﬁ: ne n 21615 1-280/SR-1 Interchange Improvements
: I M13 —
'880
v u 22229 US-101 Sierra Point Parkway Interchange
Improvements + Lagoon Way Extension
' n 22279 US-101 Produce Road Interchange
\ '| Improvements
,,i_.,ciﬁca = n 22282 US-101 Operational Improvements (near
: San.-.Br.uno US-101/SR-92 Interchange)
I n 22756 US-101 Candlestick Point Interchange
Improvements
r n 240114 SR-1 Safety & Operational Improvements
| Millbrae (Pacifica to Half Moon Bay)
& n 94644 SR-92 Westbound Slow-Vehicle Climbing
Lane (I-280 to SR-35)
i n 21604 US-101 Auxiliary Lane Modifications (Oyster
Point to San Francisco County line)
% 12 21612 Dumbarton Bridge/US-101 Access
k) Improvements (Phase 1)
-~ Hillsborough m 21613 SR-92 Improvements (Phase 1: San Mateo
Map Information Bridge to 1-280)
__ Does not serve 13 o o o m 22230 1-280 Auxiliary Lanes (Hickey Boulevard to
Community of Concern 7 1-380)
—  Serves Community N f \ 22274 ITS Improvements in San Mateo County
of Concern A | )
San Mat 240026 SamTrans El Camino BRT
Communities of Concern s ! n Mateo
an Mateo
Urbanized Areas WY, M5 n 98204 SR_-1 Widening (Fassler Avenue to Westport
Drive)
Serves Community of Concern @ 240018 Dumbarton Corridor Express Bus
2 Belmont
(defined as located within a y
CommunityjoriConcemiwithieccess = — San Carlos \ ; 21627, 240134, Caltrain Vision (10-Train Service during Peak
P X 240521 Hours) + Electrification (San Francisco to
Transit Roadway Other : Tamien)
| Redwood
Taraote have . . | City 22120, 22122, WETA Service Expansion (Treasure Island,
adverse impact | 22511, 22512, Berkeley/AIpany, Richmond, Hercules, and
Equity Target Score 230613, 230581 Redwood City)
of0or0.5 22227, 240328, Geneva Avenue Corridor Improvements
Equity Target Score it Myen Say ginerion 240334 (Roadway Extension, BRT, and Southern
of1or1.5 Intermodal Terminal)
Equity Target Score )
of 2 or Higher ‘ . ‘ T M5 240060, 240523 US-101 Express Lanes (Whipple Avenue to
— N Cesar Chavez Street)
Does not Serve Conu_Tlt: o: Con:t(:rn 25, @ B BART Metro Program
ransi oaaway er
‘ . ‘ m HOTd Silicon Valley Express Lanes Network
Sourc TG, sy 20tz 240216 Dumbarton Rail
Scale:
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Research and Demographic Unit Draft Data as of Thursday, February 02, 2012Geographic Information Systems Unit
Map ID ProjectID Project Name Map ID ProjectID Project Name
n 21719 1-880/1-280/Stevens Creek Boulevard 22978 Capitol Expressway Light Rail Extension
Interchange Improvements (Phases 2 & 3: to Nieman)
21760 Caltrain Double-Track Improvements (San H 230294 New SR-152 Alignment
Jose to Gilroy)
n 22814 Foothill Expressway Deceleration Lane 230547 Monterey Highway BRT
Extension
22965 New US-101 Mabury/Taylor Interchange 230554 Sunnyvale-Cupertino BRT
ﬂ 22979 New US-101 Zanker/Skyport/Fourth Street 240119 VTA El Camino BRT
Interchange
n 230332 Rengstorff Avenue Grade Separation 240375 BART to San Jose/Santa Clara (Phase 2:
Berryessa to Santa Clara)
n 230337 Nesw Lawrence Expressway Interchangse 31 240431 SR-85 Auxiliary Lanes (El Camino Real to
(Monroe Street) Winchester Boulevard)
n 230340 Nejw Lawrence Expressway Interchange E 240479 1-680 Auxiliary Lanes (McKee Road to
(Kifer Road) Berryessa Road)
230534 Caltrain Electrification (Tamien to Gilroy) @ 98119 Vasona Light Rail Extension (Phase 2)
m 230537 1-280 Winchester Boulevard Interchange 22009 Capitol Corridor Service Frequency
Improvements Improvements (Oakland to San Jose)
240048 Caltrain Diridon Station Track Capacity o i i .
Expansion (Phases 2 & 3) 21627, 240134, Caltrain Vision -(1-0-'I'-ra|n Service dl{rmg Peak
240521 Hours) + Electrification (San Francisco to
240063 Caltrain Terminal Station Improvements Tamien)
(San Jose Diridon)
i i m HOTd Silicon Valley Express Lanes Network
13 240404 Calaveras Boulevard Overpass Widening
(Abel Street to Milpitas Boulevard)
n 240429 1-880/US-101 Interchange Improvements
m 240437 US-101 Braided Ramps (Capitol Expressway
to Yerba Buena Road)
n 240441 US-101/Oregon Expressway/Embarcadero
Road Interchange Improvements
ﬂ 240444 US-101/SR-237 Interchange Improvements
n 240580 1-280/Lawrence Expressway/Stevens Creek
Interchange Improvements
m 240586 Oregon Expressway Alma Bridge
Interchange Improvements
240671 New 1-280 Senter Road Interchange
m 21714 US-101 Widening (Monterey Street to SR-
129)
21922 Mineta San Jose International Airport APM
Connector
Q 22019 Downtown East Valley (Phase 2: LRT)
Q 22956 Capitol Expressway Light Rail Extension

(Phase 2: to Eastridge Transit Center)
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