
 

 

 

Policy Advisory Council 
April 11, 2012 
Draft Minutes 

 
Chair Dolly Sandoval called the meeting to order at 1:38 p.m. Other members in 
attendance were Naomi Armenta, Cathleen Baker, Richard Burnett, Carlos Castellanos, 
Bena Chang, Wilbert Din, Sandi Galvez, Richard Hedges, Dolores Jaquez, Linda Jeffery 
Sailors, Randi Kinman, Federico Lopez, Marshall Loring, Yokia Mason, Tanya Narath, 
Tina King Neuhausel, Kendal Oku, Lori Reese-Brown, Frank Robertson and Egon 
Terplan. Excused: Gerald Rico and JoAnn Busenbark.  
 
Approval of Meeting Minutes 
 
The minutes of the April 3, 2012 meeting were unanimously approved after a motion 
by Mr. Din and a second by Mr. Loring.  
 
Public Comment 
 
There was no public comment. 
 
Subcommittee Reports 
 
Equity and Access Subcommittee 
The subcommittee met earlier in the day to briefly discuss a mobility management 
research project that MTC is coordinating, reviewing a few of the questions the project 
hopes to address. The subcommittee also requested a future agenda item on emergency 
preparedness. As part of the Regional Equity Working Group, the subcommittee 
received an OBAG program update and reviewed the Draft Transportation Investment 
Strategy. The Regional Equity Working Group suggested that MTC reward cities that 
adopt affordable housing and anti-displacement policies in the next round of funding, 
and the subcommittee suggested the Council also make that recommendation to MTC. 
 
Plan Bay Area: Draft Transportation Investment Strategy 
 
Ann Flemer, Ashley Nguyen, and Alix Bockelman of MTC staff presented elements of 
the draft transportation investment strategy, and proposed future discussion items and 
scheduling for Plan Bay Area. In addition, Dave Vautin of MTC staff gave a brief 
update on staff’s recommendations regarding the compelling case projects that were 
low performers in the project performance assessment. 
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Plan Bay Area: Draft Transportation Investment Strategy (continued) 
 
The Council had the following comments regarding the presentation: 
 

 The climate policy initiatives outlined in Option B would benefit a lot of people, 
regardless of income and geographic location. 

 Perhaps the list of options under strategy #1 should be combined and not listed as an 
“either Option A or B” solution. 

 Some items listed under Strategy #1 seem to penalize the poor, since their tax dollars are 
subsidizing programs that they will not use (such as electric vehicle purchase programs 
and the clean vehicle feebate program). The policies that are implemented should have 
benefits for the poor, not just for the affluent. 

 Since they have older vehicles that effect greenhouse gas emissions, low-income drivers 
should be accommodated with policies that assist them in getting out of those cars (such 
as providing more efficient paratransit or subsidizing gas-efficient vehicles). 

 While it may be tougher to implement, the 55 mph speed limit has a better GHG 
reduction result; this is a policy that helped reduce congestion and accidents when 
implemented in the past. 

 Allowing a higher speed limit in the express lanes would attract more usage. 
 Raising the auto manufacturing recommendations for tire pressure could help increase 

gas mileage.  
 Docking stations would need to be upgraded to support additional electric car usage. 

Also, the consequences of using more electricity need to be researched. 
 Need to implement strategies that will increase non-auto mode share, including pricing. 
 Parking pricing programs – such as that being suggested in San Francisco – need to have 

mitigation options for those who travel and park in certain areas for medical reasons (i.e., 
UCSF). 

 If subsidizing individual auto purchases is a strategy, subsidizing individual transit fares 
should also be a strategy. 

 Student bus passes are often abused. 
 Low-income residents often feel they are the target of enforcement of speed laws and 

would not likely support a 55 mph speed limit. 
 Vehicle and bike sharing programs have a high deposit to enter the program, and also 

encourage use of a credit card. Therefore, these programs are not popular with low-
income residents. 

 There needs to be an overall education campaign to get drivers out of their cars. 
 
Lindsay Imai of Urban Habitat gave public comment, stating she would like to see investments 
in transit where there is the greatest need and where the funds will have the greatest impact. In 
addition, transit service needs to be brought back up to pre-2009 levels, and Lifeline funding 
needs to be prioritized. 
 
Following discussion and several motions, the Council voted to make the following statements to 
the joint MTC Planning Committee/ABAG Administrative committee: 
 

 The Council unanimously supports the staff recommendations regarding Investment 
Strategy #2 and #4. 



Plan Bay Area: Draft Transportation Investment Strategy (continued) 
 

 The Council supports the staff recommendations regarding Investment Strategy #6, but 
cautions the need to maintain a balance between trying to incentivize ridership and 
increase service productivity, yet not lose sight of supporting transit services in high-need 
areas of the region (i.e., Lifeline services). 

 
The Council had questions and concerns related to Investment Strategy #1 and #5, and asked to 
continue exploring those strategies at their next meeting. The Council made comments regarding 
Investment Strategy #3 as part of the OneBayArea Grant presentation. 
 
One Bay Area Grant Proposal 
 
Alix Bockelman of MTC staff gave a brief update on changes to the OneBayArea Grant 
program. The Council had the following comments: 
 

 Consider adding policy language that would incentivize creating jobs around transit. 
 Consider making cities that “abandon” the regional process ineligible for OBAG funds. 

 
More information was requested as to how affordable housing policies will line up with the 
larger statutory requirements of SB 375. 
 
Upon motion by Ms. Kinman and seconded by Ms. Galvez, the Council unanimously voted to 
make the following statement to the Commission regarding the OneBayArea Grant 
program/Investment Strategy #3: 
 

 The Council is in agreement with recommendations from the Regional Equity Working 
Group regarding Investment Strategy #3, specifically that future cycles of OBAG funding 
should: 1) be distributed to reward local affordable housing production at the 
city/jurisdictional level, and 2) require cities to have adopted affordable housing and/or 
anti-displacement policies. 

 
Staff Liaison Report 
 
The Council received the report given by staff liaison Pam Grove. 
 
Council Member Reports 
 
There were no Council member reports. 
 
New Business 
 
There was no new business. 
 
Adjournment/Next Meeting 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 3:45 p.m. The next Policy Advisory Council meeting is scheduled 
for May 9, 2012 in the Auditorium, Joseph P. Bort MetroCenter, Oakland, California. 
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